Iilinois

Department of Commerce
& Economic Opportunity

December 2, 2016

Honorable Brenda Stadsholt
Mayor

City of Havana
227 W. Main Street f
Havana, IL 62644-1137 g ‘

Re: Grant # 15-243004 — Tier | Target Area Level Review of lllinois CDBG Single Unit, Owner-Occupied LMI
Housing Rehabilitation {HR) Project covering nine (9) Homes in a target area in the south-

central portion of Havana, documenting compliance with 13 of 16 bodies of Federal
environmental law.

Dear Honorable Stadsholt:

This is to inform you that the above-referenced Grantee has satisfied the Tier | level target area special Grant

condition regarding environmental record review {ERR) requirements identified in the Grant award letter you
previously received.

At the Tier | level, all conditions regarding compliance with 24 CFR 58 have been met. Leverage-funded non-
construction costs may be incurred as of the date of this letter. CDBG-funded activity delivery and housing
inspection costs may be incurred as of the date of the completed HUD Environmental Review for Activity/Project
that is Exempt or Categorically Excluded Not Subject to 58.5 included in your community’s ERR.

In addition, since there were no other special Grant conditions, or they have also been satisfied, this notice
constitutes our Department’s formal release of funds. Your community is authorized to use Community
Development Block Grant Program (CDBG) funds granted by the Department of Commerce and Economic
Opportunity (DCEO) for the activity delivery and housing inspection costs in the target area. Release of funds for
housing rehabilitation construction costs will occur only after a case-by-case review by DCEQ of each proposed
home's Tier Il home-specific HUD Environmental Review for Activity/Project that is Categorically Excluded Subject
to 58.5 covering the remaining three (3) bodes of Federal environmental law (i.e., Contamination & Toxic
Substances; Historic Preservation; and Noise Abatement & Control).

217.782.7500 Springfield 312.814.7179 Chicago | www.illinois.gov/dceo




The Department will produce a Grant Agreement for your signature and execution by the State. After Grant

Agreement execution, your community would then be able to draw CDBG HR Grant funds for activity delivery and
housing inspection purposes.

If you should have any questions, please feel free to contact Mr. Kirk Kumerow at 217-558-2842.

Sincerely,

e

David Wortman, Deputy Director
Bureau of Community Development

Cc: Jeff Cozadd

217.782.7500 Springfield | 312.814.7179 Chicago www.illinois.gov/dceo
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DETERMINATION OF LEVEL OF CDBG ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

PART A

Grantee/Applicant Community: Havana Grant # or Program Year: 15-243004

Project Name: State of lllinois CDBG Housing Rehabilitation — Single Family Owner-Occupied LMI

Project Location (City, State): Havana, Mason County, IL - the 200 and 300 blocks of E Dearborn
(South side of street only), the 300 block of £ Windsor, the 200 through 400 blocks of E Oren,
Raymond, and E Mason Streets, the 600 through 900 blocks of S Pearl {East side of street only), S

Lincoln, S Coleman Streets, and the 700 through 1000 blocks of S Promenade Street (West side of
street only)

Project Description:

Rehabilitation of 9 single family owner-occupied low and very-low income households. Rehabilitation
to eliminate code violations, health and safety issues, eliminate ead hazards, preserve integrity of
unit and increase energy efficiency of home. Rehabilitation may include: efectrical, plumbing/sewer,
roofing, foundation, structural repair, HVAC, lead hazard abatement, energy efficiency measures,
gutters and down spouts, siding, window and door replacement, handrails and decks/porches,

flooring, painting, and accessibility needs, well and cistern repair/removal, and sidewalk
replacement.

PART B

The subject project has been reviewed pursuant to HUD regulations 24 CFR Part 58—Environmental
Review Procedures for Entities AssumingHUD Environmental Responsibilities, and the following
determination with respect to the project, and its component activities, is made {more than one level
of review may apply, depending on project’s activities):

Exempt from NEPA review requirements per 24 CFR 58.34(a)(1)(3)(5)(6)
*See attached Finding of Exempt Activity

Categorically Excluded NOT Subject to §58.5 authorities per 24 CFR 5835(b)( M M )
*See attached Finding of Categorical Exclusion Not Subject to §58.5

Categorically Excluded Subject to §58.5 authorities per 24 CFR 58.35(a) 3N} )
*See attached Finding of Categorical Exclusion Subject to §58.5

An Environmental Assessment (EA) is required to be performed

OO K O

An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is required to be performed (Contact DCEO ERO to
confirm)

Determination of Level of Environmental Review



Completed by (signature): 7 iy 4
Jeff Cozadd, Housing Programs Manager,
Name, Title, Organization: Western |l. Regional Council Date: / . /-/&

Determination of Level of Environmental Raview



Finding of Exempt Activity [24 CFR 58.34(a))

E3)
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o O

1.

Environmental and other studies, resource identification and the development of plans and strategies
[58.34(a)(1)]

Information and financial services [58.34(a)(2))

Administrative and management activities {58.34(a)(3)]

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 [58.34(a)(4))

Inspections and testing of properties for hazards or defects [58.34(a)(5)]

Purchase of insurance [58.34(a)(6))

Purchase of tools [58.34(a)(7)]
Engineering or design costs [58.34(a)(8)]

Technical assistance and training [58.34(a)(9)]

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 or arrest the effects from
disasters or imminent threats to public safety including those resulting from physical deterioration
[58.34(a)(10)]

L1. Payment of principal and interest on loans made or obligations guaranteed by HUD [58.34(a)(i1))

12. Any of the categorical exclusions listed in §58.35(a) provided that there are no circumstances which

require compliance with any other Federal laws and authorities cited in §58.5 [58.34(a)(12))

Determination of Level of Environmental Raview
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FINDING OF CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION SUBJECT TO
§58.5 [24 CFR 58.35(a)]

Acquisition, repair, improvement, reconstruction, or rehabilitation of public facilities and improvements

(other than buildings) when the facilities and improvements are in place and will be retained in the same

use without change in size or capacity of more than 20 percent (e.g., replacement of water or sewer lines,
reconstruction of curbs and sidewalks, repaving of streets) [58.35(a)(1)]

Special projects directed to the removal of material and architectural barriers that restrict the mobility of
and accessibility to elderly and handicapped persons [58.35(a)(2)]

Rehabilitation of buildings and improvements when the following conditions are met:

i.  Inthe case of a building for residential use (with one to four units), the density is not increased

beyond four units, the land use is not changed, and the footprint of the building is not increased in a
floodplain or in & wetland [58.35(a)(3)(i)]

ii.  Inthe case of multifamily residential buildings, unit density is not changed more than 20 percent, the
project does not involve changes in land use from residential to non-residential, and the estimated
cost of rehabilitation is less than 75 percent of the total estimated cost of replacement after
rehabilitation [58.35(a)(3)(ii)]

iii. In the case of non-residential structures, including commercial, industrial, and public buildings, the
facilities and improvements are in place and will not be changed in size or capacity by more than 20
percent, and the activity does not involve a change in land use, such as from non-residential to
residential, commercial to industrial, or from one industrial to another [58.35(a)(3)(iii)]

An individual action on up to four dwelling units where there is a maximum of four units on any one site,
The units can be four one-unit buildings or one four-unit building or any combination in between

[58.35(a)(4)(i)]. [This section does not apply to rehabilitation of a building for residential use (with one to
four units)].

An individual action on a project of five or more housing units developed on scattered sites when the sites
are more than 2,000 feet apart and there are not more than four housing units on any one site

[58.35(a)(4)(i)). [This section does not apply to rehabilitation of a building for residential use (with one
to four units)].

Acquisition (including leasing) or disposition of, or equity loans on an existing structure, or acquisition
(including leasing) of vacant land provided that the structure or land acquired, financed, or disposed of
will be retained for the same use {58.35(a)(5)]

Combinations of the above activities [58.35(a)(6))

Determination of Level of Environmental Review
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Environmental Review
for Activity/Project that is Exempt or

Categorically Excluded Not Subject to Section 58.5
Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58.34(a) and 58.35(b)

Project Information

Project Name: Rehabilitation Administration and Activity Delivery for Housing Rehabilitation
project in the City of Havana

Responsible Entity: City of Havana, Mason County, Illinois
Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):
State/Local Identifier: Grant # 15-243004

Preparer: Jeff Cozadd

Certifying Officer Name and Title: Brenda Stadsholt, Mayor

Consultant (if applicable):

Project Location: 227 W Main St. Havana, IL 62644

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

Rehabilitation administration and activity delivery costs necessary for eventual rehabilitation of
9 single family owner-occupied low and very-low income households in a target area within the
cooperate boundaries of the City of Havana.

Level of Environmental Review Determination:
Xl Activity/Project is Exempt per 24 CFR 58.34(a): 1,3.5.6

[J Activity/Project is Categorically Excluded Not Subject To §58.5 per 24 CFR 58.35(b):

Exempt-CENST-ER-Format Havana
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Funding Information

Categorically
Grant Number HUD Program Exempt Amount Excluded Amount
15-243004 State CDBG $58,000

Estimated Total HUD Funded Amount: $58,000

This project anticipates the use of funds or assistance from another Federal agency in
addition to HUD in the form of (if applicable):

Estimated Total Project Cost (HUD and non-HUD funds) [24 CFR 58.32(d)]: $58,000 to be
spent as follows:

Cost Category Budget Amount
Rehabilitation Administration $30,780
Project Delivery $27,220

Compliance with 24 CFR §50.4 and §58.6 Laws and Authorities

Record below the compliance or conformance determinations for each statute, executive order, or
regulation. Provide credible, traceable, and supportive source documentation for each authority, Where
applicable, complete the necessary reviews or consultations and obtain or note applicable permits of

approvals. Clearly note citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references. Attach additional
documentation as appropriate.

Compliance Factors: Are formal

! Compliance determinations
Statutes, Executive Orders, P

compliance
and Regulations listed at 24 steI;))s or
required?

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR §58.6

Airport Runway Clear Zones Yes No
and Accident Potential Zones

No sale or acquisition of property will occur.

O =
24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D
Coastal Barrier Resources Yes No Illinois is not a covered state under these
Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as O K Acts.

amended by the Coastal Barrier
Improvement Act of 1990 [16
USC 3501)

Exempt-CENST-ER-Format Havana
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24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D

Coastal Barrier Resources Yes No | [llinois is not a covered state under these
Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as 0 X Aets,

amended by the Coastal Barrier

Improvement Act of 1990 [16

USC 3501]

Flood Insurance Yes No

The project is exempt pursuant to Section
Flood Disaster Protection Act of O % 6(‘;),0(3’)'; !;z“'"::r';':fe"g"d ':':a"gh a
1973 and National Flood LI L a state.

Insurance Reform Act of 1994

[42 USC 4001-4128 and 42 USC
5154a)

Mitigation Measures and Conditions [40 CFR 1505.2(c)]

Summarize below all mitigation measures adopted by the Responsible Exntity to reduce, avoid, or
climinatc adverse environmental impacts and to avoid non-compliance or non-conformance with
the ehove-listed authorities and factors. These measures/conditions must be incorporated into
project contracts, development agreements, and other relevant documents. The staff responsible

for implementing and monitoring mitigation measures should be clearly identified in the
mitigation plan.

Law, Authority, or Factor Mitigation Measure

Preparer Signature; & % Q}/’; Z7 Date: .2 - 1-/¢,
Name/Title/Organization: Jeff Cozadd, Housing Programs Manger, WIRC
Responsible Entity Agency Official Signature:

"1 o Maf ik | { Date:

Name/Title: Brenda Stadsholt / Mayor

This original, signed document and related supporting material must be retained on file by the
Responsible Entity in an Environmental Review Record (ERR) for the activity/project (ref: 24
CFR Part 58.38) and in accordance with recordkeeping requirements for the HUD program(s).

Fxempt-CENST-ER-Formar fnal




us. riment of Housing OMB No. 2506-0087
Request for Release of Funds bty et i sl

and Certification Offcs of Community PRBGEIVED NOV 1.6 208
and Development

This form is to be used by Responsible Entities and Recipiants (as defined in 24 CFR 58.2) when requesting the release of funds, and
requesting the authority 1o use such funds, for HUD programs identified by statutes that provide fos the assumption of the environmental
review responsibility by units of general local govemment 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, gatharing and
maintaining e data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. This agency may not conduct or sponsor, and

a person Is nct required to respond to, a callection 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 Responaible Entity)

1. Program Ttile(s) 2. HUD/Slate Identification Number | 3. Recipient (dentification Number
State of IL. CDBG Housing Rehabilitation |15-243004 Sossos)
"4, OMB Catalog Number(s) 5. Name and address of responaible entity
14,228 .
6. For Information about this request, contact {name & phone number) gg; 36 :;aa\i':na
Jeff Cozadd, 309-837-3941 Havana, IL 62644
B. HUD or State Agency and ofice unil Lo receive request 7. Nama and address of recipiani (if different (han responsibia entity)

llinois Department of Commerce and Economic
Opportunity; 2nd Floor; 500 E Monroe
Springfield, IL 62701

The recipient(s) of assistance under the program(s) listed above requests the release of funds and removal of environmental
grant conditions governing the use of the assistance for the following

~B. Program Activity(lesyrojact Name(s) 10. Location (Sireet address, cly, county, Staia)

Havana, Mason Cwnty.StataoflL Havana, Mason County, IL — the 200 and 300 blocks of £ Dearkom (South skie of straet caly),
CDBG Housing Rehabilitation of 8 single family mmﬁ.m eobma 8§ Mm(su mdnf mam s m&esm
owner-octupied LM households Sireets, and the 700 Srough 1000 blocks of § Promenade Stroel (West side of streel onty}

11. Program Activily/Project Description

Housing rehabilitation (eligible activities may include the following: installation or repair of HVAC; plumbing; electrical; roofing;
weatherization; iead safe practices; sump pumps; siding and/or accessibility for persons with disabilities) of nine (9)
to-be-identified single-family, owner-occupied homes of low-to-moderate income residents located in a target area of Havana,
IL

This Request for Release of Funds follows the Tier 1 Categorically Excluded (Subject to 58.5) environmental record review
(ERR) of the entire target area, and will cover the release of $342,000.00 in State of llinois CDBG Housing Rehabilitation funds
to the City of Havana in the form of a Sub Grant Agresment. The Tier 1 ERR documented compliance with 13 of the 16 bodies
of Federal statutes, executive orders, and regulations listed at 20 CFR §0.4, 58.5 & 58.6. Havana will not commit grant funds to
the rehabilitation of individual homes until (a) each target area qualified home is identified and (b) the City of Havana has
submitted a Tier 2 Categorically Excluded (Subject to 58.5) environmental record review (ERR) to the State of lllinols DCEQ,
and DCEOQ has approved it, for the remaining 3 bodies of Federal environmental law (i.e., Contamination & Toxic Substances;
Historic Preservation; and Noise Abatement & Control) not documented during the Tier 1 ERR. Selection of the individual
homes to be rehabilitated will be conducted by the City's contractual grant administrator procured after the completion of the
06/02/2018 Exempt environmental review for $58,000.00 in Activity Delivery and Rehabilitation Administration costs.

Previous editions are obscleta form HUD-7015.15 (1/99)
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1. Thanspouibhmmyhuﬁxllycarﬂedomiumpomihﬂidfmmvhmmmmlmiew,deﬁaion-mkingnndmﬂmpuuhlng
1o the project(s) named above,

2 Thcmpmihluenﬁtyhnmnmedmpﬂ)ﬂilyformdeompliedwithmdwl!lconﬁnucwmmplywiﬂ;ﬂnmd
Eqnvironmental Policy Act of 1969, es amended, and the environmental procedures, perm it requirements and statatory obligations
ofﬂtelawsdudhuCFRSS.S;a.ndn!aoagreutoeomplyuﬂihthamlhori&esinﬂCFRS&.GmdnppllcableStﬂemdloml
laws,

3 'I'herupmnibleeuﬂtyhumumedmponsibilityﬁ):mdeompliedwiﬂlmdwilleominuutoeomplywithSecﬁonlOSoﬂhaNaﬁoml
mmﬂcl’ma-miom\a.am!imﬁnplunemingregﬂxﬂnm!émmhc!u&gwnnﬂuﬁonwi&themmmﬁchwwmn
Officer, Indisn tribes and Native Hawaiian organizations, and the public.

4, Aﬁuwnddwhglhetypemddeyeeofuwhmmmleﬁemldmﬁﬁedbyﬂzeewﬁvmm review completed for the proposed

project described in Part | of this request, § have found that the proposal did [_] did not [¥/] require the preparation and
dissemination of an eavironmental impact statement,

5. Thempmsibleenﬂtyhudiuemhmdandlorpublhbedhﬂmmerpmibedbyﬂ(:l’kﬂ.ﬂ and 58.55 a notice to the public
inawordmwith%CFRSS.'IOmduevidmeedbylhaaﬂadmdwpy(mpies}orwidmuofm:ﬁngndmnilingpmcadm

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

7. [n accordmce with 24 CFR 58.71(b), the responsible entity will adviss the mdphm(ifdiﬁumlﬁomﬁemomlbhmmy)of
myupwlﬂmhmmmlwndiﬂmthﬂmwbendhsadbhmyhgnmﬁemjn

As the duly designated certifying official of the responsible entity, I also certify that:

8. [ am authorized to and do consent to assume the status of Fedaral official under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
and each provision of law designated in menmssaﬁuofNBPA«hmdmmmmuhaoﬁrulhepmviﬁmof&m lawy
apply to the HUD responsibilities for envirsnmental review, decision-making and action thet have been assumed by the responsible
entity.

9. 1am authorized to and do accept, on behalf of the recipient persazally, the jurisdiction of the Federal courts for the enforcement
of all these respensibilites, in my capacity as certifying officer of ths responsible entity.

Signaturo of Cartifying Officer of the Responaibla Ently Ttde of Cartifying Cificar
Mayor
Daza agnad
L&lﬁz&z&h&_@# =116
Addrass of Cartifying Officer

227 W Main St. Havana, IL 62644

Part 3. To be co when the Reel bs not the oasible En

Tho recipient requests the velease of funds for the programs snd activities identified in Part 1 end agress to abide by the special
conditions, procedures and requirements of the environmental review and to advise the responsible entity of any proposed change in
the scope of the project or any chenge in environmental conditions in accordance with 24 CFR $8.71(b).

Sigmaturo of Authorizad Offiosr of the Raciplent Title of Authorized Offteur

Dats aigned
X

mmz HUD will prasacats false claims and statementz. Comviction may reaul In eriming! and/or chil panattios. (18 U.8.G, 1001, 1010, 112; 31 US.C.

Pravicus oditions are chaclets form HUD-7018.48 (1/99)



NOTICE OF INTENT TO
REQUEST RELEASE OF FUNDS

November 2, 2016
Clty of Havana

227 West Main Streal
Havana. IL 62644-1137
309-543-8580

On of about November 10, 2046 the Clty of Havana wil submit a requast to the
Stats of itinois Department of Commerce and {DCEQ) for
the relsase of Community D t Block Grant Program {L.e., CDBG)
Hausing Rehabititation (1e. HR) funds under Title 1 of the Housing and Community
Davelopment Act of 1674, as amendex, o undertake a known as Havana
Housing Rehabilltation for the purposa of rehabifitation of nine single family,
owner-occupled homes of low lo moderate Incoma residents locatad in a target
area of Havana. Ths astimated cost of the actual rehabilitation work to be
undertaken with Grant funds 1s $400,000.

The activities pi gra categoricalty excluded-undsr HUD reguiations at 24
CFR Pert 58 from Natlonal Envirenmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements. An
Environmental Review Record (ERR), for a Tler 1 review of the entire target area
that documentad environmental determinatians of 13 of 16 relevant bodies of
Eederal environmental law for this project, is on file at WIRC, 223 South Randolph
St Mach:rnb. Il and may be axaminad or copied waekdays from 8:00 AM 10

4:00 PM.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Any Individusl, group, or agency may submit written commants on the Tier 1 ERR
to the WIRC at 223 South Randolph Strest Macomb, IL 81455. Al commenta
received by November 8, 2016 will be considered by the Clty of Havana prior to
authorizing submission of a requast for release of funds.

ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION

Tha City of Hevana certifies to the Stata of lltinols DCEO that Brenda Stadsholt in
her capacity as Mayor consents to accapt the jurisdiction of the Federl Courls it
an action Is brought to enforca responsibiiities In ralation to the anvironmental
revisw and that these responsiblilies have been satisfied. DCEO's
approval of the certification satisfles its responsibiites under NEPA ond related
laws and authorities and sllows the City of Havana to uss Program funds.

OBJECTIONS TO RELEASE OF FUNDS

The State of illincis DCEO will accept objections to its release of funds and the
Chy of Havana's certification for a period of ffteen days following the anticipated
submission date or its actual receipt of the requast (whichever Is latar) onty if they
ara on one of tha following bases: (n)hacarﬁﬂcaﬁonwasnntmumdbyma
Certifying Officer of the Clty of Havane; (b} the City of Havana has omitiad a step
o falled to make a decision or finding required by HUD regulalions at 24 CFR part
58; (c) the grant reciplant or other participants in the development process have
committed funds, Incurrad costs or undartaken activiies not authorized by 24 CFR
Part 58 before approval of release of funds by the State of liinols DCEQ; or (d)
another Faderal agency acting pursuant to 406 CFR Part 1504 has submitted a
writtan finding that the project is unsatisfactory from the standpoint of
environmental quality. Objections must be prapared and submitted In accordance
with the required procedures (24 CFR Part 58, Sec. £8.76} and shall ba addressad
to Stata of liinols DCEQ, located at 2nd Floor, 500 E. Mone, Springfield L
§2701. Potential chjectors should contact State of illinois DCEO to verify tha

actual last day of the objection period.

Ones this targat ares-wids Tiar 1 Environmantal Raview Record (ERR} Is
Jetermined to ba acceptable by the Stata of Iinols DCEQ, Clty of Havana whi be
directed to prepare end submi to the State Tier 2 ERR's for individual homes
identifted to ba rehabliitated with Program funds, Each Tiar 2 revisw will documant
anvironmantal datarminations for tha following bodies of Federal anvironmental
jaw: Contamination and Toxic Substances; Historle Prasarvation, and Noise
Abatament and Control.

Branda Stadsholt, Mayor

»  THE MASON COUNTY

DEMOCRAT .
- Robert L. Martin, Jr."Publisher

State of Ilinos,
S8.

County of Mason,

I, RL. Martin, Jr., do hercby certify thac I am the publisher
of the Masen County Democrat, a weekly newspaper of
general circulation in Mason County, llinois, and printed
published and placed in general circulation in the Cigy o'f
Havana, Illinois; that The Mason County Democrat is a
newspaper which mecets the requirements of Section 10 of an
Act of the General Assembly of the State of Wlinois, entitled
An Act 10 Revise the Law in Reladon to Notices”, as
amcndFd by an act approved and in effect July 17, 1959, ’and
I:h':lt said newspaper has been cegularly and continuously so
printed, published and in general circulation, for mare than
one year prior to the date of the first publication of the notice
hereto attached, and that the said notice, a true copy of which
is herero arrached, has been published in said newspaper in

every copy or impression thereof, for _I% weeks

successively, the date of the first newspaper edition conraining

the same being the _L day of _MMMZOM
Number &L of Volume _M_, and the date of che last
newspaper edition containing the same being the Z

b
day of ‘M( MM {E\OM, ZOI_W, in Number u&kof
Volume _’L_J'i

\ Dated at Havana, Illinois, this ;; day of

2012,

JZ’ /W bdﬂ o S{( Publisher,
) ar
Printer’s Fee $ _.;2 rc . -

(_W’hgn above amount is filled in this certificate of
wublication also constitutes a statement of account.)
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Environmental Review for Activity/Project that is Categorically

Excluded Subject to Section 58.5
Puarsuant to 24 CFR 58.35(a)

Project Information

Project Name: Havana, Mason County, State of Illinois CDBG Housing Rehabilitation - CEST
review is a Tier 1 level review of entire project target area

Responsible Entity: City of Havana
Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):

State/Local Identifier: Grant # 15-243004

Preparer: Jeff Cozadd, Housing Programs Manager, Western I1. Regional Council

Certifying Officer Name and Title: Brenda Stadsholt, Mayor
Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):

Consultant (if applicable):
Direct Comments to: Jeff Cozadd

Project Location: Havana, Mason County, IL - the 200 and 300 blocks of E Dearborn (South
side of street only), the 300 block of E Windsor, the 200 through 400 blocks of E Oren,
Raymond, and E Mason Streets, the 600 through 900 blocks of S Pear| {East side of street only),
S Lincoln, 5 Coleman Streets, and the 700 through 1000 blocks of S Promenade Street (West
side of street only)

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

Rehabilitation of 9 single family owner-occupied low and very-low income households.
Rehabilitation to eliminate code violations, health and safety issues, eliminate lead hazards,
preserve integrity of unit and increase energy efficiency of home. Rehabilitation may include:
electrical, plumbing/sewer, roofing, foundation, structural repair, HVAC, lead hazard
abatement, energy efficiency measures, gutters and down spouts, siding, window and door
replacement, handrails and decks/porches, flooring, painting, and accessibility needs, well and
cistern repair/removal, and sidewalk replacement.

CEST-ER-Formst Havana



Level of Environmental Review Determination:
Categorically Excluded per 24 CFR 58.35(a), and subject to laws and authorities at §58.5: (3) (i)

Funding Information

Grant Number HUD Program Categorically
Excluded Amount
15-243004 State CDBG $342,000

Estimated Total HUD Funded Amount: $342,000

Estimated Total Project Cost (HUD and non-HUD funds) [24 CFR 58.32(d)]: $342,000 all for
minor rehabilitation of nine (9) single family owner-occupied low and very low income
homes.

Compliance with 24 CFR 50.4, 58.5, and 58.6 Laws and Authorities

Record below the compliance or conformance determinations for each statute, executive order, or
regulation. Provide credible, traceable, and supportive source documentation for each authority. Where
applicable, complete the necessary reviews or consultations and obtain or note applicable permits of
approvals. Clearly note citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references. Attach additional
documentation as appropriate.

Compliance Factors: Are formal Compliance determinations
Statutes, Executive Orders, compli
C plance
and Regulations listed at 24 steps or
CFR §58.5 and §58.6 mitigation
required?

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4
& 58.6

Airport Hazards Yes No No sale or acquisition of property will occur. Target
0 area in not within 15,000 feet of a civilian airport or
military airfield. Attached map of search results.

24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D
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Coastal Barrier Resources

Yes No llinais is not a covered state under these Acts.
Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as 0 X
amended by the Coastal Barrier
Improvement Act of 1990 [16
USC 3501]
Flood Insurance Yes No The project is exempt pursuant to Section 58.6(a)(3),
. 0 K because it is fimded through a HUD forrmula grant
Flood Disaster Protection Act of ~ made to a state.
1973 and Naticna! Flood
Insurance Reform Act of 1994

[42 USC 4001-4128 and 42 USC
5154a)

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4

& 58.5
Clean Air Yes No The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
0O K Website, under Green Book, website lists non-
Clean Air Act, as amended, attainment areas for the State of illinois. The
particularly section 176(c) & (d); attached print out of the Hlinois non-attainment areas
40 CFR Perts 6, 51, 93 evidences that Havana is not located within any
designated non-attainment areas. (Ilinols Non-
Attainment Areas List and National Non-Attainment
List and Map).
Coastal Zone Management Yes No Information regarding the lllinois Coastal Zone
0] X Management Program can be found through the
Coastal Zone Management Act, Iltinois Department of Natural Resources. According
sections 307(c) & (d) to the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the
Ilinois Coastal Management Program, signed March
12, 2012, the Illinois Coastal Zone is limited to Lake
and Cook Counties. The proposed project is not
located in a community listed in the Coastal Barrier
Resources System (CBRS} maps or on the Illinois
Coast Management Program Plan. Please see
attached llfinois Costal Management map excerpted
Jrom document referenced above. (Coastal Zone Map
and a copy of the Plan).
Contamination and Toxic Yes No Will be documented and cleared under individual Tier
Substances <[] II reviews for each property selected for
= rehabilitation.
24 CFR Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(iX2)
Endangered Species Yes No Compliance with Endangered Species Act generally
O X concerns new consiruction or conversion of vacany
Endangered Species Act of 1973, land or a major construction action. This project
particularly section 7; 50 CFR does not deal with the before mentioned issues and
Part 402 should have no impact on Endangered Species in this

area. (IDNR Letter dated November 18, 2013). See
attached US Fish and Wildlife Endangered Species
list for Mason County, IL None of the 4 listed species
is usually found in homes.
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Explosive and Flammable

Yes No A search of the US EPA Multifacts website has been
Hazards 00X conducted and a map is included. Only one facility is
listed within the target area. The facility report for
24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C this business shows a 3 year compliance status of no
Jfindings. Residential housing within the target area
will not be negatively impacted by the presence of this
business.
Farmlands Protection Yes No See Release from Dept. Of Agriculture dated March
D X 4, 2016. The Farmland Protection Policy Act
Farmland Protection Policy Act protects against the winecessary and irreversible
of 1981, particularly sections conversion of farmland to nonagricultural use. The
1504(b) and 1541; 7 CFR Part Hlinois Department of Agriculture determined the
658 project complies with the Farmland Protection Policy
Act. Also see attached USDA web soil survey (W5SS5)
search results, no farmland will be converted
Floodplain Management Yes No Target area’s FEMA Firmette and completed, HUD
0K proposed housing rehabilitation to be undertaken in
Exzcutive Order 11988, target area is only considered to be minor
particularly section 2(a); 24 CFR improvement under 24CRF 55 2(b)(10)(iii), and thus
Part 55 is not subject to the decision making process under
24CRF 55.1.
Historic Preservation Yes No | 3/25/2016 IHPA letter attached satisfies the Tier I
X 0O requirements for the target area as a whole. Tier I
National Historic Preservation letters will be obtained for each individual property
Act of 1966, particularly sections rehabilitated,
105 and 110; 36 CFR Part 800
Noise Abatement and Control Yes No Will be documented and cleared under individual Tier
K [ II reviews for each property selected for
Noise Control Act of 1972, as rehabilitation.
amended by the Quiet
Communities Act of 1978; 24
CFR Part 51 Subpart B
Sole Source Aquifers Yes No Designated sole source aquifers are listed on the
0K Environmental Proteclion Agency (EPA} web
Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974, site. Please see alfached list of Designated Sole
as amended, particularly section Source Aquifers in EPA Region 5 downloaded as
1424(e); 40 CFR Part 149 a pdf from the EPA site and designated sole
source aquifer in ragion 5 page and complefed
HUD sole source aquifer worksheet. Project
only involves rehabilitation of existing building.
(for map and list of EPA Reglon V Sole
Source Aquifers)
Wetlands Protection Yes No | The purpose of Executive Order 1190 is to avoid
N xR any long and short term adverse impacts
Exacutive Order 11990, associated with destruction or modification of
particularly sections 2 and 5 wetlands, and to avoid direct or indirect support

of new construction in the wetlends. The target
area is free of any wetlands as evidenced by the
aitached wetiand map. Therefore there will be
no adverse impact on Weilands. (See DNR
blanket release letter). See attached US Fish
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and Wiidlite weffands mapper results, No
wallands in targel area.

Wild and Scenic Rivers Designated wild and scenic rivers are listed on
Yes No the National Park Service web sife. No river is
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of curmrently designated as Wild and Scenic located
1968, particularly section 7(b) O X in this area of Hllinois. The attached scenic river
and (c) map from the Illinois Department of Natural
Resources websife shows that the only
designated scenic river in Hiinois is the middle
fork of the Vermilion river located in east-central
Minois. The target area of this project is more
than 150 miles from this river and would have no
effact. (Dasignated Wild and Scenic River
Map).
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
Environmental Justice Yes No | An environmental justice analysis using census,
0 X geographic informalion and other data is used to
Executive Order 12898 defaermine if a low-income/minority population is

disproportionately impacted. This project will not
disproportionalely impact low-income/minorily
populations. This information can be found on
the EPA website, Emvironmental Justice Home
page. (See Attached Minority and Pollutants
Maps}

Field Inspection (Date and completed by):
Summary of Findings and Conclusions:

Mitigation Measures and Conditions [40 CFR 1505.2(c)]
Summarize below all mitigation measures adopted by the Responsible Entity to reduce, avoid, or

eliminate adverse environmental impacts and to avoid non-compliance or non-conformance with
the above-listed authorities and factors. These measures/conditions must be incorporated into
project contracts, development agreements, and other relevant documents. The staff responsible
for implementing and monitoring mitigation measures should be clearly identified in the

mitigation plan.

Law, Authority, or Factor

Mitigation Measure
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Determination:

O This categorically excluded activity/project converts to EXEMPT per Section 58.34(a)(12),
because it does not require any mitigation for compliance with any listed statutes or authorities,
nor requires any formal permit or license; Funds may be committed and drawn down after
certification of this part for this (now) EXEMPT project; OR

X This categorically excluded activity/project cannot convert to Exempt status because one or more
statutes or authorities listed at Section 58.5 requires formal consultation or mitigation. Complete
consultation/mitigation protocol requirements, publish NOI/RROF and obtain “Authority to
Use Grant Funds” (HUD 7015.16) per Section 58.70 and 58.71 before committing or drawing
down any funds; OR

d This project is not categorically excluded OR, if originally categorically excluded, is now subject
to a full Environmental Assessment according to Part 58 Subpart E due to extraordinary
circumstances (Section 58.35(c)).

Preparer Signature: z % 4 ‘7':5 L W/ Date: /2-27-/¢>
Name/Title/Organization: Jeff Cozad ing Pro s Manager, WIRC

Responsible Entity Agency Official Signature:
M"%ﬂ n\d-l-aﬁz\.; Date: /O —=27-/¢,

Name/Title: Brenda Stadsholt, Mayor, Havana

This original, signed document and related supporting material must be retained on file by the
Responsible Entity in an Environmental Review Record (ERR) for the activity/project (ref: 24
CFR Part 58.38) and in accordance with recordkeeping requirements for the HUD program(s).
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Compliance Documentation Checklist for Categorically Excluded (Subject to 58.5} or Environmental Assessment (EA)

Grantee | Havana | Grant# | 15-243004

Compliance Documenitation items and Explanations - Please place items hehind completed HUD Environmental Review document for the Categorical Exclusion
(subject to 58.5} or the HUD Environmantal Assessment (EA), in the order they are listed in either of those documents.

YES { NO | DOCUMENTATION

X Project Location Map

X Project Summary {may use application’s Project Summary. Must Include additional description found at:
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/orientation-to-environmeantal-raviews

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 AND 58.6
Alrport Clear Zones and Accident Potential Zones
x | | Airport database search results of project area
Coastal Barrier Resources
lllinois is not coverad by this Federal body of Law
Flood Insurance

HUD/HEROS — Fload Insurance (CEST and EA) Worksheet — Not required for funding from HUD formula  grant made to a state (e.g., State of IL CDBG).
STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 AND 58.5

Clean Alr Act
nfa |EPA clearance letter;
X US EPA lllinols (by County by Year] Non-Attainment Status list; and
X National Non-Attainment Status list.
Coastal Zons Management Act
X | [ lllinols Coastal Zone Boundaries Map with Grantee's lacation marked on Winais inset map to show approximate distance from coastal zane in NE lllinols.
Contamination and Toxlc Substances
T2 Completed US EPA Envirofacts documentation of project area
T2 HUD - Contamination and Toxic Substances {Single Family Properties) Worksheet {CDBG HR Tier 2 Reviews Only}
OR If Non-Residential property Is being acquired or developed by o CDBG ED or RLF project, complete;
nfa HUD - Contamination and Toxic Substances {Multi-Family and Non-Residential Properties) Warksheet
nfa Completed US EPA Envirofacts documentation of project area
nfa Phase | ASTM Survey by a licensed professional.
Endangered Species Act
x| | ILDNR EcoCat Endangered Species Release from Consultation
Explosive and Flammable Hazards
X Campleted US EPA Envirofacts documentation of project area
nfa HUD - Explosive and Flammable Hazards {CEST and EA} Worksheet (For ED/RLF Profects Only)
Farmland Protection Palicy Act
X | | IDOA Clearance Letter
Floodplalin Managament
X FEMA Firmette with Project Location clearly marked
nfa HUD - Flaodplain Management (CEST and EA) Worksheet

X Completed 8-Step Floodplain Review Dacument {if applicable). Include both publications and publisher's certificates and any comments received. No
project activities in a Floodway, unless a DCEO pre-approved functionally-dependent use.

Historic Praservation
X 1L Historic Preservation Agency Section 106 Clearance Letter
X HUD - Section 106 Tribal Consultation Checklist
nfa If required, Tribal Consultation Documentation:

nfa HUD TDAT tribal contact page listing tribes interested in project’s county/counties or indicates that no tribes are interested in sald county(ies).
nfa

Coples of letter(s) signed by Grantee's chief elected official, on Grantee letterhead, addressed to tribal official(s) listed on TDAT;
nfa Fax or e-mail confirmation sheets;

nfa Allow 35 full days if malled, 30 full days if e-mailed or faxed
Nolse Abatement and Control
nfa Pl EPI, DF, ED or RLF Projects: A statement on the CEST or EA Eny, Rev. form that the project does not Involve housing construction or rehabilitation,
T2 HUD - Noise Abatement and Control CEST Level Review Worksheet (for CDBG HR Tier 2 Reviews Only}
Sole Source Aquifers
X U5 EPA Region 5 Sole Source Aquifers Map with Grantea's location marked in relation to the Mahomet Sole Source Aquifer in Central lilinols.
nfa Note: If community is near or in that designated aquifer, then a copy of the US EPA Mahomet Sale Source Aquifer Project Review Area map must also
be included, with community's location marked.
nfa If any portion of project is in the designated aquifer, then also attach completed LS EPA Region 5 clearance documentation.
Weatland Protection
X | | IL DNR EcoCat Wetlands Release fram Consultation
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
X | | Winois Wild and Scenic Rivers Map with Grantee's focation marked on lllinols inset map In relation to the Middle Fork Vermilion River, near Danville,
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Environmental Justice
X | | Completed US EPA ElScreen documentation of project location,

Compliance Documentation CEST or EA Checklist




DOCUMENTATION

Location Maps
&

Project Summary
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PROJECT SUMMARY

The City of Havana is submitting a grant application to the Department of Commerce and
Economic Opportunity through the Community Development Assistance Program for
$400,000 to implement a housing rehabilitation program. Plans are to rehabilitate nine
LMI single-family, owner occupied homes using CDAP grant funds. The grant request is
for $400,000 in CDAP funds.

The City of Havana is located in Mason County and according to the 2010 census of
population and housing the city has a population of 3,301 and 1,538 housing units. The
2010 census states there are 1,371 occupied units (945 owner-occupied, 426 rental and
164 vacant units). The 2009 — 2013 American Community Survey 5 year estimate shows
the median value of owner-occupied housing units in Havana to be $75,100. This
compares to the State of Illinois” median value of $182,300.

The 2009 — 2013 American Community Survey 5 year estimate, shows that 37.2 percent
of the housing stock in Havana was constructed pre-1940, compared to the state average
of 27.6 percent. The median household income in Havana is $30,417 compared to the
state average of $56,576.

A random survey was conducted for the City of Havana in 2012. The only exclusions in
the random count were three public housing developments, two private apartment
complexes and the target area for the 2013 CDAP Housing Program. The results of that
survey will be discussed in the following pages. Based on the results of the random survey
in Havana a targeted area was chosen. The proposed project area chosen by the city is a
12-block area in the southeast quadrant of the city, which includes 76 housing units. The
target area is: the 200 and 300 blocks of E Dearborn (South side of street only), the 300
block of E Windsor, the 200 through 400 blocks of E Qren, Raymond, and E Mason
Streets, the 600 through 900 blocks of S Pearl (East side of street only), S Lincoln, S
Coleman Streets, and the 700 through 1000 blocks of S Promenade Street (West side of
street only). The exact location of the target area is noted on the enclosed map found on
page _42 .

There are fifty-four occupied, thirteen vacant units and three trainers within the target
area. Six households did not answer the survey. A resident of Havana was trained by
WIRC staff to conduct a door-to-door income and housing survey of every home in the
target area.

PROJECT NEEDS

Extent of Housing Deficiencies

a. Substandard LMI households in Need of Rehabilitation



Based on the door-to door income and housing survey of the targeted area, there are
Thirty-eight eligible Owner-occupied LMI housing units in need of minimal,
moderate or major rehabilitation in a targeted area of 76 homes. Seventy-six income
and housing surveys are enclosed in Attachment A.

The housing deficiencies were based on two factors. First of all, surveyors visited each
home in the targeted area and completed an income and housing survey. The interviewer
asked each household about what work was needed on the home. Secondly, the WIRC's
housing staff visited each home to give them a good idea of the nature of the type of work
needed on each home. This made them more familiar of the housing conditions and an
overall average costs to rehabilitate housing in the target area. They were mostly
concerned in seeing how much siding and roofing work would be needed; also checking
for obvious things such as 60 amp services, illegal plumbing vents, hazardous or illegal

furnace venting, obvious lead hazards, bad foundations and deteriorated doors and
windows.

The WIRC housing staff used the CDAP Housing Survey Guide to score the conditions
of the homes. Homes that scored 0 top 20 were rated as minimal rehab needed, 21 to 48
were rated as moderate rehab needed and 49 and above were rated as major rehab needed.
We then assigned a dollar figure for purposes of the detailed cost estimates provided in
Attachment B. Homes that require less than $20,000 in rehab work is considered
minimal, $21,000 to $30,000 is considered moderate rehab needed, and $31,000 to
$40,000 as major rehab needed.

In order to better determine the funding level for the application, we have identified nine
homes that are most likely to be considered for the program. Those names and addresses
are listed and included in Attachment C. These homes were chosen based on being
very-low income, elderly, disabled and housing conditions. Of those nine homes, two

homes need minimal rehab, seven homes need moderate rehab and one home needs major
rehab.

b. Percentage of target area surveyed

The WIRC trained one resident of Havana to conduct the door-to-door income and
housing survey of the target area. WIRC staff followed up to find additional residents
that had not answered the survey. There are 76 units in the target area. All 76 units were
surveyed. Of those 76 units, thirteen were found to be vacant. Of the 63 occupied units,
we received 43 responses from owner occupied units. There were also 8 units identified
as rentals and 3 trailers. Thus 85% of the occupied units answered a survey.

¢. Mapping the Target Area

After completing the survey of the target area and compiling the information from those
surveys, five maps have been drafted. The maps show all homes in the target area
delineating owner-occupied, rental, vacant, and trailers. The target area maps show

13



legible street names and numerical block addresses within the target area. The following
maps are included:

Housing Status;

Housing Conditions;

Eligible Homeowners in need of rehabilitation;
Eligible Homeowners in attendance at public hearing;
Random Survey Showing Income Status;

kLo~

d. Previous Housing Rehabilitation Activities

This is the city’s second CDAP housing rehabilitation grant application.

Havana was funded for a CDAP Housing Rehabilitation Grant in 2013 that rehabilitated
seven homes. An IHDA Single Family Owner-Occupied Grant was funded in 2012 and
rehabilitated four homes.

Since 2012 the Community Action Partnership of Central Illinois (CAPCIL) Home
Weatherization Program has weatherized 39 homes in Havana. Approximately $163,800
was expended for the weatherization of these homes.

Rural Development has been active with their programs in Havana since 2010. There has
been six 504 repair loan and twelve guaranteed purchase loans. (See Attachment E,
Letter from Rural Development). Thus 45 homeowners in the community have been
assisted through other housing programs in the past three years.

2. PROJECT IMPACT

a. Random Survey

The Western Illinois Regional Council conducted a random housing and income survey
of the City of Havana. We did not include the following developments because they are
public housing and private rental apartment complexes.

Public housing units at 201 East Hurst Street — 50 units

Havana apartments at 800 North Promenade for seniors, disabled - 16 units
Timothy Terrace at 701 N, promenade for seniors, disabled - 24 units
Private Apt. complex at Randolph Street — 13 units and

Private Apt. complex at South McKinley — 12 units

2013 CDAP Housing Rehabilitation Program Target Area

One hundred fifteen (115) units were eliminated from the random survey. Of the 1,371
occupied) units in the community (per the 2010 census), 1,256 were considered to be part
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of the random survey due to the above reasoning, Eight hundred forty surveys were
mailed out to random households in the community. We followed a pattern of sending to
every other home in the neighborhoods, so that we received a good representation of the
community. There are 206 returned surveys or 16.40% of the 1,256 units,

The basis of the survey was to determine where the concentration of low-income, elderly,
disabled, and deteriorated housing of the community was located. The survey asked the
respondent to check their various housing needs. Also after compiling the random survey
data, we visited all the neighborhoods in Bushnell to determine the area with the worst
housing conditions.

The random survey had the following income results:

Thirty-one (31) households were 30% AMI
Thirty-nine (39) households were 50% AMI
Thirty-eight (38) households were 80% AMI
Ninety-seven (97) households were >80%AMI

We took all the income data from random surveys and mapped the over 30%AMI, 50%
AMI, 80%AMI and >80% AMI. We then had the GIS Center at Western IHinois
University plot all of the surveys to the addresses in Havana. Two hundred six (206)
responses were plotted. The map definitely shows that the area south of U S, Highway
136 (Dearborn Street) was an area of lower income. We received a majority of the
surveys from north of Dearborn and it showed higher concentrations of higher income in
this area. Any area south of Dearborn Street could be a target area. Thus we limited our
decision to target south of Dearborn. The final factor was that the farther west you went
in this sector, the worst the housing conditions. So we decided to target the area west of
South Water Street.

Target Area Surveyed

Once the target area was determined and addresses determined, the target area was drawn,
and each home in the target area was surveyed door-to-door. There are 76 housing units
in the target area. Repeated trips were made to each home until an answer from each
occupied household was received. We have six households that did not answer or could
not be found at home. There are thirteen vacant units in the target area,

Once all the surveys were collected, the WIRC's Housing Program Manager resurveyed
the target area to review the “Interviewer” section of the housing conditions survey. This
allows us to ensure that accurate descriptions are provided and correct data is provided.
This also gives us a good feel for the type of housing that we may potentially address.

Based on the 43 occupied households that answered, the survey revealed the following:



1. 88 percent or 38 of the households in the target area have low-to-moderate
income;

2. Of those 38 LMI households, 19 percent or 8 households are 30 percent of area

median Income; 35 percent or 15 households are 50 percent of area median

income; and 33 percent or 14 households are 80 percent of area median income.

56 percent or 24 of all households have an elderly member;

33 percent or 14 of all households have a disabled member;

29 percent or 22 of the 76 total units need minimal rehab;

51 percent or 39 of the 76 total units need moderate rehab;

20 percent or 15 of the 76 total units need major rehab:

38 LMl eligible owner-occupied households are in need of rehab;

. 32 percent or 12 of the 38 LMI owner-occupied households need minimal rehab;

10. 61 percent or 23 of the 38 LMI owner-occupied households need moderate rehab;

11. 8 percent or 3 of the 38 LMI owner-occupied household need major rehab.

R e

Seventy-six surveys are included in the application (See Attachment A). Nine LMI
households or 12 percent of the total units (including vacant, no answer and rental homes)
will be addressed in the target area. Nine of the 38 LMI owner-occupied households in
need of rehabilitation in the target area will be addressed or 24 percent.

3. COORDINATION OF RESOURCES

The City of Havana will work with various agencies to maximize the effectiveness of the
proposed housing rehabilitation program. The city understands that funding many times
falls short of the demand for assistance. The city will work with the Community Action
Partnership of Central Hllinois Weatherization Program and USDA Rural Development
for support and financial assistance.

a. Letters of Support

A Letter of support has been received from the Mason County Housing Authority. The
Housing Authority of Mason County operates 90 units within in Havana serving low
income, elderly, and disabled individuals/families. The letter of support from Mason
County Housing Authority is included in Attachment D.

b, Letters of Intent

The program administrator will refer all eligible homeowners to the Community Action
Partnership of Central Illinois (CAPCIL) Home Weatherization Program. Whenever an
applicant is 200% of poverty (very low income) they will be referred to the CAPCIL
Weatherization Program (See Attachment E, Letter of Intent from CAPCIL
Weatherization Program). The Program Administrator has coordinated the
Weatherization Program with many past CDAP’s and IHDA HOME Programs in
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communities throughout Hancock, Henderson, Warren, Fulton, and McDonough
counties.

The City of Havana and Program Administrator will also coordinate with the Rural
Development office in Galesburg. The program administrator has worked with Rural
Development in Hancock, McDonough, Fulton, Warren, Knox and Henderson counties to
secure grant funds and 1% loans for low and very-low income residents. For households
that are very low income and elderly and can present a hardship i.e., medical,
environmental hazards, a grant may be provided. The Western Illinois Regional Council
has contacted Rural Development in Galesburg, Hlinois and they are very willing to
coordinate their resources with this proposed CDAP program (See Attachment E, Letter

of Intent from Rural Development).

c. Letter of Commitment

There is no Letter of Commitment for the City of Havana’s application.
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Attachment 1: Airport Clear Zones and Accident Potential Zones

lllinois Airport Map and NEPA Assist Airport Map
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Clear Zones {CZ) and Accident Potential Zones (AP2Z)

Checklist for HUD or Responsible Entity

. General requirements Legislation Regulation

' Promote compatible land uses | Section 2 of the Housing Act of 1949 as 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D
around civil airports and amended, 42 U.5.C 1331, affirmed by Section | 32 CFR Part 256

| military airfields 2 of the Housing and Urban Development Act

g of 1969, P.L. No 90-448; Section 7(d) of the

| Dept HUD Act of 1965, 42 U.S.C. 3535 (d).

1. Is the Project located within 3000 fect of a civil nirport or within 15,000 feet of a military airfield?

] Maintain in your ERR a map that identifies airports. The regulations only apply to military and civil
primary and commercial service airports. The Federal Aviation Administration updates the list of applicable
airports annually:

http://www.faa.eov/airports_airtraffic/airports/planning_capacity/passenger_allcargo stats/passenger

No: STOP here. The project is not within a Clear Zone (also known as Runway Protection Zone} or Accident
Potential Zone. Record your determination.
[Jyes: PROCEED 10 #2

2 Is the Project in the CZ or APZ?

7] Contact the airport operator and obtain v.ntten n documentation of the Clear Zone {also known as Runway
Protection Zone) and for military airfields, the Accident Potential Zone, and a determination of whether vour
(| __project is in the APZ or CZ.

[ INo: STOP here. Record your determination that the project is not in a CZ or APZ.
[ J¥es: PROCEED TO #3

3. For Civil and Military Airports, is the activity for new consiruction, major rehabilitation*, or any other
activity which significantly prolongs the physical or economic life of existing facilities?
For Accident Potential Zones at Military Airfields, does the project change the use of a facility so that it
becomes one which is no longer acceptable in accordance with Department of Defense standards (Please see
32 CFR Part 256 for Land Use Compatibility Guidelines for Accident Potential Zones), significantly increase

the density or number of people at the site, or introduces explosive, flammable or toxic materials to the
area?

[ No: STOP here. The project is not subject to the regulations. Record your determination.
[CJYes: PROCEEDto#4

4. Will the project frequently be used or occupicd by people?

DYes The project cannot be assisted with HTUD funds. STOP HERE.

[C}No: Obtain written assurance from the airport operator to the effect that there are no plans to purchase the land
involved with the project as a portion of a Runway Clear Zone or Clear Zone acquisition program. Maintain copies of
all of the documents you have used to make your determination

* Rehabilitation is major when the estimated cost of the work is 75% or more of the total estimated cost of
replacement after rehab (Please see 24 CFR 58.35(a) for complete definition of major rehabilitation thresholds.)

DISCLAIMER: This document is intended as a tool to help Region X
HUD grantees and HUD staff complete environmental requirements.
This document is subject to change. This is not a policy statement.
Legislation and Regulations take precedence over any information
found in this document.

Page 1 or'| HUD Region X Eavironmental Officz - December 2006



Attachment 2: Clean Air Act

EPA Illinois Nonattainment Areas List and Summary Nonattainment
Area Population Exposure Report



ujes
leuwbiew =] - va_§u
ejesepo | —" Ausy is_u
snoues [ ] o S §E_ﬁ.§
Gl 8loaeg D h suiem
eswanx3g P | vopew _ vakE) \\ \A
- Aein A
sealy jusuiulejjeuoN auoz) Jnoy-g .\mmr
D 7
uoneujwisja ejeq uea|d Yim sealy Juswiuieleuon asuozg) Inoy-g E I_hs&._. weubwg| | anatoy _ S -
- T . - ‘ugifuluiey
SESIY JUBLULIBNBUON BUOZ() JNOY-§ D ’ @rsas wopy |uinoaepy -0 .co_ L
1) L m svswg | | -sapeyn 1§-sio 18
Ir.J_l sopo | N |_ - _|_.. .__\ . —_—
ebpg _._ .amﬁ,_Jssm., oud
1 -u_u.ﬂa _._o...._aa.._um x 3
euejpu| B I_ o m_o 1 .su m uere] sumpy
-ij_._:a_n&:n:o \_\ 1M 80 I_ a;i_um S
_.. . T lﬁm Mfml

SO
[ o mwewm
omomovowo

£

ﬁw:.omm_

SL0Z/ZZI60

UISUOISIM

(pJepuels 800zZ) Sealy JuaWUIR}JEUON dUOZ( JNOY-G LINOSSIY / Sloulj||



Illinois Nonattainment/Maintenance Status for Each County by Year for All Criteria Pollu... Page 1 of 3

Green Book

Illinois Nonattainment

Criteria Pollutants

You are here EFAMOMS Grapn Bogk

[Wineng Manatta nmen LM Etanarcl SIatus for Bach £ounty by Yair P 3N Crterl s Poilutanis

/Maintenance Status for Each County by Year for All

As of October G1, 2015 The B-hour Ozone {1997 standard was revoked on Aprit 6, 2015 and the 1 hour Ozone (1979) standard was revaked on June

15, 2008

Listad by County, Polutant, then Area

s-!tctasntu'atlﬂl.l&ﬂl

Fiic Fhd i Pl Pl

lGAIE!IElmllil.llﬂlﬂilﬂll.ﬁllﬂﬁlﬂnluﬁlﬂllﬂﬂ

|
MO MS I MT HY IQH {CRIPATER |BIISCIIN I X ILT | YATWA L WI | WV | WY t
Redesignation Cty NA Fips
County | Pollutant l?::e Nonattalnment In Year to Class!fication|Whole/ p"(';‘grg)"" State/
Malntenance Part Cnty
[Lanois
1-Hr Ozone [Chicago-
Cook Co E,},}’A%‘S g;"},'“';";f_ 92519495965798990001020104 T, Severe 17 |Wnole [5,194,675 |17/0m1
revoked IN
8-Hr Ozone |Chicaga-
Cook Co [N [Cantdte 0405C60708091011 08/13/2012  |Moderate  [whole [5,154,675 |17/031
ravoked  JIN
] Chicago-
Caok Co [3o0a5 " Nagervile, msmsi// Marginal whole [5,194,675 |17/001
Cook Co ('if:?lda) Chicage, 1L 1121314187 / st |3sess 1703
Cook Co (':'.‘,*5;? ggﬂ';:_‘{'_ 92939495969798950001020104 11/21/2005  |Maderste Fpan 3,117 17/031
Gook Co [0239  |Yons | [s2939485569798390001020304 11/21/2005  [Moderate  lean  fusess  lizjom
Chicago-
Cook Co {JUES  [Sarvake 0506070609101112 w013 {ITMET fwnole 5,194,675 17703
N
Sulfur
Cook Co ?zigx{lgf Lemont, IL 131415’” Part 21,113 17/031
1+Hr Ozone |[Chicago-
Gy Page (1070, [Sarv-teke [o2939495969798990001020304 7] Severe 17 [whole |916,924 |17/043
revoked _ JIN
8-Hr Ozone {Chicago-
Ty Paoe LS ook, 0405060708091011 06/13/2012  |Moderate  [Whole 1916,9241 12/043
revoked IN
. Chicago-
2 Page (j."o’s')’“"’ Naperule, 12131415}/ / Marginal Whola [916,524 177043
M5 |Gary oy
Du Page -2, ary-Lake Former J
Co (1997) County, IL- 0506070809101112 10/02/2003 [T lwhole fo16,924 177043
1-Hr Ozone [Chicago-
Soundy (O ohgs  lcarr-lake Jszsmesssargnamwuzosw /1 Severe17  lPa  f14,735 77063
revoked  |IN
8-Hr Dzone [Chicago-
Grundy Shﬁgs Cocy - 0405060708091011 08/13/2012  |Moderate  [Part  |20,519  |t7/083
revoked l
o Chicago-
el o A Kapervile, 12131418/ / Marginal  [pan L0519 177083
o |mizs |G
Grundy -2, ary-Lake Former
- MRS Eoonr, i 0506070603101112 0022013 |TRE Jrar L0515 177063
1-Hr Ozane l
e | aAgs  [iereY ©o faz9a04 04/13/1995  |Marginal whole [22,985  |17/083
revokad
8-Hr Ozone
persey ‘uﬁﬁ’q’s o 0405060708091011 06/12/2012  |Moderate  [whote [22,985  [17/083
revoked _ r
1-Hr D20ne jChicago-
Kane Ca (990 [GorV-L2ke 152330495565798990001020304 T Sevara 17 |whole |515,268  |i7/089
{revoked L]
[Kane Co 2 e Gaone |Chicaga- 0405060708091011 |oer3/2012 [Foderate |Whole (515,269 [17/089
ary-|

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/anayo_il.html
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Illinois Nonattainment/Maintenance Status for Each County by Year for Al Criteria Pollu... Page 2 of 3

|Redesignation Cty NA FIPS
County | Pollutant |  AreA Nonattainment In Year tn |classificatios: w‘.?a.ﬂ"?;;,';g;"';uw
Malntenance Part Cnty
WAAGS  County, IL- -
ravokad [N
Chicaga-
Jme Ce | 3a0er Napersile, 121319181 / Marginal  |whote ﬂsu.zss 17/089
P25 |Garyoske
. ary-La Former
feane co | 1033 o, - 0506070805101112 10/022013 [0S | lwnole 515,269 [17/089
1-Hr Ozone [Chicago-
gendall s |Sarioke lo2939495969798930001020304 ‘1 Severe 17 [Pan  [30,55  |17/083
revoked IN l
@+Hr Ozone |Chicago-
il 7V T ot 0405060708051011 08/13/2012  |Moderate  [Port  [52,377  li2/003
revohed N
! Chicago-
'ﬁ;‘“"" s Napervie, 12131415|¢ / Marginal Part  [s2,377 moszJ
. o, Ehlcann-
endati | PM-2, ary Lake Former
e (R S 0506070805101112 /02013 |OMMEL L e 52,377 mmr
55" | san  [ostesdy, I [oz93940s 10/07/1996  |Moderate  fPart  |3,862 17/089
1-Hr Ozona |[Chicago-
Lake Co 0. [Gr¥Lake lo2935495565798950001020304 /1 Severe 17 |whote |703,462 {17/097
revoked IN
B-Hr Ozone |{Chicago-
Lake co [{1937)  |Gary-Lake 04050507C2091011 08/13/2012  [Moderate  f[wncis {703,462 177097
NAAQS  |County, It
revoked N
Chicago-
ake Co | § 44 Ozane Naparute, 12131418} / Marginal whote [703,462  |17/097
25 |Geryeiek
M-2. ary-Lake Former
Lake Ca J(1997l Eaony, 11 050607CB09101112 10/02/2013  [E800e  [wnole 703462  [uzsner
i+Hr Czane
atson [ts  [Mo™  |e293940s969798s5000102 05/12/2000  |Serious whole {269,282 f17/119
revoked
8-Hr Czons
il 11 R Xl 0405060708091011 06/12/2012  [Moderaste  {whnole [269,282 177119
revoked
St. Louls
adison | aabey o |erShanes- 12131a18|r / Marginal  |wnote [269,282 177119
MO-IL
e “’E'D“’,"m Sranhe 104112131415}/ / Pat |91 fazsnas|
B Granite
adlson | et)  [avreow  [929394959697 05/13/1998  [Moderste  [Pan  [asesz /o
Twsp, 1L
Madison | PM+2.5 St. Louis
' 050607080910 4 Mod
co. {1957) MO-IL 5 9101112131415/ / oderate Whole (269,282 |17/119,
1-Hr Ozone |Chicago-
Menry ColMAAGS  |eame e 192939495969798950001020304 % Severe 17 |whole (308,760 177111
revoked N
8-Hr Ozone [Chicaga-
O b T ot Ko 0405060708091011 08/13/2012 [Moderate  |whole [308,760 [177111
revoked IN
. Chicago-
ﬂgma(’m';‘;?m' Napervie, 12131415}/ / Marginal whnole {308,780 [17/111
N ghlcngu-
[Mc PM+2, ary-Lake Farmer i
Henry Col(1957)  [County, IL- 0506070809101112 sor0u2013  EAeT  whote [308,760  J17:211
L-Hr D20ne J
oroe (Mads  [mosi  |s293g49sss97omssoonioz 05/12/2023  |serious whote [32857  |17/133
revoied
B-Hr Czone
il 'S,‘“ﬁgs e Lals, 0405060708091011 Insnz:zmz Moderste  |whote 132,957  |Ji/113
revokad
onras | &-Hr Oron St Lout. 12131418}/ / Marginal | {Whole |32,957  [17/133

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/anayo_il.html 3/7/2016



[llinois Nonattainment/Maintenance Status for Each County by Year for All Criteria Pollu... Page 3 of 3

Redesignation) Cty NA FIPS
Caunty | Poliutant ".‘;:; Nonattalnment In Year " hln lcusslﬂcamm wil:o:tellp'?z'grg,"“ State/
aintanance a Cnty
Farmington,
MO-IL
Monroe | PM-2.5 St Louis
= Ihas o aetm, 05060708091012121 31415}/ / Moderate  [whole [32,957 177123
Sulfur Hollis
Peord  njocide  [Township, [929394 06/05/1995 Part  [2,032 177143
[Co
(1971) iL
Suifur
Peoria  5inxide Peorla, IL  [920394 |ess05/1995 LPm 127,507 171142
Co (1971)
Sulfur
‘P::crla im“lde Pekin, IL 131415/ / rPart 1,681 17/143
(2010)
ndolgh] PM-2.5 St. Louis,
A '(199?) ShTh 0506070805101112131415)7 / |Moderate  fpart  J1,453 171157
's i fierer ™™™ st Lo
. !rlwur}s i S0Ul%  9293949596979899000102 los712/2003  |Sertous Whole 270,056 [17/183
revoked
et (19873 |5t Lo
t Clalr 3 uls,
=5 NAAGS ino_n_ ] 0405060708091011 |osr12/2012  |Moderste  [whale 270,056 177183
revaked
st Clair | 8:Hr Ozone |25, Cuacies
t Clal ‘Hr Dzonea |5t. B
£ (3008 Pormiceton, 121418l / Marginal Whale [270,086  [17/163
MO-IL
StClair | PM-2.5 St Lo,
o R MO-TL 0506070809101112131415)7 7 [Moderate  |whote 270,05 [17/169
Groveland
Sulfur
gzenell looude  [Townshln g5g394 |osrosn1ass 2 2991 e
(1971)
County), IL
Sulfur
Tozewell Ioioxide  [Pekin, 1L 131418/ / lPar  |33,313 Lz
(2010)
1-Hr Ozone |Ch.cago- L
jrmce [RRe  [Eantatke  [92939455969798590001020304 / Severa17  [whole [677.580 [17/197
revoked iN
8-Hr Ozone |Chicago-
parni co F,{,ﬂ’q’s 0405050708091011 08/13/2012 WMnderate Whale Irm.san 17/197
revoked
Wil Co ‘gg:,;?m 12131418|/ / Marginal Whate |577,sso 17/197
PM-2.5 Gary-Lake Former
wit Co | 103 oty It 0506070809101312 10/02/2013 [0S | [whote [677.560 177157
Sulfur
IWlllCn (Dzlaalgle Lemont, 1L 131415} / Pt 147803 |171197
1
Impottagt Notex

https://www3.epa.goviairquality/greenbook/anayo il.html

3/712016



Current Nonattainment Counties for All Criteria Pollutants | Green Book | US EPA Page 1 of |

Green Book

You are here: EPA Home Green Book Current Nonattainment Countles for All Criteria
Pollutants

Current Nonattainment Counties for All Criteria

Pollutants

As of October 01, 2015

Listed by State, County then Poliutant The 8-hour Ozone (1997) standard was revoked on
April 6, 2015 and the 1-hour Ozone (1979) standard was revoked on June 15, 2005,

View Notes

State, County, Pollutant, * Part County NAA, NAA Area Name - Classification Standard

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/ancl.html 3/172016



Current Nonattainment Counties for All Criteria Pollutants | Green Book | US EPA Page | of 2

State, County, Pollutant, * Part County NAA, NAA Area Name - Classification Standard
ILLINOQIS

Cook Co

Lead (2008) * Chicago, IL

Sulfur Dioxide (2010) * Lemont, IL

8-Hr Ozone (2008) Chicago-Naperville, IL-IN-WI - (Marginal)
Du Page Co

8-Hr Ozone (2008) Chicago-Naperville, IL-IN-WI - (Marginal)
Grundy Co

8-Hr Ozone (2008) * Chicago-Naperville, IL-IN-WI - (Marginal)

Kane Co
8-Hr Ozone (2008) Chicago-Naperville, IL-IN-WI - (Marginal)

Kendall Co
8-Hr Ozone (2008) * Chicago-Naperville, IL-IN-WI - (Marginal)

Lake Co

8-Hr Ozone (2008) Chicago-Naperville, IL-IN-WI - (Marginal)

Madison Co

Lead (2008) * Granite City, IL

PM-2.5 (1997) St. Louls, MO-IL - (Moderate)

8-Hr Ozone (2008) St. Louls-St. Chartes-Farmington, MO-IL - (Marginat)
Mc Henry Co

8-Hr Ozone (2008) Chicago-Naperville, IL-IN-WI - (Marginal)

Monroe Co

PM-2.5 (1997) St. Louis, MO-IL - (Moderate)

8-Hr Ozone (2008) St. Louis-St. Charles-Farmington, MO-IL - (Marginal)
Peoria Co

Sulfur Dioxide (2010) * Pekin, IL

Randolph Co

PM-2.5 (1997) * St. Louis, MO-IL - (Moderate)

St Clair Co

PM-2.5 (1997) St. Louis, MO-IL - (Moderate)

8-Hr Ozone (2008) St. Louis-St. Charles-Farmington, MO-IL - (Marginal)
Tazeweli Co

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/ancl.html 3/712016



Current Nonattainment Counties for All Criteria Pollutants | Green Book | US EPA Page 2 of 2

Sulfur Dioxide (2010) * Pekin, IL

Wil Co
Sulfur Dioxide (2010) * Lemont, IL
8-Hr Ozone (2008) Chicago-Naperville, IL-IN-WI - (Marginal)

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/ancl.htmi 3/7/2016



Summary Nonattainment Area Population Exposure Report | Green Book | US EPA

Summary Nonattainment Area Population

Exposure Report

Page 1 of 6

As of October 01, 2015

Ordered by state code(s)
The NO2 nonattainment area became a maintenance area on September 22, 1998.

All Carbon Monoxide areas were redesignated to maintenance areas as of Septernber 27, 2010.
The 8-hour Ozone (1997) standard was revoked on April 6, 2015 and the 1-hour Ozone (1979)

standard was revoked on June 15, 2005.

2010 Population in 1000s (area count)

General 8-Hr

State| Area Name | Ozone |PM-2.5|PM-2.5|PM-2.5| PM- | SO2 S02 | Lead | Lead

(s) (2008) 1(2012){(2006)|(1997)|] 10 |(2010)|({1971)|(2008) (1978)

AK ({Fairbanks 87(1)

AL |Troy 2(1)

AZ |Ajo 9(1)

Douglas/Paul

AZ |Spur (Cachise 17(1)
County)

AZ |Hayden/Miam| 26(2) J20{2) |5(1) 5(1)

AZ Nogales 31({1) 30(1)

Az  |Phoenix-Mesa |3,850(1) ?i?ﬁ
Rillito (Pima

AZ County) 1(1)

Waest Central | 283

AZ  |pinal 52(1) 1)

AZ Yuma (13)1
Amador and
Calaveras Cos

CA |(Central 46(1)

Mountain
Cos)

CA |Chico 220(1) 218(1)

Imperial 147

CA County 175(1) |[154(1) |154(1) (1)
Los Angeles-

CA South Coast 1:;5,723 15,716 [15,716 {15,716 9,437
rrarivesanllll (€ BN (€3 N ) B (¢3! (1)
Marlposa and
Tuolumne Cos

CA |(Southern 18(1)

Mountain
Cos)

CA |Mono County 7(2)
Mevada Co.

CA  |(Western 82(1)

Part)

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/popexp.html

31112016



Summary Nonattainment Area Papulation Exposure Report | Green Book | US EPA Page 2 0of 6
2010 Population in 1000s (area count)
General 8~Hr
State| Area Name | Ozone |PM-2.5|PM-2.5|PM-2.5] PM- | S0O2 502 | Lead | Lead
(s) n (2008) |(2012)|(2006)|(1997)] 10 |(2010)|(1971)((2008)|(1978)
CA  |Owens Valley 7(1)
Plumas
CA County 6(1)
Sacramento 2,206
CA  |Metro 2,241(1) (i)
ICA |San Diego 3,095(1)
San
lCA Francisco-Bay |6,573(1) f’i?”
Area
San Joaquin 3,842 (3,842 [3,842 |126
'CA Valley 3,9382) 1) d) (1) (1)
l San Luls
CA |[Obispo-Pasa {2(1)
Robles
CA  |Searles Valley 4(1)
Southeast
Desert 495
CA  IModified 1,284(2) (2)
AQMA
CA  |Tuscan Bluffs |0(1)
Ventura
CA | County 823(1)
Denver-
Boulder-
CO |Greeley-Ft. ]3,330(1)
Collins-
Loveland Area
Greater
|7 |connecticut [1:629(2)
[oC-
MD- [Washington }5,136(1)
VA
FL Jacksonville 6(1)
Tampa-St.
FL Petersburg- 17(1) 4(1)
Clearwater
GA |Atianta 4,753(1) f‘ﬁﬁs
Piti Power
GYU  lpiant 1(1)
Tanguisson
GU Power Plant (1)
IA Council Bluffs 13(1)
Muscatina
1A County 30(1)
ID Pocatello 1)
Shoshone
1D [County 7(1) 11(2)

hitps://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/popexp.html

3/7/12016



Summary Nonattainment Area Population Exposure Report | Green Book | US EPA Page 3 of 6
2010 Population in 1000s (area count)
General B-Hr
State| Area Name | Ozone |PM-2.5|PM-2.5|PM-2.5| PM- | SO2 | SO2 | Lead | tead
(s) (2008) 1(2012)|(2006){(1997)] 10 |{2010)j(1971)|(2008)}(1978)
L Peoria 41(1)
IL-
Chicago-
wl- Joliet-Napier 9,180(1) 169(1) 36(1)
IN Evansville 6(1)
IN Indianapolis 410(2)
IN Muncle 1(1)
IN Terre Haute 54(1)
KS {Salina 0(1)
KY-IN|Louisville (1i‘)“9 3(1)
LA Baton Rouge |733(1)
LA |New Orleans 36(1)
Ma- |Boston-
NH Worcester- 17(1) 124(1)
Manchester
{MD  |Baltimore 2,663(1)
IMI__[Belding 2(1)
Detroit-Ann
ML larbor 254(1)
Minneapolis-
MN |st. Paul (1)
MO |Iron 0(1)
HO* Ist.touis  [2,571(1) a4y’ 62(1) 44(2) |31)
QSO' Kansas City 57(1)
MT  {Billings/Laurel 31 j7(1)
MT |Butte 34(1)
Colllumbia
Falls
MT  (Flathead 5(1)
County)
MT |East Helena 3(1) 3(1)
Kalispell
MT |(Flathead 18(1)
County)
MT JLame Deer 1(1)
MT |JLibby 9(1) |3(1)
MT [Missoula 60(1)
Polson (Lake
MT County) 4(1)
Ronan (Lake
MT County) 3(1)
Thompson
MT  |Falis P (1)
hups://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/popexp.htm} 31772016



Summary Nonattainment Area Population Exposure Report | Green Book | US EPA Page 4 of 6
2010 Population in 1000s (area count)
General 8-Hr
State] Area Name | Ozone |PM-2.5|PM-2.5|PM-2.5] PM- | SO2 | S02 | Lead | Lead
{s) 2e n (2008) |(2012)(2006){(1997)] 10 |(2010)|(1971)|(2008}|(1978)
MT |Whitefish 6(1)
(Flathead
County)
NC- |Charlotte-
SC |Gastonia 1,901(1)
NM  |Anthony 3(1)
42)
lNV Reno (1)
INY |lamestown [135(1)
NY- [New Yark-N.
N)- |New Jersey- (2?)'217 15_586
cT  |LongIstand (1)
Cleveland- 1,581
OH Akron-Elyria 2,882(1) (i) 230(1) 8(1)
OH |Columbus 1,755(1)
OH [Delta 3(1)
OH- |oiietown- |1.989(1)
d etown- |1, 32(1
S0 Wilmington W
OH- |Steubenvilie-
WV [Weirton 38(1)
OR |Klamath Falls 47(1)
OR__ {Oakridge 4(1) 4(1)
Clearfield and
PA |Indiana 93(1)
Counties
Harrisburg-
PA  |Lebanon- 134(1)
Carlisle
PA Lancaster 519(1)
Pittsburgh- 1,223 |2,164 2,184
PA_ |Reading 411(1) 49(2)
Warren
PA County 18(1)
P |Philadelphia-
NI- Wilmington- }7,634(2)|559(1)
Trenton
MD
Allentown-
PA-NJ|Bethlehem- [|712(1) 109(1)
Easton
PR  |Arecibo 32(1)
Johnson City-
TN  {Kingsport- 15{1) 2(1)
Bristol
TN Knoxvilie j682(1) |682(1)
1

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/popexp.html
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2010 Population in 1000s (area count)
General 8-Hr
State; Area Name | Ozone |PM-2,5|PM-2,5/PM-2.5| PM- | $02 | S02 | Lead | Lead
(s) | (seenote} |(2008) |(2012)[(2006)|(1997)| 10 [(2010)|(1971) (2008)|(1978)
TN  |Memphis 1,127(1)
TN -
GA- |Chattanooga 471(1)
AL
T [oalias-Fort g 280(1) 4(1)
649
TX El Paso (1)
Houston-
T Galveston- 5,892(1)
Brazoria
UT }Ogden 83(1)
ﬂUT Provo 518(1) (511)7
1,665 1,030 1,030
UT |Salt Lake City (1) (1) (1)
UT |Tooele County 58(1)
}Jg' Logan 125(1)
WI |Rhinelander 18(1)
WI__ |Sheboygan 116(1)
WV- |Parkersburg-
OH |Marietta R
oY |wheeling 20(1)
WY |Sheridan 17(1)
Upper Green
WY River Basin 11(1)
_ 2010 Population in 1000s (area count) by Pollutant
[Total Estimated
in s0000 " o |PM-2.5/pM-2.5/PM-2.5]PM- [s02 [s02 |Lead [Lead
FNonattainment (2008) (2012)|(2006)[(1997)|10 |(2010)|(1971)|(2008) (1978)
Pollutantes e |, 25 430(23,223(34,482|31, 7410, 5641524 |1,217 |s,667 |5
130,886 (45) |(9) [(17) |(10) 1(39)](29) (9 |(21) {(2)

The Summary Population Exposure Report is a summary of the population living in an area that
is in nonattainment for at least one of the NAAQS.

Area Name:

The "State(s) Area Name" column contains a common or general name for the nonattainment
areas on the row, but may not reflect the exact name of any area on the row. This column
cannot be exact since the nonattainment area for one pollutant may not contain the same
counties, cities, or states as the nonattainment area for another pollutant on the same row.

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/popexp.html 3/712016
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The abbreviations listed in the "State(s)" column reflect all states Identified in row. However,
some states on a row may be nonattainment for some pollutants and not for others In the
general area. A multi-state area with states that have not alt been redesignated to

maintenance is counted as a nonattainment area until all of the states In the area are
redesignated, with the whole area population displayed.

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/popexp.html 3/7/2016



Counties Designated "Nonattainment"
for Clean Air Act's National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) *

1/30/2015
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Legend **

County Designated Nonattainment for & NAAQS Poliutants
.| County Designated Nonattainment for 5 NAAQS Pollutants
Vd County Designated Nonattainment for 4 NAAQS Pollutants
= County Designated Nonattainment for 3 NAAQS Pollutants

County Designated Nonattainment for 2 NAAQS Pollutants
County Designated Nonattainment for 1 NAAQS Pollutant

Guam - Piti and Tanguisson Counties are designated nonattainment for the SO2 NAAQS

* The National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) are health standards for Carbon Monoxide,
Lead (1978 and 2008), Nitrogen Dioxide, 8-hour Ozone (1997 and 2008), Particulate Matter (PM-10
and PM-2.5 (1997 and 2006)), and Sulfur Dioxide.(1971 and 2010)

“* Included in the counts are counties designated for NAAQS and revised NAAQS pollutants.
1-hour Ozone is excluded. Partial counties, those with part of the county designated nonattainment
and part attainment, are shown as full counties on the map.



Attachment 3: Coastal Zone Management Act

lllinois Costal Zone Map & Copy of Plan
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THinois DNR  Coastal Management Program |

Coastal Management Program (ICRMP)

§

ILLINOIS

@stal anagement' rog"

Co an

Overview

On January 31, 2012, the Illincis Coastal Management Program
(ICMP) received Federal approval from the National Oceanic
Atmospheric Administration, Office of Gcean and Coastal Resources
Management. Illincis joins a total of 29 coastal states and five island
| territories that have developed CZM programs and represent more
| than 99.9 percent of the nation's 95,331 miles of oceanic and Great
Lakes coastiine.

Ilinois is dedicated to protecting and managing the natural and
| cultural resources along our magnificent 63 mile stretch of Lake
Michigan shereline. Durlng the last two centuries, Illinois’ coast has
undergone nearly a complete metamorphosis with its monumental
hydrologic modifications, enormous industrial impacts, building of an
| excellent transportation infrastructure, and creation of skyscrapers
that grace our shoreline. With all these changes, it is remarkable
that our coastal resources still contain some of the richest, rarest
and most diverse complex of plant and animal species and natural
habitat areas in the state.

Our shoreline is highly urbanized and has been subject to
considerable stress from intense land use and competition to serve
the economic and workforce needs and demands of this densely
populated area. Lake and Cook counties are currently home to 6
million people and are projected to be home to nearly 6.8 million
people by 2030, It is estimated that more than 20 million visitors
visit the Lake Michigan shareline each year. INinois Beach State Park
| alone has over 2 million visitors annually. Lake Michigan provides
water supply to nearly 7 million Illinois residents (over half of the
| state’s entire population),

3

| The environmental legacy of our industrial sites and the needs and
| demands of a growing and vibrant urban community create a
| complex set of issues to balance as we invest in programs that seek
to restore our ecosystems and meet the increasing demands for
open space, recreation, and public access.

Coastal Management Program Priorities

e
P

http://www.dnr.illinois.gov/CMP/Pages/default.aspx 8/5/2013
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The ICMP will initially focus on efforts to address the following program areas which are also outlined in the Gr
! Regional Collaboration Strategy. The ICMP will describe desired outcomes, prioritize strategies for achieving t|
. suggest site specific projects:

¢ How can the ICMP benefit coastal communities?

\ Hlinols is eligible to receive approximately $2 million per year, which will fund a grants program to implem|
| projects. Local and state agencies and non-profit organizations would be eligible to apply for and receive fund]
. examples of how other States/communities have used these funds include:

The types of activities that can be funded are broadly defined and will be left to the creativity of state 5
governments and organizations, as long as the goals of the ICMP are addressed and the projects occur withlnE

Invasive Species. The ICMP will include mitigation and long term sustainable solutions to terrestrial invasive }
Strategies for controlling aguatic invasive species wiil inltially focus on the Chicago and Sanitary Ship Canal 1
hydrolegic/ecological separation of the Illinois River basin from the Lake Michigan basin. I

Habitat, Ecosystems and Natural Area Restoration. The ICMP will address the undeveloped portions of shor|
Cook and Lake Countles Immed|ately north of Chicage to the Wisconsin state line. These areas include, No
Marina & Ilinois Beach State Park including the Dead River & Kellogg Creek Watersheds, Waukegan Beach)|
Bluff forest preserve, and wooded ravines along the Lake Michigan bluffs. The Chicago River & North Shore
River Corridors & Wilmette Harbor are increasingly important habitat corridors and will be included in the Ifi
the South Side of the City of Chicago, the Little Calumet & Grand Calumet River corrldors, Lake Calu
Calumet River and the surrounding wetland areas are an important habitat area but also contain some of
degraded industrial areas. These areas will also be addressed.

Areas of Concern. Waukegan harbor is the one designated AQC in Illinois. Six of 14 use impairments have be
identified for the Waukegan AQC, The impairments include restrictions on fish and wildlife consumption, bent
degradation, restrictions on dredging, beach closings, degradation of phytaplankton populations and loss of i
wildlife habitat. The ICMP will develop a priority list for projects in Waukegan Harbor, Waukegan Lakefront &
Waukegan River Watershed to remove these impairments,

Persistent Blo-accumulative Toxins, Toxic issues in northeastern Illinois are generally legacy issues from our
industrial past. They are mostly well documented and tend to be concentrated in the river sediments, brownfi
and superfund sites. The ICMP will develop site specific strategies for each property and develop prloritias for
term restoration strategles as appropriate.

Sustainable Development. The Illinois coast is primarily urban with the few exceptions mentioned previously.
ICMP will focus on the development of strategies to mitigate and adapt to climate change, intiuding reducing
individual carbon footprints, and the expanding the use of our natural resources to act as natural carbon sink

Non-point source. Non-point source pollution is primarily related to storm-water management which for the nl!
part is managed, treated and ultimately discharged away from the Lake Michigan Basin. Despite the investm !
billions of dollars over the decades, basement flooding, and diversions of untreated sewage into Lake Michigaf
not uncommon across the region. The ICMP will facilitate an important discussion of expanding the use of gre!
infrastructure to control storm-water, promote groundwater recharge and reduce flooding.

Information and Indicators. The ICMP will identify existing and ongoing data collections and indicators. It will
identify gaps in data and develop priorities for future data collection efforts. The ICMP will aiso assist in the
collaborative development of sustainability indicators for the reglon.

Public Access and Recreation. Illinois” shoreline is Increasingly used for recreation at unprecedented levals. T
demand for public access to the lake and recreation resources has outstripped the supply and this demand wi|
continue to grow in the future. There will always be a need for expanded and Improved recreational facilities !
services. The ICMP will provide technical and financial assistance to acquire new, add or improve public recre}j
sites and facilities, and to create new or improve public access sites. |

Econemic Development. Our coastal communities are essential components of a strong Illinois economy. The I
will provide assistance to improve management programs and support state and local government efforts to i)
and designate areas especially suited for water-related economic development and in redeveloping port and
waterfront areas. The ICMP will provide technical and financial assistance in the regional planning process for
transmission and transportation routes.

e R ———

low-cost construction projects such as dune walkovers and boat launches
planning and creation of beach access points i
reinvigorating economically depressed waterfront areas

preventing and monitering beach erosion

providing technica! assistance on shore protection and bluff stabilization
providing assistance for local planning in coastal areas

hitp://www dnr.illinois.gov/CMP/Pages/default.aspx 8/5/2013
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Boundary.

Key IDNR staff who assisted in developing the ICMP and preparing the necessary documents for program approval

Todd Main, Federal Consistency Coordinator
Piane Tecic, Coastal Program Manager

Rachel Sudimack, Green Marinas Program Coordinator

The ICMP will initially focus on efforts to address the following program areas which are alse outlined in the Greg
Regional Collaboration Strategy. The ICMP will describe desired outcomes, prioritize strategies for achieving th
suggest site specific projects: Illinois Is eligible to receive approximately $2 milllon per year, which will fund
program to implement local projects. Local and state agencles and non-profit organizations would be eligible to
and receive funds, A few examples of how other States/communities have used these funds include:The types of
that can be funded are broadly defined and will be left to the creativity of state and loca! governments and orgar
as long as the goais of the ICMP are addressed and the projects occur within the ICMP Boundary.Key IDNR s
assisted in developing the ICMP and preparing the necessary documents for program approval are:

e == e —

http://www.dnr.illinois.gov/CMP/Pages/default.aspx 8/5/2013



Attachment 4: Explosive and Flammable Hazards

EPA Envirofacts Map and Report Documentation
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Attachment 5: Endangered Species Act and Wetland Protection

IL DNR Release Letter



[llmois Department of

~| Natural Resources S
One Natural Resources Way  Springfield. [linois 62702-127] Marc Miller, Director
http:/fdarstate.il.os

November 18, 2013
RECEIVED Nov 18 2013
Kirk Kumerow
IL Department of Commerce and Economic Opportunity
500 E Monroe

Springfield, IL 62701-1643
RE: CDAP Housing
Dear Mr. Kumerow:

This letter is in reference to the CDAP Housing Program that the Department of Commerce and
Economic Opportunity administers. The rehabilitation of existing structures do not require
review under the lllinois Endangered Species Protection Act [520 ILCS 10/1 1], the Hllinois
Natural Areas Preservation Act [525 ILCS 30/17), Title 17 [llinois Administrative Code Part
1075, the Interagency Wetland Policy Act [20 ILCS 830], and 17 1. Adm. Code 1090. The
Department does not believe these activities are likely to cause an adverse impact on protected
natural resources.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Koo . Pl

Karen Miller, Manager
Impact Assessment Section
Division of Ecosystems and Environment



Species By County Report Page 1 of 1

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Search ECOS Q
ECOS Environmental Conservation Online
System

Conserving the Nature of America

ECOS / Species Reports / Species By County Report

Species By County Report

The following report contains Species that are known to or are believed to occur in this county.
Species with range unrefined past the state level are now excluded from this report. If you are
looking for the Section 7 range (for Section 7 Consultations), please visit the [PaC application.

County: Mason, lllinois X csv
Need to contact a FWS field office about a species? Follow this link to find your local FWS
Office.
Recovery Ret
Recovery Plan Action Pla
Group Name Population Status Lead Office Plan Status Sta
Flowering Decurrent false Wherever  Threatened RockIsland Decurrent Implementation Fin:
Plants aster (Boltonia found Ecological False Progress
decurrens Services Aster
Field Office
Flowering Eastern prairie Wherever  Threatened Chicago Eastern Implementation Fin:
Plants fringed orchid  found Ecological Prairie Progress
(Platanthera Service Fringed
leucophaea) Field Office  Qrchid
Mammals Indiana bat Wherever  Endangered Bloomington Indiana Implementation Dra
(Mvotis found Ecological Bat Progress Rey
sSodalis) Services Myotis 1
Field Office  sodalis
Draft
Recovery
Plan; First
Revision

Mammals Northern Long- Wherever  Threatened Twin Cities

Eared Bat found Ecological
(Myolis Services
septentrionalis) Field Office

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp0/reports/species-by-current-range-county ?fips=17125 11/30/2016



Attachment 6: Farmland Protection Policy Act

IL Dept. of Agriculture Blanket Release Letter

USDA Web Soil Survey



Bruce Rauner, Gpv@g'nor
Raymond Poe, Acting Director

Bureau of Land and Water Resources '

Stae Faurgrounds « .0, Box 19281 « Springficld, IL 62794-9281 = 217 782-6297 = TDD 217 524-6858 « Fax 217 5570991

March 4, 2016

Mr. Kirk Kumerow
CDAP Grants Manager/Monitor RECEIVED MAROT 1B

IL DCEQ
2" Floor, 500 E. Monros
Springfield, Hiinois 62701

Re: Program Year (PY) 2015 Housing Grants
DCEQ CDBG Single Family Housing Rehabilitation Program Funds

Dear Mr. Kumerow;

Thank you for notifying the Illinois Department of Agriculture (IDOA) of PY 2015’s request for
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds from the lllinois Department of Commerce
and Economic Opportunity (DCEO). The request has been reviewed for its potential impact to
agricultural land as well as its compliance with lllinois' Farmland Preservation Act (505 ILCS
75/1 et seq.).

CDBG funds will provide financial assistance to 16 communities (see attached) for architectural
modifications to 134 single-family units. Improvements include elimination of code violations,

health and safely issues, eliminate lead hazards, preserve structural integrity and increase
energy efficiency.

Because these projects involve existing structures located within incorporated boundaries of
cilies and villages and one community adjacent to an existing village and agricultural land is not
affected, they are exempt from further review in accordance with Section 2 of the IDOA-DCEO
Cooperative Working Agreement on the protection of Hlinois farmland.

We have determined the project meets the inten! of the lllinois Farmiand Preservation Act.

Sincerely,

™/ f 4 .
N Gzt
Steven D. Chard, Acting Chief
Bureau of Land and Water Resources

SDC:JL

cc. Agency project file



Grantee

City of Orient

City of West Frankfort

Village of Royalton

City of Zeigler

City of Havana

Village of Blandinsville

City of Carterville

City of Hurst

City of Christopher

City of Neoga

City of LaHarpe

Village of Plymauth

City of Kinmundy

City of Mattoon

City of Olney

Williamson County for
Community #9

Total

PY 15 Grants

Funded Amount Rehabilitation Units

$400,000
$400,000
$400,000
$400,000
$400,000
$400,000
$263,250
$400,000
$400,000
$400,000
$400,000
$400,000
$400,000
$400,000
$400,000

$400,000

$6,263,250.00

9
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: RECEIVED MAR 07 2B
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A product of the National
Cooperative Soil Survey,
a joint effort of the United
States Department of
Agriculture and other
Federal agencies, State
agencies including the
Agricultural Experiment
Stations, and local
participants

Custom Soil Resource
Report for

Mason County,
lllinois

October 4, 2016



Preface

—_——— ey

Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning in survey areas. They
highlight sail limitations that affect various land uses and provide information about
the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Soil surveys are designed for many
different users, including farmers, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urban planners,
community officials, engineers, developers, builders, and home buyers. Also,
conservationists, teachers, students, and specialists in recreation, waste disposal,
and pollution control can use the surveys to help them understand, protect, or enhance
the environment.

Various land use regulations of Federal, State, and local governments may impose
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Soil surveys identify soil properties
that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions. The information
is intended to help the land users identify and reduce the effects of soil limitations on
various land uses. The landowner or user is responsible for identifying and complying
with existing laws and regulations.

Although soil survey information can be used for general farm, local, and wider area
planning, onsite investigation is needed to supplement this information in some cases.
Examples include soil quality assessments (hitip://www.nres.usda goviwps/portal
nrcs/maimn/soils/nealihv) and certain conservation and engineering applications. For
more detailed information, contact your local USDA Service Center (iitip //
offices.sc.egev.usda.govilocator/app?agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil
Scientist (http:/fwww.nrcs.usda.goviwps/portalinres/detail/soils/contactus/?
cid=nrcs142p2_053951).

Great differences in soil properties can occur within short distances. Some soils are
seasonally wet or subject to flooding. Some are loo unstable to be used as a
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited 1o use as septic
tank absorption fields. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to basements or
underground installations.

The National Cooperative Soil Survey is a joint effort of the United States Department
of Agriculture and other Federal agencies, State agencies including the Agricultural
Experiment Stations, and local agencies. The Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS) has leadership for the Federal part of the National Cooperative Soil
Survey.

Information about soils is updated periodically. Updated information is available
through the NRCS Web Soil Survey, the site for official soil survey information.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs
and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where
applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion, sexual
orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a part of an
individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not all prohibited
bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative means



for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should
contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD). To file a
complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400
Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-8410 or call (800) 795-3272

(voice) or (202} 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and
employer.
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How Soil Surveys Are Made

Soil surveys are made to provide information about the soils and miscellaneous areas
in a specific area. They include a description of the solls and miscellaneous areas and
their location on the fandscape and tables that show soil properties and limitations
affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length, and shape of
the slopes; the general pattern of drainage; the kinds of crops and native plants; and
the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil profiles. A soil profile is
the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The profile extends from the
surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the soil formed or from the
surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated materiat is devoid of roots and other
living organisms and has not been changed by other biological activity.

Currently, soils are mapped according to the boundaries of major land resource areas
(MLRAs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that share
common characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water resources,
soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soil survey areas typically
consist of parts of one or more MLRA.

The soils and miscellaneous areas in a survey area occur in an orderly pattern that is
related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the area.
Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associaled with a particular kind of
landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and miscellaneous
areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific segments of the
landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they were formed. Thus,
during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict with a considerable
degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a specific location on the
landscape.

Commonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soll
scientists must determine the boundaries between the soils. They can observe only
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented by
an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to verify
predictions of the kinds of soil in an area and to determine the boundaries.

Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them to
identify soils. Afier describing the soils in the survey area and determining their
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units).
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil
characteristics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for
comparison to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character of
soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil
scientists classified and named the soils in the survey area, they compared the



Custom Soil Resource Report

individual socils with similar soils in the same taxonomic class in other areas so that
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and
research.

The objective of soil mapping is not to delineate pure map unit components; the
objective is to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that have
similar use and management requirements. Each map unit is defined by a unique
combination of soil components and/or miscellaneous areas in predictable
proportions. Some components may be highly contrasting to the other components of
the map unit. The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes
the usefulness or accuracy of the data. The delineation of such landforms and
landform segments on the map provides sufficient information for the development of
resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite investigation is
needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

Soil scientists make many field observations in the process of producing a soil map.
The frequency of observation is dependent upon several factors, including scale of
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, complexity of the landscape, and
experience of the soil scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the soil-
landscape mode! and predictions and to verify the classification of the soils at specific
locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller number of
measurements of individual sail properties are made and recorded, These
measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color, depth to
bedrack, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for content of
sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil typically vary from
one point to another across the landscape.

Observations for map unit components are aggregated to develop ranges of
characteristics for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct
measurements do not exist for every property presented for every map unit
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other
properties.

While a soil survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area generally
are collected for laboratory analyses and for engineering tests. Soil scientists interpret
the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-observed characteristics
and the soil properties to determine the expected behavior of the soils under different
uses. Interpretations for all of the soils are field tested through observation of the soils
in different uses and under different levels of management. Some interpretations are
modified to fit local conditions, and some new interpretations are developed to meet
local needs. Dala are assembled from other sources, such as research information,
production records, and field experience of specialists. For example, data on crop
yields under defined lavels of management are assembled from farm records and from
field or plot experiments on the same kinds of soil.

Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but also on such
variables as climate and biological activity. Soil conditions are predictable over long
periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example, soil
scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil wilt have
a high water table within certain depths in most years, but they cannot predict that a
high water table will always be at a specific level in the soil on a specific date.

After soil scientists located and identified the significant natural bodies of soil in the
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these bodies on aerial photographs and
identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buildings, fields,
roads, and rivers, all of which help in locating boundaries accurately.



Soil Map

The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of soil
map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit.
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Soil Map
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Custom Soil Resource Report

Map Unit Legend

Mason County, lllinois (IL125)

Map Unit Symbol ! Map Unit Name ] Acres in AQ! l Parcent of ACH
{840 | Plainfield sand, 7 to 15 percent 7.3 14.7%
; | slopes
|aaB | Sparta loamy sand, 1 1o 6 23.0 46.5%
{ | percent slopes
| 266A | Disco sandy ioam, 0 to 2 percent | 192 38.8% |
i | slopas | |
| Totals for Area of Intarest | 49.5 100.0%

Map Unit Descriptions

The map units delineated on the detailed scil maps in a soil survey represent the soils
or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along with the
maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit.

A map unit delineation on a soil map represents an area dominated by one or more
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit Is identified and named
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the landscape,
however, the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the characteristic variability
of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some observed properties may extend
beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class. Areas of soils of a single taxonomic
class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without including areas of other taxonomic
classes. Consequently, every map unit is made up of the soils or miscellaneous areas
for which it is named and some minor components that belong 1o taxonomic classes
other than those of the major soils.

Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentioned in a
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties
and behavioral characteristics divergent enough to affect use or to require different
management, These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They generally
are in small areas and could not be mapped separately because of the scale used.
Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas are identified
by a special symbol on the maps. If included in the database for a given area, the
contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit descriptions along with
some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor components may not have been
observed, and consequently they are not mentioned in the descriptions, especially
where the pattern was so complex that it was impractical to make enough observations
to identify all the soils and miscellanecus areas on the landscape.

The presence of minor companents in a map unit in no way diminishes the usefulness
or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate pure taxonomic
classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that
have similar use and management requirements. The delineation of such segments
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Custom Soil Resource Report

on the map provides sufficient information for the development of resource plans. If
intensive use of small areas is planned, however, onsite investigation is needed to
define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions. Each
description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soil properties
and qualities.

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major horizons
that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.

Soils of one series can difier in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness, salinity,
degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the basis of such
differences, a soil series is divided inlo soil phases. Most of the areas shown on the
detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase commonly
indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha silt loam, 0
to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series,

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas.
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscelianeous areas in such an intricate
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps. The
pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar in all
areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example.

An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or
miscellaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present or
anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered practical
or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The pattern and
relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar. Alpha-
Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentialed group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas that
could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion of
the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can be
made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made up
of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

Some surveys include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil material
and support little or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example.
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Customn Soil Resource Report

Mason County, lllinois

54D—Plainfield sand, 7 to 15 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 5z0n
Elevation: 340 to 1,360 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 32 to 45 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 57 degrees F
Frost-free period: 150 to 200 days
Farmiand classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Plainfield and similar soils: 95 percent
Minor components: 2 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Plainfield

Setting
Landform: Knalls on dunes, knolls on outwash plains
Landform position (two-dimensional): Shoulder, backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Eolian sands

Typical profile
A -0to7inches: sand
B-7to 27 inches: sand
C - 27 to 60 inches; sand

Properties and qualities
Slope: 7 ta 15 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Excessively drained
Runoff class: Very low
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): High to very high (6.00
to 20.00 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: Nane
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 3.7 inches)

interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irfigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 6s
Hydrologic Soil Group: A
Hydric soil rating: No

Minor Components

Orio
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Landform: Depressions on stream terraces
Landform position (three-dimensional): Talf
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Custom Soil Resource Report

Down-slope shape: Concave, linear
Across-slope shape: Concave, linear
Hydric soif rating: Yes

88B—Sparta loamy sand, 1 to 6 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 5z1b
Elevation: 340 to 1,950 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 24 to 45 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 43 to 57 degrees F
Frost-free period: 110 to 200 days
Farmiand classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Compaosition
Sparta and similar soifs: 91 percent
Minor components: 9 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit,

Description of Sparta

Setting
Landform: Knolls on siream terraces
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit, shoulder
Landform position (three-dimensional): Crest
Down-siope shape: Convex
Across-siope shape: Linear
Parent material: Eolian sands

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 23 inches: loamy sand
H2 - 23 to 34 inches: loamy sand
H3 - 34 to 60 inches: sand

Properties and qualities
Slope: 1 to 6 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Excessively drained
Runoff class: Very low
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): High (2.00 to 6.00 in‘hr)
Depth fo water table: Mare than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Available waler storage in profile: Low {about 5.0 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonimigated): 4s
Hydrologic Soil Group: A
Hydric soif rating: No
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Custom Soil Resource Report

Minor Components

Dakota
Parcent of map unit: 3 percent
Landformn: Stream terraces
Landform position (two-dimensional}: Shoulder, summit
Hydric soif rating: No

Hoopeston
Percent of map unit: 3 percent
Landform: Qutwash plains, stream terraces
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope
Hydric soif rafing: No

Watseka
Percent of map unil: 2 percent
Landform: Outwash plains, stream terraces
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope
Hydric soil rating: No

Udolpho
Parcent of map unit: 1 percent
Landform: Stream terraces
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-siope shape: Concave
Hydric soif rating: Yes

266A—Disco sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: Syzn
Eflevation: 460 to 820 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 29 to 45 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 49 to 56 degrees F
Frost-free period: 160 to 200 days
Farmiand ciassification: All areas are prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Disco and similar soils: 100 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Disco

Setting
Landform: Qutwash plains, stream terraces
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Wind re-worked loamy and sandy alluvial sediments

Typical profile
H1 - 0to 34 inches: sandy loam

14



Custom Soil Resource Report

H2 - 34 to 41 inches: sandy loam
H3 - 41 to 80 inches: sand

Properties and qualities
Siope: 0 to 2 percent
Dapth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Runoff class: Very low
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): High (2.00 to 6.00 infhr)
Depth to waler table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water storage in profile: Moderate (about 6.6 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irmgated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3s
Hydrolagic Soil Group: A
Hydric sail rating: No
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FEMA Firmette and HUD Floodplain Management Worksheet
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Attachment 8: Historic Preservation

llinois Historic Preservation Agency Clearance Letter
&

Section 106 Tribal Consultation Documentation



Illinois Historic
=== Preservation Agency

' | Old State Capitol Plaza, Springfield, IL 62701-1512

FAX (217) 524-7525
www.illinoishistory.gov

Mason C-ounty

Havana
Rehabilitation
Sites Not Yet Selected
IHFA Log #009030916

March 25, 2016

Brenda Stadsholt, Mayor
City of Havana, Illinois
227 W. Main

Havana, IL 62644-1137

Dear Mayor Stadsholt:

We are in receipt of your project proposal dated March 8, 2016, concerning your Environmental Review Procedures
for the CDBG HR Program.

Your proposal summary is acceptable to the [llinois Historic Preservation Agency provided that once individual
sites are approved they will be submitted for review.

In order to review possible project effects on cultural resources for purposes of the National Historic Preservation
Act, the following information must be provided to this office:

Description of proposed undertaking.

Name of managing, funding, or licensing agency (state or federal).

Name of satellite agencies involved in project (state & federal).

Project address(es) - street, municipality, and county.

Street map of project location.

Current photos of all standing structures within the project area (no xerox).

SRR Sl

If you have any questions, please contact me at 217/785-5031.
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

O

Rachel Leibowitz, Ph.D.
Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

c: Jeff Cozadd, Western Illinois Regional Council

Kirk Kumerow, IL Department of Commerce and Economic Opportunity
For TTY communication, diat 888-440-9009. It is not a voice or fax line



When to Consult with Tribes Under Section 106

Section 106 requires consultation with federally-recognized Indian tribes when a project may affect a historic property
or religious and cultural significance to the tribe. Historic properties of religious and cultural significance include:
archaeological sites, burial grounds, sacred landscapes or features, ceremonial areas, traditional cultural places,
traditional cultural landscapes, plant and animal communities, and buildings and structures with significant triba!
association. The types of activities that may affect historic properties of religious and cultural significance include:
ground disturbance (digging), new construction in underdeveloped natural areas, introduction of incongruent visual,
audible, or atmospheric changes, work on a building with significant tribal association, and transfer, lease or sale of
properties of the types listed above.

If a project includes any of the types of activities below, invite tribes to consult.

O significant ground disturbance (digging)

Examples: new sewer lines, utility lines (above and below ground), foundations, footings, grading, access
roads

[0 New construction in undeveloped natural areas
Examples: industrial-scale energy facilities, transmission lines, pipelines, or new recreational facilities, in

undeveloped natural areas like mountaintops, canyons, islands, forests, native grasslands, etc., and housing,
commercial, and industrial facilities in such areas.

[0 Incongruent visual changes
Examples: construction of a focal point that is out of character with the surrounding natural area, impairment
of the vista or viewshed from an observation point in the natural landscape, or impairment of the recognized
historic scenic qualities of a rea.

O Incongruent audible changes

Example: increase in noise levels above an acceptable standard in areas known for their quiet contemplative
experience.,

Incongruent atmospheric changes
Example: introduction of lights that create skyglow in an area with a dark night sky.

Work on a building with significant tribal association

Examples: rehabilitation, demolition or removal of a surviving ancient tribal structure or village, or a
building or structure that there is a reason 1o believe was the location of a significant tribal event, home of an
important person, or that served as a tribal school or community hall.

[} Transfer, lease or sale of a historic property of religions and cultural significance
Examples: transfer, lease or sale of properties that contain archaeological sites, burial grounds, sacred
landscapes or features, ceremonial areas, plant and animal communities, or buildings and structures within
significant tribal association.

[X] None of the above apply

Project: Havana CDBG HR 15- 243004 (Community Name/Grant #s)

Reviewed By: Jeff Cozadd, WIRC Housing Pro 5 Mapager (Printed Name, Title)

Signature: C Z{‘/// %zaé/ Date: Mb_

Tribal Consultation 106 Checklist



Attachment 9: Noise Abatement and Control

Will be documented in Tier 2 Review



Attachment 10: Sole Source Aquifers

EPA Region V Sole Source Aquifers Maps
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Sole Source Aquifers (CEST and EA}

| Generalrequirements | legislation Regulaion
| The Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 | Safe Drinking Water Act | 40 CFR Part 149

| protects drinking water systems which | of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 201,

are the sole or principal drinking 300f et seq., and 21 I

| water source for an area and which, if | U.S.C. 349) '

| contaminated, would create a . |

| sigrificant hazard to public health. |
7t e e e e i+ = ) S |+t et ] = - —

| hitgs.//www.hudexchange nfo

1. Is the project located on a sole source aquifer (SSA)'?

CONo > Based on the response, the review is in complionce with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your determination,

such as a map of your project {or jurisdiction, if apprapriate) in relation to the nearest SSA
and its source area.

Eﬁes => Continue to Question 2.

2. Does your project consist solely of acquisition, leasing, or rehabilitation of an existing
building(s)?

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

CINo = Continue to Question 3.

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

[Yes >  Provide the MOU or agreement as part of your supporting decumentation. Continue to
Question 4.

CiNo—=>  Continue to Question 5.

4. Does your MOU or working agreement exclude your project from further review?
OYes <> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your determination
and document where your project fits within the MOU or agreement.

! A sole source aquifer is defined as an aquifer that supplies at least 50 percent of the drinking water consumed in

the area overlying the aquifer. This includes streamflow source areas, which are upstream areas of losing streams
that flow into the recharge area.



ONo -  Continue to Question 5.

5. Will the proposed project contaminate the aquifer and create a significant hazard to public

6

health?

Consult with your Regional EPA Office. Your consultation request should include detailed
information about your proposed project and its relationship to the aquifer and associated
streamflow source area. EPA will aiso want to know about water, storm water and waste
water at the proposed project. Follow your MOU or working agreement or contact your
Regional EPA office for specific information you may need to provide. EPA may request
additional information if impacts to the aquifer are questionable after this information is
submitted for review.

CINo <>  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide your correspondence with the EPA and all
documents used to make your determination.

ClYes 2>  Work with EPA to develop mitigation measures. If mitigation measures are approved,
attach correspondence with EPA and include the mitigation measures In your
environmental review documents and project contracts. if EPA determines that the
project continues to pose a significant risk to the aguifer, federal finoncial assistance

must be denied. Continue to Question 6.

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

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



Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination

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

Map panel numbers and dates

Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers

Any additional requirements specific to your region

City of Havana’s grant is only for residential rehabilitation to existing buildings, no clearance letter is
required.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
[ Yes

& No



Attachment 11: Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

Illinois Wild and Scenic Rivers Map



Jaddew AN oW AQ peanposd sem afied sy
(AN} Arcjuanu) spuenans IBuoiEN
et [} puepap Jusbiows 1ojemysaly [

suusny [l puod Jelemysaiy [T pueep suuely pue auwenisg [

.o._maca._unamiuu:macg
31} UO punO) ElEPEIaU! 13AR| AU Yl SOUERIOITE L) PBSN 99 1y0 [] puensm quysypeisesod sajlemysaly [l]  seiemdaaq sunely pue suuens3 B
pINOYS BjEp pSlejad SPUBSM jiv "deLl S1L) U0 UMOYS BJep 85eq —
ay Jo ssaujuaLnd 10 Aseinade ay) 1o ajqisuodsas Jou s adIMRS 9107 '0€ JagquwanoN
PP PUE YSi4 S 2yl Ajuo asuapal (esaual oy st dew sy

—

freretyy
: -‘m"ﬁ;tﬁ

CIT LT

i
cl
[

o8

sioul||] ‘eueAeH




USA National Wild and Scenic Rivers | www.rivers.gov |

Page 1 of 1
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Attachment 12: Environmental Justice

US EPA E] Screen Documentation of Project Location
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é‘.’EPA et rtcoon EISCREEN Report (Version 2016)
the User Specified Area, ILLINOIS, EPA Region 5

Approximate Population: 232
Input Area (sq. miles): 0.05

Havana Target Area
selected Variables State EPA Region USA
Percentile Percentile Percentile
El Indexes -, 2.
Bl Index for PM2.5 = = 62 {73 59 ]
_ElIndex’ for Ozone SR T s ) Wi 62 _ [ o 73 R 59
" EJ Index for A NATA_ Diesel PM - 62 B 73 58
EJ Index for NATA" Air Toxics Cancer Risk N 73 58
EJ Index for NATA® Respiratory Hazard index 62 13 58
EJ Index for Traffic Proximity and Volume _ 63 74 60
El Index for Lead Paint Indicator - I 63 74 63
EJ Index for Superfund Proxlmlty 1 [iExd 63 ) 75 ol I 65
El Index for RMP beilmlty 63 ) 7@ R 80
_ EJ Index for Hazardous Waste Proxlmlty" _ N/A NA _N.‘A =
 EJ Index for Water D:scharger Proximity - 2 74 | s9
B Index for the Selected Area Compared to All People’s Blockgroups in the State/Region/US
1]

X
€
E
&
El Incenes
[Wistate Percentile [ Regiona! Percentile Jll USA Percentile
This report shows the il i "y tad and demwgraph dicators and EJSCREEN 1 N atat and dernographic raw datd (e.g
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VEP mmu»m EJSCREEN Report (Version 2016)
the User Specified Area, ILLINOIS, EPA Region 5

Approximate Population: 232
Input Area (sq. miles): 0.05

Havana Target Area
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o EPA &5 EJSCREEN Report (Version 2016)
the User Specified Area, ILLINOIS, EPA Region 5
Approximate Population: 232
Input Area (sq. miles): 0.05

Havana Target Area
; EPA | %ilein
selected Variables | Value SAt:te %ile in Region | EPA USA | %ilein
g State Avg. USA
Avg. | Region
Environmental Indicators
Particulate Matter {PM 2.5 in pg/m?) L1041 112 § 106 25 932| 66
Ozone (ppb) | 51| sos| 74 50.3| 59 a74| 69
NATA® Diesel PM (ug/m’) | 0.591 1.28| 20 0.931 | «<50th 0.937| <50th
NATA® Cancer Risk (ifetime risk per million) I 32 36| 34 34| <50th 40| <50th
N_ATI_\_' Respiratory Hazard Index - - |r 0.97 18! 14 1.7| <50th 1.8 <50th
Traffic Proximity and Volume {dally traffic count/distance toroad) | 250 500 65 370 70 590| 66
Lead Paint Indicator (% Pre-1960 Housing) | 0.66 042 71 039, 77 03| 85
Superfund Proximity (site count/km distance) 0] 00985| 7 012| 9 013| 16
 RMP Proximity (facility count/km distance) R 1.3 069 B84 0.51 89 0.43 91
Hazardous Waste Proximity* (facility count/km distance) - N/A 0.12] N/A 011 NA 0.11] NA
~ Water Discharger Proximity {facility count/km distance) 0.42 0.38| 74 0.31 79 0.31 81
Demographic Indicators
Demographic index | 36% 35%| 62 29%| 73 36% | 59
Minority Population = A% 31%| 12 24%| 822 37%]| a1
_LowIncome Population _ ] 68% 32%| 92 33%| 92 35%| AN
_ Linguistically Isolated Population P 0% 6% | Edd 2%| S8 Sh)| 44
~Population With Less Than High School Education 27% 12%| 86 11%| 91 14%| 85
Population Under 5 years of age St 5% 6% 38 6%, 40 6% | 39
Population over 64 years of age 9% 13%| 35 14%! 28 14% ] 33

For additional information, see: www epa.gov/environmentaljustice

QOctober 04, 2016 33



Fal Rames
SEPA &=
Location: User-specified polygonal location

Ring (buffer): 0-mile radius
Description: Havana Target Area

EJSCREEN ACS Summary Report

- —

Summary of ACS Estimates

Population
Population Density (per sq. mile)
Minarity Population
% Minority

Households

Housing Units

Housing Units Built Before 1950

Per Capita Income

Land Area (sq. miles) {Source: 5F1)
% Land Area

Water Area (sq. miles) (Source: SF1)
% Water Area

Population by Race
Total
Population Reporting One Race
White
Black
American Indian
Asian
Pacific Islander
Some Other Race
Population Reporting Two or More Races
Total Hispanic Population
Total Non-Hispanic Population
White Alone
Black Alone
American Indian Alone
Non-Hispanic Asian Alone
Pacific Islander Alone
Other Race Alone
Two or More Races Alone
Population by Sex
Male
Female
Population by Age
Age 0-4
Age 0-17
Age 18+
Age 65+

Data Note
urce

October 04, 2016

2010- 2014
232
4,399
10
4%
88
86
61
12,842
0.05
93%
0.00
7%

2010 - 2014
ACS Estimates Percent MOE ()
232 100% 2114
232 100% 276
222 96% 196
10 4% 36
0 0% 1
0 % 1%
0] 0% 1%
0 0% 11
0 0% "
0 0% 1"

232
222 96% 196
10 4% a6
a 0% 11
a 0% 11
1] 0% k!
0 0% 1
0 0% 11
83 36% B3
149 64% 158
11 5% 27
49 21% BO
183 79% 158
22 9% 38
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wEPA EJSCREEN ACS Summary Report

Location: User-specified polygonal location
Ring (buffer): .0-mile radius
Pescription: Havana Target Area

Population 25+ by Educationat Attainment
Total

Less than 9th Grade

9th - 12th Grade, No Diploma

High School Graduate

Some College, No Degree

Associate Degree

Bachelor's Degree or more
Population Age 5+ Years by Ability to Speak English
Total

Speak only English

Non-English at Home!*?*3*

Speak English "very well"

Ispeak English "well"

3Speak English "not well"

‘Speak English "not at all"
3cpeak English "less than well"
I3vcneak English "less than very well"

Linguistically Isofated Households®
Total
Speak Spanish
Speak Other Indo-European Languages
Speak Aslan-Pacific Island Languages
Speak Other Languages
Households by Household Income
Household Income Base
< $15,000
$15,000 - $25,000
$25,000 - 550,000
$50,000 - 575,000
$75,000 +
Occupied Housing Units by Tenure
Total
Owner Occupied
Renter Occupied
Employed Population Age 16+ Years
Total
In Labor Force
Civilian Unemployed in Labor Force
Not In Labor Force

Data Note
Saur

Qctober 04, 2016

2010 -2014
ACS Estimates

149
4
36
62
35
11
12

221
218

OO0 00 0 Ww

o oo oo

88
24
21
29

88
47
41

183

14
99

Percent

100%
2%
24%
42%
24%
%
8%

100%
99%
1%
1%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%

0%
0%
0%
0%
0%

100%
28%
23%
3%

6%
10%

100%
53%
47%

100%
46%
8%
54%

L4

e

MOE (t)

127
19
79
75
56
33
47

204
206
19
19
11
1
11
1"
16

1
1
1
1
11

v
53
59
65
22
29

77
53
66

182

101
36
156

23



o EPA &= EJSCREEN ACS Summary Report

Location: User-specified polygonal location
Ring {buffer): g-mile radius
Description: Havana Targel Area

2010-2014

ACS Estimates Percent MOE (&}
Population by Language Spoken at Home®

Total (persons age S and above) 221 100% 204
English N/A N/A NIA
Spanish N/A N/A N/A
French N/A N/A NIA
French Cracle N/A N/A N/A
Italian N/A N/A N/A
Portuguese N/A N/A N/A
German N/A N/A N/A
Yiddish N/A N/A N/A
Other West Germanic N/A N/A N/A
Scandinavian NIA N/A N/A
Greek N/A N/A N/A
Russian N/A N/A N/A
Palish N/A N/A NiA
Serbo-Croatian N/A N/A NIA
Other Slavic N/A N/A N/A
Armenian N/A N/A N/A
Persian N/A N/A N/A
Gujarathi N/A N/A N/A
Hindi N/A N/A N/A
Urdu N/A N/A N/A
Other Indic N/A N/A N/A
Other Indo-European N/A N/A N/A
Chinese N/A N/A N/A
lapanese N/A N/A N/A
Korean N/A NIA N/A
Mon-Khmer, Cambodian N/A N/A N/A
Hmong N/A NIA N/A
Thai N/A N/A N/A
Laatian N/A N/A N/A
Vietnamese N/A N/A N/A
Other Asian N/A N/A N/A
Tagalog NIA N/A N/A
Other Pacific Island N/A N/A N/A
Navajo NIA N/A N/A
Other Native American N/A N/A NIA
Hungarian N/A N/A N/A
Arabic N/A N/A NIA
Hebrew N/A N/A N/A
African N/A N/A NfA
Other and non-specified N/A N/A NfA
Total Non-English N/A N/A MN/A

Data Naot

Qctober 04, 2016 ETE



Providing Community Development for Over 30 Years

RECEIVED NOV 1.6 20%
November 14, 2016

Kirk Kumerow

Community Development — CDBG
500 East Monroe Street Room 208
Springfield, IL 62701

Re: Havana 15-243004

Enclosed please find the Request for Release of Funds for Havana’s Housing
Rehabilitation Grant. Also included is the required Environmental Review paperwork.

Should you have any questions regarding the above, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Sincerely,

A Gt

Jeff Cozadd
Housing Programs Manager

The Western Illinois Regional Council serves Fulton, Hancock, Henderson, Knox, McDonough and Warren counties.

223 South Randolph - Macomb, Ilinois 61455 - (309) 837-3541 - fax (309) 836-3640 - Email wirc@wirpc.org



