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 1 

 2 
Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 0.5 hours.  This includes the time for collecting, 3 
reviewing, and reporting the data.  The information is being collected to obtain the supportive documentation that must be submitted 4 
to HUD for approval, and is necessary to ensure that viable projects are developed and maintained.  The Department will use this 5 
information to determine if properties meet HUD requirements with respect to development, operation and/or asset management, as 6 
well as ensuring the continued marketability of the properties. This agency may not collect this information, and you are not required 7 
to complete this form unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number.   8 
 9 
Warning: Any person who knowingly presents a false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or claim in a matter within the jurisdiction of 10 
the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development is subject to criminal penalties, civil liability, and administrative sanctions 11 
 12 

NOTE: This addendum is applicable for Section 223(a)(7) transactions if: 

 

1. The facility has completed a building addition without having obtained HUD’s approval; 

2. The project will acquire or has acquired land that was not insured under the original 

mortgage loan and the facility has yet to receive HUD’s approval of the additional land; or 

3. The project involves repairs that do not qualify as routine maintenance per HUD Notice 

CPD-15-02.  Note that HUD’s definition of routine maintenance may vary from other 

definitions of routine maintenance.  (Guidance for clarifying the difference between routine 

maintenance and a repair is available at: 

http://portal.hud.gov/hudportal/documents/huddoc?id=DOC_13720.pdf. 

 13 
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Potential Environmental Concerns 14 

 15 

Key Questions 16 
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Environmental 

PROGRAM GUIDANCEProgram Guidance:  Handbook 4232.1, Section II, 

Production, Chapter 7. 

It is the lender’s responsibility to review the Phase 1I and all other environmental 

review documentation to ensure that all environmental requirements are met. 

 

Assistance Prior to Application Submission:  Many Federal agencies require contact 

directly from HUD.  This list includes, but is not limited to, State Coastal Zone 

Management councils, U.S. Fish and Wildlife service, and local/regional Native 

American tribes.  In this instance, please contact LEANThinking@hud.gov in 

advance of the application submission.  See Handbook 4232.1, Section II, 

Production, Chapter 1.4D2 for additional items that warrant advance consultation 

with ORCF. 

Phase I Site Assessment 

Date of Inspection:       

Firm:       

Consultant:       

1. Was the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) 

performed in conformance with the scope and limitations of 

ASTM Practice E 1527-13 (or the most current version)? 
Yes

  
No 

 

2. Was the Phase I consultant provided with an accurate description 

of all repairs, site work, construction and/or demolition to be 

completed?    

3. Does the Phase I investigation include all of the following?   

A reconnaissance of the subject site and the immediate 

surrounding area, a review of regulatory agency information, 

a survey of local geological and topographical maps, a 

review of aerial photographic studies, a survey of water 

sources, and a review of historical information.     

 

<< Explain any “no” answer above. >>       

 

Key Questions 

 Yes  No 

1. Does the Phase I ESA recommend a Phase II assessment, other reports, or 

additional testing?Was the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) NOT 

performed in conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 

1527-13 (or the most current version)?Does the report recommend a Phase II 

assessment, other reports, or additional testing?  . ...........................................     

2. Does the Phase I or Phase II assessment indicate that remediation is required or 

ongoing?Was the Phase I consultant provided with an accurate descriptionf the 

proposed repairs and/or construction to be completed?    

3. Does the Phase I ESA indicate that a monitoring well or testing well (operating or 

non-operating) is located on the site?Does the report recommend a Phase II 

assessment, other reports, or additional testing?      

 Does the Phase I investigation NOT include a reconnaissance of the subject site 

 

mailto:LEANThinking@hud.gov
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1. Is the project located within a designated coastal barrier resource area?  . ......    

2. Is the project located within 5 miles of a civil airport or within 15 miles of a 

military airfield?  ..............................................................................................    

3. Is the project located within 1,000 feet of major highways or busy roads?  ....    

4. Is the project located within 3,000 feet of a railroad?   .....................................    

5. Are there any existing or proposed stationary tanks containing explosive or fire-

prone materials of 100 gallons or larger on the site or nearby the site that are 

visible from satellite images or site reconnaissance?   .....................................    

6. Are there any wetlands on the subject site?   ....................................................    

7. Are any repairs or modifications to the project likely to affect any listed or 

proposed endangered or threatened species or critical habitats?   ....................    

8. Is the project located on a sole source aquifer?   ..............................................    

9. Are there any known landfills within ½-mile of the site?  ...............................    

10. Are any buildings located in the fall zone of any high voltage power transmission 

or other towers?  ...............................................................................................    

11. Do any of the required or proposed repairs change the footprint of the 

building(s)?   .....................................................................................................    

12. If the project includes a structure that was built before 1978, was a 

comprehensive asbestos survey performed by a qualified asbestos inspector 

pursuant to the “baseline survey” requirements of ASTME 2356-10 provided?  

...........................................................................................................................    

 17 

If you answer “yes” to any of the above questions, please briefly address below. 18 

 19 

<<For each “yes” answer above, provide a narrative discussion regarding the topic.  For 20 

example, if there are wetlands on the subject site, explain whether the project will impact or 21 

disturb the wetland areas or their buffer zones.>>        22 

 23 
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State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) Clearance 24 

 25 

Key Questions 26 

 Yes  No 

1. Are there any known historic preservation issues related to the project?  . ......    

2. Does the project involve repairs in excess of routine maintenance, 

construction, or ground disturbance?    

3. If the answer to 1 or 2 above is yes, has the SHPO been contacted?  (Provide 

all information that was sent to the SHPO and any response received.)   ........    

4. Have any other archaeological or cultural resource centers been consulted?   .    

 27 

<<As applicable, for each “yes” answer above, provide a narrative discussion on the topic.  For 28 

example, “We have received a letter from the XXXX State Historic Society, dated XXXX.  It was 29 

determined that the site is of no historical or suspected cultural significance.  No additional 30 

investigation was recommended by the State.”  Please note if a response has not been received.  31 

If the SHPO concluded that the project will have an adverse effect, please explain how this will 32 

be mitigated.  >>        33 

 34 

Flood Plain 35 

NFIP Map Panel #:        Date:        

Flood Zone:          

 36 

Key Questions 37 

 Yes  No 

1. Is the subject located within the 100- or 500-year floodplain?* .......................    

2. Does the Standard Flood Hazard Determination Form indicate that the 

subject is located within the 100- or 500-year floodplain?* .............................                                                                  
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 Yes  No 

    

    

<<*If project is in 100- or 500- year flood plain, provide narrative discussion evaluating 38 

exhibits required on the application checklist with detailed information about how the property 39 

will be altered and improvements designed.  Include the elevation of the property, the elevation 40 

of the floodplain, and the location of life support systems.>>        41 

 42 

 43 

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 44 

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) is required if the borrower will acquire or has 45 

acquired land that was not insured under the original mortgage loan and has yet to receive 46 

HUD’s approval of the additional land. 47 

 48 

Date of Inspection:       

Firm:       

Consultant:       

 49 

Key Questions 50 

 Yes  No 

1. Does the environmental consultant(s) meet all the qualification requirements 

of Appendix X2 of ASTM E 1527-05?  ...........................................................    

2. Does the environmental consultant(s) meet the license/certification, 

educational, and experiential requirements of Section X.2.1.1(2)(i), (ii), or 

(iii), of Appendix X2 of ASTM E 1527-05?  ...................................................    

3. Were any Phase II investigations performed by environmental 

investigator(s) specifically qualified to meet the responsibilities for the 

issue(s) of concern?  .........................................................................................    
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 Yes  No 

4. Does the report recommend a Phase II assessment, other reports, or 

additional testing?    

5. Does the vapor encroachment screen amendment to the Phase I identify a 

“vapor encroachment condition” (VEC)?  (If yes, the vapor encroachment 

screen must be performed using Tier 1 “non-invasive” screening pursuant to 

ASTM E 2600-10.)   .........................................................................................    

6. Does the report indicate evidence of any soil staining or distressed 

vegetation, unusual odors, pools of liquid, leaking containers or equipment, 

hazardous materials or other unidentified substances?   ...................................    

7. Does the report indicate evidence of any chemical misuse or unlawful 

dumping at the site?   ........................................................................................    

8. Does the report indicate the presence or suspected presence of any 

underground storage tanks or aboveground storage tanks on the site?   ...........    

9. Does the report indicate potential contamination concerns for the subject 

property?  (Check the report’s review of all major governmental databases 

for listings of potentially hazardous sites within the ASTM required search 

distances from the property.)   ..........................................................................    

10. Does the Phase I/II recommend any required actions or conditions?   .............    

11. Was the Phase I ESA conducted within 180 days of the date of the 

submission of the firm commitment application (i.e., the earliest of the date 

of the site visit, records review, or interviews)?  (Note: This requirement 

cannot be waived.)   ..........................................................................................    

 51 

<<For each “YES” answer at items 1 through 7 above, provide a narrative discussion on the 52 

topic describing the risk and how it will be mitigated.  53 

 54 

Example: 55 

Item 2 - Existing Structures on Site:  A vacant one-story house and two storage sheds currently 56 

occupy the site.  The current owner of the land will be relocating these structures prior to initial 57 

closing, at no cost to the borrower.  Therefore, no off-site or demolition costs are anticipated. 58 
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 59 

Because of the existing structures, we have addressed potential asbestos and lead-based paint 60 

concerns.  A qualified assessor evaluated the house and outbuildings for asbestos containing 61 

materials. A comprehensive asbestos survey was performed pursuant to the “baseline survey” 62 

requirements of ASTM E 2356-10 and no asbestos containing materials were identified.    A 63 

visual inspection by the environmental assessor also indicated that there is no evidence of 64 

peeling paint and no suspect lead-based paint containing surfaces were identified.  Given the 65 

condition of the paint, the fact that the buildings are not occupied, and the fact that they will be 66 

relocated prior to the start of construction, the underwriter and the assessor conclude that no 67 

further action is warranted.>>        68 

 69 

 70 

Program Guidance:  Above-Ground Storage Tanks (ASTs)  

HUD is required to qualitatively evaluate the risks associated with proximity to hazardous 

facilities.  ORCF reviews of Section 232 applications will consider the potential danger 

presented by liquid fuel and gas ASTs, even in cases of refinance where the tanks are pre-

existing, and may at times require mitigation.  

 

 Existing projects with no additions and with no increase in residential density:  When ASTs 

exist onsite—whether containing liquid fuel (over 100 gallons in size) or containing 

pressurized gas (stationary tanks of any size)—a conformance letter from the governing 

Fire Department/District will be required.  The letter must specifically address the safety 

of the storage tanks.  In cases where safety letters cannot be obtained for onsite ASTs and 

where offsite tanks are visible from the site, a calculation of the Acceptable Separation 

Distance (ASD) must be included in the application.  A useful tool for calculating ASDs can 

be found at http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/environment/asdcalculator.cfm. 

 

 Projects where new units or beds are being added:  When existing or proposed ASTs are 

located onsite or when offsite tanks are visible from the property, a calculation of the ASDs 

must be included in the application. 

 

Environmental 71 

PROGRAM GUIDANCEProgram Guidance:  Handbook 4232.1, Section II, Production, 72 

Chapter 7. 73 
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It is the lender’s responsibility to review the Phase 1I and all other environmental review 74 

documentation to ensure that all environmental requirements are met. 75 

 76 

Assistance Prior to Application Submission:  Many Federal agencies require contact directly 77 

from HUD.  This list includes, but is not limited to, State Coastal Zone Management councils, 78 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife service, and local/regional Native American tribes.  In this instance, 79 

please contact LEANThinking@hud.gov in advance of the application submission.  See 80 

Handbook 4232.1, Section II, Production, Chapter 1.4D2 for additional items that warrant 81 

advance consultation with ORCF. 82 

Phase I Site Assessment 83 

Date of Inspection:       

Firm:       

Consultant:       

1. Was the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) performed in 

conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-13 (or 

the most current version)? 
Yes

  
No 

 

2. Was the Phase I consultant provided with an accurate description of all repairs, 

site work, construction and/or demolition to be completed?    

3. Does the Phase I investigation include all of the following?   

A reconnaissance of the subject site and the immediate surrounding area, a 

review of regulatory agency information, a survey of local geological and 

topographical maps, a review of aerial photographic studies, a survey of 

water sources, and a review of historical information.     

 84 

<< Explain any “no” answer above. >>       85 

mailto:LEANThinking@hud.gov
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 86 

Key Questions 87 
 Yes  No 

1. Does the Phase I ESA recommend a Phase II assessment, other reports, or 

additional testing?Was the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) NOT 

performed in conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 

1527-13 (or the most current version)?Does the report recommend a Phase II 

assessment, other reports, or additional testing?  . ............................................    

2. Does the Phase I or Phase II assessment indicate that remediation is required or 

ongoing?Was the Phase I consultant provided with an accurate descriptionf the 

proposed repairs and/or construction to be completed?    

3. Does the Phase I ESA indicate that a monitoring well or testing well (operating or 

non-operating) is located on the site?Does the report recommend a Phase II 

assessment, other reports, or additional testing?      

 Does the Phase I investigation NOT include a reconnaissance of the subject site 

and the immediate surrounding area, a review of regulatory agency information, a 

survey of local geological and topographical maps, a review of aerial 

photographic studies, survey of water sources, a review of historical information, 

and a limited visual inspection for suspect asbestos containing materials 

(ACMs)?  

4. Does the report indicate evidence of any soil staining or distressed vegetation, 

unusual odors, pools of liquid, leaking containers or equipment, hazardous 

materials, or other unidentified substances?   ...................................................    

5. Does the report indicate evidence of any chemical misuse or unlawful dumping at 

the site?   ...........................................................................................................    

6. Does the report indicate the presence or suspected presence of any underground 

storage tanks or aboveground storage tanks on the site?   ................................    

7. Does the report’s review of all major governmental databases for listings of 

potentially hazardous sites within the ASTM required search distances from the 

property identify any potential contamination concerns for the property?  ......    

8. Do the Phase I or II reports recommend any required repairs?   ......................    

9. Does the Vvapor Eencroachment Sscreen amendment to the Phase I identify a 

“vapor encroachment condition” (VEC)?  (The vapor encroachment screen must 

be performed using Tier 1 “non-invasive” screening pursuant to ASTM E 2600-

10 or most recent edition.)   .............................................................................. 

 

 

  

 

 

 

10. Was Is the Phase I site inspection date conducted more than 180 days before the 

date the firm commitment application was submitted?  (This report must not be 

more than 180 days old at the time of submission.A Phase 1I that was conducted 

more than 180 days before the application’s submission, but not more than one-

year before the submission, must be updated pursuant to ASTM E 1527-13 (or 

the most recent edition).  (A Phase I ESA that was originally conducted more 

than one year prior to the application’s submission date, even if updated within 

180 days of submission, is not acceptable.  ORCF is not able to waive this 

requirement.)   ...................................................................................................    
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 Yes  No 

11. Does the land area in the Phase 1I differ from the land area in the survey and 

Exhibit A to the Firm Commitment?    

 88 

 89 

<<For each “yes” answer above, provide a narrative discussion on the topic describing the risk 90 

and how it will be mitigated. >>        91 

 92 

Program Guidance – Above-ground storage tanks (ASTs): 

 

HUD is required to qualitatively evaluate the risks associated with proximity to hazardous 

facilities.  ORCF will consider the potential danger presented by liquid fuel and gas ASTs, even 

in cases of refinance where the tanks are pre-existing, and may at times require mitigation.  

 
 Existing projects with no additions and with no increase in residential density:  When ASTs exist on 

site—containing liquid fuel (over 100 gallons in size) or containing pressurized gas (stationary tanks 
of any size)—a conformance letter from the governing Fire Department/District will be required.  
The letter must specifically address the safety of the storage tanks.  In cases where safety letters 
cannot be obtained for on-site ASTs and where off-site tanks are visible from the site, a calculation 
of the Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) must be included in the application.  A useful tool for 
calculating ASDs can be found at http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/environment/asdcalculator.cfm. 

 
 Projects where new units or beds are being added:  When existing or proposed ASTs are located on-

site or when offsite tanks are visible from the property, a calculation of the Acceptable Separation 
Distance must be included in the application. 

  

 93 

Radon 94 

Program Guidance:  Handbook 4232.1, Section II, Production, Chapter 7.8. 95 

Date of Testing:       

Firm:       

Radon Professional:       

Certification/License 

Information:       

EPA Radon Zone:       

 96 

Key Questions 97 
 Yes  No 

1. Was the radon report conducted by a qualified Radon Professional?    
2. Was testing performed no earlier than 1 year prior to application submission?    
3. Were occupants informed of the testing in the manner described in ANSI-

AARST MALB-2014 (or more recent edition)?    
4. Is mitigation required due to radon levels at or above 4.0 picocuries per liter 

(4.0 pCi/L)? (If no, move on).    
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 Yes  No 
a. Is a mitigation plan in compliance with ANSI-AARST RMS-LB 2014, Radon 

Mitigation Standards for Schools and Large Buildings included in the repairs?     
b. Was an Operations and Maintenance Plan included in the application?    

<<Provide narrative discussion of radon risk applicable to the subject project.  If a radon report 98 

was not required per HUD Handbook 4232.1, Chapter 7.8, please explain why the radon report 99 

was not required.>>       100 

General Overview 101 
The Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) was performed in conformance with the 102 

scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-05 <<Because ASTM may amend these 103 

requirements, please reference the most current version. >>  The investigation specifically 104 

included a reconnaissance of the subject site and the immediate surrounding area, a review of 105 

regulatory agency information, a survey of local geological and topographical maps, a review of 106 

aerial photographic studies, survey of water sources, a review of historical information, and a 107 

limited visual inspection for suspect asbestos containing materials (ACMs).  108 

 109 

Lender Comments 110 

<<Provide a brief summary of comments made by underwriter.  If none, state none.>>        111 

 112 

Other Environmental Concerns 113 

 114 

Key Questions 115 
 Yes  No 

1. Was evidence showing that the subject is not located within a Is the subject 

located within a designated coastal barrier resource area? (If no, provide 

evidence.) . ........................................................................................................    

2. Noise:    

a. IIs the subject located within 5 miles of a civil airport or within 15 miles 

of a military airfield?   ................................................................................    

b. Is the project located within 1,000 feet of major highways or busy roads?  

.....................................................................................................................    

c. Is the project located within 3,000 feet of a railroad?   ...............................    

d. Is the subject’s marketability impacted by noise?     

3. Are there existing or proposed or proposed stationary tanks containing 

explosive or fire-prone materials of 100 gallons or larger on the site or 

nearby the site that are visible from satellite images or site reconnaissance?    

 

 

  

 

 

 

a. Was a tank safety letter from the state or local fire department NOT 

provided for each tank?                                                                                 

 N/A    

4. Are there any wetlands on or adjacent to the subject site?   .............................    

a. If so, will the project impact or disturb wetland areas or their buffer zones?    

N/A    
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 Yes  No 

5. Are any repairs or modifications to the project likely to affect any listed or 

proposed endangered or threatened species or critical habitats?   ....................    

6. Is the subject located on a sole source aquifer?   ..............................................    

7. Are there any known landfills within ½-mile of the site?  ...............................    

8. Is the project subject to an Activity and Use Limitation, Engineering 

Control, and/or Institutional Control related to an environmental concern? 

(If so, provide the information to the Phase I environmental consultant.)     

9. Does the project utilize a private water supply? (If so provide evidence that 

the water quality meets local, state or Federal standards; for example, 

evidence that the water meets the EPA Primary Drinking Water Standards.)    

10. Does the project involve a private sewage treatment system?    

11. Are any on-site structures located within the easement of an overhead high 

voltage transmission line?     

12. Are any buildings located in the fall zone of any support structure for high 

voltage power transmission lines or any other towers?   ..................................    

13. Is any structure located within 10 feet of an easement for a high pressure gas 

or liquid petroleum transportation pipeline?    

14. Is a residential structure located within 300 feet of an operating or 

abandoned oil or gas well? (If so, refer to Handbook 4232.1, Section II, 

Production, 7.5.K.3.)    

15. Do any of the required or proposed repairs change the footprint of the  

building(s)?   .....................................................................................................    

16. DDoes the project site include a structure that was built before 1978? (If no, 

move on)   .........................................................................................................    

a. Was a comprehensive asbestos survey NOT performed by a qualified asbestos 

inspector pursuant to the “baseline survey” requirements of ASTM E 2356-10 

(or most recent edition) NOT provided? (rRequired for all buildings 

constructed before 1978.)?   If provided, check “No.”.) 

 

 

  

 

 

 

b. If so, was a comprehensive asbestos survey performed by a qualified asbestos 

inspector pursuant to the “baseline survey” requirements of ASTM E 2356-10 

provided (required for all buildings constructed before 1978)?   .............  Did the 

asbestos survey identify any friable and/or damaged asbestos?  N/A    

c. Does the project involve asbestos removal?  (Asbestos removal may involve 

additional risk, and may have a direct impact on residents and workers and 

ongoing facility operations. An operating deficit, for example, may need to be 

required if removal is to occur after endorsement.)     
 Does the proposal include demolition of a structure that was built before 1978?  (If 

no, move on)  Does the proposal include demolishion of a structure that was built 

before 1978? 

17. Other than the aforementioned, are there any other environmental issues 

identified by the Phase I or II reports or lender’s due diligence?    

 

  

 

 

a. Was a comprehensive preconstruction asbestos survey NOT performed by a 

qualified inspector pursuant to the “pre-construction survey” requirements of    
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 Yes  No 

ASTM E 2356-10 (or most recent edition) NOT provided? 

18. Other than the aforementioned, are there any other environmental issues identified 

by the Phase I or II reports or lender’s due diligence?      

19. Was a floodplain map  with the subject site clearly marked on it provided NOT 

provided?    

20. Was a preliminary or pending flood map of the project’s location available for the 

site on the FEMA website?  If so, wasprovide a copy of this map with the subject 

site marked on it. provided?    

21. Was a wetland map with the subject site clearly marked on it NOT provided?    

 116 

<<For each “yes” answer above, provide a narrative discussion on the topic . Ddescribeing the 117 

any risk and how it will be mitigated.  For example:  “A preliminary flood map is available on 118 

the FEMA website (Preliminary Flood Map #XXXXXXXXX) which identifies the project’s flood 119 

zone as Zone X (shaded), a 500-year flood zone. Documentation for the completion of an 120 

abbreviated 8-step decision making process is provided at Exhibit X.  The project has prepared 121 

and participates in an early warning system. An emergency evacuation and relocation plan has 122 

been implemented.  Evacuation routes out of the 500-year floodplain have been identified; and 123 

the estimated flood level has been marked at 3 feet above ground level at the southerly and 124 

northerly elevations of the building.  An example of the floodplain notice that will be signed by 125 

the resident or their agents is provided.”  For example: Railroad: A railway exists 126 

approximately 2,400 feet to the south of the project site.  As this is an existing structure, a noise 127 

analysis or study is not required.  This noise source has no discernable impact on the 128 

marketability of the facility as it operates at nearly 95% occupancy with comparable rents to the 129 

rest of the market.  130 

 131 

Existing Structures on Site:  A vacant one-story house and two storage sheds currently occupy 132 

the site.  The current owner of the land will be relocating these structures prior to initial closing, 133 

at no cost to the Borrower.  Therefore, no off-site or demolition costs are anticipated. 134 

 135 
 136 

Because of the existing structures, we have addressed potential asbestos and lead-based paint 137 

concerns.  A qualified assessor evaluated the house and outbuildings for asbestos containing 138 

materials.  A comprehensive asbestos survey was performed pursuant to the “baseline survey” 139 

requirements of ASTM E 2356-10 and no asbestos containing materials were identified.  A visual 140 

inspection by the environmental assessor also indicated that there is no evidence of peeling paint 141 

and no suspect lead-based paint containing surfaces were identified.>>        142 

 143 

 144 

Site Work, Ground Disturbance or Digging 145 

Program Guidance:PROGRAM GUIDANCEProgram Guidance:  Handbook 4232.1, Section II 146 

Production, 7.5. 147 

   148 

 149 
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Many Federal agencies require contact directly from HUD.  This list includes, but is not limited 150 

to, State Coastal Zone Management councils, U.S. Fish and Wildlife service, and local/regional 151 

Indian tribes.  s when Federal/State/regional contact must be made by HUD,  Include Exhiit 2-6 152 

in your request to Lean Thinking. 153 

 154 

If the project includes any ground disturbance, contact LeanThinking@hud.gov in advance of 155 

application submission so that ORCF may initiate agency to agency contact.  Include a project 156 

description including type of project, purpose of the project, the proposed activities/site work, 157 

and the current condition of the site (what is on the site now) as well as a location map, aerial 158 

view map, site layout map and a topographic map in your request to Lean Thinking.  159 

 160 

Examples of ground disturbance include, but are not limited to, tree removal, burying a tank, 161 

new parking, increases in building footprint, adding a new fence, etc.  If there is uncertainty 162 

regarding what may constitute ground disturbance, contact LeanThinking@hud.gov in advance 163 

of application submission.  164 

Tribal Notification:  In instances where there will be site work, ground disturbance or digging 165 

(some examples include, but are not limited to, tree removal, burying a tank, new parking, 166 

increasing the building footprint, adding a new fence, etc.) the lender should contact 167 

LeanThinking@hud.gov in advance of application submission.  The request should include 168 

Exhibit 2-6. 169 

 170 

Key Questions 171 
 Yes  No 

1. Will there be any site work, construction, ground disturbance or digging? (If no, 

move on) 
 

   

2. Was a request for Tribal Consultation submitted to LeanThinking@hud.gov in 

advance of application submittal?     
3. Was a site plan provided showing where site work, ground disturbance and/or 

digging will occur?    
4. Was documentation provided showing that a Section 7 Endangered Species review 

was completed?    
5. Was evidence that the project is in compliance with the State’s Coastal Zone 

Management Program provided if located in a designated coastal zone?    
6. Did the correspondence with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) 

accurately reflect the proposed site work, ground disturbance or digging as well as 

any planned repairs and/or construction?    
7. Are there any wetlands on or adjacent to the site that could be potentially impacted 

by the construction or site work either directly or indirectly via drainage, etc.?      
a. If yes, was HUD contacted in advance to conduct an 8 step?    

8. Is the project site located in a flood plain?    
a. If the footprint of the building or pavement will be significantly 

increased, was HUD contacted in advance to conduct  the 8-step 

decision making process (24 CFR Part 55.20)?    

mailto:LeanThinking@hud.gov
mailto:LeanThinking@hud.gov
mailto:LeanThinking@hud.gov
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      172 

construction,  (If no, move on) providedprovided aManagement P if located 173 

in a designated coastal zone or site work the- decision making process (24 174 

CFR Part 55.20)Increases in Units or Beds 175 

Key Questions 176 
 Yes  No 

1. Will there be an increase in units or beds? (If no, move on.)    
e. Are there any current Aboveground Storage Tanks (ASTs) on or 

directly visible from the site?    
f. Will any Aboveground Storage Tanks be added?    
g. Was an ASD calculation or mitigation plan submitted for all current or 

proposed ASTs?  (Note that a tank safety letter IS NOT sufficient for 

projects that are increasing in units or beds.  Refer to Handbook 

chapter 7.5.F.)    
h. Was a HUD compliant noise analysis provided?    

      (ASTs) 177 

. 178 

State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) Clearance 179 

Program GuidancePROGRAM GUIDANCEProgram Guidance:  Routine maintenance 180 

definition. 181 

For SHPO review purposes, HUD has a specific definition of routine maintenance, which may 182 

differ from other definitions of routine maintenance.  See Notice CPD-16-02 for HUD’s 183 

definition. 184 

 185 

Note, if the answer to Key Questions 4 or 5 is yes, then the SHPO must be contacted.  The lender 186 

may submit a Section 106 request to SHPO in order to expedite the process.  187 

 188 

<<Provide narrative description indicating whether or not SHPO has been contacted, 189 

information sent to SHPO, and any response received.   in Section 8-12 of application materials.  190 

For example: “Since we are not making changes to the exterior of the building, and internal 191 

repairs are limited to routine maintenance as defined in Notice CPD-16-02, there is no impact 192 

on any historical property.”>>        193 

 194 
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Key Questions 195 
 Yes  No 

1. Was the SHPO contacted?Are there any known historic preservation issues 

related to the subject?  ...................................................................................... 

 

  

 

 

2. Was the SHPO website for the project’s state reviewed for any specific 

information required by that SHPO and was this information provided?    

3. Was all correspondence with the SHPO provided in the application?    

4. Are there any known historic preservation issues related to the subject?      

5. Does the project involve repairs in excess of routine maintenance (as defined in 

Notice CPD-16-02), construction, or ground disturbance?   ............................    

6. Have any other archeological or cultural resource centers been consulted?   ..    

 196 

<<As applicable, for each “yes” answer above, provide a narrative discussion on the topic.  For 197 

example: “We have received a letter from the XXXX State Historic SocietyPreservation Office, 198 

dated XXXX.  It was determined that the site is of no historical or suspected cultural 199 

significance.  No additional investigation was recommended by the State.”  Please note indicate 200 

if a response has not been received.  If the SHPO concluded that the project will have an adverse 201 

effect, please explain how this will be mitigated  .>>  >>        202 

 203 

Area of Potential Effects 204 
 205 

Program Guidance:PROGRAM GUIDANCEProgram Guidance:  Handbook 4232.1, Section II 206 

Production, Chapter 7. 207 

In situations where the SHPO was contacted, provide a description of the Area of Potential 208 

Effects (APE) that was included in the correspondence that was sent to the SHPO.  See HUD 209 

Handbook 4232.1, Section II, Production, Chapter 7.  210 

 211 

<<Provide a narrative discussion on the Area of Potential Effects.  For example: “The subject is 212 

located in the X Historic District, so we have determined that the APE is the entire Historic 213 

District.” Or, “The subject is not located near any properties that are on or eligible for the 214 

National Register of Historic Places, so the APE is only the subject site., etc. >>        215 

 216 

Flood Pplain 217 

NFIP Map Panel #:       Date:       

Flood Zone(s):         

 218 

<< When in Zone X, indicate whether it is designated as X “(shaded)” or “(unshaded)”.  When 219 

the site is located in multiple flood zones, identify each zone designation. For example: “X 220 

(unshaded), X (shaded), AE”.>> 221 

 222 
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Key Questions 223 
 Yes  No 

1. Does the community participate in the National Flood Insurance Program 

(NFIP)?  (A project located in a FEMA-identified special flood hazard area, where the 

community has been suspended for or does not participate in the NFIP, is not eligible for 

mortgage insurance.)    

2. Is flood insurance required for this property?      

3. Is the subject site located within a100- year floodplain (1% annual chance 

flood) or 500-year floodplain (0.2% chance of annual flood)?  (If no, move on).  
(Use the effective FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) or, when FEMA provides interim 

flood hazard data such as Advisory Base Flood Elevations, preliminary or pending maps, use 

the latest of these sources except when the base flood elevations from interim data are lower 

than the elevations on the current FIRM.)    

4. If located in a 100-year or 500-year floodplain*, is the 8-step documentation 

provided in the application materials?                                                      N/A    

a. Preparation of and participation in an early flood warning system:  

Was the specific method(s) used to monitor weather conditions and 

flooding alerts provided?    

b. Emergency evacuation and relocation plan:  Was a relocation plan that 

includes names and addresses of like facilities that have agreements or 

contracts with the subject to serve as a temporary relocation site for the 

subject’s residents provided?    

c. Identification of evacuation route(s) out of the 500-year floodplain:  Were 

road maps and flood zone designations for the relocation sites provided?    

d. Identification marks of past or estimated flood levels:  Was evidence that 

identification marks showing past or estimated flood levels have been 

placed on the structure provided?    

e. Resident Notification:  Was an example resident notice to residents 

provided and does the notice advise residents of the portions of the site 

that are in the floodplain and that flood insurance is available for their 

personal property?    
 224 
s 225 

<< *If project is in a 100 or 500 year  floodplain, pProvide a narrative discussion evaluating 226 

the floodplain exhibitswith detailed information about how the property will be altered and 227 

improvement designed.  Include the elevation of the property, the elevation of the floodplain, and 228 

the location of the life support systems.  229 

(If citing 24 CFR Part 55.12(c)(7) for an exemption from floodplain management regulations, 230 

provide a narrative summary confirming that the project qualifies for the regulatory exception. 231 

Note that the permanent restrictive covenant or comparable restriction that must be placed on 232 

the property’s continued use to preserve the floodplain must run with the land and will not be 233 

dependent on the mortgage instrument.) >>        234 

General Overview 235 

The Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) was performed in conformance with the 236 

scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-05      <<Because ASTM may amend these 237 
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requirements, please reference the most current version. >>  The investigation specifically 238 

included a reconnaissance of the subject site and the immediate surrounding area, a review of 239 

regulatory agency information, a survey of local geological and topographical maps, a review of 240 

aerial photographic studies, survey of water sources, a review of historical information and a 241 

limited visual inspection for suspect asbestos containing materials (ACMs).   242 

Lender Comments 243 

<<Provide a brief summary of comments made by underwriter.  If none, state none.>>        244 

 245 


