State of California

Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD)

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 


	Name of Grantee:  

     
	Grant #(s): 

     

	Description of Area Benefit Activity(ies):       

	Name(s) of HCD Reviewer(s):

     
	Review Date: 

     
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Limited Review
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 In-Depth Review


	Description of  Activities Included in Contract and Review:     FORMTEXT 

        
	PI Included
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	A.  OVERALL PROGRAM ENVIORNMENTAL RECORD REVIEW

	1-a)
Did the grantee have an Environmental Review Record (ERR) for all CDBG funded activities? 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	

	If “No”, describe:      

	1-b) 
Was the ERR located in a location accessible to the public during normal business hours?  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	

	If “No”, describe:      

	1-c)
Was the ERR location the same as the location named in the notices published for the activities?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	

	If “No”, describe:      

	1-d)
Were all ERR documents original, including original signatures, with the exception of the Request for Release of Grant Funds?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	

	If “No”, describe:      

	1-e)
Was the ERR complete (all environmental document related to CDBG grants and PI activities were all located in the record)? 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	

	If “No”, describe:      

	1-f)
Did the ERR contain the original Authorities to Use Grant Funds for each activity in the contracts being monitored, and for Program Income activities?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	

	If “No”, describe:      

	1-g)
Did the grantee prepare a Continuation Statement for an ongoing, previously funded project?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	If “Yes”, describe the project(s):      

	If “No”, describe:      

	1-h).
Was proper noticing, as required, conducted for the new funding source?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	If “No”, describe:      


	1-i)
Were there any other problems or issues discovered in the review of the ERR?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	Describe:      

	1-j)
Did the jurisdiction have a Housing Rehabilitation Program activity, funded by either contracts or Program Income?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	

	1-k)
Did the jurisdiction utilize the Rehabilitation Environmental Review (RER) process? 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	1-l)
Did the ERR contain a Proof of Publication of a Notice of Intent/Request for Release of Funds specifying a Rehabilitation Environmental Review (RER), Request for Release of Funds, Certification, and sufficient identification of the source of funds (contract and/or PI) in an amount sufficient to cover all activities?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	1-m)
Did the ERR contain the original RER Authority to Use Grant Funds (with HCD’s original signature)?  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	1-n)
Did the ERR contain the RER Appendix A’s for each individual property?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A


B.
CATEGORICALLY EXEMPT ACTIVITIES    [24 CFR 58.34]
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Check box if NO Exempt Activities were reviewed, then SKIP to next section.   

	1.
	
	List Exempt Activities that were reviewed.

1.      
2.      
3.      
4.      


	2.
	
	Did the Environmental Review Record contain all of the following for each and every Categorically Exempt activity?
· An accurate, complete project description

· An Environmental Finding Form marked “Exempt”

· A Form 58.6 with all supporting documentation (e.g., Flood maps, etc.)
· Original signatures on all Environmental forms and related documents
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	
	
	Issues:       


C.
CATEGORICALLY EXCLUDED NOT SUBJECT TO 58.5 ACTIVITIES     [(24 CFR 58.35(b)]
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Check box if NO Cat. Exc. Not Sub. Activities were reviewed, then SKIP to next section.   

	3.
	
	List Categorically Excluded Not Subject to 58.5.  Activities that were reviewed.

1. 
3. 


	4.
	
	Did the Environmental Review Record contain all of the following for each and every Categorically Excluded Not Subject to activity?

· An accurate, complete project description;
· An Environmental Finding Form marked “Categorically Excluded NOT Subject to 58.5 and related acts”;
· A Form 58.6 with all supporting documentation (e.g., Flood maps, etc.); and,
· Original signatures on all Environmental forms and related documents
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	
	
	Issues:       


D.
CATEGORICALLY EXCLUDED SUBJECT TO 58.5 (but requires no mitigation and has converted to Exempt) ACTIVITIES  [(24 CFR 58.34(a)(12)]
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Check box if NO Cat. Exc. Sub (converting to Exempt).  Activities were reviewed, then SKIP to next section.   

	5.
	
	List Categorically Excluded Subject to 58.5.and Converted to Exempt Activities that were reviewed.

1. 
3. 


	6.
	
	Did the Environmental Review Record contain all of the following for each and every activity?
	Activity 1
	Activity 2
	Activity 3
	Activity 4

	
	
	· An accurate, complete project description;
· An Environmental Finding Form marked “Categorically Excluded Subject to 58.5 But Requires No Mitigation and Converts to Exempt”;
· A completed Statutory Worksheet for the individual activity that:
· Identifies all appropriate sources for each statute, executive order, and regulation; and,
· Documents all consultations made including correspondence those with the California Historical Resources & Information Systems (CHRIS) and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).   All supporting documentation must be attached; and,
· Shows compliance with all statutes, etc. to be at the primary level (no secondary findings).
· A Form 58.6 with all supporting documentation (e.g., Flood maps, etc.); and,
· Original signatures on all Environmental forms and related documentation.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       


E.
CATEGORICALLY EXCLUDED SUBJECT TO 58.5 ACTIVITIES  (24 CFR 58.5]
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Check box if NO Cat. Exc. Subject to.58.5.  Activities were reviewed, then SKIP to next section.
	7.
	
	List Categorically Excluded Subject to 58.5.and Converted to Exempt Activities that were reviewed.

1. 
3. 


	Did the Environmental Review Record contain all of the following for each and every activity?
	Activity
1
	Activity
2
	Activity

3
	Activity
4

	· An accurate, complete project description;
· An Environmental Finding Form marked “Categorically Excluded Subject to 58.5”;
· A Rehabilitation Environmental Review Form for a housing rehab program; OR,
· A completed Statutory Worksheet for the individual activity that:
· A completed Statutory Worksheet for the individual activity that:

· Identifies all appropriate sources for each statute, executive order, and regulation; and,
· Includes all the steps followed to mitigate any secondary levels of compliance of findings, and,
· Documents all consultations made including correspondence those with the California Historical Resources & Information Systems (CHRIS) and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).   All supporting documentation must be attached; and,
· Shows compliance with all statutes;
· A Form 58.6 with all supporting documentation (e.g., Flood maps, etc.); and,
· Original signatures on all Environmental forms and related documentation.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	Issues:       


	9.
	
	If the grantee used a site-specific Statutory Worksheet, were all of the following included in the Environmental Review Record?
	Activity
1
	Activity
2
	Activity

3
	Activity

4

	
	
	· A completed Statutory Worksheet for a site-specific individual activity:

· Identifying appropriate sources for each statute, executive order, and regulation; and,
· Documentation of all consultations made including correspondence with the California Historical Resources & Information Systems (CHRIS) and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).  All supporting source documentation must be attached; and,
· Showing compliance with all statutes including steps followed to mitigate any secondary level of compliance findings.
· If applicable, evidence of compliance with all steps required for the 8-step decision-making process.

· Original signatures and dates.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Check here if there were NO Secondary Findings on any Statutory Worksheet reviewed, then SKIP to next question  
	10.
	
	Statutory Worksheet – Secondary Findings for Compliance areas: 
	Activity 1
	Activity   2
	Activity 3
	Activity 4

	
	a.
	Historic Preservation –  [36 CFR Part 800]

· Were there any secondary findings for Historic Preservation?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee complete procedures per 36 CFR 800.5?
	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       

	
	b.
	Floodplain Management –  [24 CFR 55 and Executive Order 11988]

· Were there any secondary findings for Floodplain Management?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee complete and implement the 8-Step decision-making process?   [24 CFR Part 55.20]
(Note:  Projects may be approved within the floodplain if the grantee determines there is no practicable alternative.)
	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       

	
	c.
	Wetland Protection – [Executive Order 11990]
· Were there any secondary findings for Wetland Protection?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee complete and implement the 8-Step decision-making process?  [24 CFR Part 55.20]   AND

· Did the grantee obtain a permit from the U.S. Corps of Engineers?  [Section 404 of the Clean Water Act]
	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       

	
	d.
	Coastal Zone Management Act – 

· Were there any secondary findings for Coastal Zone Management Act?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee secure concurrence from the Coastal Zone Commission or delegated local planning commission, or obtain a coastal zone permit?
	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       

	
	e.
	Sole Source Aquifers (Safe Drinking Water Act) –  [40 CFR 149]

· Were there any secondary findings for Sole Source Aquifers?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee consult with the Water Management Division of EPA to design mitigation measures to avoid contaminating the aquifer and implement appropriate mitigation measures?

· Is there evidence that the mitigation measures are being carried out?
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	
	Issues:       

	
	f.
	Endangered Species –  [50 CFR 402]

· Were there any secondary findings for Endangered Species?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries Service, as appropriate? 
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       

	
	g.
	Wild and Scenic Rivers – 

· Were there any secondary findings for Wild and Scenic Rivers?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee consult with the U.S. Dept. of Interior, National Park Service for impact resolution and mitigation?

· Is there evidence that the mitigation measures are being carried out? 
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       

	
	h.
	Clean Air Act –  [Section 176(c), (d), and 40 CFR 6, 51, 93]

· Were there any secondary findings for Clean Air Act?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee consult with the Air Quality Management District or Board to negotiate suitable mitigation measures, obtain necessary permits and issue required notices?

· Is there evidence that the mitigation measures are being carried out?
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       

	
	i.
	Farmland Protection Policy Act –  [7 CFR 658]

· Were there any secondary findings for Farmland Protection?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee request an evaluation of land type from Natural Resources Conservation Service using form AD-1006?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee consider the resulting rating in deciding whether to approve the proposal, as well mitigation measures?
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       

	
	j.
	Environmental Justice –  [Executive Order 12898]
· Were there any secondary findings for Environmental Justice?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee address and mitigate the disproportional human health or environmental effects adversely affecting the low income or minority populations?
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	
	Issues:       

	
	k.
	Noise Abatement and Control –  [24 CFR 51B]
· Were there any secondary findings for Noise Abatement and Control?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee apply the noise standard, per 24 CFR 51.101 to the decision whether to approve the proposal?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee implement noise attenuation measures, as applicable?   [HUD Noise Assessment Guidelines, page 39-40] 
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       

	
	l.
	Explosive and Flammable Operations –  [24 CFR 51C]
· Were there any secondary findings for Explosive and Flammable Operations?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee mitigate the blast overpressure or thermal radiation hazard with the construction of a barrier, of adequate size and strength, to protect the project (per 24 CFR 51.205)?
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	
	Issues:       

	
	m.
	Hazardous, Toxic or Radioactive Materials and Substances –  [24 CFR 58.5(i)(2)]
· Were there any secondary findings for Hazardous, Toxic or Radioactive Materials or Substances?

· If “Yes”, did the grantee mitigate the adverse environmental condition by removing, stabilizing or encapsulating the toxic substances in accordance with requirements of the appropriate federal, state or local oversight agency?
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       

	
	n.
	Airport Clear Zones and Accident Potential Zones –  [24 CFR 51D]
· Were there any secondary findings for Airport Clear Zones or Accident Potential Zones?

· If “Yes”, it is HUD policy NOT to provide any development assistance, subsidy, or insurance unless the project will not be frequently used or occupied by people and the airport operator provides written assurances that there are no plans to purchase the project site.  Are both exceptions documented in the file?
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 



	
	
	Issues:       


 FORMCHECKBOX 

Check here if an RER was not done for any activities reviewed, then SKIP to next section.
	11.
	a.
	If the grantee used a tiered Rehabilitation Environmental Review, were all of the following included in the Environmental Review Record?:
	Activity 1
	Activity 2
	Activity 3
	Activity 4

	
	
	· A completed Rehabilitation Environmental Review form:

· Identifying appropriate sources for each statute, executive order, and regulation; and

· Documentation of all consultations made including correspondence with the California Historical Resources & Information Systems (CHRIS) and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).  All supporting source documentation must be attached; and

· Original signatures and dates 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       

	
	b.
	· Affidavit of Publication of the Notice of Intent to Request Release of Funds.

· Was the comment period at least 7 full days (starting the day after publication)?

· If NOI/RROF was posted and disseminated, was there a distribution list?

· If NOI/RROF was posted and disseminated, was the comment period at least 10 full days?  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       

	
	c.
	· Did the grantee receive any public comments?

· If so, did they respond to all the comments prior to submitting the Request for Release of Funds and Certification to State CDBG/NSP?

· All comments were available in the Environmental Review Record?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       

	
	d.
	· Did the Environmental Review Record contain a copy of the Request for Release of Funds and Certification submitted to the state?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       

	
	e.
	· Does it appear that the State CDBG/NSP waited at least 15 days (beginning the day after receipt) to release funds?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       

	
	f.
	Site-Specific Files:

· Does the file contain a completed Appendix A for each site-specific rehabilitation?

· Was each Appendix A completed correctly and contain all supporting documentation?

· Does each file contain a site-specific form 58.6 with all supporting documentation?

· Does the file contain evidence of correspondence to/from the California Historical Resources & Information Systems (CHRIS) AND the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) or documentation of 30 day comment period with SHPO.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       


E.
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ACTIVITIES  (24 CFR 58.36]
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Check box if NO Environmental Assessment Activities were reviewed, then SKIP to next section.   

	12.
	
	List Categorically Excluded Subject to 58.5.and Converted to Exempt Activities that were reviewed.

1. 
3. 


	13.
	a.
	Did the Environmental Review Record contain all of the following, for each activity?:
	Activity 1
	Activity 2
	Activity 3
	Activity 4

	
	
	· A project description

· An Environmental Finding Form marked “Environmental Assessment”

· A Form 58.6 with all supporting documentation (e.g., Flood maps, etc.)

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

· A copy of the combined Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact/Intent to Request Release of Funds (FONSI/ NOI RROF) that was published OR posted and disseminated

· Original signatures and dates on all forms
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       

	
	b.
	· Affidavit of Publication for the FONSI/NOI RROF or evidence of posting.

· For publication, was the comment period (starting the day after publication) at least 15 full days?

· If FONSI/NOI RROF was posted and disseminated, was the comment period at least 18 full days?  

· If FONSI/NOI RROF was posted and disseminated, was there a distribution list?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       

	
	c.
	· Did the grantee receive any public comments?

· If so, did they respond to all the comments prior to submitting the Request for Release of Funds and Certification to State CDBG/NSP?

· Were all comments in the Environmental Review Record?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       

	
	d.
	· Did the Environmental Review Record contain a copy of the Request for Release of Funds and Certification submitted to the state?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       

	
	e.
	· Does it appear that the State CDBG/NSP waited at least 15 days (beginning the day after receipt) to release funds?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Issues:       


	14.
	
	Did the Environmental Assessment contain the following?:
	Activity 1
	Activity 2
	Activity 3
	Activity 4

	
	
	· Issues regarding slope stability, unfavorable soil conditions, prime agricultural land, geologic conditions or hazards, or permeability?

· Issues with water quality?

· Issues with manmade or natural hazards, housing, transportation, public services, utilities, or the urban fabric?

If “Yes” to any of the above, have appropriate mitigation measures been identified in the environmental review and incorporated into the project?

· Is there evidence that those mitigation measures are being carried out?

· Was the source documentation credible, traceable and supportive of the factors being evaluated?
	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	
	Issues:       


F.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  (24 CFR 58.37]                                                              
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Check box if NO Environmental Impact Statement Activities were reviewed, then SKIP to next section

	15.
	
	List Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Activity that was reviewed.  Note each EIS activity needs this completed separately.



	16.
	
	Does the Environmental Impact Statement contain a completed EIS Checklist?  


	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	If “Yes”, does the review of the documents meet the requirements stated?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

	
	
	Details Regarding Conclusion Above:   FORMTEXT 

     


G.
FINAL REVIEW CONCLUSIONS
	17.
	
	Were any funds obligated or did any work proceed on any projects or programs prior to the Authority to Use Grant Funds from the Department for any activities reviewed?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	
	
	Describe:       


	18.
	a.
	For any activities reviewed, were there any substantial changes in the project scopes?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	
	b.
	If “Yes” to “a” above, what was the activity and what were the changes?        

	
	c.
	If “Yes” to “a” above, was environmental compliance reviewed again to include the changes and to determine if additional environmental additional clearances were required?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	
	d.
	If “Yes” to “a” above, were additional environmental clearances required?

If “Yes”, were they obtained and documented?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	
	
	Describe:       


	19.
	
	Was the revised Environmental Review Record for all grant activities available for public review?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	
	
	Notes:       


	20.
	
	Does any site visits to any projects indicate that an environmental condition or issue that should have been addressed in the Environmental Review Record was overlooked resulting in a clearly inappropriate level of clearance finding?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	
	
	Issues:       


	21.
	
	Does the environmental document include an adequate description of the entire project and demonstrate that any adverse environmental impacts of the project on the environment and the environment on the project have been considered?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

N/A

	
	
	Issues:       
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