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Statement of Purpose
This form outlines the requirements of an alternative, state environmental review process also called Tier II. The Code of Federal Regulations (40 CFR 35.3140) allows this type of alternative process when the State has met the Tier I requirements for an amount equal to the capitalization grant.
Since the complete NEPA-like process, also known as Tier I, is required when Federal funds are used, DEQ will endeavor to apply its Tier I, NEPA-like, environmental review including all applicable Federal cross-cutters to those loans that are made in conjunction with the U.S. Department of Agriculture's Rural Development (RD) program, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Special Congressional Appropriations (Special) or with Idaho Department of Commerce (Commerce) funding. When RD, Corps, Special or Commerce funding is applied to a project, the complete suite of Tier I NEPA requirements is present due to the Federal nature of funds from these agencies. In these cases, DEQ's application of the Tier I process does not place an additional burden on the loan recipient.
 
In addition to joint funded projects DEQ will also require a Tier I approach if there is any knowledge (when the Intended Use Plan is being drafted) that the project will: be highly controversial; impact a designated sole source aquifer or stream flow source area; or, be sited along a Wild and Scenic River. To the extent, in any given year, the Tier I dollar goal is not met (i.e. loans compliant with Tier I that equate to the current capitalization grant amount) DEQ will use credits accumulated as per 40 CFR 35.3135(f)(3) and the Cross-Cutting Authority Handbook.
A. COVER SHEET
1. Is the project properly identified with the applicant's name and address?
3. Is it clear what the project will cost and how it will be funded?
4. Is the environmental information document (EID) or environmental assessment a stand-alone document, a separate chapter in the engineering report or facility plan, or an appendix in the engineering report or facility plan?  
A recommended format for showing the costs and funding follows:
Estimated Construction Costs:
Funding
5. Does the cover sheet provide information about the estimated user costs of the project?
The recommended format for item A.5 follows:
A.
Current Average Monthly User Charge per EDU
$
B.
Change in Operation & Maintenance Monthly Charge per EDU
$
C.
Change in Debt Service Monthly Charge per EDU
$
D.
Future Average Monthly User Charge per EDU (A+B+C)
$
6. Does the cover sheet provide a one-paragraph abstract of the EID?
B. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT
1. Does the document provide a clear discussion of the need for the proposed project relative to public health, water quality problems, and other concerns, with particular emphasis on the severity and extent of the problem(s)? Describe sources of information used to assess the need.
2. Does the document describe conformity, or lack thereof, with any existing NPDES or reuse permits?
C. ALTERNATIVES, INCLUDING THE PROPOSED ACTION
1. Does the document briefly describe all alternatives studied in the planning document, including the no-action alternative? 
2. Does the document discuss the low-cost alternative?
3. Does the document comparatively analyze the alternatives with respect to relevant environmental impacts, costs to mitigate environmental impacts, and capital and operating costs?
4. Does the document discuss the apparent best alternative in detail, including the following:
a) Treatment, collection, and discharge/disposal methods
b) Location of proposed new facility, or footprint of project components (if other than a new facility)
c) Methods of sludge disposal
d) Permit requirements
e) Environmental impacts (See Section D, Affected Environment)
5. If the selected alternative is not the most cost-effective one, does the document provide a justification for the option chosen?
D. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
The purpose of this section is to verify that the selected alternative is environmentally sound and verify that any adverse environmental impacts are avoided, minimized, or mitigated. To validate the selection of the preferred alternative, it is important at this point to identify the major human-made and natural features of the environment that will be affected by the proposed project per Tier II requirements.
1. Is a description and map of the proposed project planning area included in the facility planning document or EID (if stand alone document)? 
Do the description and map take into account the following criteria?
a) A description of the proposed project planning area (PPPA) boundaries
b) Key topographic and geographic features of the area
c) The population distribution
d) Industrial and commercial features of the planning area
2. Has a map of the proposed project planning area been provided that includes all pertinent details? 
3. Has the area of potential effects (APE), if different from the proposed project planning area, been identified? 
a) Once the APE has been identified, have the direct, indirect,short-term, long-term, and cumulative effects related to the proposedproject been characterized?
b)  Has the APE been included on the map(s)?
4. Describe the following major features of the proposed project.
5. Are flow projections and their sources described for existing and projected (20-year minimum) for treatment and wastewater flows (40 year minimum for collection)? 
a)  Is an evaluation of operation and maintenance changes resulting from system improvements included?
b) Is the contribution of flow from residential, commercial, and industrial sources characterized, along with any related problems? 
6. Have environmental features affected by the proposed project been characterized and mitigation of any resulting environmental impacts discussed in the planning document?
Has each of the following major human-made and natural features and related relevant questions for each feature been included?  The list of major human-made and natural features should be considered for each proposed project.  
NOTE: These questions should be answered as appropriate, and additional information provided when necessary. Much of the information provided in Section D of the EID can be referenced when completing Section F. Alternatively, the applicant may wish to combine Sections D and F of the EID outline into one section in the final document. 
a) Physical aspects (topography, geology, and soils)
(1) Are there physical conditions (e.g., steep slopes, shrink-swell soils, etc.) that might be adversely affected by or might adversely affect construction of the facilities? 
(2) Are there similar physical conditions in the planning area that might make development unsuitable?
(3) Are there any unusual or unique geological features that might be affected?
(4) Are there any hazardous areas (e.g., slides, faults) that might affect construction or development?
b) Climate
(1) Are there any unusual or special meteorological constraints in the planning area that might result in an air quality problem (e.g., may be an issue for certain types of treatment systems with emission considerations)?
(2) Are there any unusual or special meteorological constraints in the planning area that affect the feasibility of the proposed alternative?
c) Population
(1) Are the growth rates excessive because of:
(a) exceeding by 25% the 20-year population growth rate expectations for the state (Idaho Division of Financial Management), and
 (b) having a change of greater than 500 estimated residential units over the life of the project? 
(2) Do the plans call for sufficient extra capacity?
d) Economics and social profile
(1) Has the median household income been identified for the area?
(2) Will certain landowners benefit substantially from the development of land due to collection or interceptor routing or wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) location and size?
(3) Will the facilities adversely affect land values?
(4) Environmental justice (Executive Order No. 12898):
a) Will any low-income or minority groups be adversely affected by the proposed project?
b)  Are any benefits from this project going to accrue in a non-discriminatory manner?
e) Land use
(1) Is the location of the WWTP or other facilities incompatible with local land use plans?
(2) Will inhabited areas be adversely impacted by the project site? 
(3) Will new development that is stimulated by a new wastewater facility have adverse effects on older, existing land uses 
(e.g., agriculture, forest land, etc.)?
(4) Will this project contribute to changes in land use in association with recreation, mining, or other large industrial or energy development?
f) Recreation and open space
(1) Will the project eliminate or modify recreational open space, parks, or areas of recognized scenic or recreational value?
(2) Is it feasible to combine the project with parks, bicycle paths, hiking trails, waterway access, and other recreational uses?
g) Air quality
(1) Will there be any direct air emissions from the project (as from construction equipment) that will not meet state emission standards contained in the air quality state implementation plan (SIP)? (http://www.deq.idaho.gov/media/662796-nonattainment_map.pdf)
(2) Is the project service area located in an area without an approved or conditionally approved SIP?
(3) Does the project violate national ambient air quality standards in an attainment or unclassified area?
(4) Will the facilities cause odor or noise nuisance problems?
h) Water quality, quantity, and aquifers
(1) Will the project construction and development served by the project result in nonpoint water quality problems (sedimentation, urban stormwater, etc.)?
(2) Will a Clean Water Act Section 404 dredge and fill permit be required from the US Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)? 
(3) Will this project represent a change in a point source discharge into a surface water? If the answer is yes, have you attempted to change your NPDES permit with EPA?
(4) Will the project adversely affect water rights?
(5) Will stream habitat be affected as a result of the change in flow or streambank modification? 
(6) Will the project adversely affect the quality or quantity of a ground water source?
(8) Have appropriate set-backs been identified and implemented around public drinking water system source wellheads? 
(9) If there is to be any subsurface disposal, with impacts on ground water sources of drinking water supplies, have mitigation efforts been prepared? 
(10) Does the project adversely affect a source water area for a public drinking water system? 
(11) Could other water conservation measures be implemented to reduce wastewater generation? 
i) Public health
(1) Will there be adverse direct or indirect noise impacts from the project? 
(2) Will there be a vector problem (e.g., mosquito) generated by the project? 
(3) Will there be unique public health problems as a result of the project (e.g., increased disease risk)? 
j) Solid waste/sludge management
1) Will sludge disposal occur in an area with inadequate sanitary landfills or on land not suited to land application?
2) Are there special sludge problems that make disposal difficult (hazardous, difficult to treat)?
3) Is the selected sludge technology controversial?
4) Does the sludge management plan conform to the EPA 503 regulation for municipal sludge?
k) Energy
(1) Are there additional cost-effective measures to reduce energy consumption or increase energy recovery that could be included in the project?
(2) Have air quality issues of energy recovery been addressed?
l) Reuse/land application or subsurface disposal system
1) Has a new or unproved technique been selected?
2) Will rapid infiltration basins be in use?
3) Will slow-rate land application be used?
4) Has application for a permit been made in accordance with Idaho Code, State Wastewater Reuse Rules, and the Individual/Subsurface Sewage Disposal Rules?
5) Will the project result in any surface discharges?
6) Is there public controversy about the project?
7) Will the project require additional water rights or impact existing water rights?
m) Regionalization
(1) Are there jurisdictional disputes or controversy over the project?
(2) Have intermunicipal agreements been signed?
(3) Have intermunicipal agreements been discussed with surrounding communities?
n) Other
(1) Has the planning effort considered the benefits of wastewater reuse?
(2) Has evidence of ownership, in the form of fee simple title or long-term lease and right of way access or easements for real property on which the project is proposed to be constructed, been provided?
(3) Has the system prepared an emergency response plan/procedure?
(4) Have properly licensed operators been hired or are under contract? Please provide copies of the contracts, as applicable.
(5) Has a facility plan been provided in addition to the EID?
E. MAPS, CHARTS, AND TABLES
1. Do the maps, charts, and other graphic materials used in the EID help the reader clearly discern project features?
2. Are all graphs, charts, tables, and other graphics clearly labeled and referenced properly in the text of the EID?
F. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF PROPOSED PROJECT
1. Are the direct, indirect, short-term, long-term, and cumulative impacts of the project upon human-made and natural features clearly identified, and is mitigation provided per Tier II requirements? (Refer to Section D of this form.)
2. Are additional potential or existing impacts that are worthy of discussion in the EID noted?
4. Have unavoidable adverse impacts that cannot be fully mitigated been listed and discussed?
G. MEANS TO MITIGATE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS  
1. Have mitigation measures been clearly listed for direct, indirect, short-term, long-term, and cumulative impacts?
2. Have means of achieving mitigation measures been given?
a) The means to achieve the mitigation measures must identify and establish all the following:
(1) The mitigation measures identified for implementation are enforceable, and
(2) Verification that parties committing to mitigation measures have the authority and ability to fulfill the commitments, and
(3) Appropriate monitoring is conducted during implementation of the mitigation measures
H. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
1. During the planning process if the environmental review process has determined that something other than a categorical exclusion (with no support documentation) is appropriate, has the public been given at least 14 days to review and comment on the alternatives under consideration for the proposed project and commensurate environmental impacts of each alternative? This is to ensure that environmental information is available before decisions are made and actions are taken. The comment period begins with the date the public notice is published. The notice need not be published more than once, unless the project is highly controversial. If the project is deemed controversial, then the public notice will be tailored to suit the circumstance. Include a copy of the public notice in the EID.
2. Have dates and meeting locations for all public hearings and meetings concerning the engineering report or facility plan and EID been described in the EID? Include copies of the meeting minutes     of when an alternative was selected.
3. Have all substantive issues raised by the public in meetings, hearings, and by correspondence been described in the EID? Include copies of public comments received.
4. Have substantive public concerns been addressed in the engineering report or facility plan and final environmental document?
5. Have significant substantive comments received from state and federal agencies been described and considered in the engineering report or facility plan and final environmental document? Include copies of state and federal agency comments received.
6. Results of revenue bond elections, judicial confirmation, or local improvement district creation shall be included in the EID.
I. REFERENCES CONSULTED
Is there a list of all reference documents consulted in preparation of the EID?
J. AGENCIES CONSULTED
1. Is there a list of all agencies and agency experts or individuals consulted during the preparation of the EID?
2. Does the list of consulted agencies include dates the agency response was received or dates consultation was attempted? (Include correspondence such as emails on attempted consultations.)
K. MAILING LIST
1. Has a mailing list been included in the EID?
2. Does the mailing list include the names and addresses of all attendees of public meetings, affected local residents, relevant environmental groups, DEQ and local officials, and agencies that were consulted or who were provided information regarding the proposed project?
9.0.0.2.20120627.2.874785
	CurrentPage: 
	PageCount: 
	PrintButton1: 
	DateTimeField1: 
	TextField1: 
	: 
	Q2: 
	SecondaryTreatment: 
	NewInterceptors: 
	AdvancedTreatment: 
	RecycledWater: 
	Inflow: 
	NPS: 
	Combined: 
	Sewer: 
	NewCollector: 
	StormWater: 
	Total: 
	DEQShare: 
	OtherShare: 
	TotalFunding: 
	ListSources: 
	C4f: 
	a: 
	b: 
	c: 
	d: 
	e: 
	f: 
	g: 
	Q6a5: 
	b3: 
	c3: 
	d5: 
	e5: 
	f3: 
	g5: 
	h3a: 
	h7: 
	h12: 
	i4: 
	j5: 
	k3: 
	l8: 
	m4: 
	F3: 



