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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURAL GUIDE

OVERVIEW

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) was enacted in 1969 to ensure that federal agencies
consider and address any environmental impacts that result from the activities and projects they sponsor.
NEPA regulations (24 CFR Parts 1500-1508) mandate each federal agency implement policies and
procedures in accordance with the provisions of NEPA. HUD’s implementing regulations for NEPA (24
CFR Part 58) apply to all HUD-funded programs and are mandated to ensure that projects do not pose a
negative impact on the environment, or create environmental conditions that would negatively impact the
persons/community in which the project is located.

NEPA and HUD regulations cover housing projects and activities funded in whole or part with federal
funds granted through the Michigan State Housing Development Authority’s (MSHDA) Community
Development Division (CD). Grant awards using MSHDA funds do not have federal sources and do not
require an environmental review.

This manual focuses on single family and small multi-family housing programs only. Economic
development activities, commercial or industrial projects and large multi-family developments require a
level of analysis (Phase Il, Environmental Impact Statement) not addressed in this publication.

A Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) is required for all multi-family, non-residential and mixed
use buildings where there may be possible contamination. Contact MSHDA'’s Certifying Officer at 517-
373-8370 for information about the Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA). See also: Frequently
Asked Questions for more information on the Phase | ESA.

BEFORE YOU BEGIN: The requirements of Part 58 as explained in this manual must be completed
through the environmental review process prior to committing any federal or nonfederal program funds:

Neither the recipient nor any participant (public or private nonprofits or
for-profit entities and their contractors) may commit or expend any
federal or nonfederal project funds prior to approval of the Request for
Release of Funds (RROF) and related certification. (Sec. 58.22)

Acronyms and Definitions (24 CFR 58.2 and CPD Notice 01-11)

Activity (58.2(a)(1)) — An action that a grantee or recipient puts forth as part of a federally assisted
project regardless of whether its cost is to be borne by the HUD assistance or is an eligible expense
under the HUD program. Examples: homeowner rehabilitation, demolition, rental rehabilitation.

Certifying Officer (58.2(a)(1), 58.13) — The official authorized to execute the Request for Release of
Funds and Certification and has the legal capacity to carry out the responsibilities of Sec. 58.13. The
Certifying Officer is subject to the jurisdiction of the Federal Courts in the event legal action is taken
relative to the environmental review process undertaken by the Responsible Entity (RE). The Certifying
Officer should be the Responsible Entity’s highest elected official or other qualified (legally responsible)
RE employee. This other qualified RE employee must be designated in writing as the Certifying Officer
by the Responsible Entity’s (RE) highest elected official (Section 58.13: Responsibilities of the certifying
officer). All local units of government function as responsible entities for their grants and designate a
certifying officer. MSHDA is the responsible entity for all its nonprofit grantees and functions as their
certifying officer.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
00 Overview, 07.01.14



DEQ** - Department of Environmental Quality. The Michigan Department responsible for issuing permits,
licenses, or approvals of a permit-like nature that may be needed for a project. The DEQ can assist with
the identification of specially designated areas such as flood plains, wetlands, coastal zones, wild and
scenic rivers and endangered species.

DEQ’s “Permit Information” form (www.michigan.gov/degpermits) lists key questions to assist with the
identification of permits, licenses, or approvals that may be needed for a housing project and the related
divisions and contact numbers. It is the responsibility of the grantee to initiate contact with DEQ officials
to obtain any necessary releases. Documentation of all correspondence and conversations with DEQ
staff along with the relevant permits, requirements, releases, etc., must be recorded and kept by the
Responsible Entity in the Environmental Review Record (ERR) file.

ERR - Environmental Review Record (Sec. 58.38). The ERR is the file containing all environmental
review documents, public notices and written determinations or environmental findings required by Part
58 as evidence of review, decision making and actions pertaining to a particular project. The ERR must
be kept in a place accessible to the public for review and in a form easily transmitted to HUD or MSHDA.
Nonprofit grantees must submit a copy of the ERR to CD, as it is the responsibility of the responsible
entity to maintain the ERR.

FONSI - Finding of No Significant Impact on the Environment -- A finding by the responsible entity, as a
result of conducting the Environmental Assessment, that a proposed action will have no significant impact
on the environment.

Interested Parties — Individuals and groups known to be interested in the proposed activities including:
local news media; appropriate tribal, local, State and Federal agencies; regional offices of the
Environmental Protection Agency and HUD; MSHDA’s Community Development Division; and other local
entities (nonprofits, churches, historical groups, environmental protection agencies) who may be
interested in the project and its environmental impact (Sec. 58.43).

Individual action on up to four dwelling units — “Individual action” refers to any one or combination of
activities (new construction, development, demolition, acquisition, disposition, or refinancing) related to a
1-4 unit structure.

Limiting Actions — The environmental review process limits some of the actions/activities that can occur
prior to a release of funds from HUD/MSHDA. (See 58.22 for complete text).

1. Neither the grantee nor any participant in the development process may commit project funds
(federal and private) prior to the release of funds. This limitation also applies to sub-recipients.

2. The purchase of a real estate option prior to the release of funds is subject to the
conditions stated in §58.22(b) regarding environmental acceptability and nominal price.
The option must explicitly provide that the agreement to provide funds to the project is
conditioned on the responsible entity's determination to proceed with, modify or cancel
the project based on the results of a subsequent environmental review. See:
References, HUD CPD 01-11 Notice, p. 10, for draft language for the option.

Minor Rehabilitation. For single family dwelling units (1-4 units), this term is applicable under the
following conditions: the proposed actions will not increase unit density beyond four units; the land use is
not changing; and the footprint of the building (i.e., foundation, decks, garages, porches, etc.) is not being
extended into a floodplain or wetland, or in cases where the building is in a floodplain, the footprint of the
building is not going to be increased. This term also applies to multi-family units (a building that contains
5 or more dwelling units), as follows: the proposed actions will not change unit density more than 20%;
the land use will not be changed; and the total cost of rehab is less than 75% of replacement after rehab.

Major Rehabilitation — Actions affecting single family or multifamily buildings that will exceed one or
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more of the thresholds for minor rehabilitation.

NEPA — The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and all amendments.

NOI/RROF - Notice of Intent to Request a Release of Funds. This notice must be mailed to all interested
parties and published/posted as directed by Part 58.

Project (Sec. 58.2(a)(4) — An activity or group of integrally related activities designed to accomplish, in
whole or in part, a specific objective (Sec. 58.2(a)(4)). A single activity can be, for example, a targeted
housing rehab program. Integrally related activities can be distinct housing activities (rehab, homebuyer,
etc.) proposed for a targeted neighborhood/location. A CD “project” refers to an individual site or unit
being assisted with CD funds.

Project Aggregation (Sec. 58.32) -- The action of grouping together and evaluating as a single project or
program all individual activities which are related on a geographical or functional basis or are logical parts
of a planned action. The strictest classification required by any of the individual activities is applied to the
grant program as a whole. Multi-phased projects with several grants allocated over several program
years may be grouped together into one environmental review process. The program description and
classification must include all phases of the project.

Program Description -- The scope of the grant program including all grant activities, target population,
funding sources and amounts, number and income levels of individuals to be assisted, and location of
project(s) or target area. It is advisable to describe as broad a target area as is reasonable so all
potential sites may be included, thus avoiding a re-evaluation of the environmental review if a grant
amendment is needed. For example, a downtown rental rehab program could target the entire downtown
vs. a single structure.

Recipient (Sec. 58.2(a)(5)) -- Local units of government that are eligible recipients or grantees of
MSHDA’s CDBG and HOME funds.

Responsible Entity (RE) (Sec. 58.2(a)(7)(i)) -- A participating jurisdiction, a state recipient, or local unit of
government that is responsible for an environmental review. The responsible entity (RE) is always a unit
of local government or the state. All local governments receiving CD federal funds function as the
responsible entities for the environmental review of their grants. MSHDA is the responsible entity for all
CD nonprofit and for-profit grantees.

RROF - Request for Release of Funds. HUD form 7015.15, “Request for Release of Funds and
Certification” is used by all CD grantees and is sent to MSHDA (or HUD) when requesting the release of
project funds based on the environmental analysis and clearance performed.

SHPO - Michigan’s State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) is responsible for the historical clearance
of all housing units assisted with federal funds that are 50 years of age or older, any vacant property to
be used for new construction, and demolition of structures that may be historically significant ( or eligible
for historical significance), or in a historic neighborhood. See: Guidelines for Consulting with SHPO
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended. HUD
Memorandum of February 2005, (updated February 2005)

SHPO will determine the property or location to have:

(1) No historic significance, or

(2) Historic significance and the activity will have “no effect” on the property/area; or

(3) Historic significance and the activity has “no adverse effect” on the property/area; or
(4) Historic significance and the activity has “adverse effect” on the property or area.

A SHPO determination of (1) or (2) above results in a written statement from SHPO that must be filed in
each individual project file. No other action will be taken by SHPO; the project is cleared of SHPO
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requirements. SHPO determinations (3) and (4) prompt additional review by the National Advisory
Council in Washington, D.C. which has 30 days to respond from the date grantee’s correspondence is
received. If the Advisory Council requests additional information to complete their review, they are
allowed another 30 days from the date they receive the additional information.

For guidance on how to convert to exempt projects requiring SHPO consultation see:
http://www.onecpd.info/resources/documents/Guidance-Converting-Projects-Subject-to-Historic-

Preservation-to-Exempt-Activities.pdf. ~You can also retrieve this document by going to OneCPD
Resource Exchange - Manage a Program - Environmental Review - Related Federal Environmental
Laws and Authorities (View Resources) - Historic Preservation > Memos, Revised-Advisory Guidance .

Note: Grantees must complete the Project Evaluation for Consultation with SHPO form to determine
if a project site requires SHPO consultation. This form is not a SHPO form, but is required by MSDHA for
all project set-ups.

Tiered Review — A tiered review is used for an ongoing program with multiple sites that are identified on
a continual basis throughout the term of the grant/program. Tier | deals with the overall broad review of a
grant program’s target area and Tier Il is a site specific review completed on each individual property as it
is identified and prior to commitment of funds to the project site.

Environmental Review Classifications

Six possible compliance determinations (classifications) may be applied to OCD’s federal housing grants.
Every activity and component (administration, demolition, rental rehabilitation, homeowner, homebuyer,
rental development, etc.) must be reviewed for its potential impact on the human environment and the
potential significance of that impact. All grant activities/components are aggregated into a single
classification (the strictest) to be applied to the grant program as a whole. The responsible entity must
document in writing its determination (classification) for each activity or project and for the grant program.

The possible classifications, from the least strict to strictest environmental review process, are the
following:

1. Exempt activities (24 CFR sec. 58.34(a)1- (a)12). Activities that have no physical impact on the
environment include, but are not limited to, administrative and management activities,
environmental and other studies, engineering and design costs, technical assistance and training.
Exempt activities are not subject to NEPA or section 58.5 authorities but are subject to section
58.6 authorities. Grants that are composed of exclusively exempt activities (pre-development)
may draw down federal funds without publishing or RROF only after a written determination of
exemption is documented and approved by MSHDA. Grantees are encouraged to send the
exempt determination form as soon as possible after executing the grant agreement.

2. Categorical exclusions not subject to sec. 58.5 authorities (24 CFR 58.35(b)). Activities that
are categorically excluded from NEPA and not subject to section 58.5 authorities include tenant-
based rental assistance, supportive services, operating costs, and down payment assistance.
Activities that are categorically excluded not subject to sec. 58.5 authorities are subject to sec.
58.6 authorities.

3. Categorically excluded activities converted to exempt activities (24 CFR 58.34(a)(12)).
Activities that are listed in Section 58.35(a)(1)-(6) as categorical exclusions may be converted to
exempt if, after completing a Statutory Checklist, it is determined that none of the proposed
project sites will trigger compliance with any of the Federal laws and authorities in Sec. 58.5.
This classification is possible only if all units to be assisted are identified in advance of grant
implementation. All projects that are reclassified to exempt are subject to sec. 58.6 authorities.
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Categorical exclusions subject to section 58.5 (24 CFR 58.35(a)). Activities that are
categorically excluded from NEPA review and subject to the provisions of Sec. 58.5 typically
involve physical structures (public facilities, residential units) where unit density is not increased
by more than 20% and there is no change in land use. A complete list may be found in sec.
58.35(a). These activities are also subject to sec. 58.6 authorities.

Environmental Assessment (24 CFR 58.36) is required when the activity is neither exempt nor
categorically excluded from NEPA. Activities requiring an environmental assessment are also
subject to sec. 58.6 authorities.

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) (24 CFR 58.37). An environmental impact statement is
required for projects of 2,500 or more units and those that have a potential for impact (as

identified on the statutory and/or environmental assessment checklists).

EIS are beyond the scope of OCD program offerings.

Determining Level of Review

Projects requiring an

The following chart lists some common OCD housing activities and their likely project classifications.

Classifications
5 1
Bl 88| ¢
Component/ 5o/ 52| ¢
np Program Descriptions = | S5 B= g
Activity 2l x 0| X9 |
Elweolwe| o
$/85| 85| 8
wi on|on | <
Homeowner |Rehab of any number of units if there is no change in unit density > 20%, no change x
Rehab in land use AND rehab cost < 75% replacement after rehab.
Emergency repairs (imminent threat to public safety -- 58.34a(10)). X
Emergency due to natural disaster — Declared by President or local chief elected
- X
official — (58.33)
Replacement housing for six unoccupied seasonal cottages around a small lake. X
Homebuyer 1-4 scattered site units, county-wide, city-wide, when units will be more than 2000 ft.
ADR/HPR/ apart and there are not more than 4 units on any one site. X
Homebuyer Six new homes in 2 city-block area; 10 new units in a subdivision; HPR/ADR program
New Const for 5 units in small target area. X
6 new units on one city block funded by two units of government: 3 using OCD
HOME $ and 3 using city HOME $, all are marketed at the same time as one x
program. This is 1 project with 2 separate sources of federal funds. EA required.
DPA only A down-payment only program is classified as categorically excluded from NEPA
and not subject to section 58.5. Program is still subject to 58.6 requirements. X
Rental Rehab |Downtown rental rehab program concentrated in several block area of a DDA and
planning to rehab 7 units in mixed use buildings. If this is rehab of existing units,
there will be no increase in unit density > 20%, no change in land use and rehab cost
< 75% replacement value after rehab AND the Phase | assessment shows no X
hazards in the building, the grant program may be classified as Cat Ex.
Development of 4 new rental units in an undeveloped 2"-story mixed-use building.
Change of use from nonresidential (storage) to residential triggers an EA regardless X
of the number of units.

Reclassification to exempt is no longer an option for programs with unidentified units at the time of the
environmental review (typically, county-wide or target area-wide homeowner rehab).
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Program Determination

The Responsible Entity (local unit of government grantee or MSHDA as RE for nonprofit grantees) must
certify in writing its determination (classification) of each activity/component and the grant program as a
whole.

The Program Determination describes and classifies the grant program or project. The Program
Description should include the name of program, a listing of activities/components and the classification
for each, all sources of program funding and amounts, total program cost, and location. It is important to
give the location in as much detail as possible using boundaries, cross streets, and map. After
aggregating all program activities and the classification of each, the classification requiring the strictest
environmental review process is applied to the total grant program to determine the compliance
requirements for the environmental review of the grant program/project.

Re-evaluating Environmental Findings (sec. 58.47)

In some instances the recipient may make changes to the activities in a project, change the project area,
or receive additional funds for a project that has previously received environmental clearance (Release of
Funds).

In these instances it is necessary for the RE to re-evaluate its environmental findings.

The RE should re-evaluate its environmental findings when:

e  The recipient proposes substantial changes in the nature, magnitude or extent of the project,
including adding new activities not anticipated in the original scope of the project; or,

. There are new circumstances and environmental conditions that may affect the project or the
environment, such as concealed or unexpected conditions discovered during implementation.

The purpose of the re-evaluation is to determine if the new circumstances still justify and support the
environmental finding originally issued.

Grantees are to complete the Certification of Continued Environmental Compliance form and certify
that the project is either substantially changed or substantially unchanged from the original environmental
review. This form must be completed for all grant amendments.

Supplemental Assistance (sec. 58.35(b)(7)

Supplemental assistance, i.e., a grant increase, may be classified as Categorically Excluded Not Subject
to 58.5 if the project (including activities to be funded with the grant increase) does not require
reevaluation under sec. 58.47. See: Sec. 58.35(b)(7).

Tiered Review (sec. 58.15)

A tiered review (24 CFR 58.15) is used when not all project sites have been identified at the time the
Environmental Review process and Request for Release of Funds is initiated. It allows for a broad
analysis of environmental impacts at the early stage of a project and a release of funds conditioned upon
completing a second, site-specific review as project sites are chosen for assistance. Tier | is the broad
review with documentation and requires a written strategy of the tiered process; Tier Il is the site specific
review for environmental factors not able to be cleared in Tier I.
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES FOR EXEMPT ACTIVITIES (Sec. 58.34)
For CD grant programs comprised exclusively of exempt activities.

Section 58.34(a): Except for the applicable requirements of Sec. 58.6, the responsible entity does
not have to comply with the requirements of part 58 or undertake any environmental review,
consultation or other action under NEPA and the authorities cited in Sec. 58.5 for the following

exempt activities:

1. Environmental and other studies, resource identification and the development of plans and
strategies;

2. Information and financial services;

3. Administrative and management activities;

4. Public services that will not have a physical impact or result in any physical changes, including
but not limited to services concerned with employment, crime prevention, child care, health, drug
abuse, education, counseling, energy conservation and welfare or recreational needs;

5. Inspections and testing of properties for hazards or defects;

6. Purchase of insurance;

7. Purchase of tools;

8. Engineering or design costs;

9. Technical assistance and training;

10. Assistance for temporary or permanent improvements that do not alter environmental conditions
and are limited to protection, repair, or restoration activities necessary only to control of arrest the
effects from disasters or imminent threats to public safety including those resulting from physical

11. Payment of principal and interest on loans made or obligations guaranteed by HUD;

12. Any of the categorical exclusions listed in Sec. 58.35(a) provided that there are no
circumstances requiring compliance with any other Federal laws and authorities cited in Sec. 58.5.

Section 58.34(b): A recipient (grantee) does not have to submit an RROF and certification, and no
further approval from HUD or the State will be needed by the recipient to carry out exempt activities
and projects. However, the responsible entity must document in writing its determination that each
activity or project is exempt and meets the conditions specified for such exemption under this
section.

--24 CFR 58.34 (Emphasis added.)

For grants comprised solely of the exempt activities listed in 58.34, the Responsible Entity (RE) does not
have to submit a request for release of funds or publish any notices. The RE does have to comply with
the requirements of Sec. 58.6 and complete the “Program Determination: Exempt” form.

Step 1

Step 2

Step 3

Step 4

Step 5

Designate a Certifying Officer. The certifying officer of a Local Unit of Government must be
one of the following:

-- the highest elected official or

-- a designee of the highest elected official. Nonprofit Board Chair or Executive Director
designates a Compliance Officer to be responsible for completing these steps.

Complete the Program Determination: Exempt form.

CD Staff reviews Program Determination, signs and returns copy, posts date on OPAL

Incur costs. Costs may be incurred after the grant agreement is fully executed, the Program
Determination: Exempt form is received by MSHDA, and Authorization to Use Funds date is
posted on OPAL.

Complete the 58.6 Compliance Checklist for every project site assisted with federal funds
(architectural fees, insurance, etc.) and file in project files and ERR. Grant administration
activities that are not connected to a project site do not require this form.
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES TO RECLASSIFY TO EXEMPT (Sec. 58.34(12))

Grant programs with unidentified project sites may NOT be reclassified to exempt.

Programs that are categorically excluded under 24 CFR 58.35(a) may be reclassified to exempt if none of
the project sites covered by the environmental review require compliance with any authorities in Sec.
58.5 (i.e., status “A” applies to all 58.5 authorities). If any one project requires formal consultation, permit
or license, attenuation or mitigation, the grant program cannot be reclassified to exempt. Section 58.6
authorities are applicable to all project sites that are reclassified to exempt.

Step 1

Step 2

Step 3

Designate a Certifying Officer. The certifying officer must be the highest elected official or be
designated by the highest elected official of the municipality. Nonprofit Board Chair or
Executive Director designates a Compliance Officer to be responsible for completing these
steps.

Complete the DEQ Permit Information form. The DEQ has prepared a list of key questions
to help identify what departmental permits, licenses, or approvals of a permit-like nature may
be needed for the project. Any questions regarding this process should be directed to the
Compliance and Assistance Unit of DEQ at 517-241-7839.

Every project site must be considered when answering this form. If any of the Key Questions
is answered “Yes” for any of the project sites, Stop here. The program cannot be reclassified
to exempt. Proceed with the standard environmental review process for Categorically
Excluded projects.  If all Key Questions are answered “No,” proceed with Step 3.

Review HUD/SHPO “Guidelines for Consulting with SHPO” for detailed instruction for
compliance with Section 106 requirements. SHPO is responsible for the historical clearance of
all housing units assisted with federal funds that are 50 years of age or older, any vacant
property to be used for new construction, and demolition of structures that may be historically
significant or located in a historic district or eligible historic district.

Complete the Project Evaluation for Consultation with SHPO form for each project site.
This form is a required document for every project set-up.

Complete an Inventory Card (obtain from SHPO) and Historic Significance Response
Sheet (select HUD as Funding Source) for every project site requiring SHPO consultation and
submit to the SHPO as instructed in the Guidelines for Consulting with SHPO.

SHPO related projects may be reclassified to exempt only when:
v' An adequately documented finding of “No Historic Properties Affected” is received
from the SHPO, AND
v" No objections are received within 30 days from the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, if they have decided to participate.
v' See: Advisory Guidance for Converting SHPO Projects to Exempt.

Proceed to Step 4.

If SHPO asks for specifications on even one of the project sites: Stop here. The program
cannot be reclassified to exempt. Proceed with the standard environmental review process for
Categorically Excluded projects. Questions about the Section 106 process and HUD-funded
projects in Michigan should be directed to:
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Step 4

Step 5

Step 6

Step 7

Step 8

Step 9

Step 10

http://mishporehab.wordpress.com, or

Michigan State Historic Preservation Office

702 W. Kalamazoo Street

PO Box 30740

Lansing, Ml 48909-8240

Phone (517) 373-1630 Fax (517) 335-0348

er@michigan.gov http://www.michigan.gov/mshda/0,4641,7-141-54317---,00.html

Complete the Statutory Checklist using data collected from DEQ, SHPO, local authorities,
etc. Provide compliance documentation to support all responses (floodplain maps, permits,
SHPO response sheets, etc.) If it is concluded (and documented) that none of the federal
laws at 24 CFR 58.5 are applicable to the project/grant program (i.e., Status “A” applies to all
environmental factors on the Statutory Checklist), the project/grant program may be
reclassified to exempt.

Complete the Program Determination: Exempt form (for exempt activities at Sec.
58.34(a)(12)). (Publication and request for release of funds are not required.)

Complete the 58.6 Compliance Checklist for each project site; and comply with any 58.6
requirements. You may not commit funds to: 1) a project in a floodplain without flood
insurance on the property (if required); 2) a project in an airport clear zone if the property
owner has not received notification and confirmed receipt of said notification; or 3) any
federally-funded activities in a Coastal Barrier Resource System area.

Submit to MSHDA CD Staff:

1) Cover letter stating the above steps have been completed,
2) Certifying Officer (or Compliance Officer) designation,

3) Statutory Checklist,

4) Program Determination: Exempt,

5) 58.6 Compliance Checklist(s).

CD Staff reviews all documents for accuracy/completeness, communicates approval/denial of
exempt status and posts Authorization to Use Funds date on OPAL.

Incur Project Costs on or after the Authorization to Use Funds date on OPAL.

NOTE: Pursuant to 58.22(b) there is a limitation on exempt activities pending clearance by the
responsible entity.

Nonprofits may incur program funds on the date MSHDA signs the Program
Determination: Exempt form (Authorization to Use Funds date on OPAL).

Local Units of Government although authorized to incur program funds on the day the
Program Determination: Exempt form is signed by the Certifying Officer, must wait for sign-off
(posting Authorization to Use Funds date on OPAL) from CD Staff as to the
accuracy/completeness of the reclassification process

Maintain the Environmental Review Record (ERR).
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SAMPLE LETTER TO CD SPECIALIST FOR
RECLASSIFYING TO EXEMPT
(Edit bolded information as appropriate.)

June 5, 2014

Dear Ms. Jackie Jones, CD Specialist
Office of Community Development
MSHDA

P.O. Box 30044

Lansing, Michigan 48909

RE: Environmental Review for HOME/CDBG Grant No.

This correspondence is written to advise you that with respect to our 2013 HOME/CDBG grant program,
we have “Designated a Certifying Officer” (or Compliance Officer) for our environmental review process
and completed the steps in CD’s Environmental Review Procedural Guide for reclassifying our program to
exempt.

Enclosed for your review are the following:
e Certifying Officer/Compliance designation
e  Statutory Checklist
e Program Determination: Exempt
o 58.6 Compliance Checklist(s)

If you have any questions, you may contact me at (616) 555-1212. We will not incur any project costs
until we receive a written confirmation of our exemption.

Sincerely,

Joe Grantee

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES FOR

DOWN PAYMENT ASSISTANCE AND OTHER CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS

NOT SUBJECT TO SEC. 58.5 AUTHORITIES (58.35(b))

Activities classified as categorical exclusions not subject to Sec. 58.5 include, but are not limited to:

. Tenant-based rental assistance

Supportive services

Operating expenses

Homebuyer purchase assistance (Down Payment Assistance)
Supplemental Assistance (grant increases)

Although not subject to the authorities in Sec. 58.5, these activities are subject to the requirements of Sec.
58.6 and compliance must be documented for each assisted unit.

Step 1

Step 2

Step 3

Step 4

Step 5

Step 6

Designate a Certifying Officer. The certifying officer must be the highest elected official or be
designated by the highest elected official of the municipality. Nonprofit Board Chair or Executive
Director designates a Compliance Officer to be responsible for completing these steps.

Complete the Program Determination: Categorically Excluded Not Subject to 58.5 form.
Publication and request for release of funds are not required.

Submit to MSHDA CD Staff:

1) Cover letter stating above steps have been completed,
2) Certifying Officer/Compliance Officer designation,
3) Program Determination: Categorically Excluded Not Subject to 58.5.

CD Staff reviews documents (as soon as possible after receipt) for accuracy/completeness,
and communicates approval by posting Authorization to Use Funds/Release of Funds (ROF)
date on OPAL.

Nonprofits — Authorization to Use Funds date will be the date MSHDA signs the
Program Determination: Categorically Excluded Not Subject to 58.5 form.

Local Units of Government — Authorization to Use Funds date is the date CD Staff signs-off on
accuracy/completeness of Program Determination: Categorically Excluded Not Subject to
58.5 form.

Incur costs on or after the date posted on OPAL.

Complete the 58.6 Compliance Checklist for each project site; comply with any 58.6
requirements. You may not commit funds to: 1) a project in a floodplain without flood insurance
on the property; 2) a project in an airport clear zone if the property owner has not received
notification and confirmed receipt of said notification; or 3) any federally-funded activities in a
Coastal Barrier Resource System area.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES FOR
CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS SUBJECT TO SEC. 58.5 AUTHORITIES -
LOCAL UNITS OF GOVERNMENT

NOTE: |Initial classification as Categorically Excluded with follow-up Reclassification to Exempt is not an option for
CD grants with unidentified project sites.

Housing activities that are considered categorically excluded in 24 CFR 58.35(a) are typically
improvements to existing structures. The following steps are to be completed by the grantee unless
otherwise identified as a MSHDA responsibility. Local Units of Governments shall maintain the
Environmental Review Record (ERR) file.

NOTE: If there are mitigation measures required for compliance with any of the authorities listed on the
Statutory Checklist (e.g., SHPO rehab standards, NESHAP reporting prior to demolition, etc.) list them in
the “Compliance Determinations” column of the Statutory Checklist. These conditions must be included
in project contracts or other relevant documents as requirements.

Step 1 Designate a Certifying Officer. The certifying officer must be the highest elected official or
be designated by the highest elected official of the municipality.

Step2  Complete the Program Determination: Categorically Excluded Subject to 58.5 form.

Step 3 Complete the DEQ Permit Information form. The DEQ has prepared a list of key questions
to help identify what departmental permits, licenses, or approvals of a permit-like nature may
be needed for a project. Any questions regarding this process should be directed to the
Environmental Assistance Center at 800-662-9278.

Every potential project site within a designated target area must be considered when
answering these questions. If there is a possibility that a potential site may require additional
consultation with the DEQ (for example, NESHAP asbestos reporting), the environmental
factor (asbestos) must be included on the site-specific environmental review checklist.
Whenever a question is answered “Yes” for a specific project site the relevant DEQ office must
be contacted for additional information and instructions and the requirements mandated by the
DEQ office must be completed and documentation of compliance (sign-off) from the regulating
agency must be secured prior to the commitment of funds to the project.

The completed DEQ Permit Information form, with relevant documentation, is attached as part
of the Statutory Checklist and filed in the ERR.

Step4  Historic Preservation Compliance.

Review HUD/SHPO “Guidelines for Consulting with SHPO” for detailed instructions on
Section 106 compliance. SHPO is responsible for confirming the historical significance of all
housing units assisted with federal funds that are 50 years of age or older, any vacant property
to be used for new construction projects, and the demolition of structures that may be
historically significant or located in a historic district or eligible historic district. Project types that
do not require consultation with the SHPO are listed in the SHPO Guidelines on pages 12-13.

Complete the Project Evaluation for Consultation with SHPO form to notify MSHDA that a
specific project site has been reviewed for compliance with SHPO. This is a MSHDA form and
should not be sent to SHPO -- it is required by MSDHA for project set-up on OPAL.

Complete a Housing Rehabilitation Inventory Card (obtained from SHPO) and Historic
Significance Response Sheet (check [X] HUD as the Funding Source for CD grants) for
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Step 5

Step 6

Step 7

Step 8

Step 9

Step 10

every project site requiring SHPO consultation and submit to the SHPO as instructed in the
Guidelines for Consulting with SHPO.

Requests for Inventory Cards, Historic Significance Response Sheet download, and questions
about the Section 106 process and HUD-funded projects in Michigan may be sent to:

http://mishporehab.wordpress.com, or

Michigan State Historic Preservation Office

702 W. Kalamazoo Street

PO Box 30740

Lansing, MI 48909-8240

Phone (517) 373-1630 Fax (517) 335-0348

er@michigan.gov http://www.michigan.gov/mshda/0,4641,7-141-54317---,00.html

NOTE: If properties to be assisted with CDD funds are located in a local historic district,
approval must be sought from the Local Historic District Commission (HDC) under Michigan
Law (PA 169 of 1970). This process is completely separate from the federal SHPO process
and approval from the HDC is required prior to the obligation of CDD program funds. A list of
Michigan Communities with Historic District Ordinances are maintained by the SHPO at
http://www.michigan.gov/mshda/0,4641,7-141-54317 19320 62049-57490--,00.html. Contact
your community to determine if a district commission or other historic advisory
commission/zone has been established.

Complete the Statutory Checklist. Consultation may be needed with the local Fire Marshall
or Planning & Zoning Department, the Army Corps of Engineers, SHPO, DEQ offices, or other
appropriate authorities. Collect documentation to support determinations made for every
environmental factor on the checklist. The completed checklist and all supporting
documentation (letters, permits, maps, etc.) must be included as part of the Environmental
Review Record. (See: Statutory Checklist Instructions.)

For Tiered Environmental Review: Complete the Tiered Review Strategy form and a Tier
| Review. Programs that do not have all project sites identified at the time the environmental
review is being undertaken require a two-tiered environmental review process. (See Tiered
Review Procedures.) Tier | review: Review those environmental factors on the statutory
checklist that may be generalized to apply to all project sites regardless of specific location
within the target area. Provide justification for clearance and attach necessary supporting
documentation. Tier Il review is project specific (see Step 15).

Prepare the Notice of Intent to Request Release of Funds for Govt (NOI). The notice must
include a detailed description of the project location or target area in which project activities will
be undertaken. The Determining Dates for NOI form may be used to calculate the dates
referenced in the NOI.

Prepare Mailing List of Interested Parties to whom a copy of the Notice will be sent by the
grantee ON or BEFORE the date of the publication (Forms, Mailing List to Interested Parties
Sample). Refer to the Overview for a definition of “Interested Parties”.

NOTE: The Mailing List to Interested Parties must include the names of the contacts for the
Native American tribes that may have an interest in the program/project area. See
References: Tribal Contacts with Counties of Interest. File a copy of the Notice and Mailing
List to Interested Parties with date of mailing in the ERR.

Send copy of final NOI to Interested Parties on or before the date of the publication/posting.

Publish the NOI. [See Section 58.43(a) for posting requirements.] Contact the local
newspaper to determine the exact date of publication and request an Affidavit of Publication or
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Step 11

Step 12

Step 13

Step 14

Step 15

Step 16

use the Affidavit of Publication form.

Track Comments. If any comments are received by the local unit of government during the
7-day comment period, they must be considered and modifications made, if appropriate,
before completing the certification and submitting a Request for Release of Funds (RROF).
All comments and modifications must be recorded in the ERR. (Sec. 58.45)

Prepare HUD 7015.15, Request for Release of Funds and Certification (Forms, 7015.15).
See also, Forms, 7015.15 Instructions.

On the “On or About Date”, fax and mail the following original documents to MSHDA:

1. Cover letter addressed to MSHDA CD Staff (p. 4) indicating that Steps 1-10 have been
completed and all documentation is filed in the ERR,

2. Certifying Officer Designation,

3. Program Determination: Categorically Excluded Subject to 58.5, with correct subsection
checked.

4. Statutory Checklist, completed in its entirety and signed. At the CD staff’s discretion, you
may be required to submit all supporting documentation. (See Forms, Statutory Checklist
Sample)

5. Tiered Review Strategy, if applicable.

6. Publication of the Notice of Intent to Request Release of Funds and Affidavit of Publication
(required). Submit the entire page of the newspaper (tear sheet), which includes the name
of the paper and date published.

7. Request for Release of Funds and Certification Form signed by the Certifying Officer
(Forms, 7015.15).

Note: Interested parties are allowed a full 7 business days to make comments. Do not fax or
e-mail your request until the day after the 7" day. (If the notice is faxed or scanned and e-
mailed after close of business on the 7" day, MSHDA offices are not open and the document
will not be received until the next day.) If submitting the RROF electronically, also send
original documents via U.S. mail. MSHDA will begin counting its 15-day comment period on
the day after form 7015.15 and all other requested forms, checklists and supporting
documentation have been received.

To be completed by CD Staff:

MSHDA'’s 15 day comment period begins the day after the Request for Release of Funds is
received in CD. The day after MSHDA'’s 15-day comment period ends is the release of funds
date. On, or within a day or two, of the release of funds date, CD staff will:

e Prepare HUD form 7015.16 showing the release date in the bottom right hand corner of
the form. The previous letter format generated by OPAL is not to be used.

e Obtain CD Director’s signature on HUD 7015.16.

e Post the release date on OPAL after the 15 day State comment period (if no objections
have been received),

e Mail (or scan and e-mail) a copy of HUD form 7015.16 “Authority to Use Grant Funds”
(signed by CD Director) to the grantee giving the release date.

e File the original 7015.16 in CD grant file.

For a Tiered Review: Create a site-specific environmental checklist that lists the 58.5
environmental factors identified on the Tiered Review Strategy form that will require project
specific clearance. Use the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist form.

For a Tiered Review: Complete the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist created for this program
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04 Cat Ex for Local Govt, 07.01.14



Step 17

Step 18

Step 19

Step 20

Step 21

Step 22

area for each project site as it is identified. Attach supporting documentation and maintain all
documents in the project file. Do not commit funds to a project until the site-specific clearance
of the project has been completed. Verification of clearance from the appropriate authorities
must be secured to consider the project review completed. The previous 1-page format for
environmental project review is obsolete and should not be used.

Verify responses to DEQ permit information checklist, if necessary. For example, required
compliance with NESHAP (DEQ asbestos compliance) will not be known until a specific project
is identified. Grantees may include DEQ/NESHAP compliance as a “Clean Air” requirement or
a Michigan regulatory requirement on the Tier |l Site-Specific Checklist.

Complete the Noise Abatement and Control Checklist for projects that fall within 1000 ft. of
major road, 3000 ft. of RR, or 15 miles of a commercial or military airfield.

If a Noise Assessment is required for a project, follow the procedures in the HUD Noise
Guidebook. Any attenuation or mitigation measures that will be incorporated into a project
must be identified on the checklist and included in the scope of work for the project.

Complete the 58.6 Compliance Checklist for each project site if these factors were not
cleared using the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist form created for this grant program (Step 12).

For each project site: Complete the Project Evaluation for Consultation with SHPO form.
If SHPO consultation is needed, all requirements must be met and SHPO sign-off obtained.
This form and SHPO’s response, if applicable, must be downloaded on OPAL at the time of
project set-up. This is a MSHDA form and should not be sent to SHPO.

Begin to commit project related costs (sign contracts) on or after MSHDA'’s identified
release of funds date for projects whose site specific environmental analysis (Steps 13-18)
has been completed and cleared. Verification of clearance from the appropriate authorities
must be secured to consider the project review completed.

Maintain an Environmental Review Record (ERR) that shall be available for public review
(Sec. 58.38). For monitoring and audit purposes, all grantees must maintain the
Environmental Review Record for a minimum of three years after grant closeout.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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SAMPLE LETTER

(Edit all bolded information as appropriate)

June 8, 2014

MSHDA CD Staff

Community Development Division
P.O. Box 30044

Lansing, Michigan 48909

RE: Request for Release of Funds and Certification
Grant Number MSC-2009-0000-HOA

Dear CD Staff:

This is to advise you that we have completed environmental review steps 1-12 for the Categorically
Excluded Environmental Review Process for Local Units of Government, and have filed all supporting
documentation in our Environmental Review Record. We understand that the ERR and all supporting
documentation will be reviewed at the on-site monitoring visit and must be available for public review.

Enclosed are the following original documents:

Certifying Officer Designation

Program Determination: Categorically Excluded Subject to 58.5

Statutory Checklist

Tiered Review Strategy (if applicable)

Publication (tear sheet) and Affidavit of Publication

HUD form 7015.15, Request for Release of Funds and Certification, signed by the Certifying
Officer.

VVVVYVY

Supporting documentation for the Statutory Checklist is available to submit to MSHDA if requested.

Isabella County is anticipating a release date of June 27, 2014. Your timely review and response are
appreciated. Should you have any questions, please contact me at (517) 555-1212.

Sincerely,

Jane Smith

Enclosures

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES FOR

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS SUBJECT TO SEC. 58.5 AUTHORITIES -- NONPROFITS

NOTE: Initial classification as Categorically Excluded with follow-up Reclassification to Exempt is not an option for CD
grants with unidentified project sites.

Housing activities that are considered categorically excluded in 24 CFR 58.35(a) are typically improvements
to existing structures. The following steps are to be completed by the grantee unless otherwise identified
below as a MSHDA responsibility. Nonprofits shall submit the Environmental Review Record (ERR) to
MSDHA with the Request for Release of Funds and maintain a copy of the Environmental Review Record

file.

Step 1

Step 2

Step 3

Step 4

Designate an Environmental Compliance Officer. The Compliance Officer is designated by
the Board Chair or Executive Director of the nonprofit. MSHDA'’s Certifying Officer functions as
the certifying officer for all nonprofit grantees and the nonprofit's environmental Compliance
Officer is responsible for the accurate completion of the environmental review steps below.

Complete the Program Determination: Categorically Excluded Subject to Sec. 58.5 form.

Complete the DEQ Permit Information form. The DEQ has prepared a list of key questions
to help identify what departmental permits, licenses, or approvals of a permit-like nature may be
needed for a project. Any questions regarding this process should be directed to the
Environmental Assistance Center at 800-662-9278.

Every potential project site within a designated target area must be considered when answering
these questions. If there is a possibility that a potential site may require additional consultation
with the DEQ (for example, NESHAP asbestos reporting), the environmental factor (asbestos)
must be included on the site-specific environmental review checklist. Whenever a question is
answered “Yes” for a specific project site, the relevant DEQ office must be contacted for
additional information and instructions, the requirements mandated by the DEQ office must be
completed and documentation of compliance (sign-off) from the regulating agency must be
secured prior to the commitment of funds to the project.

The completed DEQ Permit Information form, with relevant documentation, is attached as part of
the Statutory Checklist and filed in the ERR.

Historic Preservation Compliance

Review HUD/SHPO “Guidelines for Consulting with SHPO” for detailed instructions on
Section 106 compliance. SHPO is responsible for confirming the historical significance of all
housing units assisted with federal funds that are 50 years of age or older, any vacant property to
be used for new construction projects, and the demolition of structures that may be historically
significant or located in a historic district or eligible historic district. . Project types that do not
require consultation with the SHPO are listed in the SHPO Guidelines on pages 12-13.

Complete the Project Evaluation for Consultation with SHPO form to notify MSHDA that a
specific project site has been reviewed for compliance with SHPO. This is a MSHDA form and
should not be sent to SHPO -- it is required by MSDHA for project set-up on OPAL.

Complete an Inventory Card (obtain from SHPO) and Historic Significance Response Sheet
(check [X] HUD as the Funding Source for CD grants) for every project site requiring SHPO
consultation and submit to the SHPO as instructed in the Guidelines for Consulting with SHPO.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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Step 5

Step 6

Step 7

Step 8

Step 9

Questions about the Section 106 process and HUD-funded projects in Michigan should be
directed to:

http://mishporehab.wordpress.com, or

Michigan State Historic Preservation Office

702 W. Kalamazoo Street

PO Box 30740

Lansing, Ml 48909-8240

Phone (517) 373-1630 Fax (517) 335-0348

er@michigan.gov http://www.michigan.gov/mshda/0,4641,7-141-54317---,00.html

NOTE: If properties to be assisted with CDD funds are located in a local historic district, approval
must be sought from the Local Historic District Commission (HDC) under Michigan Law (PA 169
of 1970). This process is completely separate from the federal SHPO process and approval from
the HDC is required prior to the obligation of CDD program funds. A list of Michigan Communities
with Historic District Ordinances are maintained by the SHPO at
http://www.michigan.gov/mshda/0,4641,7-141-54317 19320 62049-57490--,00.html. Contact
your community to determine if a district commission or other historic advisory commission/zone
has been established.

Complete the Statutory Checklist. Consultation may be needed with the local Fire Marshall or
Planning & Zoning Department, the Army Corps of Engineers, SHPO, DEQ offices, or other
appropriate authorities. Collect documentation to support determinations made for every
environmental factor on the checklist. The completed checklist and all supporting documentation
(letters, permits, maps, etc.) must be included as part of the Environmental Review Record.
(See: Statutory Checklist Instructions.)

For Tiered Environmental Review: Complete the Tiered Review Strategy form and a Tier |
Review. Programs that do not have all project sites identified at the time the environmental
review is being undertaken require a two-tiered environmental review. (See Tiered Review
Procedures.) Tier | review: Review those environmental factors on the statutory checklist that
may be generalized to apply to all project sites regardless of specific location within the target
area. Provide justification for clearance and attach necessary supporting documentation. Tier Il
review is project specific (see Step 13).

Prepare a draft Notice of Intent to Request Release of Funds for Nonprofits (NOI) and send
an electronic copy to the CD Staff for publication by MSHDA. The notice must include the
project location or target area in which project activities will be undertaken. CD staff will insert
the dates referenced in the NOI, once the publication date is finalized. (Forms, Combined Notice
for Nonprofits)

Prepare Mailing List of Interested Parties to whom a copy of the final Notice will be sent (by
the grantee) ON or BEFORE the date of publication (Forms, Mailing List to Interest Parties
Sample). Refer to the Overview for a definition of “Interested Parties.”

NOTE: The Mailing List to Interested Parties must include the names of the contacts for the
Native American tribes that may have an interest in the program/project area. See References:
Tribal Contacts with Counties of Interest.

Submit original documents of the entire Environmental Review Record (ERR) to the CD
Staff (copy of the ERR should be maintained by nonprofit grantee) with a cover letter (sample on
page 5) stating:

v' Steps 1-8 have been completed,
v" An electronic draft of the “Notice to Public of Request for Release of Funds” has been
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Step 10

Step 11

Step 12

Step 13

forwarded via e-mail.

v The final Notice of Intent will be sent to Interested Parties on or before the date of
publication.

v" The Environmental Review Record is attached including all correspondence, permits and
supporting documentation. A copy of the ERR is available upon request to the public,
MSHDA and HUD.

MSHDA will not arrange for the publication until all requested information is received.
MSHDA CD Staff will, after receiving the draft NOI and the complete ERR:

a. Contact Nancy Metzger (or Debbie Horak) at Pace, Inc., (517) 267-9800 or
(metzger@paceandpartners.com). You will be asked to e-mail a copy of the draft NOI and
provide the following information:

v' Geographic region where notice needs to be published (city or county).
v" Type of program (HOME, CDBG, NSP, Section 8, Multi- Family, etc.).
v" Approximate date the notice needs to be published.

b. Pace & Partners will return a “proof” of the publication to be edited and inform you of the date
of publication.

c. CD Staff reviews/edits the notice for errors/changes, inserts the correct dates and returns the
edited proof to Pace. (Use the Determining Dates for NOI form to calculate the correct dates
to be used in the Notice.)

d. Pace will prepare the “final” proof for signature.

e. CD Staff signs the final proof and returns it to Pace.

f. CDS sends “final” publication copy to the Grantee for mailing to Interested Parties.
(See Step 11 which needs to be completed by Grantee on or before the date of publication.)

g. Pace will send tear sheet and affidavit to CD Staff.

h. On the “on or about date” in the publication, the CD Staff will mail and fax to HUD:

1) Program Determination form: Categorically Excluded Subject to 58.5a

2) Tear sheet or copy of publication and Affidavit of Publication supplied by Pace.

3) HUD form 7015.15 (see: 7015.15 Instructions). MSHDA'’s Certifying Officer signs
this form.

4) Cover letter to CPD Representative for MSHDA (Sample, p. 6).

CPD Representative for MSHDA

Detroit Field Office

US Department of Housing and Urban Development
Patrick V. McNamara Federal Building

477 Michigan Avenue

Detroit, Michigan 48226-2523

Phone (313) 226-7900

Fax (313) 226-6689

Nonprofit sends a copy of the final NOI to all interested groups and agencies and the CD Staff
ON or BEFORE the date of the publication (Forms, Mailing List to Interested Parties Sample).
Coordinate timing with CD Staff in Step 9 to ensure that a final copy of the NOI is mailed to
interested parties. Refer to the Overview for a definition of “Interested Parties”. Cpy of the
mailing list should be included as part of the ERR.

CD Staff posts the release date on OPAL after receiving HUD 7015.16 “Authority to Use Grant
Funds” from HUD and mails a copy of 7015.16 to the grantee. The original 7015.16 is filed in the
ERR sent in by grantee with copy in CD grant file.

For Tiered Review: Create a Site-Specific Statutory Checklist that lists the 58.5
environmental factors (identified on the Tiered Review Strategy form) that need clearance in a
Tier Il review. Use the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist.
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Step 14

Step 15

Step 16

Step 17

Step 18

Step 19

Step 20

For Tiered Review: Complete the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist created for this program area
for each project site as it is identified. Attach supporting documentation and maintain all
documents in the project file. Do not commit funds to a project until the site-specific clearance
has been completed for the project. Verification of clearance from the appropriate authorities
must be secured to consider the project review completed.

Verify responses to DEQ permit information checklist, if necessary. For example, required
compliance with NESHAP (asbestos compliance) will not be known until a specific project is
identified. Grantees should include DEQ/NESHAP compliance under the “Clean Air” factor on the
Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist.

Complete the Noise Abatement and Control Checklist for projects that fall within 1000 ft. of
major road, 3000 ft. of RR, 5 miles of a civil airport or 15 miles of a military airfield.

If a Noise Assessment is required for a project, follow the procedures in the HUD Noise
Guidebook. Any attenuation or mitigation measures that will be incorporated into a project must
be identified on the checklist and included in the scope of work for the project.

Complete the 58.6 Compliance Checklist for each project site if these factors were not cleared
using the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist form created for this grant program (Step 12).

For each project site: Complete the Project Evaluation for Consultation with SHPO form. If
SHPO consultation is needed, all requirements must be met and SHPO sign-off obtained. This is
a MSHDA form and should not be sent to SHPO. Download the form and SHPO’s Response, if
applicable, onto OPAL at the time of project set-up.

Begin to commit project related costs (sign contracts) on or after HUD’s identified release of
funds date for projects whose site specific environmental analysis (Steps 13-17) has been
completed and cleared. Verification of clearance from the appropriate authorities must be
secured to consider the project review completed.

Maintain a copy of the Environmental Review Record (ERR) that shall be available for public
review. (See Section 58.38.) For monitoring and audit purposes, all grantees must maintain the
Environmental Review Record for a minimum of three years after grant closeout.
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SAMPLE LETTER TO CD STAFF

(Edit bolded text as appropriate.)

June 8, 2014

MSHDA CD Staff

Community Development Division
P.O. Box 30044

Lansing, Michigan 48909

RE: East Houston Housing Corporation (EHHC)
HRF Grant # XXXXXXXX

Dear CD Staff:
This correspondence is written to advise you of the following:

v'  Steps 1-8 in the Categorically Excluded for Non-profits section of OCD’s Environmental Manual
have been completed.

v'An electronic draft of the “Notice of Intent to Request Release of Funds” (for nonprofits) was
forwarded to you on June 8, 2014.

v" The original Environmental Review Record is enclosed in its entirety.

v" A copy of the Environmental Review Record will be made available to the public upon request and
will be maintained in our offices for a minimum of three years after grant closeout

(Grantee name) understands that once the draft Notice of Intent (NOI) and this correspondence are
received, MSHDA will publish the NOI in a local paper of general circulation, which for our area is the East
Houston Chronicle, and that our agency is required to complete the Mailing to Interested Parties on or
before the date of publication. It is also understood that no project funds, either federal or private, may be
committed until the Authorization to Use Funds is signed by HUD and the date of release of funds is
conveyed to our agency via OPAL and HUD form 7015.16.

If you have any questions, | may be contact at 616-335-1212.
Sincerely,

Judy Grantee
Enclosures
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SAMPLE LETTER TO HUD

June 10, 2014

CPD Representative for MSHDA

Detroit Field Office

US Department of Housing and Urban Development
Patrick V. McNamara Federal Building

477 Michigan Avenue

Detroit, Michigan 48226-2523

RE: Monroe County Opportunity Program (MCOP)
HRF Grant # M-214-0000
Request for Release of Funds and Certification

Attention CPD Representative for MSHDA:

Enclosed please find the Program Determination, publication and affidavit, and Request for Release of
Funds and Certification (form 7015.15) relative to the above-referenced MSHDA grant.

MSHDA is anticipating a release date of June 27, 2014. Your timely review and response is appreciated.
Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (517) 373-8544.

Sincerely,

Amy Smith
Community Development Division

Enclosures
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES FOR
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT BY LOCAL UNITS OF GOVERNMENT

Activities that are neither exempt from NEPA under Section 58.34 nor categorically excluded under Section
58.35 (or categorically excluded with “extraordinary circumstances” under Section 58.2(a)(3)), require an
Environmental Assessment (Section 58.36). The following steps are to be completed by the grantee unless
otherwise identified as a MSHDA responsibility. Local Units of Governments shall maintain the Environmental
Review Record (ERR) file.

NOTE: If there are mitigation measures required for compliance with any of the authorities listed on either the
Statutory Checklist or Environmental Assessment Checklist (e.g., SHPO rehab standards, NESHAP reporting
prior to demolition, etc.) list them in the “Conditions for Approval” section of the Environmental Assessment
Checklist. These conditions must be included in project contracts or other relevant documents as
requirements.

Step 1

Step 2

Step 3

Step 4

Designate a Certifying Officer. The Certifying Officer must be designated by the highest elected
official of the municipality.

Complete the Program Determination: Environmental Assessment form.

Complete the DEQ Permit Information form. The DEQ has prepared a list of key questions to
help identify what departmental permits, licenses, or approvals of a permit-like nature may be
needed for a project. Any questions regarding this process should be directed to the
Environmental Assistance Center at 800-662-9278.

Every potential project site within a designated target area must be considered when answering
these questions. If there is a possibility that a potential site may require additional consultation
with the DEQ (for example, NESHAP asbestos reporting), the environmental factor (asbestos)
must be included on the site-specific environmental review checklist. Whenever a question is
answered “Yes” for a specific project site the relevant DEQ office must be contacted for additional
information and instructions, the requirements mandated by the DEQ office must be completed
and documentation of compliance (sign-off) from the regulating agency must be secured prior to
the commitment of funds to the project.

The completed DEQ Permit Information form, with relevant documentation, is attached as part of
the Statutory Checklist and filed in the ERR.

Historic Preservation Compliance

Review HUD/SHPO “Guidelines for Consulting with SHPO” for detailed instructions on Section
106 compliance. SHPO is responsible for the historical clearance of all housing units assisted with
federal funds that are 50 years of age or older, any vacant property to be used for new construction
projects, and demolition of structures that may be historically significant or located in a historic
district or eligible historic district. Project types that do not require consultation with the SHPO are
listed in the SHPO Guidelines on pages 12-13.

Complete the Project Evaluation for Consultation with SHPO form to notify MSHDA that a
specific project site has been reviewed for compliance with SHPO. This is a MSHDA form and
should not be sent to SHPO -- it is required by MSDHA for project set-up on OPAL.

Complete a Housing Rehabilitation Inventory Card (obtained from SHPO) and Historic
Significance Response Sheet (check X] HUD as the Funding Source for CD grants) for every
project site requiring SHPO consultation and submit to the SHPO as instructed in the Guidelines
for Consulting with SHPO.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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Step 5

Step 6

Step 7

Step 8

Step 9

Requests for Inventory Cards and questions about the Section 106 process and HUD-funded
projects in Michigan should be directed to:

http://mishporehab.wordpress.com, or
Michigan State Historic Preservation Office
702 W. Kalamazoo Street

PO Box 30740

Lansing, Ml 48909-8240

Phone (517) 373-1630 Fax (517) 335-0348
er@michigan.gov http://www.michigan.gov/mshda/0,4641,7-141-54317---,00.html|
NOTE: If properties to be assisted with CD funds are located in a local historic district,

approval must be sought from the Local Historic District Commission (HDC) under Michigan Law
(PA 169 of 1970). This process is completely separate from the federal SHPO process and
approval from the HDC is required prior to the obligation of CD program funds. A list of Michigan
Communities with Historic District Ordinances are maintained by the SHPO at
http://www.michigan.gov/mshda/0,4641,7-141-54317_ 19320 62049-57490--,00.html. Contact
your community to determine if a district commission or other historic advisory commission/zone
has been established.

Complete the Statutory Checklist and the Environmental Assessment (EA) Checklist — Both
checkilists are part of the Environmental Assessment checklist. Consultation may be needed with
the local Fire Marshall or Planning & Zoning Department, the Army Corps of Engineers, SHPO,
DEQ offices, or other appropriate authorities. Collect documentation to support determinations
made for every environmental factor on the checklists. The completed checklists and all
supporting documentation (letters, permits, maps, etc.) must be included as part of the
Environmental Review Record. (See: Statutory Checklist Instructions, Sample, and Environmental
Assessment Instructions and Samples.)

For Tiered Environmental Review: Complete the Tiered Review Strategy form and a Tier |
Review. Programs that do not have all project sites identified at the time this environmental
review is being undertaken require a two-tiered environmental review process. (See Tiered Review
Procedures.) Tier | review: Review those environmental factors on the statutory and EA
checklists that may be generalized to apply to all project sites regardless of specific location within
the target area. Provide justification for clearance and attach necessary supporting
documentation. Tier |l review is project specific (see Step 14).

Prepare the Combined Notice (FONSI) for publication/posting and mailing to interested parties.
See Forms, Determining Dates for Combined Notice, for assistance with the dates in the notice.
The Combined Notice must include the project location or target area in which project activities will
be undertaken and the amount of federal funds in the project.

Send a copy of the Combined Notice to all interested groups and agencies ON or BEFORE the
date of publication (Mailing List to Interested Parties Sample). Refer to the Overview for a
definition of “Interested Parties”.

NOTE: The Mailing List to Interested Parties must include the names of the contacts for the
Native American tribes that may have an interest in the program area. See References: Tribal
Contacts with Counties of Interest. Keep a copy of the Notice and Mailing List to Interested Parties
with date of mailing in the ERR.

Publish the Combined Notice. See Section 58.43 (a) for posting requirements. Contact the
local newspaper to determine the exact date of publication and request an Affidavit of Publication.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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Step 10

Step 11

Step 12

Step 13

Step 14

Step 15

Track comments. If any comments are received by the local unit of government during the first
15 day comment period, comments must be considered and modifications made, if appropriate,
before completing the certification and submitting a Request for Release of Funds (RROF). All
comments and modifications must be recorded in the ERR. (Sec. 58.43)

Prepare HUD form 7015.15, Request for Release of Funds and Certification. See also,
Forms, 7015.15 Instructions.

On the “On or about date” fax and mail the following original documents to MSHDA:

1. Cover letter addressed to MSHDA CD Staff (p. 4) indicating that Steps 1-11 have been

completed and all documentation is filed in the ERR.

Program Determination: Environmental Assessment form.

Certifying Officer Designation.

Statutory Checklist and Environmental Assessment Checklist, completed in their entirety and

signed. At the CD staff's discretion, you may be required to submit all supporting

documentation.

5. Tiered Review Strategy form (if applicable).

6. Publication of the Combined Notice and Affidavit of Publication (required). Submit the entire
page of the newspaper (tear sheet), which includes the name of the paper and date of
publication.

7. HUD 7015.15, Request for Release of Funds and Certification, signed by the Certifying
Officer.

PoDd

Note: Interested parties are allowed a full 15 business days to make comments. Do not fax your
request until the day after the 150 day. (If the notice is faxed or scanned and e-mailed after close
of business on the 15™ day, MSHDA offices are not open and the document will not be received
until the next day.) If submitting the RROF electronically, also send original documents via U.S.
mail. MSHDA will begin counting its 15-day comment period on the day after form 7015.15 and
all other requested forms, checklists and supporting documentation have been received.

To be completed by CD Staff:

MSHDA’s 15 day comment period begins the day after the Request for Release of Funds is
received in CD. The day after MSHDA'’s 15-day comment period ends is the release of funds
date. On, or within a day or two, of the release of funds date, CD staff will:

*  Prepare HUD form 7015.16 showing the release date in the bottom right hand corner of the
form. The previous letter format generated by OPAL is not to be used.

+ Obtain Gary Heidel’s signature on HUD 7015.16.

» Postthe release date on OPAL after last 15-day comment period (if no objections/comments
have been received).

+ Mail (or scan and e-mail) a copy of HUD form 7015.16 “Authority to Use Grant Funds”
(signed by CD Director) to the grantee giving the release date.

»  File the original 7015.16 in CD grant file.

For Tiered Environmental Review: Create a site-specific environmental checklist that
lists the 58.5 and EA environmental factors identified on the Tiered Review Strategy form that
will require project-specific clearance. Use the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist form.

For Tiered Environmental Review: Complete the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist created for
the program area for each project site as it is identified. Attach supporting documentation and
maintain all documents in the project file. Do not commit funds to a project until the site-specific
clearance of the project has been completed. Verification of clearance from the appropriate
authorities must be secured to consider the project review completed. The previous 1-page format
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Step 16

Step 17

Step 18

Step 19

Step 20

Step 21

for environmental project review is obsolete and should not be used.

Verify responses to DEQ permit information checklist, if necessary. For example, required
compliance with NESHAP (asbestos compliance) will not be known until a specific project is
identified. Grantees may include DEQ/NESHAP compliance as a “Clean Air” factor or a Michigan
regulatory requirement on the site-specific environmental checklist.

Complete the Noise Abatement and Control Checklist for projects that fall within 1000 ft. of
major road, 3000 ft. of RR, or 15 miles of a commercial or military airfield.

If a Noise Assessment is required for a project, follow the procedures in HUD Noise Guidebook.
Any attenuation or mitigation measures that will be incorporated into a project must be identified on
the checklist and included in the scope of work for the project.

Complete the 58.6 Compliance Checklist for each project site if these factors were not cleared
using the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist form created for this grant program (Step 14).

For each project site: Complete the Project Evaluation for Consultation with SHPO form. If
SHPO consultation is needed, all requirements must be met and SHPO sign-off obtained. This
form and SHPO's response, if applicable, must be downloaded on OPAL at the time of project set-
up. This is a MSHDA form and should not be sent to SHPO.

Begin to commit project related costs (sign contracts) on or after MSHDA identified release of
funds date for projects whose site specific environmental analysis (Steps 14-18) has been
completed and cleared. Verification of clearance from the appropriate authorities must be
secured to consider the project review completed.

Maintain an Environmental Review Record (ERR) that shall be available for public review (Sec.
58.38). For monitoring and audit purposes, all grantees must maintain the Environmental Review
Record for a minimum of three years after grant closeout.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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SAMPLE LETTER

(Edit all bolded information as appropriate.)

June 8, 2014

Jane Woodward

MSHDA CD Staff

Office of Community Development
P.O. Box 30044

Lansing, Michigan 48823

RE: Request for Release of Funds (RROF) for Grant Number: M-2003-XXXX

Dear Ms. Woodward:

This is to advise you that we have completed environmental review steps 1-11 for the Environmental
Assessment Review Process for Local Units of Government, and have filed all supporting documentation in
the Environmental Review Record (ERR). We understand that the ERR and all supporting documentation will
be reviewed at the on-site monitoring visit.

Enclosed are the following original documents:

Program Determination: Environmental Assessment

Original Certifying Officer Designation

Statutory Checklist

Copy of completed and signed Environmental Assessment

Tiered Review Strategy (if applicable)

Publication (tear sheet) and Affidavit of Publication

Original HUD 7015.15. Request for Release of Funds and Certification, signed by the Certifying
Officer.

VVVVYVYVY

Isabella County is anticipating a release date of June 27, 2014. Your timely review and response is
appreciated. Should you have any questions, please contact me at (517) 555-1212.

Sincerely,

Jane Grantee

Enclosures
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06 EA for Govt, 07.01.14



ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES FOR
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT BY NON-PROFIT AGENCIES

Activities that are neither exempt under Section 58.34 nor categorically excluded from NEPA under Section
58.35 (or categorically excluded with “extraordinary circumstances” under Section 58.2(a)(3)) require an
Environmental Assessment (Section 58.36). The following steps are to be completed by the grantee unless
otherwise identified as a MSHDA responsibility. Nonprofits shall submit the Environmental Review Record
(ERR) to MSDHA with the Request for Release of Funds and maintain a copy of the Environmental Review
Record file.

Step 1

Step 2

Step 3

Step 4

Designate an Environmental Compliance Officer. The Environmental Compliance Officer is
designated by the Board Chair or Executive Director of the nonprofit. MSHDA’s Certifying Officer
functions as the certifying officer for all nonprofit grantees; the nonprofit Environmental
Compliance Officer is responsible for the accurate completion of the environmental review steps
below.

Prepare a Program Determination: Environmental Assessment form.

Complete the DEQ Permit Information form. The DEQ has prepared a list of key questions to
help identify what departmental permits, licenses, or approvals of a permit-like nature may be
needed for a project. Any questions regarding this process should be directed to the
Environmental Assistance Center at 800-662-9278.

Every potential project site within a designated target area must be considered when answering
these questions. If there is a possibility that a potential site may require additional consultation
with the DEQ (for example, NESHAP asbestos reporting), the environmental factor (asbestos)
must be included on the site-specific environmental review checklist. Whenever a question is
answered “Yes” for a specific project site the relevant DEQ office must be contacted for additional
information and instructions, the requirements mandated by the DEQ office must be completed
and documentation of compliance (sign-off) from the regulating agency must be secured prior to
the commitment of funds to the project.

The completed DEQ Permit Information form, with relevant documentation, is attached as part of
the Statutory Checklist and filed in the ERR.

Historic Preservation Compliance

Review HUD/SHPO “Guidelines for Consulting with SHPO” for detailed instructions on Section
106 compliance. SHPO is responsible for the historical clearance of all housing units assisted with

federal funds that are 50 years of age or older, any vacant property to be used for new construction
projects, and demolition of structures that may be historically significant or located in a historic
district or eligible historic district. Project types that do not require consultation with the SHPO are
listed in the SHPO Guidelines on pages 12-13.

Complete the Project Evaluation for Consultation with SHPO form to notify MSHDA that a
specific project site has been reviewed for compliance with SHPO. This is a MSHDA form and
should not be sent to SHPO -- it is required by MSDHA for project set-up on OPAL.

Complete an Inventory Card (obtained from SHPO) and Historic Significance Response
Sheet (check [X] HUD as the Funding Source for OCD grants) for every project site requiring
SHPO consultation and submit to the SHPO as instructed in the Guidelines for Consulting with
SHPO.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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Questions about the Section 106 process and HUD-funded projects in Michigan should be directed to:

http://mishporehab.wordpress.com, or

Michigan State Historic Preservation Office

702 W. Kalamazoo Street

PO Box 30740

Lansing, Ml 48909-8240

Phone (517) 373-1630 Fax (517) 335-0348

er@michigan.gov http://www.michigan.gov/mshda/0,4641,7-141-54317---,00.html

Step 5 Complete the Statutory Checklist and the Environmental Assessment (EA) Checklist — The
EA checkilist contains both checklists. Consultation may be needed with the local Fire Marshall or
Planning & Zoning Department, the Army Corps of Engineers, SHPO, DEQ offices, or other
appropriate authorities. Collect documentation to support determinations made for every
environmental factor on the checklists. The completed checklists and all supporting
documentation (letters, permits, maps, etc.) must be included as part of the Environmental Review
Record. (See: Statutory Checklist Instructions.)

Step 6 For Tiered Environmental Review: Complete the Tiered Review Strategy form and a Tier |
Review. Programs that do not have all project sites identified at the time this environmental
review is being undertaken require a two-tiered environmental review process. (See Tiered Review
Procedures.) Tier | review: Review those environmental factors on the statutory and EA
checklists that may be generalized to apply to all project sites regardless of specific location within
the target area. Provide justification for clearance and attach necessary supporting
documentation. Tier Il review is project specific (see Step 14).

Step 7 Prepare a draft Combined Notice (FONSI) and send an electronic copy to the CD Staff for
publication. The notice must include the project location or target area in which project activities
will be undertaken. Use the Determining Dates for Combined Notice form to calculate the correct
dates to be used in the Notice. (Forms, Combined Notice for Nonprofits)

Step 8 Prepare Mailing List of Interested Parties to whom a copy of the final Combined Notice will be
sent (by the grantee) ON or BEFORE the date of publication. (Forms, Mailing List to Interested
Parties Sample)

NOTE: The Mailing List to Interested Parties must include the names of the contacts for the
Native American tribes that may have an interest in the program area. See References: Tribal
Contacts with Counties of Interest.

Step 9 Submit original documents of the entire Environmental Review Record (ERR) to the CD Staff
(copy of the ERR should be maintained by nonprofit grantee) with a cover letter (sample on page 5)
stating:

v' Steps 1-8 have been completed,

v" An electronic draft of the Combined Notice has been forwarded via e-mail.

v" The final Combined Notice will be sent to Interested Parties on or before the date of
publication.

v' The Environmental Review Record is attached including all correspondence, permits and
supporting documentation. A copy of the ERR is available upon request to the public,
MSHDA and HUD.

MSHDA will not arrange for the publication until all requested information is received.

Step 10 MSHDA CD Staff will, after receiving the draft Combined Notice and the complete ERR:
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Step 11

Step 12

Step 13

Step 14

Step 15

a. Contact Nancy Metzger (or Debbie Horak) at Pace, Inc., (517) 267-9800 or
(metzger@paceandpartners.com). You will be asked to e-mail a copy of the draft Combined
Notice and provide the following information:

v' Geographic region where notice needs to be published (city or county).
v Type of program notice (HOME, CDBG, NSP, Section 8, Multi- Family, etc.).
v' Approximate date the notice needs to be published.

b. Pace will send a “proof’ of the publication to be edited and inform you of the date of

publication.

c. CD Specialist reviews/edits the notice for errors/changes, inserts the correct dates and returns

the edited proof to Pace. (Use the Determining Dates for Combined Notice form to calculate
the correct dates to be used in the Notice.)

d. Pace will prepare the “final” proof for signature.

e. CD Staff signs the final proof and returns it to Pace.
f. CDS sends “final” publication to the Grantee for mailing to Interested Parties. (See Step
11 which needs to be completed by Grantee on or before the date of publication.)

g. Pace will send tear sheet and affidavit to CD Specialist.
h. Onthe “on or about date” in the publication, the CD Staff will mail and fax the following to HUD:

1) Program Determination: Environmental Assessment form.

2) Tear sheet or copy of the publication and Affidavit of Publication supplied by Pace.

3) HUD form 7015.15 (see: 7015.15 Instructions). MSHDA's Certifying Officer signs this form.
4) Cover letter to CPD Representative for MSHDA (Sample, p. 6).

CPD Representative for MSHDA

Detroit Field Office

US Department of Housing and Urban Development
Patrick V. McNamara Federal Building

477 Michigan Avenue

Detroit, Michigan 48226-2523

Phone (313) 226-7900

Fax (313) 226-6689

Nonprofit sends a copy of the Combined Notice (FONSI) to all interested groups and
agencies and the CD Specialist ON or BEFORE the date of publication (Forms, Mailing List to
Interested Parties Sample). Coordinate timing with CD Staff in Step 10 to ensure that a final copy
of the FONSI is mailed to all interested parties. Refer to the Overview for a definition of
“Interested Parties”. Grantee is to maintain a copy of the mailing list in the ERR.

CD Specialist posts the release date on OPAL after receiving HUD 7015.16 “Authority to Use
Grant Funds” from HUD and mails a copy of 7015.16 to the grantee. The original 7015.16 is filed
in ERR file sent in by the nonprofit with copy in grant file.

For Tiered Environmental Review: Create a site-specific environmental checklist that lists
the 58.5 environmental factors and EA factors (identified on the Tiered Review Strategy form) that
need clearance in a Tier |l review for this grant. Use the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist form.

For Tiered Environmental Review: Complete the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist for each
project site as it is identified. Attach supporting documentation and maintain all documents in the
project file. Do not commit funds to a project until the site-specific clearance has been completed
for the project. Verification of clearance from the appropriate authorities must be secured to
consider the project review completed.

Verify responses to DEQ permit information checklist, if necessary. For example, required
compliance with NESHAP (asbestos compliance) will not be known until a specific project is
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Step 16

Step 17

Step 18

Step 19

Step 20

identified. Grantees may include DEQ/NESHAP compliance as a “Clean Air” factor or a Michigan
regulatory requirement on the site-specific environmental checklist.

Complete the Noise Abatement and Control Checklist for projects that fall within 1000 ft. of
major road, 3000 ft. of RR, 5 miles of a civil airport or 15 miles of a military airfield.

If a Noise Assessment is required for a project, follow the procedures in HUD Noise Guidebook.
Any attenuation or mitigation measures that will be incorporated into a project must be identified on
the checklist and included in the scope of work for the project.

Complete a 58.6 Compliance Checklist for each project site if these factors were not cleared
using the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist form created for this grant program.

For each project site: Complete the Project Evaluation for Consultation with SHPO form. If
SHPO consultation is needed, all requirements must be met and SHPO sign-off obtained. Thisis a
MSHDA form and should not be sent to SHPO. Download the form and SHPO’s Response, if
applicable, onto OPAL at the time of project set-up.

Begin to commit project related costs (sign contracts) on or after MSHDA'’s identified release of
funds date for projects whose site specific environmental analyses have been completed and
cleared. Verification of clearance from the appropriate authorities must be secured to consider
the project review completed.

Maintain a copy of the Environmental Review Record (ERR) that shall be available for public
review. (See Section 58.38.) For monitoring and audit purposes, all grantees must maintain the
Environmental Review Record for a minimum of three years after grant closeout.
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SAMPLE LETTER

(Edit all bolded information as appropriate.)

June 8, 2014

Jane Woodward

Community Development Division

Michigan State Housing Development Authority
P.O. Box 30044

Lansing, Michigan 48909

RE:

East Houston Housing Corporation (EHHC)
HRF Grant # XXXXXXXX

Dear CD Staff:

This correspondence is written to advise you of the following:

1.

2.
3.
4.

Steps 1-8 in the Environmental Assessment for Non-profits section of CD’s Environmental Manual
have been completed.

An electronic draft of the “Combined Notice” (for nonprofits) was forwarded to you on June 8, 2014.
The original Environmental Review Record is enclosed in its entirety.

A copy of the Environmental Review Record will be made available to the public upon request and will
be maintained in our offices for a minimum of three years after grant closeout

We understand that once the draft Combined Notice (FONSI) and this correspondence are received, MSHDA
will publish the FONSI in a local paper of general circulation, which for our area would be the East Houston
Chronicle, and that our agency is required to complete the Mailing to Interested Parties on or before the date
of publication. We also understand that no projects funds, either federal or private, may be committed until an
Authorization to Use Funds is signed by HUD and the date of release of funds is conveyed to our agency via
OPAL and HUD form 7015.16.

If you have any questions, you may contact me at 616-335-1212.

Sincerely,

Judy Grantee
Enclosures



SAMPLE LETTER

(Edit all bolded information as appropriate.)

June 8, 2014

CPD Representative for MSHDA

Detroit Field Office

US Department of Housing and Urban Development
Patrick V. McNamara Federal Building

477 Michigan Avenue

Detroit, Michigan 48226-2523

RE: Request for Release of Funds, Certification and Publication for Spartan Non-Profit Agency -- Grant
Number M-2009-0000

Attention CPD Representative for MSHDA.:

Enclosed please find a full page newspaper tear sheet and the Request for Release of Funds and Certification
form (HUD 7015.15) relative to Spartan Non-Profit’s 2013 HOME Program project.

The Michigan State Housing Development Authority is anticipating a release date of June 27, 2014. Your
timely review and response is appreciated. Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (517) 335-0000.

Sincerely,

Jamie Jones
Community Development Division

Enclosures



GRANT AMENDMENTS
24 CFR 58.47

In some instances the recipient may make changes to the activities in a project, change the project area, or
receive additional funds for a project or program that has previously received environmental clearance
(Release of Funds). If these types of changes are anticipated, it will be necessary to re-evaluate
environmental findings.

The environmental findings need to be re-evaluated when:

v The recipient proposes substantial changes in the nature, magnitude or extent of the project,
including adding new activities not anticipated in the original scope of the project; or,

v' There are new circumstances and environmental conditions that may affect the project or the
environment, such as concealed or unexpected conditions discovered during implementation.

The purpose of the re-evaluation is to determine if the new circumstances still justify and support the
environmental findings originally issued.

Grantees are to complete the Certification of Continued Environmental Compliance form and certify that
the project is either substantially changed or substantially unchanged from the original environmental review.
This form must be completed for all grant amendments.

If the project has substantially changed or there are new activities or circumstances that invalidate the
original environmental findings, grantees must immediately stop all grant activities until original findings are
updated and, if necessary, another environmental review with checklists, publication and request for release
of funds is completed. Please contact your CD Staff to confirm required procedures.

Examples of projects that may prompt another environmental review:

Grant increase to rehabilitate a mixed use building, including facade improvements, to a previously downtown
rental rehab program that was limited to rental units only. The mixed use building requires a Phase | EA
which was not provided under the original environmental review.

Grant increase to increase number of homebuyer units in a subdivision from 4 to 5. Original finding was
Categorically Excluded Subject to 58.5. Increasing the number of assisted units to 5 and all five units are
within 2000 feet of each other changes the level of environmental review to Environmental Assessment.

A change in target area (or assisting a property outside the original target area) requires a new environmental
review process prior to the commitment of funds. Environmental analyses and determinations must be
updated and another publication and ROF may be required.

A change in activity does not necessarily require a new environmental review; contact your CD Staff for
guidance.

If the project has not substantially changed, a re-evaluation is not required and the grantee may simply
complete the Certification of Continued Environmental Compliance form, submit it to the CD Specialist
for approval and file it in the ERR.

Grant increases. A grant award that is increased to provide additional funding for activities previously
released (with no changes to activities or target area), may classify the grant increase as Categorically
Excluded Not Subject to 58.5, pursuant to 58.35(b)(7). Complete the Certification of Continued
Environmental Compliance.
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TIERED REVIEW PROCEDURES

A tiered review (24 CFR 58.15) is used when not all project sites have been identified at the time the
environmental review process is undertaken. The tiered review allows for a broad analysis of environmental
impacts at the early stage of a project and a release of funds conditioned upon completing a second, site-
specific review as project sites are chosen for assistance. Tier | requires a broad environmental review of a
target area or neighborhood and a written Tiered Review Strategy; Tier Il is a site-specific review of all
environmental factors not cleared in Tier I.

Conducting a Tiered Review:

1.

2.

10.

Name and describe the CD Program (same as used on Program Determination form).

Conduct the broad Environmental Review (Tier 1) using HUD’s Statutory Checklist and the
Environmental Assessment Checklist (if required for an assessment). For those environmental
factors that cannot be evaluated without having a site identified, indicate that “a Tier Il review will be
conducted on sites as they are identified” in the “Compliance Determination” column.

Complete the Tiered Review Strategy form that describes your program and identifies the
environmental factors that will be reviewed as sites are identified.

The environmental factors in sec. 58.6 must be addressed for every project site, regardless of the
program classification. These factors may be addressed in Tier | or Tier Il, as appropriate for the
grant program.

Develop a site specific checklist using the Tier Il Site-Specific Checklist form that will be filled out for
each project site and identifies all the environmental factors not able to be cleared in the broad Tier |
review.

Publish/post a public notice for the project. FONSI publications — not the NOI for Categorically
Excluded Programs -- must identify the significant issues (authorities) to be considered in
site-specific reviews (See: 58.15).

Receive Authority to Use Grant Funds (HUD 7015.16) from HUD/MSHDA.

Conduct a site-specific review (Tier IlI) using the Tier |l Site-Specific Checklist form. The
documentation for each compliance factor should be attached to this form and funds should not be
committed to a project prior to the completion of the site-specific review for that site.

All Tier 1l Site-Specific checklists must be signed and dated and filed in their respective project files.
The dates the forms are signed as certification that all Tier Il compliance issues are cleared will be
compared to commitment of funds dates to ensure federal funds were not committed to a project prior
to the completion of the environmental review process for that site/project.

Commit funds to the site.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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SECTION 58.6 COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

This form must be completed for all individual project sites, including exempt project-specific activities such as architectural
services or environmental studies; it is not required for overall grant administrative expenses. This form is a component of the
Environmental Review Record (ERR) [§58.38] and must be supplemented as appropriate with photographs, site plans, maps,
narrative and other information that describe the project.

Project Address: Grant No.

FLOOD DISASTER PROTECTION ACT [Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973, as amended (42 USC 4001-4128)].
(www.msc.fema.gov) The Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 as amended requires that homeowners purchase flood
insurance for buildings located in Special Flood Hazard Areas (SFHA), when Federal or Federally-regulated financial
assistance is used to acquire, improve, or construct a building. Flood insurance on the property must be monitored and
enforced by the grantee throughout the life of the improvement or the life of the financial interest, whichever is less.
Maintenance of flood insurance should be a condition of the loan agreement.

1. Does the project involve acquisition, construction or rehabilitation of structures located in a FEMA-identified Special Flood
Hazard area? Copy of Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRMette) required to confirm location of flood zones and project.

|:| No. Flood insurance is not required. Compliance is established; go to Coastal Barriers Resources question below.
|:| Yes; proceed to question 2.

2. Is the structure or part of the structure located in a FEMA designated Special Flood Hazard Area?
|:| No. Source document (FEMA/FIRM floodplain zone designation, panel number, date):
. Stop; compliance established; go to Coastal Barriers Resources question below.
Yes. Source document (FEMA/FIRM floodplain zone designation, panel number, date):
. Proceed to question 3.

3. Is the community participating in the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) (or has less than one year passed since
FEMA notification of Special Flood Hazards)?

|:| Yes. In addition to community participation in NFIP, flood Insurance 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 ERR.

|:| No. HUD assistance may not be provided for this property in the Special Flood Hazards Area.

NOTE: Grantees choosing to assist projects requiring flood insurance must develop written procedures for monitoring insurance
requirements.  These procedures would require annual documentation/verification of the community’s participation in FEMA’s National
Floodplain Insurance Program and payment of the property owner’s flood insurance premium. Grantees are responsible for ensuring
compliance with the insurance requirement.

COASTAL BARRIERS RESOURCES ACT [Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 (16 USC 3501)] . Go to
http://www.fws.gov/habitatconservation/State Locator Maps/Small _Ml.pdf for CBRS area maps.

Is the project located in a Coastal Barrier Resource System (CBRS) area?

|:| No. Cite source documentation (activity description and/or map or letter). Compliance established; go to Airport Runway
guestion below.

|:| Yes. Federal assistance may not be used in a CBRS area.

AIRPORT RUNWAY CLEAR ZONES AND CLEAR ZONES DISCLOSURES [24 CFR Part 51.303(a)(3)]
The only commercial airports in Michigan that meet HUD's service threshold for compliance are: APN, CVX, DTW, ESC, FNT,
GRR, CMX, IMT, IWD, AZO, LAN, MBL, SAW, MKG, PLN, MBS, CIU, TVC.

1. Does the project involve the sale or acquisition of existing property within a Civil Airport's Runway Clear Zone, Approach
Protection Zone, or a Military Installation's Clear Zone?

|:| No. Cite source documentation (activity description and map). Compliance established.
[ ] Yes. City source documentation (map). Disclosure statement must be provided to buyer and contained in
project’'s ERR. (Forms Notice to Prospective Buyers in Runway Clear Zone)

Signature: Date:
Preparer's Name and Title

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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SEC. 58.6 COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST INSTRUCTIONS
Statutes, Executive Orders and Regulations listed at 24 CFR 58.6:

Flood Disaster Protection Act

Section 202 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 requires that projects receiving federal assistance
and located in an area identified by FEMA as being within a special flood hazard area must be covered by
flood insurance under the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). In order to be able to purchase flood
insurance, the community must be participating in the NFIP. If the community is not participating in the
NFIP, federal assistance cannot be used in those areas.

Flood insurance must be taken for the life of a loan or the useful life of an improvement funded by a grant,
regardless of transfer of ownership. For loans, loan insurance, or guarantees, the amount of flood
insurance coverage need not exceed the outstanding principal balance of the loan. For grants and other
non-loan forms of financial assistance, the amount of flood insurance coverage must be at least equal to
the maximum limit of coverage made available by the Act with respect to the particular type of building
involved (i.e., single family, other residential, non-residential, or small business), or the development or
project cost, whichever is less. The development or project cost is the total cost for acquiring,
constructing, repairing or improving the building. This cost covers both the federally-assisted and the
nonO-federally assisted portion of the cost, including any machinery, equipment, fixtures, and furnishings.
If the federal assistance includes any portion of the cost of any machinery, equipment, fixtures, or
furnishings, the total cost of that item must also be covered by flood insurance.

Grantees are responsible for ensuring that property owners receiving federal assistance purchase flood
insurance. A “proof of purchase” (i.e., a copy of the Policy Declaration) must be included in the project file
on properties located in a 100-year floodplain.

National Flood Insurance Program 1-800-720-1090
Floodplain maps: 1-800-358-9616

Coastal Barriers Resources Act

Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as amended by the Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990
(16 U.S.C. 3501). HUD assistance may not be used for activities proposed in the Coastal
Barrier Resources System.

See, http://www.fws.gov/habitatconservation/State _Locator Maps/Small_MI.pdf

Disclosure of Runway Clear Zones/Clear Zones

Issuance of this disclosure applies to projects proposing the purchase or sale of properties in a runway
clear zone or clear zone. Whenever HUD assistance is used for sale or purchase of an existing property
located in a Runway Clear Zone or Clear Zone, the buyer must be notified of this in writing and that the
property may be acquired by the airport at a later date. The buyer must acknowledge receipt of this
information (sec. 51.303(a)(3). See: Forms, Notice to Prospective Buyers in Runway Clear Zone.

Runway Clear Zone or Clear Zone is defined by the operator of the airport.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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U.S. Department of Housing OMB No. 2506-0087
Request for Release of Funds 2nd Urban Development (oo 103112014

and Certification Office of Community Planning

and Development

This form is to be used by Responsible Entities and Recipients (as defined in 24 CFR 58.2) when requesting the release of funds, and
requesting the authority to use such funds, for HUD programs identified by statutes that provide for the assumption of the environmental
review responsibility by units of general local government and States. Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated
to average 36 minutes per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. This agency may not conduct or sponsor, and

a person is not required to respond to, a collection of information unless that collection displays a valid OMB control number.

Part 1. Program Description and Request for Release of Funds (to be completed by Responsible Entity)

1. Program Title(s) 2. HUD/State Identification Number 3. Recipient Identification Number
(optional)
4. OMB Catalog Number(s) 5. Name and address of responsible entity

6. For information about this request, contact (name & phone number)

8. HUD or State Agency and office unit to receive request 7. Name and address of recipient (if different than responsible entity)

Therecipient(s) of assistance under the program(s) listed above requeststhe release of funds and removal of environmental
grant conditions gover ning the use of the assistance for the following

9. Program Activity(ies)/Project Name(s) 10. Location (Street address, city, county, State)

11. Program Activity/Project Description

Previous editions are obsolete form HUD-7015.15 (1/99)



Part 2. Environmental Certification (to be completed by responsible entity)

With reference to the above Program Activity(ies)/Project(s), I, the undersigned officer of the responsible entity, certify that:

1. Theresponsible entity has fully carried out its responsibilities for environmental review, decision-making and action pertaining
to the project(s) named above.

2. Theresponsible entity has assumed responsibility for and complied with and will continue to comply with, the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended, and the environmental procedures, permit requirements and statutory obligations
of the laws cited in 24 CFR 58.5; and also agrees to comply with the authoritiesin 24 CFR 58.6 and applicable State and local
laws.

3. Theresponsible entity has assumed responsibility for and complied with and will continue to comply with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act, and its implementing regulations 36 CFR 800, including consultation with the State Historic Preservation
Officer, Indian tribes and Native Hawaiian organizations, and the public.

4. After considering the type and degree of environmental effects identified by the environmental review completed for the proposed
project described in Part 1 of thisrequest, | have found that the proposal did |:| did not |:| require the preparation and
dissemination of an environmental impact statement.

5. Theresponsible entity has disseminated and/or published in the manner prescribed by 24 CFR 58.43 and 58.55 a notice to the public
in accordance with 24 CFR 58.70 and as evidenced by the attached copy (copies) or evidence of posting and mailing procedure.

6. The datesfor all statutory and regulatory time periods for review, comment or other action are in compliance with procedures and
requirements of 24 CFR Part 58.

7. Inaccordance with 24 CFR 58.71(b), the responsible entity will advise the recipient (if different from the responsible entity) of
any specia environmental conditions that must be adhered to in carrying out the project.

Asthe duly designated certifying official of the responsible entity, | also certify that:

8. | am authorized to and do consent to assume the status of Federal official under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
and each provision of law designated in the 24 CFR 58.5 list of NEPA-related authorities insofar as the provisions of these laws
apply to the HUD responsibilities for environmental review, decision-making and action that have been assumed by the responsible
entity.

9. | am authorized to and do accept, on behalf of the recipient personally, the jurisdiction of the Federal courts for the enforcement
of al these responsibilities, in my capacity as certifying officer of the responsible entity.

Signature of Certifying Officer of the Responsible Entity Title of Certifying Officer

Date signed

X

Address of Certifying Officer

Part 3. To be completed when the Recipient is not the Responsible Entity

The recipient requests the release of funds for the programs and activities identified in Part 1 and agrees to abide by the special
conditions, procedures and requirements of the environmental review and to advise the responsible entity of any proposed changein
the scope of the project or any change in environmental conditions in accordance with 24 CFR 58.71(b).

Signature of Authorized Officer of the Recipient Title of Authorized Officer

Date signed

X

Warning: HUD will prosecute false claims and statements. Conviction may result in criminal and/or civil penalties. (18 U.S.C. 1001, 1010, 1012; 31 U.S.C.
3729, 3802)

Previous editions are obsolete form HUD-7015.15 (1/99)



HUD FORM 7015.15 INSTRUCTIONS
Part 1:

Block 1 - Program Title(s): Identify the program for which a release of funds is being requested. (CDBG,
HOME, NSP, etc.)

Block 2-HUD/State Identification Number: Local Government Grantees: Use prefix and grant year from OCD
grant number. HUD’s number for the State of Ml is provided. CD Specialists (for Nonprofit Grantees): Ask
Sue for the prefix and grant number from our HUD grant.

Block 3-Recipient Identification: Some localities use their own identification number; MSHDA does not. OCD
Grantees should leave this space blank.

Block 4-OMB Catalogue No(s): The Office of Management and Budget issues an annual catalogue of Federal
Domestic Assistance Programs with a codified number for each:

HOME 14.239 NSP1 14.228
CDBG (State Program) 14.228 NSP 2 14.256

Block 5-Name and Address of Responsible Entity: Local units of government information or for nonprofits:
MSHDA, 735 E. Michigan Avenue, P.O. Box 30044, Lansing, Ml 48909

Block 6-For Information About This Request Contact: Local governments — name, telephone number and e-
mail of the person conducting ER; Nonprofits -- CD Staff name, number and e-mail.

Block 7-Name and Address of Recipient (if different from responsible entity): Leave blank. This does not apply
to OCD grantees. The only situation where a recipient would be different from the responsible entity would be
nonprofits receiving funds directly from HUD (e.g., a HUD award made to a nonprofit in response to HUD's
Super NOFA).

Block 8-HUD or State Agency & Office Unit to Receive Request: Local Units of Government: Michigan State
Housing Development Authority; Nonprofits: HUD, Detroit Regional Office.

Block 9-Program Activity/Project Name: Indicate project name or activity.

Block 10-Location: Identify the location of the activity — be specific. For targeted activities identify the streets
and boundaries of the target area.

Block 11-Program Activity/Project Description: Description of activities to be undertaken with grant funds,
recipients, terms, number of households to be assisted, etc.

Part 2: Environmental Certification:

Page 2, Part 2, Item 3. Remember to check the box in the middle of the paragraph that indicates this
project/program “did not” require an environmental impact statement.

Signature Block: The RROF must be signed and dated by the certifying officer of the RE. The title and
address of the certifying official should be included. Normally the Mayor, City Manager, Chairperson of the
county commission or county administrator is the certifying official. CD Staff should check the Certifying Officer
Designation form to verify the person authorized to function as the Certifying Official has signed this form.

Part 3:

To be completed only if the recipient of federal assistance is not the RE. The RE is the unit of general local
government within which the project is located that exercises land use responsibility. The RE is not always the
recipient of Federal assistance but is responsible for completing the environmental review and RROF.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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i U.S. Department of Housing
Authorlty to Use and Urban Development

Grant Funds Office of Community Planning
and Development

To: (name & address of Grant Recipient & name & title of Chief Executive Officer) Copy To: (name & address of SubRecipient)

We received your Request for Release of Funds and Certification, form HUD-7015/15 on

Your Request was for HUD/State Identification Number

All objections, if received, have been considered. And the minimum waiting period has transpired.
You are hereby authorized to use funds provided to you under the above HUD/State Identification Number.
File this form for proper record keeping, audit, and inspection purposes.

Typed Name of Authorizing Officer Signature of Authorizing Officer Date (mm/dd/yyyy)

Title of Authorizing Officer

form HUD-7015.16 (2/94)
Previous editions are obsolete. ref. Handbook 6513.01



AIRPORT HAZARDS

There are two NEPA compliance requirements involving airports — each with different site
proximity thresholds.

e Noise Abatement and Control (Sec. 58.5, Statutory Checklist).
o Airport Runway Clear Zone Disclosure (Sec. 58.6)

Airport Noise. Airport noise hazards are addressed in 24 CFR 51, Subpart B and are relevant for project
sites located within 15 miles of a military or FAA-regulated airfield. For a discussion about threshold and
compliance requirements, see Compliance. Noise Abatement and Control.

Airport Hazards/Accidents. Airport hazard and accident regulations relative to housing projects are
covered in 24 CFR 51 Part D (51.300 — 51.305) and are relevant for project sites within 15,000 feet of a
military airport or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. For a discussion about compliance requirements, see
HUD’s OneCPD website: OneCPD - Manage a Program - Environmental Review - Related Federal
environmental Laws and Authorities = Airport Hazards. (https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-
review/airport-hazards)

To establish compliance with 24 CFR 51 Part D grantees must identify activity to be funded with HUD
funds and project proximity to civil airport or military airfield.

Is the project within 15,000 ft. of a military airport or 2,500 ft. of a civilian airport? See:
Compliance. Airports in Ml subject to 51 D for a list of all airports in Michigan falling under these
requirements.

If so, is your project located within an Accident Potential Zone (APZ) or Runway Protection
Zone/Clear Zone (RPZ/CZ)?

At civilian airports, this accident-prone zone is established by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
and is called the Runway Clear Zone (RCZ) or the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ). This trapezoidal-
shape zone has a maximum width of 1,000 ft. beginning at the end of the runway, extending to a length of
2,500 ft. while fanning out to a width of 1,750 ft. A diagram of these zones is attached to HUD’s Fact
Sheet (Compliance. Airports. Fact Sheet). Maps showing the RCZ’s/RPZ’s of a specific airport are
available from the airport operator.

At military airfields, the accident zones are called Clear Zones (CZ’s) and are established by the
Department of Defense. The CZ begins at the end of the airfield runway and its maximum dimensions
are 3,000 ft. wide by 3,000 ft. long. The CZ is immediately followed by two Accident Potential Zones
(APZ’'s). APZ1is 3,000 ft. wide by 5,000 ft. long. APZ Il is 3,000 ft. wide by 7,000 ft. long. Maps
showing these zones are obtainable from the military air base operator. There are no Accident Potential
Zones at civil airports.

HUD Guidance

HUD policy as described in 24 CFR 51, Subpart D, is that assistance for construction or major
rehabilitation of any real property located on a clear zone site is prohibited for a project to be frequently
used or occupied by people. For properties located within 2,500 feet of the end of a civil airport runway or
15,000 feet of the end of a military airfield runway, the airport operator should make a finding stating
whether or not the property is located within a runway clear zone for civil airports or a clear zone or
accident potential zone at a military airfield.

HUD financial assistance in a clear zone is allowed for existing properties proposed for acquisition or
lease (24 CFR 51.302(c)) with or without minor rehabilitation or repair, however advance written notice
must be given to the prospective property buyer in accord with 24 CFR 51.30-3(a)(3).

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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Minor rehab of existing single family units in a Runway Protection or Accident Potential Zone does not
trigger compliance.

RCZ/CZ: New construction, major rehabilitation, and activities that significantly prolong physical or
economic life of the property are prohibited.

APZ: HUD assistance in all APZ zones is prohibited for single and multi-family housing; other types of
projects must be compatible with DOD land use guidelines for APZs. See DOD Instruction 4165.57
referenced below.

Rehabilitation (including conversion from non-residential to residential) is "major" or "substantial” when
the estimated cost of the work is 75 percent or more of the property value after rehabilitation or, in the
case of property in an Accident Potential Zone when there is a change of use to one that significantly
increases the density or number of people at the site, or introduces explosive, flammable or toxic
materials to the area [24 CFR 51.302(b)(1-3)].

For properties located within 2,500 feet of the end of a civil airport runway or 15,000 feet (2 miles, 1467
yd) of the end of a military airfield runway, the airport operator should make a finding stating whether or
not the property is located within a runway clear zone for civil airports or a clear zone or accident potential
zone at a military airfield.

The only acceptable data on Runway Clear zones, Clear Zones and Accident Potential Zones are those
provided by airport operators with dimensions verified with the nearest FAA Airports District Office. Maps
depicting Land Use Zoning and Land Use Guidelines for Airport Approach Plans are filed with the
Michigan Department of Transportation, Airports Division, Lansing, MI.

Airport Runway Clear Zone Disclosure.

In all cases involving HUD assistance, subsidy or insurance for the sale or purchase of existing
properties in a RCZ or CZ, the buyer must be notified:

e that the property is in a RCZ or CZ;

o of the implications of being within that zone (the potential hazards from airplane accidents which
studies have shown more likely to occur within clear zones than in other areas around the
airport/airfield); and

o of the possibility that the property may, at a later date, be acquired by the airport operator.

See: Forms. Notice to Prospective Buyers in Runway Clear Zone for a sample template of this notice.
Pursuant to 24 CFR 58.6(d), a disclosure statement documenting the buyer’s receipt of this information
must be kept in the Environmental Review Record. Document findings and file the signed
acknowledgement in the ERR.

Sources and References:

HUD CPD: https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/airport-hazards

National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS) Report of the Secretary of Transportation to the U.
S. Congress, 2013-2017. www.faa.gov/airports/planning capacity/npias/reports/

Department of Defense Instruction No. 4165.57, May 2, 2011, Air Installations Compatible Use Zones,
http://www.dtic.mil/whs/directives/corres/pdf/416557p.pdf

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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Fact Sheet #D1
Siting HUD-Assisted Projects in Accident Potential Zones

A. Where does the regulation apply?

Military Airfields and Civilian Airports

Civilian, commercial service airports Authority: 24CFR 51 Subpart D
designated in the National Plan of Purpose: Promote compatible land uses at air

Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS). fields, define standards for providing HUD
o Available at assistance, and notify buyers of potential safety

http://www.faa.gov/airports_airtraffic/ and airport acquisition.

airports/planning_capacity/ Basic Rule: HUD policy is not to provide any
npias/reports/ assistance to projects and actions in Runway
Protection, Accident Potential, or Clear Zones

All military air installations. unless the project is not to be frequently used or

B. What is the area of concern? occupied by people. HUD-assisted buyers of such

The area at each end of the runway(s) properties shall be notified of the implications and
where aircraft accidents are most likely to | limitations of the site.

occur. Civilian aviation calls it the
Runway Protection Zone (RPZ), and the military services call it the Accident Potential Zone
(APZ).

The dimensions of the RPZs or APZs are in their respective guides (military: DODI 4165.57,
civilian: Airport Design Advisory Circular 150/5300-13).

0 2,500 feet is the RPZ maximum length in the airport design advisory circular.

o 15,000 feet is the APZ maximum length at military air installations.

Existing airports should include planned expansions at least ten years into the future.

C. What is the process for compliance?

1.
2.
3.

©

10.

Locate the site on a map of the vicinity.

Determine if there is an airfield within 15,000 feet of the subject property.

If NO, the assessment is done. Document findings in the Environmental Review Record
(ERR).

If YES, determine if it is civilian or military and go to Step 5.

Look at the runway configuration. Is the property within 15,000 feet (military) or 2,500 feet
(civilian) of the end of the runway?

Contact the airport manager.
o Confirm your determination of the property’s relationship to the RPZ/APZ.

0 Are there plans to expand the runway or the airport which would change the current
RPZ/APZ at least ten years into the future? (This concern is in the notification
requirements under 51.303(a)(3).)

Contact the appropriate FAA Airports District Office (per 51.305(b)).
Confirm your determination of the property’s relationship to the RPZ/APZ. Go to Step 9.

If the site IS NOT in a Runway Protection or Accident Potential Zone, the assessment is
done. Document findings in the ERR.

If the site IS in a Runway Protection or Accident Potential Zone, notify the buyer of the
implication of the location. (They must sign a statement of acknowledgement of the
information. Use the standard notification form.) Document findings and file the signed
acknowledgement in the ERR.

Page 1 of 2

For Additional Information, Contact Your Local HUD Field Environmental Officer
Source: Environmental Planning Division, Office of Environment and Energy, CPD, March 2008



Fact Sheet #D1

Siting HUD-Assisted Projects in Accident Potential Zones
Military Airfields and Civilian Airports

Figure RPZ1—Significant Dimensions and Comparison of Civilian to Military Zones
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Airport Type Runway Runway Runway Accident | Accident | Accident
Protection Protection Protection Potential | Potential | Potential
Zone/Clear Zone/Clear | Zone/Clear | Zone Zone Zone
Zone Length | Zone Inner | Zone Outer | Length Inner Outer
Width Width Width Width
Civilian 2,500’ 1,000’ 1,750’ NA NA NA
Military 3000’ 1,500’ 2,284’ 12,000 | 2,284’ 3,000’

For Your Information:

The 517 Commercial Service Airports account for:
e 100% of Commercial Service enplanements
e 22% of General Aviation aircraft and
o  74% of NPIAS costs.
65% of the U.S. population lives within 20 miles of
these airports

Source: National Plan for Integrated Airport Systems, (2007-2011)

Page 2 of 2

For Additional Information, Contact Your Local HUD Field Environmental Officer

Source: Environmental Planning Division, Office of Environment and Energy, CPD, March 2008



Civilian, Commercial Service Airports with > 2500 Enplanements Per Year and
Military Installations in MI Subject to Part 51, Subpart D

City Al LoclD Owrller Hub | Role Service Level Current Aircraft 2013-2017
ship Current | Year5 | Enplaned | Based Dev Cost

Alpena County Regiona

Alpena Regional APN PU | CS CS 8,737 22 $2,518,115

Charlevoix Charlevoix Municipal CvX PU N P P 14,966 14 $7,946,750
Detroit Metropolitan

Detroit Wayne County DTW PU L P P 15,643,890 6 $252,304,135

Detroit Willow Run YIP PU National R R 3,008 262 $65,940,894

Regiona

Escanaba Delta County ESC PU | CS CS 9,246 30 $5,773,754

Flint Bishop International FENT PU S P P 497,649 96 $32,497,627
Gerald R. Ford

Grand Rapids [International GRR PU S P P 1,089,002 81 $45,361,894

Grayling Grayling AAF GOV MR Other GA GA 0 0 $3,280,934
Houghton County

Hancock Memorial CMX PU N P P 21,186 18 $4,700,553

Iron Mountain Regiona

Kingsford Ford IMT PU | CS CS 6,943 31 $1,442,000
Kalamazoo/Battle

Kalamazoo Creek International AZO PU N P P 135,555 143 $35,365,175
Capital Region

Lansing International LAN PU N P P 136,548 79 $13,315,424

Marquette Sawyer International SAW PU N P P 57,371 44 $9,565,260

Muskegon Muskegon County MKG PU N P P 13,088 85 $8,820,085
Pellston Regional
Airport of Emmet

Pellston County PLN PU N P P 23,324 36 $2,390,000

Saginaw MBS International MBS PU N P P 146,870 26 $28,673,028
Chippewa County

Sault Ste. Marie |International Clu PU N P P 14,349 20 $4,618,632

Traverse City Cherry Capital TVC PU N P P 167,488 97 $11,235,150

Source: 2013-2017 National Plan of Integrated Airport system (NPIAS) Report to Congress, Appendix 1
http://www.faa.gov/airports/planning_capacity/npias/reports

Compliance. Airports. List of airports in MI subject to 51D, 07.01.14



ASBESTOS
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP)

Grantees must include “asbestos” as an environmental factor requiring review on the Statutory Checklist
under the Clear Air Act or as a separate line item under State Requirements/Authorities.

Standards and Legal Requirements: The Clean Air Act (CAA) requires the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (U.S. EPA) to develop and enforce regulations to protect the general public from exposure to airborne
contaminants that are known to be hazardous to human health. The U.S. EPA established the National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) under the authority of Section 112 of the CAA,
and asbestos was one of the first hazardous air pollutants regulated. NESHAP notification and work practices
requirements are regulated by the Michigan Department of Natural Resources and Environment (DNRE).

NESHAP Requirements:

Asbestos NESHAP requirements are triggered if the “facility” is regulated by NESHAP, if the activity is
demolition or renovation and if the amount of regulated asbestos-containing material (RACM) meets or
exceeds the thresholds.

Refer to NEHSAP Guidelines for definitions, thresholds and NESHAP requirements, including work practices:
www.michigan.gov/deqg > Air > Asbestos NESHAP Program - Asbestos NESHAP Guidelines and
NESHAP Fact Sheet.

The NESHAP regulation specifies work practices to be followed for demolitions and renovations of all
structures, installations, and buildings. Privately owned residential dwellings or apartments that are
demolished for urban renewal (targeted redevelopment) or as part of a public or commercial project would be
covered under the NESHAP regulations. Residential dwellings containing four units or less under private
control or ownership would not be subject to the NESHAP. In addition, the Asbestos NESHAP contains
notification requirements for the owner of the building and/or the contractor. Both the owner and contractor(s)
are liable for compliance with the Asbestos NESHAP requirements.

Findings and documentation may, as an example, include the following.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
YES -- NESHAP notification submitted with DNRE approval dated (attached).
NO -- All projects include rehab of privately-owned single family residences and do not require individual
NESHAP permit or notification; OR

-- Asbestos present in amounts less than 260 linear feet, or 160 sq. ft or 35 cubic ft. — NESHAP permit or
notification not required.

Where NESHAP notification and mitigation measures are required, contact the Air Quality Management
District or Board, obtain necessary permits, and issue required notices.
NESHAP Contacts:

Robert Christmas -517-335-4639 Joel Asher -906-346-8502
[Projects in the Lower Peninsula] [Projects in the Upper Peninsula]

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Compliance. Asbestos, 07.01.14


http://www.michigan.gov/deq

CLEAN AIR ACT

Standards and Legal Requirements: Clean Air Act of 1970, as amended, particularly section 176(c)
and (d); 40 CFR Parts 6, 51, and 93- Environmental Protection Agency; 40 CFR Parts 9, 35, 49, 50 and
81, Environmental Protection Agency.

The Clean Air Act (42 USC 7401, et seq.) prohibits federal assistance to projects that are not in
conformance with the State Implementation Plan (SIP).

Threshold: New construction and conversion projects which are located in "non-attainment" or
"maintenance" areas, as determined by the EPA, may need to be modified or mitigation measures
developed and implemented to conform to Michigan’s State Implementation Plan (SIP). Both the EPA
and State of Michigan have mapped the state for compliance with National Ambient Air Quality
Standards. (“Attainment” means standards have been met; “non-attainment” means they have not.)

Compliance: As of January, 2014, all Michigan counties are in compliance with the Clean Air Act
for:

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2)

Ozone (03)

Particulate Matter Less than 10 Microns (PM10)
Annual and 24-hour PM2.5 (fine particles)

Non-attainment areas in Michigan are:
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) — A corridor running along US 75 in Wayne County. See Michigan NAAQS

Attainment Status map.
Lead — A small area in lonia County (less than 1 square mile in Belding)

Attach _map in References.Clean Air.M| Attainment Status map 1.24.2014, as documentation of
compliance.

Note: On or about April 16, 2010, Carolyn Cunningham, CD Compliance Specialist, consulted with Robert Rusch,
Air Quality Division, DNRE, who in turn consulted with the EPA about the SIP conformity requirements of
CD’s single family programs. Mr. Rusch reported that the EPA has determined there are no conformity
requirements on the construction or demolition of single family housing projects or any of the small
housing programs funded through MSHDA'’s Office of Community Development (CD). Ms. Cunningham
was told SIP conformity requirements are targeted at manufacturing sites or large residential
developments like subdivisions.

Sources and References:
OneCPD - Manage a Program - Environmenetal Review - Clean Air.

DEQ Attainment Status Map, January 24, 2014: http://www.michigan.gov/documents/deq/deg-aqd-age-
mi_attainment status map 407842 7.pdf

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Compliance. Clean Air, 07.01.14


http://www.michigan.gov/documents/deq/deq-aqd-aqe-mi_attainment_status_map_407842_7.pdf
http://www.michigan.gov/documents/deq/deq-aqd-aqe-mi_attainment_status_map_407842_7.pdf

MICHIGAN NAAQS ATTAINMENT STATUS

Attainment Areas:
The entire State of Michigan is currently designated “Attainment” with the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for:

¢ Carbon Monoxide [CO]

¢ Nitrogen Dioxide [NO,]

¢ Ozone [O;]

¢ Particulate Matter Less Than 10 Microns [PM,,]
¢+ Annual and 24-hour PM, . (fine particles)

Nonattainment Areas:

¢ Sulfur Dioxide [SO,]

In Wayne county, a corridor that runs along US 75
extending east to the shoreline border was recently
designated to nonattainment with the new 2010
standard.

¢ Lead [Pb]

All Michigan Counties meet the Lead
(Pb) National Ambient Air Quality
Standards except for a small area in
lonia County (less than 1 square mile
in Belding).

N,
'!nl'

!

DE =% Air Quality Division
January 24, 2014
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Boundaries of the John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources System (CBRS) shown on this map were transferred from the official 3

CBRS maps for this area and are depicted on this map (in red) for informational purposes only. The official CBRS maps are
enacted by Congress via the Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as amended, and are maintained by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service. The official CBRS maps are available for download at http://www.fws.gov/habitatconservation/coastal_barrier.html.




COASTAL ZONES

There are two separate statutory requirements for potential projects located in one of Michigan’s coastal
zones: the Coastal Zone Management Act (Sec. 58.5) and the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (Sec. 58.6)

Coastal Zone Management Act — Statutory Checklist (Sec. 58.5 requirement)

Standards and Legal Requirements: Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended in 1976,
1980, and 1996, particularly section 307(c) and (d)

Threshold: New construction, conversion of land use, major rehabilitation, substantial improvement and
acquisition of undeveloped land trigger compliance with the Coastal Zone Management (CZM) authority.
Projects that can affect the coastal zone must be carried out in a manner consistent with the approved
State coastal zone management program under Sec. 307 of the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972,
as amended. Review of federal agency activities for consistency with Michigan's approved program is
performed by the Great Lakes Shorelands Section in DEQ’s Land and Water Management Division.

See Department of Environmental Quality’s website: DEQ -> Water - Great Lakes > Coastal
Management—> Coastal Zone Boundary Maps for a listing by county of communities falling under the
Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA). Contact the DEQ at (517) 373-4608, for possible permit
requirements for projects located in a Michigan coastal zone. http://www.michigan.gov/deq/0,1607,7-135-
3313 3677 3696-90802--,00.html

If the project is within the CZMA, the grantee must obtain a “federal consistency determination” from the
coastal zone commission or board.

Statutory Checklist response samples:

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?

No - The project is not located within a Michigan Coastal Zone. Map is attached.

Yes — Project is located within a Coastal Zone (map attached). Concurrence dated _ has been
secured from (name and title of CZ Commissioner or delegated local planning commissioner) that project
is consistent with Michigan’s CZM Plan. See attached correspondence.

Coastal Barrier Resources Act — Section 58.6 requirement is applicable to every project site regardless
of classification.

This act prohibits using Federal financial assistance for properties if the properties are located within
designated coastal barriers of the Atlantic Ocean, Gulf of Mexico, or the Great Lakes. A general location
map establishing there are no Coastal Barrier Resource System units in the city or county is required for
supporting documentation. A map issued by the FWS or FEMA may also be used showing that the
proposed project is not located within a designated Coastal Barrier Resource System Unit. The FEMA
map panel number must be cited within the Environmental Review Record.

Sources and References:

HUD Guidance: http://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/coastal-barrier-resources
FEMA: http://www.fema.gov/pdf/plan/ehp/final_f.pdf

DEQ: www.mi.gov/coastalmanagement

Coastal Zone Boundary Maps: search for (Google) “Michigan’s Coastal Zone Boundary Maps”

Coastal Barrier Resources System maps: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service - John H. Chafee Coastal
Barrier Resources System - Maps of Coastal Barrier Resources System - Michigan

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Compliance. Coastal Zones, 07.01.14


http://www.michigan.gov/deq/0,1607,7-135-3313_3677_3696-90802--,00.html
http://www.michigan.gov/deq/0,1607,7-135-3313_3677_3696-90802--,00.html
http://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/coastal-barrier-resources
http://www.fema.gov/pdf/plan/ehp/final_f.pdf
http://www.mi.gov/coastalmanagement

Alpena County
Alpena Township, T30N R8E
Sanborn Township, T29N R8E and T29 R9E

The heavy red line is the Coastal Zone Management Boundary
The red hatched area is the Coastal Zone Management Area

J’B"Fln | 33 3 3 ——
03 o ol 06

i) as o4

18

13 17 —| 18 I 15 14 13/
WilsonTwp- | j{
19 23 23 rRd 12
v 20 21 —

)

e L 27 26 | 25 3R
25 | 2 <8 .

] ; |
i 35 3A 1 -'-:-.I_“
32 33 34 \\
6 | ,
Tos
ne 05— 04 03 02 o, 05 04 03
. nllé 08 |10 11 12 D;__~ 08 03 10 h
23
o 17 16 15 14 13 18 17 16 15 4 \
i r San T
L 20 21 22 23 24 1L 20 a1l | 22 3
e ] ' 26
29 24 27
27 26 25 30
30 29 28 \ ‘
34 35 36 a1 32
31 . 5 34 35 36 31 32 i P\
03 E?ﬁ H 03 02 0l 04 q o3 | o )

e




ENDANGERED SPECIES

Authorities: Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, particularly section 7; 50 CFR 402-
Interagency Cooperation- Endangered Species Act of 1973, As Amended, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Threshold: The Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 requires protection of listed or proposed
endangered or threatened species or critical habitats. Projects that can affect listed endangered or
threatened species or critical habitats require consultation with the Department of Interior in compliance
with the procedure of Section 7 of the ESA and a determination must be made as to whether the
proposed project is likely to affect, destroy, or adversely impact endangered species or critical habitats.
The ESA applies only to new construction and conversion activities.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service lists Michigan endangered species and their habitats by county.
Almost all listed endangered species are shown with habitats near rivers or caves, etc. and not likely to
interfere with grant projects. Copy the page that includes the relevant county information and attach to
the checklist as documentation. For more information about threatened and endangered species in
Michigan, contact the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service office at 2651 Coolidge Road, Suite 101, East Lansing,
Michigan 48823 (517/351-6274).

Project Activities: Development of vacant land or construction of infrastructure may have an impact on
endangered species or critical habitats and consultation is required to make a determination of impact.
Project consisting solely of activities such as purchasing existing buildings; completing interior
renovations to existing structures; reconstruction or repair to existing curbs, sidewalks or other concrete
structures; repairs to existing parking lots; replacement or repairs to existing roofs; or replacing exterior
paint or siding on existing buildings are not likely to “affect” an endangered species or critical habitat.
Consultation is not required, but documentation must be provided to that effect.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?

No — The project does not propose new construction and therefore does not have potential to modify
habitat for federally-listed threatened and endangered species. Or, the proposal will have “no effect” or
“is not likely to adversely affect” any federally protected (listed or proposed) Threatened or Endangered
Species (i.e., plants or animals, fish, or invertebrates), nor adversely modify critical habitats. (This finding
is to be based on contact made with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or with State Department of Fish
and Game, or by special study completed by a professional biologist or botanist. A determination of “no
effect” is the only determination that does not require being sent to U.S. FWS for concurrence.)

Yes - Consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries Service, in accordance
with procedural regulations contained in 50 CFR Part 402. Formal consultation with FWS or NMFS is
always required for federally funded “major construction” activities, i.e., activities which because of their
scale or scope require an Environmental Impact Statement.

Sources and References:

HUD CPD: http://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/endangered-species

Michigan’s County Distribution of Federally-Listed Threatened, Endangered, Proposed and Candidate
Species: http://www.fws.gov/Midwest/Endangered/lists/michigan-cty.html

Endangered Species Program, Division of Endangered Species, U.S.D.l. Fish and Wildlife Service
http://endangered.fws.gov/

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Compliance. Endangered Species, 07.01.14


http://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/endangered-species
http://www.fws.gov/Midwest/Endangered/lists/michigan-cty.html
http://endangered.fws.gov/

County Distribution of Michigan’s Federally

Threatened, Endangered, Proposed, and Candidate Species
For more information about threatened and endangered species in Michigan, contact:
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service office at 2651 Coolidge Road, Suite 101,
East Lansing, Michigan 48823 (517/351_6274)

Revised December 2013

Species | Habitat
Alcona Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young jack

(Setophaga kirtlandii)

pine

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Hine's emerald Endangered Spring fed wetlands,

dragonfly wet meadows and

(Somatochlora marshes; calcareous

hineana) streams & associated
wetlands overlying
dolomite bedrock

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas

Alger Canada lynx Threatened A Canada lynx was

(Lynx canadensis)

recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.



http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/birds/Kirtland/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/reptiles/eama/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/hed/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/hed/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#pitchers
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/lynx/index.html

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young jack

(Setophaga kirtlandii) pine

Piping plover Endangered Beaches along

(Charadrius melodus)

shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designated

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and
(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas
Allegan Indiana bat Endangered Summer habitat

(Myotis sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga
(Sistrurus catenatus)

Candidate



http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/birds/Kirtland/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/pipingplover/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/pipingplover/chabitat.html
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#pitchers
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/inba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/reptiles/eama/index.html

Karner blue butterfly Endangered Pine barrens and oak

(Lycaeides melissa savannas on sandy soils

samuelis) and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas

Alpena Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover Endangered Beaches along

(Charadrius melodus) shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Rufa Red knot Proposed threatened Only actions that occur

(Calidris canutus rufa) along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Hine's emerald Endangered Spring fed wetlands,

dragonfly wet meadows and

(Somatochlora marshes; calcareous

hineana) streams & associated
wetlands overlying
dolomite bedrock

Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-

(Iris lacustris) gravelly soils on
lakeshores

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas

Antrim Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and

bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Endangered

mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler
(Setophaga kirtlandii)

Endangered

Nests in young jack
pine



http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/kbb/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#pitchers
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/pipingplover/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/reptiles/eama/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/hed/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/hed/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#lakeiris
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#pitchers
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/birds/Kirtland/index.html

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate
(Sistrurus catenatus)
Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas

Arenac Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Rufa Red knot Proposed threatened Only actions that occur
(Calidris canutus rufa) along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30
Eastern massasauga Candidate
(Sistrurus catenatus)
Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and
(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas
Baraga Canada lynx Threatened A Canada lynx was

(Lynx canadensis)

recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler
(Setophaga kirtlandii)

Endangered

Nests in young stands
of jack pine



http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/reptiles/eama/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#pitchers
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/reptiles/eama/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#pitchers
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/lynx/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/birds/Kirtland/index.html

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Barry Indiana bat Endangered Summer habitat

(Myotis sodalis) includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Mitchell's satyr butterfly | Endangered Fens; wetlands

(Neonympha mitchellii characterized by

mitchellii) calcareous soils which
are fed by carbonate-
rich water from seeps
and springs

Bay Indiana bat Endangered Summer habitat

(Myotis sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.



http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/inba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/reptiles/eama/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/index.html#mitchell
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/inba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened
orchid Mesic to wet prairies
(Plantathera and meadows
leucophaea)

Benzie Indiana bat Endangered Summer habitat

(Myotis sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designated

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Michigan monkey- Endangered Soils saturated with

flower cold flowing spring

(Mimulusmichiganensis) water; found along
seepages, streams and
lakeshores

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas
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Berrien

Indiana bat
(Myotis sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Mitchell's satyr butterfly Endangered Fens; wetlands

(Neonympha mitchellii characterized by

mitchellii) calcareous soils which
are fed by carbonate-
rich water from seeps
and springs

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas

Small whorled pogonia Threatened Dry woodland; upland

(Isotria medeoloides)

sites in mixed forests
(second or third growth
stage)
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Branch

Indiana bat
(Myotis sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Copperbelly water Threatened Wooded and

snake (Nerodia permanently wet areas

erythrogaster neglecta) such as oxbows,
sloughs, brushy ditches
and floodplain woods

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Mitchell's satyr butterfly Endangered Fens; wetlands

(Neonympha mitchellii characterized by

mitchellii) calcareous soils which
are fed by carbonate-
rich water from seeps
and springs

Calhoun Indiana bat Endangered Summer habitat

(Myotis sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
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Copperbelly water Threatened Wooded and

snhake (Nerodia permanently wet areas

erythrogaster neglecta) such as oxbows,
sloughs, brushy ditches
and floodplain woods

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Cass Indiana bat Endangered Summer habitat

(Myotis sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Copperbelly water Threatened Wooded and

snake (Nerodia permanently wet areas

erythrogaster neglecta) such as oxbows,
sloughs, brushy ditches
and floodplain woods

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Mitchell's satyr butterfly Endangered Fens; wetlands

(Neonympha mitchellii
mitchellii)

characterized by
calcareous soils which
are fed by carbonate-
rich water from seeps
and springs

Charlevoix

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designated
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Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-

(Iris lacustris) gravelly soils on
lakeshores

Houghton's goldenrod Threatened Sandy flats along Great

(Solidago houghtonii) Lakes shores

Michigan monkey- Endangered Soils saturated with

flower cold flowing spring

(Mimulus water; found along

michiganensis) seepages, streams and
lakeshores

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas

Cheboygan

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designhated

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-

(Iris lacustris) gravelly soils on
lakeshores

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened Mesic to wet prairies

orchid and meadows

(Plantathera

leucophaea)

Houghton's goldenrod Threatened Sandy flats along Great

(Solidago houghtonii)

Lakes shores
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Michigan monkey- Endangered Soils saturated with

flower cold flowing spring

(Mimulus water; found along

michiganensis) seepages, streams and

lakeshores

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas
Chippewa Canada lynx Threatened A Canada lynx was

(Lynx canadensis)

recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young jack

(Setophaga kirtlandii) pine

Piping plover Endangered Beaches along

(Charadrius melodus)

shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designated

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

American hart's tongue Threatened

fern Cool limestone
(Asplenium sinkholes in mature
scolopendrium var. hardwood forest
americanum)

Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-

(Iris lacustris)

gravelly soils on
lakeshores



http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#michigan
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#michigan
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#pitchers
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/lynx/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/birds/Kirtland/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/pipingplover/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#harts
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#harts
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#lakeiris

Houghton's goldenrod Threatened Sandy flats along Great
(Solidago houghtonii) Lakes shores
Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas

Clare Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded

areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands
(Setophaga kirtlandii) of jack pine
Eastern massasauga Candidate
(Sistrurus catenatus)

Clinton Indiana bat Endangered Summer habitat

(Myotis sodalis) includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened Mesic to wet prairies

orchid and meadows

(Plantathera

leucophaea)

Crawford Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands

(Setophaga kirtlandii) of jack pine

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)
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Houghton's goldenrod Threatened Sandy flats along Great
(Solidago houghtonii) Lakes shores
Delta Canada lynx Threatened A Canada lynx was

(Lynx canadensis)

recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands

(Setophaga kirtlandii) of jack pine

Piping plover Endangered Beaches along

(Charadrius melodus)

shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-

(Iris lacustris) gravelly soils on
lakeshores

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas
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Dickinson

Canada lynx (Lynx
canadensis)

Threatened

A Canada lynx was
recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eaton

Indiana bat (Myotis
sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Copperbelly water Threatened Wooded and

snake (Nerodia permanently wet areas

erythrogaster neglecta) such as oxbows,
sloughs, brushy ditches
and floodplain woods

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened Mesic to wet prairies

orchid
(Plantathera
leucophaea)

and meadows
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Emmet

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designated

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Hungerford's crawling Endangered Cool riffles of clean,

water beetle slightly alkaline

(Brychius hungerfordi) streams; known to
occur in five streams in
northern Michigan

Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-

(Iris lacustris) gravelly soils on
lakeshores

Houghton's goldenrod Threatened Sandy flats along Great

(Solidago houghtonii) Lakes shores

Michigan monkey- Endangered Soils saturated with

flower cold flowing spring

(Mimulus water; found along

michiganensis) seepages, streams and
lakeshores

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas

Genesee Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.
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Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened Mesic to wet prairies

orchid

and meadows

(Plantathera
leucophaea)
Gladwin Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Gogebic Canada lynx (Lynx Threatened A Canada lynx was

canadensis)

recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30
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Grand Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
Traverse bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young jack
(Setophaga kirtlandii) pine
Rufa Red knot Proposed threatened Only actions that occur
(Calidris canutus rufa) along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30
Eastern massasauga Candidate
(Sistrurus catenatus)
Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and
(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas
Gratiot Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Snuffbox (Epioblasma Endangered Small to medium-sized

triquetra) creeks and some larger
rivers, in areas with a
swift current

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened

orchid
(Plantathera
leucophaea)

Mesic to wet prairies
and meadows



http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/birds/Kirtland/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/reptiles/eama/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#pitchers
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/inba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/clams/snuffbox/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#epfo
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#epfo

Hillsdale

Indiana bat (Myotis
sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Copperbelly water Threatened Wooded and

snake permanently wet areas

(Nerodia erythrogaster such as oxbows,

neglecta) sloughs, brushy ditches
and floodplain woods

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Clubshell Endangered Found in coarse sand

(Pleurobema clava) and gravel areas of
runs and riffles within
streams and small
rivers

Rayed Bean (Villosa Endangered Smaller, headwater

fabalis)

creeks, but they are
sometimes found in
large rivers

Poweshiek skipperling
(Oarisma poweshiek)

Proposed as
Endangered

Proposed Critical

Habitat

Wet prairie and fens
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Houghton

Canada lynx (Lynx
canadensis)

Threatened

A Canada lynx was
recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Huron

Indiana bat (Myotis
sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30
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Eastern
massasauga(Sistrurus
catenatus)

Candidate

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened

orchid Mesic to wet prairies

(Plantathera and meadows

leucophaea)

Ingham Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis) includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Ionia Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)
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Snuffbox (Epioblasma Endangered Small to medium-sized

triquetra) creeks and some larger
rivers, in areas with a
swift current

Karner blue butterfly Endangered Pine barrens and oak

(Lycaeides melissa
samuelis)

savannas on sandy soils
and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.

Iosco Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover Endangered Beaches along

(Charadrius melodus) shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover Critical Habitat

(Charadrius melodus) Designated

Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands

(Setophaga kirtlandii) of jack pine

Rufa Red knot Proposed threatened Only actions that occur

(Calidris canutus rufa) along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas

Iron Canada lynx (Lynx Threatened A Canada lynx was

canadensis)

recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.
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Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Isabella Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Jackson Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Mitchell's satyr butterfly Endangered Fens; wetlands

(Neonympha mitchellii
mitchellii)

characterized by
calcareous soils which
are fed by carbonate-
rich water from seeps
and springs

Poweshiek skipperling
(Oarisma poweshiek)

Proposed as
Endangered

Proposed Critical

Habitat

Wet prairie and fens
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Kalamazoo

Indiana bat (Myotis
sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Mitchell's satyr butterfly Endangered Fens; wetlands

(Neonympha mitchellii
mitchellii)

characterized by
calcareous soils which
are fed by carbonate-
rich water from seeps
and springs

Kalkaska Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands
(Setophaga kirtlandii) of jack pine
Eastern massasauga Candidate
(Sistrurus catenatus)
Houghton's goldenrod Threatened Sandy flats along Great
(Solidago houghtonii) Lakes shores
Kent Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.
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Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Snuffbox (Epioblasma Endangered Small to medium-sized

triquetra) creeks and some larger
rivers, in areas with a
swift current

Karner blue butterfly Endangered Pine barrens and oak

(Lycaeides melissa savannas on sandy soils

samuelis) and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.

Keweenaw Canada lynx (Lynx Threatened A Canada lynx was

canadensis)

recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30
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Lake

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Karner blue butterfly Endangered Pine barrens and oak

(Lycaeides melissa savannas on sandy soils

samuelis) and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.

Lapeer Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis) includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Leelanau Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.
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Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designated

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Michigan monkey- Endangered Soils saturated with

flower cold flowing spring

(Mimulus water; found along

michiganensis) seepages, streams and

lakeshores

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas
Lenawee Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Poweshiek skipperling
(Oarisma poweshiek)

Proposed as
Endangered

Proposed Critical
Habitat

Wet prairie and fens
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Rayed Bean Mussel Endangered Smaller, headwater
(Villosa fabalis) creeks, but they are
sometimes found in
large rivers
Livingston Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Poweshiek skipperling
(Oarisma poweshiek)

Proposed as
Endangered

Proposed Critical

Habitat

Wet prairie and fens

Snuffbox (Epioblasma Endangered Small to medium-sized

triquetra) creeks and some larger
rivers, in areas with a
swift current

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened

orchid
(Plantathera
leucophaea)

Mesic to wet prairies
and meadows
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Luce Canada lynx (Lynx Threatened A Canada lynx was

canadensis) recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young jack

(Setophaga kirtlandii) pine

Piping plover Endangered Beaches along

(Charadrius melodus) shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover Critical Habitat

(Charadrius melodus) Designated

Rufa Red knot Proposed threatened Only actions that occur

(Calidris canutus rufa) along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Mackinac Canada lynx (Lynx Threatened A Canada lynx was

canadensis)

recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.
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Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designated

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern Candidate

massasauga(Sistrurus

catenatus)

Hine's emerald Endangered Spring fed wetlands,

dragonfly wet meadows and

(Somatochlora marshes; calcareous

hineana) streams & associated
wetlands overlying
dolomite bedrock

American hart's tongue Threatened

fern Cool limestone

(Asplenium sinkholes in mature

scolopendrium var. hardwood forest

americanum)

Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-

(Iris lacustris) gravelly soils on
lakeshores

Houghton's goldenrod Threatened Sandy flats along Great

(Solidago houghtonii) Lakes shores

Lakeside daisy Threatened Dry gravelly or sandy

(Hymenoxys herbacea) thin-soiled fields and
alvars with dolomitic or
limestone bedrock at or
near the surface

Michigan monkey- Endangered Soils saturated with

flower cold flowing spring

(Mimulus water; found along

michiganensis) seepages, streams and
lakeshores

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas
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Macomb

Indiana bat (Myotis
sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Rayed bean Endangered Clinton River

(Villosa fabalis)

Snuffbox (Epioblasma Endangered Small to medium-sized

triquetra) creeks and some larger
rivers, in areas with a
swift current

Manistee Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
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Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas
Marquette Canada lynx (Lynx Threatened A Canada lynx was

canadensis)

recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler
(Setophaga kirtlandii)

Endangered

Nests in young stands
of jack pine

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30
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Mason

Indiana bat (Myotis
sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designated

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Karner blue butterfly Endangered Pine barrens and oak

(Lycaeides melissa savannas on sandy soils

samuelis) and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas

Mecosta

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
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Karner blue butterfly
(Lycaeides melissa
samuelis)

Endangered

Pine barrens and oak
savannas on sandy soils
and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.

Menominee

Canada lynx (Lynx
canadensis)

Threatened

A Canada lynx was
recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Hine's emerald Endangered Spring fed wetlands,
dragonfly wet meadows and
(Somatochlora marshes; calcareous
hineana) streams & associated
wetlands overlying
dolomite bedrock
Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-

(Iris lacustris)

gravelly soils on
lakeshores

Midland

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
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Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
in large wetland
complexes during the
Red knot migratory
window of MAY 1 -
SEPTEMBER 30

Missaukee Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Eastern massasauga Candidate
(Sistrurus catenatus)
Monroe Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Karner blue butterfly Endangered Pine barrens and oak

(Lycaeides melissa savannas on sandy soils

samuelis) and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.

Northern riffleshell Endangered Large streams and

(Epioblasma torulosa
rangiana)

small rivers in firm sand
of riffle areas; also
occurs in Lake Erie
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Rayed Bean Mussel Endangered Smaller, headwater

(Villosa fabalis) creeks, but they are
sometimes found in
large rivers

Snuffbox (Epioblasma Endangered Small to medium-sized

triquetra) creeks in areas with a
swift current and some
larger rivers

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened Mesic to wet prairies

orchid and meadows

(Plantathera

leucophaea)

Montcalm Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis) includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Karner blue butterfly Endangered Pine barrens and oak

(Lycaeides melissa savannas on sandy soils

samuelis) and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.

Montmorency Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands

(Setophaga kirtlandii) of jack pine

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)
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Hungerford's crawling Endangered Cool riffles of clean,
water beetle slightly alkaline
(Brychius hungerfordi) streams; known to
occur in five streams in
northern Michigan.
Muskegon Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designated

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Karner blue butterfly Endangered Pine barrens and oak

(Lycaeides melissa savannas on sandy soils

samuelis) and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas



http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/index.html#hunger
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/index.html#hunger
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/inba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/pipingplover/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/pipingplover/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/reptiles/eama/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/kbb/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#pitchers

Newaygo Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Eastern massasauga Candidate
(Sistrurus catenatus)
Karner blue butterfly Endangered Pine barrens and oak
(Lycaeides melissa savannas on sandy soils
samuelis) and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.
Oakland Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Poweshiek skipperling

(Oarisma poweshiek)

Proposed as
Endangered

Proposed Critical

Habitat

Wet prairie and fens

Rayed Bean Mussel Endangered Clinton River
(Villosa fabalis)
Snuffbox (Epioblasma Endangered Small to medium-sized

triquetra)

creeks in areas with a
swift current and some
larger rivers
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Oceana

Indiana bat (Myotis
sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Karner blue butterfly Endangered Pine barrens and oak

(Lycaeides melissa savannas on sandy soils

samuelis) and containing wild
lupines (Lupinus
perennis), the only
known food plant of
larvae.

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas

Ogemaw

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler
(Setophaga kirtlandii)

Endangered

Nests in young stands
of jack pine
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Ontonagon

Canada lynx (Lynx
canadensis)

Threatened

A Canada lynx was
recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Osceola

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Oscoda

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands

(Setophaga kirtlandii) of jack pine

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Hungerford's crawling Endangered Cool riffles of clean,

water beetle
(Brychius hungerfordi)

slightly alkaline
streams; known to
occur in five streams in
northern Michigan
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Otsego Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands
(Setophaga kirtlandii) of jack pine
Ottawa Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Pitcher's thistle
(Cirsium pitcheri)

Threatened

Stabilized dunes and
blowout areas

Presque Isle

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands

(Setophaga kirtlandii) of jack pine

Piping plover Endangered Beaches along

(Charadrius melodus)

shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Critical Habitat
Designated
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Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Hine's emerald Endangered Spring fed wetlands,

dragonfly wet meadows and

(Somatochlora marshes; calcareous

hineana) streams & associated
wetlands overlying
dolomite bedrock

Hungerford's crawling Endangered Cool riffles of clean,

water beetle slightly alkaline

(Brychius hungerfordi) streams; known to
occur in five streams in
northern Michigan.

Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-

(Iris lacustris) gravelly soils on
lakeshores

Houghton's goldenrod Threatened Sandy flats along Great

(Solidago houghtonii) Lakes shores

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas

Roscommon Northern long-eared Proposed as Hibernates in caves and
bat Endangered mines - swarming in
Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands
(Setophaga kirtlandii) of jack pine
Saginaw Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.
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Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
in large wetland
complexes during the
Red knot migratory
window of MAY 1 -
SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga
(Sistrurus catenatus)

Candidate

Eastern prairie fringed

orchid
(Plantathera
leucophaea)

Threatened

Mesic to wet prairies
and meadows

Sanilac

Indiana bat (Myotis
sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Northern riffleshell
(Epioblasma torulosa
rangiana)

Endangered

Large streams and
small rivers in firm sand
of riffle areas; also
occurs in Lake Erie
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Schoolcraft

Canada lynx (Lynx
canadensis)

Threatened

A Canada lynx was
recently documented in
the Upper Peninsula.
The counties listed here
have the highest
potential for Lynx
presence. Alger,
Baraga, Chippewa,
Delta, Dickinson,
Gogebic, Houghton,
Iron, Keweenaw, Luce,
Mackinac, Marquette,
Menominee,
Ontonagon,
Schoolcraft.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Piping plover
(Charadrius melodus)

Endangered

Beaches along
shorelines of the Great
Lakes

Piping plover Critical Habitat
(Charadrius melodus) Designated
Kirtland's warbler Endangered Nests in young stands

(Setophaga kirtlandii)

of jack pine

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-

(Iris lacustris) gravelly soils on
lakeshores

Houghton's goldenrod Threatened Sandy flats along Great

(Solidago houghtonii) Lakes shores

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri)

blowout areas
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St. Clair

Indiana bat (Myotis
sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Rayed Bean Endangered Belle, Black, and Pine
(Villosa fabalis) Rivers
Snuffbox (Epioblasma Endangered Belle and Pine Rivers
triguetra)
Eastern prairie fringed Threatened
orchid Mesic to wet prairies
(Plantathera and meadows
leucophaea)

St. Joseph Indiana bat Endangered Summer habitat

(Myotis sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.



http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/inba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/redknot/
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/clams/rayedbean/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/clams/snuffbox/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#epfo
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/plants/index.html#epfo
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/inba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/nlba/index.html

Copperbelly water Threatened Wooded and

snake permanently wet areas

(Nerodia erythrogaster such as oxbows,

neglecta) sloughs, brushy ditches
and floodplain woods

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Mitchell's satyr butterfly | Endangered Fens; wetlands

(Neonympha mitchellii characterized by

mitchellii) calcareous soils which
are fed by carbonate-
rich water from seeps
and springs

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened Mesic to wet prairies

orchid and meadows

(Plantathera

leucophaea)

Shiawassee Indiana bat (Myotis Endangered Summer habitat

sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
in large wetland
complexes during the
Red knot migratory
window of MAY 1 -
SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga
(Sistrurus catenatus)

Candidate
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Tuscola

Indiana bat (Myotis
sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened Mesic to wet prairies
orchid and meadows
(Plantathera
leucophaea)

Van Buren Indiana bat Endangered Summer habitat

(Myotis sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30
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Eastern massasauga
(Sistrurus catenatus)

Candidate

Mitchell's satyr butterfly | Endangered Fens; wetlands

(Neonympha mitchellii characterized by

mitchellii) calcareous soils which
are fed by carbonate-
rich water from seeps
and springs

Pitcher's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes and

(Cirsium pitcheri) blowout areas

Washtenaw Indiana bat Endangered Summer habitat

(Myotis sodalis)

includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared

Proposed as

Hibernates in caves and

bat Endangered mines - swarming in

Myotis septentrionalis surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Snuffbox (Epioblasma Endangered Small to medium-sized

triquetra) creeks in areas with a
swift current and some
larger rivers

Mitchell's satyr butterfly Endangered Fens; wetlands

(Neonympha mitchellii
mitchellii)

characterized by
calcareous soils which
are fed by carbonate-
rich water from seeps
and springs

Poweshiek skipperling
(Oarisma poweshiek)

Proposed as
Endangered

Proposed Critical

Habitat

Wet prairie and fens

Eastern prairie fringed
orchid

(Plantathera
leucophaea)

Threatened

Mesic to wet prairies
and meadows
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Wayne

Indiana bat
(Myotis sodalis)

Endangered

Summer habitat
includes small to
medium river and
stream corridors with
well developed riparian
woods; woodlots within
1 to 3 miles of small to
medium rivers and
streams; and upland
forests. Caves and
mines as hibernacula.

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.

Rufa Red knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Proposed threatened

Only actions that occur
along coastal areas
during the Red Knot
migratory window of
MAY 1 - SEPTEMBER 30

Eastern massasauga Candidate

(Sistrurus catenatus)

Northern riffleshell Endangered Large streams and

(Epioblasma torulosa small rivers in firm sand

rangiana) of riffle areas; also
occurs in Lake Erie

Rayed Bean Mussel Endangered Smaller, headwater

(Villosa fabalis) creeks, but they are
sometimes found in
large rivers

Eastern prairie fringed Threatened Mesic to wet prairies

orchid
(Plantathera
leucophaea)

and meadows

Wexford

Northern long-eared
bat
Myotis septentrionalis

Proposed as
Endangered

Hibernates in caves and
mines - swarming in
surrounding wooded
areas in autumn.
Roosts and forages in
upland forests during
spring and summer.
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ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Standards and Legal Requirements: Executive Order 12898 — Federal Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations, February 11, 1994.

Environmental Justice refers to the distribution and effects of environmental problems and the policies
and processes to reduce differences in who bears environmental risks.

HUD Guidance. Questions to ask:

Does the project create adverse environmental impacts?

If so, are these adverse environmental impacts disproportionately high for low-income and/or minority
communities?

Can the adverse impacts be mitigated? -- Engage the affected community in meaningful participation
about mitigating the impacts or move the project to another community.

Are compliance steps or mitigation required?

No — The area is zoned R-1 and R-2 (mixed residential), and the projects are compatible with the
surrounding land use. Or, the proposed site is suitable for its proposed use and will not be adversely
impacted by existing environmental conditions. Or, there are no existing environmental conditions that
would adversely impact the health and well-being of the population relative to the community at large.

No - Site suitability is a concern; the proposal is adversely affected by environmental conditions impacting
low income or minority populations. Avoid such impacts or mitigate them to the extent practicable;
address the human health or environmental effects which adversely affect the low income or minority
populations. Mitigation actions taken must be documented

Sources and References:

HUD’s Environmental Justice webpage: http://www.onecpe.info/environmental-review/environmental-
justice

Summary of Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority
Populations and Low-Income Populations, February 16, 1994, http://www2.epa.gov/laws-
regulations/summary-executive-order-12898-federal-actions-address-environmental-justice.

2012-2015 Environmental Justice Strategy, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, March,
30, 2012 http://www.hud.gov/hudportal/documents/huddoc?id=envjustice.pdf.
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EXPLOSIVE OR FLAMMABLE OPERATIONS

Standards and Legal Requirements: 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C- U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development.

Hazardous industrial operations are industrial facilities handling explosive or fire-prone materials such as
liquid propane, gasoline or other storage tanks adjacent to or visible from the HUD assisted property.
(Not pipelines or underground tanks.) HUD-assisted projects must meet acceptable separation distances
(ASDs) or else mitigation measures must be undertaken.

HUD Guidance — ask the following:

Does this project include any of the following activities: development, construction, rehabilitation
that will increase residential densities, or conversion?

If so, within 1 mile of the project site, are there any current or planned stationary above-ground
storage containers:
o Of more than 100 gallon capacity, containing common liquid industrial fuels OR
o Of any capacity, containing hazardous liquids or gases that are not common liquid
industrial fuels?

If yes, refer to page 51 and 52 of HUD Hazard Guidebook. Collect information about the
size, contents and determine if the tank is under pressure. Reject or mitigate any site that
falls within the acceptable separation distance.

Documentation and Compliance

The environmental review record should include one of the following on above-ground storage tanks:

A determination that the project does not include development, construction, rehabilitation that
will increase residential densities, or conversion.

Evidence that within one mile of the project site there are no current or planned stationary above-
ground storage containers of more than 100-gallan capacity containing common liquid industrial
fuels or of any capacity containing hazardous liquids or gases that are not common liquid
industrial fuels.

A determination along with all supporting documentation that the separation distance of such
containers from the project is acceptable.

Documentation of the existing or planned barrier that would serve as sufficient mitigation,
including correspondence with a licensed engineer.

AND one of the following on hazardous facilities:

A determination that the project does not include a hazardous facility.

A determination along with all supporting documentation that the hazardous facility is located at
an acceptable separation distance from residences and any other facility or area where people
may congregate or be present.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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Sources and References:

24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C - Siting of HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling
Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature

HUD Guidebook, “Acceptable Separation Distance”,
http://portal.hud.gov/hudportal/documents/huddoc?id=HUD-Guidebook.pdf

Local fire department or public safety officer should be consulted for potential hazardous operations
located near the project site.
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FARMLAND PROTECTION

The purpose of the Farmland Protection Policy Act (7 U.S.C. 4201 et seq, implementing regulations 7
CFR Part 658, of the Agriculture and Food Act of 1981, as amended) is to minimize the effect of Federal
programs on the unnecessary and irreversible conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses.

HUD Guidance

Does your project include any activities, including new construction, acquisition of undeveloped
land, or conversion, that could potentially convert one land use to another?
If so, does your project meet one of the following exemptions?

e Construction limited to on-farm structures needed for farm operations

e Construction limited to new minor secondary (accessory) structures such as a garage or storage
shed

e Project on land used for water storage

e Project on land already in or committed to urban development (7 CFR 658.2(a))

Farmland subject to FPPA requirements does not have to be currently used for cropland. USDA/NRCS
regulations contained at 7 CFR Part 658.2 define “committed to urban development” as land with a
density of 30 structures per 40-acre area; lands identified as “urbanized area” (UA) on the Census
Bureau Map or as urban area mapped with a “tint overprint” on USGS topographical maps; or as “urban-
built-up” on the USDA Important Farmland Maps. Note that land “zoned” for development, i.e. non-
agricultural use, does not exempt a project from compliance with the FPPA.

If not, does “Important Farmland,” including prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of
statewide or local importance regulated under the FPPA occur on the project site?

Important Farmland includes prime farmland, unique farmland, and/or land of statewide or local
importance. (7 CFR 658.2(a))

e “Prime farmland” is land that has the best combination of physical and chemical characteristics
for producing food, feed, fiber, forage, oilseed, and other agricultural crops with minimum inputs
of fuel, fertilizer, pesticides, and labor, and without intolerable soil erosion, as determined by the
Secretary of Agriculture. Prime farmland includes land that possesses the above characteristics
but is being used currently to produce livestock and timber. It does not include land already in or
committed to urban development or water storage.

e “Unique farmland” is land other than prime farmland that is used for production of specific high-
value food and fiber crops, as determined by the Secretary. It has the special combination of soil
quality, location, growing season, and moisture supply needed to economically produce sustained
high quality or high yields of specific crops when treated and managed according to acceptable
farming methods. Examples of such crops include citrus, tree nuts, olives, cranberries, fruits, and
vegetables.

e Farmland of statewide or local importance has been determined by the appropriate State or unit
of local government agency or agencies to be significant.

Use the following resources to determine whether Important Farmland is present:

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

e Check with your city or county’s planning department and ask them to document if the project is
on land regulated by the FPPA (note that zoning important farmland as non-agricultural does not
exempt it from FPPA requirements)

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CFR-2010-title7-vol6/pdf/CFR-2010-title7-vol6-sec658-2.pdf
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e Contact NRCS at the local USDA service center or your NRCS state soil scientist for assistance

Compliance and Documentation
The environmental review record should contain one of the following:

e A determination that the project does not include any activities, including new construction,
acquisition of undeveloped land, or conversion, that could potentially convert one land use to
another

o Evidence that the exemption applies, including all applicable maps
e Evidence supporting the determination that “Important Farmland,” including prime farmland,

unique farmland, or farmland of statewide or local importance regulated under the FPPA does not
occur on the project site

e Documentation of all correspondence with NRCS, including the completed AD-1006 and a
description of the consideration of alternatives and means to avoid impacts to Important Farmland

HUD CPD: http://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/farmlands-protection
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FLOOD INSURANCE

Introduction

Section 202 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (42 U.S.C. 4106) requires that projects receiving
federal assistance and located in an area identified by the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) as being within a Special Flood Hazard Areas (SFHA) be covered by flood insurance under
the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). In order to be able to purchase flood insurance, the
community must be participating in the NFIP. If the community is not participating in the NFIP, federal
assistance cannot be used in those areas.

HUD Guidance

Does this project involve financial assistance for construction, rehabilitation, or acquisition of a
mobile home, building, or insurable personal property or the purchase of machinery, equipment,
fixtures, or furnishings that are insurable under NFIP?

If so, is the project excepted from flood insurance? There are four exceptions:

Formula grants made to states

State-owned property

Small loans ($5,000 or less)

Assisted leasing that is not used for repairs, improvements, or acquisition

A

If not, is the structure, part of the structure, or insurable property located in a FEMA-designated
Special Flood Hazard Area? Use FEMA's Map Service Centerto make the determination.
https://msc.fema.gov/webapp/wcs/stores/serviet/FemaWelcomeView?storeld=10001&catalogld=10001&l

angld=-1

If so, the community participating in the National Flood Insurance Program or has less than one
year passed since FEMA notification of Special Flood Hazards? For loans, loan insurance or
guarantees, the amount of flood insurance coverage must at least equal the outstanding principal balance
of the loan or the maximum limit of coverage made available under the National Flood Insurance
Program, whichever is less. 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 at least equal the total project cost or the maximum coverage limit of the
National Flood Insurance Program, whichever is less. If the community is not participation, or if its
participation has been suspended, federal assistance may not be used for projects in the Special Flood
Hazard Area.

Compliance and Documentation

The environmental review record should contain one of the following:

e Documentation supporting the determination that the project does not require flood insurance or
is excepted from flood insurance

e A FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) showing that the project is not located in a Special
Flood Hazard Area

e 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.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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HUD CPD: https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/flood-insurance

FEMA Mandatory Purchase of Flood Insurance Guidelines:
http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=2954

FEMA National Flood Insurance Program: http://www.fema.gov

List of Participating Communities: http://www.fema.gov/fema/csb.shtm

Regional Tribal Liaison Officers, FEMA Tribal Policy: www.fema.gov/library/tribal

Quick Guide to Floodplain Management in Michigan: http://www.michigan.gov/documents/deq/lwm-
quickgquide 202673 7.pdf
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FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT
Floodplain Management. Section 58.5 compliance

Authorities: Executive Order 11988 and 24 CFR Part 55

Executive Order 11988-Floodplain Management requires federally-funded activities to avoid impacts to
floodplains and to avoid direct and indirect support of floodplain development where there are practicable
alternatives. 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).
(See, How to Make a FIRMette).

HUD Guidance

Does your project occur in a floodplain? Use a FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map to make the
determination. For projects in areas not mapped by the FEMA, use the best available information to
determine floodplain information. Include in your documentation a discussion of why this is the best
available information for the site.

Sources which merit investigation include the files and studies of other federal agencies, such as the U.
S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Tennessee Valley Authority, the Soil Conservation Service and the U. S.
Geological Survey. These agencies have prepared flood hazard studies for several thousand localities
and, through their technical assistance programs, hydrologic studies, soil surveys, and other
investigations have collected or developed other floodplain information for numerous sites and areas.
Information on the availability of floodplain data may be obtained by contacting the appropriate agency
officer listed in Appendix A of this document. States and communities are also sources of information on
past flood 'experiences within their boundaries and are particularly knowledgeable about areas subject to
high risk flood hazards such as alluvial fans, high velocity flows, mudflows and mudslides, ice jams,
subsidence and liquefaction. For further information, see Further Advice on Executive Order 11988
Floodplain Management (Interagency Task Force on Floodplain Management)
http://lwww.gsa.qgov/graphics/pbs/Advice EOQ11988.pdf.

e 100-year floodplain means the floodplain of concern for this part and is the area subject to a one
percent or greater chance of flooding in any given year. The area is designated on a Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) under FEMA regulations as Zone A1-30, AE, A, AH, AO, AR, or
A99.

e 500-year floodplain means the minimum floodplain of concern for Critical Actions and is the area
subject to inundation from a flood having a 0.2 percent chance of occurring in any given year.
The area is designated on a Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) under FEMA regulations as Zone
B or a shaded Zone X.

e Floodway means that portion of the floodplain which is effective in carrying flow, where the flood
hazard is generally the greatest, and where water depths and velocities are the highest. The term
“floodway” as used here is consistent with “regulatory floodways” as identified by FEMA.

o Coastal high hazard area means the area subject to high velocity waters, including but not limited
to hurricane wave wash or tsunamis. The area is designated on a Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM) under FEMA regulations as Zone V1-30, VE, or V.

If the project occurs in a 100-year floodplain (A Zone), an 8-Step Process is required unless it is
inapplicable per 55.12(b) or if the 5-Step Process is applicable per 55.12(a).

If the project occurs in a 500-year floodplain (B Zone or shaded X Zone), the 8-Step Process is
required for critical actions unless it is inapplicable per 55.12(b) or if the 5-Step Process is applicable per
55.12(a). If the project occurs in a floodway, federal assistance may not be used at this location unless
the project is a functionally dependent use or a 55.12(c) exception applies. The 8-Step Process is
required. http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/cfr 2003/aprqtr/24cfr55.20.htm
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If the project occurs in a Coastal High Hazard Area (V Zone), federal assistance may not be used at
this location if the project is a critical action. For all other actions, the 8-Step Process is required. New
construction must be designed to FEMA standards for V Zones at 44 CFR 60.3(e) (24 CFR 55.1(c)(3)(i)).
Existing construction must have met FEMA elevation and construction standards for a coastal high
hazard area or other standards applicable at the time of construction.

Compliance and Documentation
The environmental review record should contain one of the following:
o Documentation supporting the determination that an exception at 55.12(c) applies.
A FEMA map showing the project is not located in a Special Flood Hazard Area.
e A FEMA map showing the project is located in a Special Flood Hazard Area along with
documentation of the 8-Step Process and required notices. If the 5-Step Process is applicable,

provide documentation of the 5-Step Process and indicate the applicable citation. If the 8-Step
Process is inapplicable, indicate the applicable citation and document the determination.

Sources and References:

EO 11988 (Floodplain Management): http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/qguidance/wetlands/eo11988.cfm

EO 11990 (Protection of Wetlands): http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/guidance/wetlands/eo11990.cfm

24 CFR Part 55 — Floodplain Management:
http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx _04/24cfr55 04.html

HUD 8-Step Process at 24 CFR 55.20: http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/cfr_2003/aprqtr/24cfr55.20.htm

HUD 8-Step Process Case Study:
http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/environment/review/8 step process.doc

HUD CPD: http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/environment/review/qa/floodplainmgmt.cfm
Questions and Answers regarding E.O. 11988 (Floodplain Management) and 11990 (Wetlands),
Exceptions, Location of floodplains and wetlands, single family homes, and critical actions.

Sample Floodplain and Wetland Notices:
http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/environment/library/subjects/floodwetlands/notices/floodwet.cfm

US Fish and Wildlife Memo #146: http://www.fws.gov/policy/613fw1.html

FEMA Map Service Center: http://www.msc.fema.gov

Quick Guide to Floodplain Management in Michigan: http://www.michigan.gov/documents/deqg/lwm-
quickquide 202673 7.pdf
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HOW TO MAKE A FIRMETTE

1. Go to site: www.store.msc.fema.gov

2. Two main ways to get a map
a. Use Product Search by Address

i. Located on left side of MSC homepage.

ii. Select public flood map from the drop-down product menu, enter street
address, then press product search button.

iii. The search results page will show an entry for the map panel. Click view button
to view image and continue creating a FIRMette.

iv. (If you do not have an exact address, it may be easiest if you look up an
address close (within a few blocks) of your location, and use that address to
locate the correct area.

b. Use Product Catalog
i Click on Product Catalog on the menu bar at the top of the homepage.

ii. Select Effective FIRMs/FHBMs on the Product Catalog menu page.

iii. Select State, County/Parish, and Community from the drop-down lists, then
click on Find FEMA issued maps.

iv. A list of flood maps for your community will be displayed. Select the correct ID
and click the view icon to continue creating a FIRMette.

V. Finding the correct ID: If you do not know your flood map ID, you can find it
on the Index Map, if an Index Map has been published for your community. If
an Index Map is available, it will be at the bottom of the list and contain INDO in
the index ID.

3. Once you are viewing the map, click on make a FIRMette.

4. Zoom in on the area you wish to create a FIRMette of (make sure while you are zooming that you
always keep the pink box within your view area.)
a. Placing the print area can be tricky. Using a separate street map to identify major streets
or geographic features near your area can be helpful when zooming in to place your
designated print area.

5. Once you are zoomed in on your area, drag the pink box over the area you wish to include in your
FIRMette.

6. Choose your paper size.
a. Letter size, the print area is fixed at a scale that covers an area of about 1.5 square
miles.
b. Legal size, the print area is fixed at a scale that covers an area of about 2.5 square miles.

7. Choose either PDF or Tiff format.
a. ltis advised to use the PDF format. File size of a PDF is about ¥ of the TIFF format and
the quality is the same.

8. You will see your FIRMette on the screen. Click Save.
9. Once your FIRMette is saved to your computer, you can open and print the document.

a. DO NOT print from the browser window! Saving the file and then printing will give you a
full-page printout.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Communities that have established Local Historic District Commissions (LDC) under PA 169 of 1970,
must seek approval from both the LDC and the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). SHPO
clearance on its own does not satisfy the requirements of the LDC. Documentation of compliance is
required from both agencies.

Standards and Legal Requirements: Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as
amended (1992); Executive Order 11593, Protection and Enhancement of the Cultural Environment, 1971
as amended; Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, Protection of Historic Properties; Recommended
Approach for Consultation on Recovery of Significant Information From Archeological Sites, 36 CFR Part
800.

Threshold: All structures older than 50 years, and all demolition and new construction activities must be
reviewed by the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) for compliance with the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP) (36 CFR part 800).

Instructions for working with SHPO are outlined in the HUD/SHPO memo dated September 2002,
“Guidelines for Consulting with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended.” See, References, Guidelines for Consulting
with SHPO or SHPO'’s website http://mishporehab.wordpress.com.

In all cases, whether the project occurs on tribal lands or not, Federal Agency Officials or their delegated
authorities are also required to make a reasonable and good faith effort to identify any Indian tribes or
Native Hawaiian organizations that might attach religious and cultural significance to historic properties in
the area of potential effects and invite them to be consulting parties per 36 CFR sec. 800.2(c-f).

For properties determined to be historic or for actions impacting a listed or eligible historic property, HUD
will require 30 days to perform the required processing if they receive all the information they need. If
SHPO needs additional information from grantees, the 30 day clock is reset. Grantees may wish to make
special arrangements with the SHPO for rapid review of proposed properties in targeted areas where this
is practicable.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?

No - Structure is less than 50 years old, or SHPO response indicates “no adverse affect” or “no historic
properties affected”.

Yes - SHPO response indicates there is an effect on historic properties, mitigation required, project funds
will not be committed to properties until full compliance and approval is secured.

Sources and References:

HUD CPD: https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/historic-preservation

36 CFR Part 60, National Register of Historic Places, U.S.D.l. National Park Service.
http://ecfr.gpoaccess.gov/cgi/t/text/text-idx?c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title36/36cfr60 main 02.tpl

How to Apply National Register Criteria for Evaluation, National Register Bulletin #15, U.S.D.I. National
Park Service. http://www.nps.gov/history/nr/publications/bulletins/nrb15/

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation: http://www.achp.gov/work106.html

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
Compliance. Historic Preservation, 07.01.14


http://mishporehab.wordpress.com/
https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/historic-preservation
http://ecfr.gpoaccess.gov/cgi/t/text/text-idx?c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title36/36cfr60_main_02.tpl
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The Secretary of Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for
Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring & Reconstructing Historic Buildings, Technical Preservation
Services, Heritage Preservation Services, U.S.D.l. National Park Service, http://www.cr.nps.gov/local-
law/arch stnds 8 2.htm

Historical Archeological Sites and Districts, National Register Bulletin #36, U.S.D.l. National Park Service.
http://www.nps.gov/history/nr/publications/bulletins/arch/

Recommended Approach for Consultation and Recovery of Significant Information from Archeological
Sites, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, www.achp.gov/archguide.html.

Council Policy Statement: Affordable Housing and Historic Preservation, Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, www.achp.gov/afford.html.

National Association of Tribal Preservation Officers: www.nathpo.org
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION ADVERSE EFFECTS
What is an “adverse effect”?

When a project will affect a historic property, the agency must apply the criteria of adverse effect to
determine if the effect will be adverse, or negative. Adverse effect is defined in 36 CFR § 800.5(a)(1) as
an action that may: “alter, directly or indirectly, any of the characteristics that qualify the property for
inclusion in the National Register in a manner that would diminish the integrity of the property’s location,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, or association. . . adverse effects may include
reasonably foreseeable effects caused by the undertaking that may occur later in time, be farther
removed in distance or be cumulative.” Adverse effects include, but are not limited to: demolition;
alteration; removal of a property from its original setting; neglect; abandonment; or the introduction of
visual, atmospheric, or audible elements.

What should we do if we get a response from the SHPO telling us that our project will have an
adverse effect on an historic property?

The letter that you receive from our office will outline the steps to be taken:

(1) Per 36 CFR § 800.6(a), the Agency shall continue consultation with the SHPO and other consulting
parties to develop and evaluate alternatives or modifications to the undertakings that could avoid,
minimize or mitigate adverse effects on historic properties. The Agency shall submit a case study
outlining these efforts for review by the SHPO.

(2) In accordance with 36 CFR § 800.6(a)(4), the Agency shall make information regarding this finding
available to the public, providing the public with an opportunity to express their views on resolving
adverse effects of the undertaking s . Pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.11(e), copies or summaries of any views
provided by consulting parties and the public shall be made available to the SHPO as part of the case
study outlined in (1).

(3) The Agency shall immediately notify the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP), Old Post
Office Building, 1100 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Suite 809, Washington, D.C. 20004, of the adverse
effect finding per 36 CFR § 800.6 (a)(1). The notification to the ACHP should be similar to the project
information submitted to this office and should include the following documentation as outlined in 36 CFR
§ 800.11(e).

e A description of the undertaking, specifying the federal involvement, and its area of potential
effects, including photographs, maps and drawings, as necessary.

e A description of the steps taken to identify historic properties.

e A description of the affected historic properties, including information on the characteristics that
qualify them for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.

e A description of the undertaking’s effects on historic properties.

e An explanation of why the criteria of adverse effect were found applicable or inapplicable,
including any conditions or future actions to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects.

o Copies or summaries of any views provided by consulting parties and the public.

(4) The Agency shall invite the ACHP to participate in consultation if the undertaking will affect a National
Historic Landmark, if a Programmatic Agreement will be developed as a result of the finding of adverse
effect, or if the Agency wants the ACHP to participate in consultation. The ACHP will advise of its decision
to participate in consultation within fifteen (15) days of receipt of this notification or other request. If the
ACHP chooses not to participate in consultation, the Agency shall resolve the adverse effect without
ACHP participation and pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.6(b)(1).
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(5) If the Agency, the SHPO and, if applicable, the ACHP agree on how the adverse effects will be
resolved, they shall execute a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.6(c).

(6) If the Agency and the SHPO fail to agree on the terms of the MOA, the Agency shall request the
ACHP to join the consultation. If the ACHP decides to join the consultation, the Agency shall proceed in
accordance with 36 CFR § 800.6(b)(2). If the ACHP decides not to join the consultation, the ACHP will
notify the Agency and proceed to comment in accordance with 36 CFR § 800.7.

Could you put that into plain English, please?

1. Call me! Number one (1) above requires continued consultation with the SHPO. We can talk about
the project. I'll ask you to look at alternatives or modifications to the project that could minimize or avoid
the adverse effect, and ask you to review the feasibility of those options. You will need to submit a written
report addressing the possible alternatives/modifications that would minimize/avoid the adverse effect
and why those alternatives/modifications are or are not feasible. Consulting parties should be involved in
developing the case study of alternatives and the study should include public comment.

2. Consulting parties — you will need to identify any potential consulting parties in the project and get them
involved in resolving the adverse effect. Typically they might include Native American tribes, citizen
groups, local government officials, historical societies, historic district commissions, affected property
owners, etc. The Section 106 regulations define consulting parties at 36 CFR Part 800.3(e) and
800.6(a)(2). Anyone with a demonstrated interest in the project can submit a written request to you to
become a consulting party.

3. We will need copies of any public comment on the project. If you haven't yet received public comment,
you’ll need to do so. The public has a right to comment on the project and be involved in resolving
adverse effects. There is no definition of how the public should be informed; methods should correspond
to the nature and scale of an undertaking. Large or controversial projects may require public meetings,
public notices in the newspaper, etc. For smaller projects a notice in the newspaper or letters to residents
of an affected area may be sufficient. Public comment obtained in compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is acceptable.

Public comment has to be sought and obtained in a meaningful way. Lawsuits have resulted because a
group of citizens did not believe that their views were adequately sought or considered and their right to
comment was denied. The SHPO takes public comment seriously and comments contribute to our
evaluation of projects. If there is a lot of concern with, or opposition to, the project, you may want to re-
evaluate what it is you are doing and how you plan to do it.

4. You will need to notify the Advisory Council for Historic Preservation (ACHP) of the adverse
effect. You should send them a copy of the information you submitted to us for the initial review, along
with a copy of our adverse effect response and copies of any public comments received concerning the
project.

5. If we agree on how to mitigate the adverse effects of the project, we’ll work out a Memorandum of
Agreement for the project. The MOA will guide how the project proceeds (see #7 below). The ACHP may
be invited to participate in the MOA process if 1) you would really like the ACHP to be involved; 2) the
undertaking will have an adverse effect on a National Historic Landmark (which is not necessarily the
same as being listed on the National Register); or 3) we’re working out a programmatic
agreement. Generally the ACHP will not get involved unless the project is controversial.

6. Mitigation - mitigations means how you will compensate for the adverse effect. Types of mitigation may
vary depending on the nature of the project. The SHPO encourages all parties to be open-minded and
creative when considering mitigation. Keep in mind that this is a negotiating process.
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7. If we can agree to procedures to minimize, mitigate, or avoid the adverse effect to the historic
property, we’ll write up the details in an MOA. This will occur after we have accepted the case study,
reviewed the public comment, and agreed that the adverse effect of the project cannot be avoided. You
will also need to consult with the SHPO and other consulting parties regarding how to mitigate the
adverse effect. If you, the SHPO, and the ACHP (if applicable) agree as to how impacts will be mitigated,
an MOA is developed. The MOA is a legally-binding document, outlining the “who,” “what,” “when,”
“‘where,” and “how” of mitigation and its terms must be carried out. The consulting parties are invited to
concur in the MOA. Once the MOA is signed by all parties, the Section 106 process is complete and the
project may move forward in accordance with the MOA.

8. If we can’t come to an agreement to minimize, mitigate, or avoid the adverse effects, then you will
make another request to the ACHP to step in. They will either join in the consultation or issue
comments. Sometimes the Agency and the SHPO don’t agree. For example, the SHPO may not think
the impacts to historic resources are justified or the proposed mitigation is adequate, or the Agency may
refuse to carry out certain types of mitigation. In a case like this, the Agency can invite the ACHP to
participate in an effort to resolve the differences. Very rarely, a consulting party may decide to terminate
its involvement in the process. If that happens, Section 106 must still be satisfied. If the SHPO terminates
consultation, then the Agency continues consultation with the ACHP. If the Agency terminates
consultation, the Section 106 process must start over or the project dies. A federal project cannot be
completed without having satisfied Section 106. For this reason, good consultation and negotiation
resulting in agreement are critical to a successful outcome.

This process assumes that a federal agency is the party responsible for the project. In the case of HUD-
funded projects, HUD has delegated the responsibilities for complying with the Section 106 process to its
funding recipients. It would be a very good idea to add another step and notify your HUD contact of the
adverse effect (or MSHDA or MEDC if you are receiving your HUD funding through them). They may be
able to provide you with some additional advice.

Frequently Asked Questions about Adverse Effects

Why is my project an “adverse effect?”

An adverse effect occurs because the project negatively impacts an historic resource. Examples of
adverse effects include demolition, abandonment, neglect, or change in use or appearance of the
resource.

Why should | have to do this?

Section 106 is required under federal law for projects with federal involvement, i.e., funding, permitting, or
licensing. It is the SHPO and each federal agency’s responsibility to support the public’s interest in
historic resources. Projects undertaken without going through the Section 106 process or those that have
poorly implemented the process (such as insufficient public comment, ignoring potential consulting
parties, etc.) have been subject to litigation, costly delays, and other penalties.

Why is the SHPO trying to stop my project?
The SHPO has no authority to “stop” projects. That authority rests solely with the federal agency
responsible for the project.

Why is my project being singled out?

Your project is not being singled out. The Section 106 process seeks to accommodate historic
preservation concerns with the needs of federal undertakings. A determination of adverse effect accounts
for approximately 1% of the projects the SHPO reviews each year.

Why do | have to deal with the SHPO?
The federal regulations state that the SHPO is a mandatory consulting party in the Section 106 process.

What if | take the federal portion out of my overall project?
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Federal case law has supported the notion that once a project receives federal assistance, the entire
project becomes a federal undertaking subject to Section 106. For example, suppose you are funding a
project with 90% state and local funds and only 10% federal dollars. The project is still a federal project.
The project is also a federal project even if the federal dollars are passed through a non-profit
organization or a state or local government agency.

If you are wondering if your project is subject to Section 106, try this test: but for the federal portion of the
project, could you still achieve the same goal? Sometimes this becomes a very gray area, open to
interpretation. If that is the case, ask your federal agency of the SHPO for assistance.

What if | just “remove” historic resources so they will not be present when I initiate my project?
Occasionally, someone demolishes an historic resource with state, local, or private dollars and then
applies for federal assistance. When the project is submitted to the SHPO, it is indicated that the project
will occur on vacant land. This situation is known as “anticipatory demolition.” Unfortunately, the SHPO is
often aware that an historic resource was present at the site or is alerted to the fact by a concerned
citizen. When this happens, the SHPO inquires of the federal agency responsible for the project and
determines whether or not the action qualified as anticipatory demolition. The federal agency is
responsible for determining penalties for anticipatory demolition. Anticipatory demolition is covered in a
1994 amendment to 16 USC Part 470h-2(k), which states:

(k) Assistance for adversely affected historic property

Each Federal agency shall ensure that the agency will not grant a loan, loan guarantee, permit,
license, or other assistance to an applicant who, with intent to avoid the requirements of
section 470f of this title, has intentionally significantly adversely affected a historic property to
which the grant would relate, or having legal power to prevent it, allowed such significant adverse
effect to occur, unless the agency, after consultation with the Council, determines that
circumstances justify granting such assistance despite the adverse effect created or permitted by
the applicant.

What if | know there are plans to demolish an historic resource in the near future? It will be gone
anyway, so why should it be a factor?

Impacts to historic resources are considered on a project-specific basis. You may know that the owner of
a resource plans to demolish the property next month. However, when a project is submitted for Section
106 review, the SHPO considers the current status of the resource. Why? The plans to demolish the
property may never materialize. By the same token, when we evaluate a property for its historic
significance (National Register eligibility), the SHPO does not consider that it may be restored in the
future.

What if | disagree with the SHPO’s opinion regarding the eligibility of an historic resource?

The Keeper of the National Register of Historic Places ultimately settles disputes regarding the eligibility
of a resource. You must present your case and supporting documentation to the Keeper and allow
sufficient time for a review. Disputes regarding the effects of a project on historic resources are handled
in the same way as a failure to resolve adverse effects. Those outside the circle of consulting parties
should present their case directly to the SHPO and the federal agency.

What if | disagree with the SHPO’s opinion regarding the effects of a project on an historic
resource?

Disputes regarding the effects of a project on historic resources are handled in the same way as a failure
to resolve adverse effects. Individuals or groups who are not consulting parties should present their case
directly to both the SHPO and the federal agency.

How do | become a consulting party?

Certain agencies, groups, and individuals are mandatory consulting parties, including the SHPO, relevant
municipalities, state agencies carrying out federal programs, and Native American tribes. To become a
consulting party, your request should be made in writing directly to the federal agency responsible for the
project. Be sure to provide information to support why you feel you should have this status.
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What is the role of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation?

The ACHP is appointed by the President and is responsible for ensuring the implementation of Section
106 and overseeing the nation’s historic preservation program. The ACHP may choose to become
involved in projects that are controversial or significant at the national level or when an entire federal
program is being evaluated for impacts on historic resources. For more information, visit www.achp.gov
Who writes the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)?

No specific consulting party is required to write an MOA. However, the SHPO tends to have the most
experience writing MOAs. Once a draft is written, it is reviewed by all the signatories and revised until
finalized.

Who carries out the responsibilities of the MOA?

The MOA outlines the terms and conditions for mitigating a project. It is the responsibility of the federal
agency assisting the project to ensure that all the terms and conditions outlined in the MOA are carried
out, although a particular term or condition described in the MOA may be assigned to a consultant, the
SHPO, the applicant for federal assistance, or another consulting party. The signatories of an MOA
should understand that there may be particular costs incurred and time spent implementing the MOA.
Federal agencies generally consider mitigation an eligible project cost and it can be included in the overall
project budget.

How long is this process?

The length of time it takes to resolve adverse effects and reach an agreement on an MOA depends on
many factors: the size or complexity of the project, the level of public interest in or controversy
surrounding the project, and the experience and attitudes of the consulting parties. Some factors may
hold up the process, including, but not limited to:

e No consideration of alternatives to avoid an adverse effect. The Section 106 process requires
agencies to consider alternatives that might avoid or minimize impacts to historic resources. This
must be done even if you have already bought the land, signed the contract, or let the project out
for bid. If you do not think that there are any alternatives, you must be prepared to substantiate
your assertions with factual data. The SHPO always encourages early consideration of
alternatives and coordination with consulting parties.

e Public comment. The public plays an important role in the Section 106 process and must be given
adequate time to provide meaningful comment on a project and possible alternatives.

o Negotiating mitigation. No MOA will be signed and the Section 106 process will not be complete
until all parties are satisfied with the process outcome. It can take time for all to agree on what is
appropriate and feasible to mitigate the loss of an historic resource.

Do you have any sample MOAs that we could see?
While each MOA is negotiated on a case-by-case basis, here are a few sample MOAs for past projects.
e An MOA requesting recordation and an “interpretive item.”
e An MOA outlining procedures in case human remains are discovered during the course of the
project.
¢ An MOA requiring that the building to be demolished be marketed for redevelopment first.
o An MOA requiring the completion of a National Register of Historic Places nomination.

The MOAs for projects involving demolition generally require recordation of the property before
demolition. What exactly are you expecting for the recordation?

The SHPO recently updated their recordation requirements to include digital photographs. The new
recordation guidelines are fairly standard and are included in an appendix of MOAs that require
recordation. We also have a sample of recordation that was done for a past project (note: the .pdf of the
recordation sample has two blank pages. One was a plat map and the other was a newspaper article.
When | have time, I'll scan thos