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 Y = yes      N = no       NA = not applicable 
In the event the Responsible Official determines the project should be categorically excluded from further environmental review, an EID is not required.
For instances where the EID is incorporated into the Facility Plan as a separate chapter there is no need to repeat information in the environmental chapter which has already been presented in a previous section of the Plan.  The environmental chapter can simply reference the relevant information.
GENERAL
Scope and Content
·    The SERP exists to ensure the protection of human health and the environment.
·    The EID shall be a concise document briefly providing sufficient evidence and analysis to identify impacts and mitigation measures. 
·    An EID shall not contain overly long descriptions, or detailed data which may have been gathered. Rather, it should contain a brief discussion of the purpose and need for the proposal, alternatives to the proposal, briefly describe the environmental impacts of and mitigation measures for the proposed action and alternatives, and a list of agencies and persons consulted.
·    The Summary of Alternatives section shall only contain sufficient detail for the reader to understand the potential environmental impacts and mitigation measures of the alternatives which evaluated during the planning phase.  Equipment details or preliminary design discussions/evaluations shall not be presented or required unless they have a bearing on the environmental impacts or mitigation measures.
·    Preparers of EIDs shall not be required to identify the final permits which the project will require. A preliminary list is the best that can be expected until well into the design phase. The Preliminary Engineering Report will clarify which permits are essential.
Editing for Style
·    Document reviews shall focus on meaningful, essential comments strictly related to social, technical, and scientific content.
·    If the information in a document submitted by a grant recipient is understandable, then it generally shall be accepted as is. Documents shall not be returned to grant recipients to provide greater definition or to add detail (e.g. different color or thickness for map delineations). It is not the intention of the SERP process to produce documentation of a superior appearance. 
Streamlining
·    The EID can be incorporated as a chapter or appendix of the Facility Plan or as a separate document (the latter is more appropriate for complicated EIDs). 
·    If an EID under separate cover is produced as a companion document to the Facility Plan, information which is already in the Facility Plan should not be duplicated in the EID. In lieu of duplicating this information, the appropriate section of the Facility Plan shall simply be referenced in the EID.
·    Appendices do not need to include copies of published books or papers; in those cases, a reference will suffice.
·    EID discussion of issues determined not to be significant can be limited to a brief presentation of why they will not have a significant effect.
Design Information 
·    Reviewers shall recognize that detailed design information will not be available at the planning stage of the project, which is when SERP review occurs. DEQ expects that the information provided will be estimates. If a project design differs considerably from the planning estimates with a potential for changes in environmental impacts or mitigation, DEQ will reevaluate the SERP decision.
Agency Consultations
·    DEQ expects to receive a response to a consultation request within 30 days of receipt. Consulting agencies shall be contacted a week prior to the end of a 30-day comment period and reminded of the upcoming expiration of the period. Follow-up should be conducted by the entity that initiated the consultation. No response shall be assumed to mean "no comment." Documentation of the contact shall be retained in the SERP project file.
·    Agency consultations may not be required if the issue of concern (e.g. stream crossing) is addressed by a stand-alone regulatory effort (e.g. 404 permit). 
·    Agency consultations shall only be engaged in if the scoping meeting (informed by DEQ Regional Office knowledge of the project site) uncovers the potential for significant impact. 
·    Agency consultations for cross-cutting authorities are only required if the project is funded with federal dollars.  The SRF Loan Manager shall be consulted to determine the likely source of funding.
·    Once the reviewer has agreed to a list of agency consultations, this list shall not be changed without providing concrete, definitive reasons for changes. 
·    In the event that an expert assessment such as a biological assessment or an archeological survey is submitted to DEQ, then DEQ will promptly forward the assessment to the consulting agency for review.  DEQ develops an agency determination on the project effects to cultural resources, essential fish habitat and threatened and endangered species.
Public Comment Periods
·    The public must be afforded an opportunity to comment on the planning effort. A minimum 14 (calendar) day comment period is required in conjunction with public notice and a public meeting. 
·    Public comment received during the public meeting should be documented in the EID. 
·    The public review/comment period on a draft FONSI determination shall be 30 days, or 45 days for controversial projects. This allows the public time to review the EID, the facility plan, and other supporting documentation for the draft FONSI. 
A. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT
1. Does the document provide a 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 concern(s)? Describe sources of information used to assess the need.
2. Does the document describe conformity, or lack thereof, with any existing regulatory requirements?
B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
1. Does the document provide a general description of the selected alternative?  
2. If the selected alternative is not the most cost-effective one, does the document provide a justification for the option chosen?
3. Does the document describe the environmental impacts of the chosen alternative?
4. Does the document describe the permit requirements of the chosen alternative?
C. 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 the proposed project will affect.
1. Is a description and map of the proposed project planning area included in the facility planning 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 the estimated area of potential effects (APE), if different from the proposed project planning area, been identified? 
a) Once the APE has been identified, have the effects related to the proposed project been characterized?
b)  Has the estimated APE been included on the map(s)?
3. Describe the following major features of the proposed project and include them on the maps.
4. Are all wastewater flows adequately described (i.e. source and 20-year minimum flow for treatment works, and 40-year minimum flow for collection systems)?
5. This section provides a checklist to ensure that the applicant has identified all environmental features that the proposed project may affect. NOTE: Sufficient detail should be provided either in the facility plan or the EID on each of the following topical sections. 
a) Physical aspects (topography, geology, and soils)
(1) Are the physical aspects of the areas, potentially affected by the proposed project, described in sufficient detail to allow for a determination of site suitability and potential impacts?
b) 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? 
c) Economics and social profile
(1) Environmental justice (Executive Order No. 12898): (Note: projects funded with federal dollars)
a) Will any low-income or minority groups be adversely affected in any way by the proposed project?
b)  Are any benefits from this project going to accrue in a discriminatory manner?
d) Floodplain development (Note: the consultation requirement only applies to projects funded with federal dollars) 
(1) Will any part of the planned project be located within or affect a 100-year floodplain? (Attach maps used to arrive at decision with PPPA, APE, and major project features showing.)
(2) If some part of the planned facility will be located within a 100-year floodplain, and no practicable alternative to this exists, has the community indicated that measures will be included in the design of the facilities to minimize or avoid adverse effects to the floodplain?
(3) Will the facility be able to fully function and operate during a 100-year flood event?
(4) If the proposed project will impact a 100-year floodplain, has the applicant indicated how the public will be notified of this and how public input will be considered?
(5) If the project or some part of it will be in a 100-year floodplain, is the borrower currently located within a jurisdiction that is participating in the National Flood Insurance Program? 
e) Wetlands (Note: the consultation requirement only applies to projects funded with federal dollars)
(1) Is any portion of the project planning area located within wetlands as defined and mapped by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), or a qualified private consultant?
(2) If part of the proposed project will be located in or will affect wetlands, as determined by maps and/or site investigations, will a 404 dredge and fill permit be required from the USACE? (Attach maps, site investigations, or correspondence used to reach decision.) 
(3) Have alternatives to keeping the project outside the identified wetlands been proposed in the EID or engineering report/facility plan?
(4) If part of the proposed project will be located in an identified wetland, and no practicable alternative exists, has a wetlands assessment of measures to minimize or mitigate adverse effects been made?
(5) If a Wetland Delineation Report has been prepared for the proposed project site, did the USACE concur with DEQ findings on the Wetland Delineation Report?
f) Wild and scenic rivers (Note: projects funded with federal dollars)
(1) Does the planning area contain a designated or proposed wild and scenic river?
(2) If so, is the proposed project compatible with any existing wild and scenic river management plan?
g) Cultural resources (Note: the consultation requirement only applies to projects funded with federal dollars)
(1) Has the State of Idaho historic preservation officer or THPO requested a site survey to determine the presence or absence of cultural resources in the proposed project area? 
(2) If cultural resources have been identified in the project area, will the project have direct or indirect adverse impacts on any listed or eligible property?
(3) Has the loan applicant developed mitigation measures to avoid or reduce adverse impacts to cultural resources identified in the proposed project area?
h) Flora and fauna
DEQ shall complete the initial consultation(s) with the USFWS on threatened/endangered species, with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) regarding Essential Fish Habitat, and with the Idaho Fish and Game on other species where appropriate. DEQ will complete a determination memo and return the results of the consultation to the EID preparer for inclusion in the EID.
Threatened/Endangered Species/Critical Habitat (Note: the consultation requirement only applies to projects funded with federal dollars)
(1) Are there any designated threatened or endangered species or critical habitat in the proposed project planning area?  DEQ shall complete the initial consultation with the USFWS on threatened/endangered species AND NMFS on threatened/endangered ocean-going fish AND Salmon Essential Fish Habitat.
(2) If listed species or habitats are present, has a biological assessment been prepared by a qualified expert for designated threatened or endangered species?
(3) Will the project have direct or indirect adverse impacts on any such designated species or habitats?
(4) If a Biological Assessment (BA) has been prepared for threatened or endangered species, did the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service concur with DEQ's findings on the BA?
Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) (Note: the consultation requirement only applies to projects funded with federal dollars)
(1) Is there any Salmon EFH in the proposed project planning area?
(2) Will the project have direct or indirect adverse impacts on EFH?
(3) Has the NMFS provided a list of conservation recommendations if the project is adversely affecting Salmon EFH? Identify the measures proposed to avoid, minimize, or offset the impact of proposed activities on Salmon EFH. 
Other Wildlife (Note: only applies to projects funded with federal dollars)
(1) Will the project have direct or indirect adverse impacts on other fish and wildlife, or their habitats, including migratory routes, wintering, or calving areas?
(2) Does the planning area include a sensitive habitat area designated by a local, state, or federal wildlife agency?
i) Prime farmlands (Note: the consultation requirement only applies to projects funded with federal dollars)
(1) Does the planning area contain any important farmlands/forests (prime, unique, statewide importance, local importance, etc.) as determined by the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA)? Include completed form AD-1006.
(2) Has an assessment been performed by USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) as initiated by submittal of Form AD-1006?
(3) If yes, will the project directly or indirectly encourage the irreversible conversion of environmentally significant agricultural lands to uses that result in the loss of these lands as an environmental or essential food production resource?
j) Air quality (Note: The consultation requirement only applies to projects funded with federal dollars)
(1) Will the facilities cause odor or noise nuisance problems?         
k) Surface water quality and quantity
(1) Are water quality and quantity adequately described in the planning document?
(2) Will the project adversely affect water rights?
(3) Does the project adversely affect a water source area for a public drinking water system?
(4) Will the project have a beneficial impact on surface water quality? 
l) Ground water (see Groundwater Checklist found at www.deq.idaho.gov/water-quality/grants-loans/environmental-review.aspx)
(1) Indicate the information that was used to characterize existing ground water:
- Test pits
- Monitoring wells
- Piezometers
- Other (describe)
(2) Has information been provided on the following?
- Subsurface soil conditions
- Ground water quality
- Depth to water
- Ground water flow direction
- Surface water features adjacent to the property 
- All wells and well logs within ¼ mile
(3) Does the project have the potential to adversely affect ground water?
m) Safe Drinking Water Act (Note: the consultation requirement only applies to projects funded with federal dollars)
(1) Does the project have the potential to adversely affect a sole source aquifer or its stream flow source area or recharge area? 
(2) Does the project have the potential to adversely affect a source water area for a public drinking water system? 
n) Reuse/land application or subsurface disposal system
1) Has sufficient information been provided to enable a determination of possible impacts due to the use of: new or unproved techniques, rapid infiltration basins, low-rate land application, or subsurface sewage disposal?
D. MAPS, CHARTS, AND TABLES
1. Do the maps, charts, and other graphic materials used in the facility plan and referenced in the EID help the reader clearly discern project features as estimated at the planning level?
2. Are all graphs, charts, tables, and other graphics referenced in the EID labeled and referenced?
E. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF PROPOSED PROJECT
1. Are the beneficial as well as adverse impacts of the project upon human-made and natural features clearly identified, and is mitigation provided for adverse impacts? 
2. Are additional potential or existing beneficial as well as adverse impacts that are worthy of discussion in the EID noted?
4. Have unavoidable adverse impacts that cannot be fully mitigated been listed and discussed?
5. Are all the positive beneficial impacts due to the proposed project highlighted?
F. POTENTIALLY AFFECTED AGENCIES
40 CFR, Part 6, identifies the scope of federal environmental concerns and objectives that must be addressed in the environmental review process for projects funded with federal dollars. Note that if a regulatory process will generate a review process independent of the SERP, that the SERP will not engage in that consultation. Agency consultation will only be entered into if the local authorities (including DEQ regional office) conclude that a significant impact is likely.
Agencies are given a 30-day period to respond to a formal request for consultation. A non-response after 30 days will be treated as a “no comment” response. Documentation of the contact shall be maintained in the SRF project file. 
Contact information for the following state and federal agencies can be found at: www.deq.idaho.gov/water-quality/grants-loans/environmental-review.aspx
1. Landmarks, Historical, Cultural and Archeological Sites
a) State Historic Preservation Officer 
b) Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) for:
(i) The Coeur d'Alene Tribe
(ii) Nez Perce Tribe
(iii) Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes
2.          Threatened and Endangered Species and Essential Fish Habitat 
a) U.S. Fish and Wildlife
b) NOAA National Marine Fisheries Service
3.          Fish and Wildlife Protection and Enhancement
a) Idaho Fish and Game Department
4.          Wild and Scenic Rivers 
a) Bureau of Land Management
b) U.S. Forest Service 
5.          Flood Plains  
a)          Idaho Department of Water Resources 
b)          City or county (if enrolled in a National Flood Insurance Program)
6. Farmland Protection 
a) U.S. Department of Agriculture 
7. Wetlands 
a) U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
8. Ground Water Protection
a) DEQ Water Quality Division and Regional Project Engineer
9. Air Quality (Note: only applies to projects funded with federal dollars)
a) DEQ Air Quality Division
G. MEANS TO MITIGATE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS  
1. Have mitigation measures been listed for potential impacts?
H. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
1. If the environmental review process has determined that something other than a categorical exclusion 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 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. The applicant should retain a copy of the public notice in the applicant's project files.
2. Have dates and meeting locations for all public hearings and meetings concerning the planning document 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 planning document and final environmental document?
5. Have significant substantive comments received from state and federal agencies been described and considered in the planning document and final environmental document? Include copies of state and federal agency comments received.
I. REFERENCES AND AGENCIES CONSULTED
Is there a list of all reference documents and agencies consulted in preparation of the EID?
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