IHlinois

Department of Commerce
& Economic Opportunity

OFFICE OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Bruce Rauner, Governor

September 8, 2016

Honorable Jim Marlo

Chairman, County Board of Commissioners A
Williamson County ] b
Suite 220 407 N. Monroe ' kd

Marion, IL 62959-2321 -

Re: Grant # 15-243015 — Tier | Target Area Level Review of Hlinois CDBG Single Unit, Owner-Occupied LMI
Housing Rehabilitation (HR) Project covering 10 Homes in unincorporated Colp #9,
Documenting compliance with 13 of 16 Bodies of Federal Environmental Law

Dear Honorable Marlo:

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 DCEQO 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 environmenta! 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,

David Wortman, Deputy Director
Bureau of Community Development

Cc: Celeste Sollers

217.782.7500 Springfield 312.814.7179 Chicago www.illinois.govidceo



DETERMINATION OF LEVEL OF CDBG ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

PART A RECEIVED AUG 2 3 20%
Grantee/Applicant Community: ‘Williamson County Grant # or Program Year: 15-243015

_Project Name: Colp #9 Single Unit, Owner Occupied LMI Housing Rehabilitation

_Project Location (City, State): Colp, IL

Project Description

The rehabilitation of ten {10) single family owner-occupied homes of low to moderate income
residents located in the unincorporated community of Colp #9 in Williamson County, Illinois.

PART B

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

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

] Categorically Exciuded NOT Subject to §58.5 authorities per 24 CFR58.35(b) (  }{ ) )
*See attached Finding of Categorical Exclusion Not Subject to §58.5

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

[] AnEnvironmental Assessment (EA) is required to be performed

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

Grantee Environmental Reviewer /4/
4 é
Completed by {signature): W - e

Name, Title, Organization: Celeste Sollers, Director, Williamson County Date: 4/29/16

Determination of Level of Environmental Review



Ooo0dM™M O 0O B

O d

FINDING OF EXEMPT ACTIVITY [24 CFR 58.34(A)]
Environmental and other studies, resource identification and the development of plans and strategics
[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, dnug abuse,
education, counseling, energy conservation and welfare or recreational needs [58.34(a)(4)]

[nspections 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)]

11. Payment of principal and interest on loans made or obligations guaranteed by HUD [58.34(a)(11))

12. Any of the categorical exclusions listed in §58.35(a) provided that there are ne circumstances which

require compliance with any other Federal laws and authoritics cited in §58.5 {58.34(a)(12)]

Determination of Level of Environmental Review
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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 strects) [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 a 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)(i1)]

iti. In the case of non-residential structures, including commercial, industrial, and public buildings, the
facilities and tmprovements 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 2 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)Xi)]. [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)(i1)]. {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



Grantee Name WILLIAMSON COUNTY RECEWED A![ﬁ 23 ?%
Grant #1  #15-243015

CDBG Environmental Workflow Process (For Grantee Use}
Type of Project: PI, EPI, ED, DF,(fiR Jcircle one)

Grant #2

ERR Prepared By: Celeste Sollers Williamson County

{Printed Name) {Organization)

/
Signature: 5 ,//, A,J B/23/16

{Signature} {Date)

PROCESS/REQUIRED DOCUMENTATION

v HUD LEVEL OF REVIEW INDICATED {may be more than one depending on Grant/Leverage fund activities) and associated Finding form
X Determination of Level of Environmental Review form
X Exemnpt per 28 CFR58.34{a)} (1 }( 3 )(5 )(6){ )
X Categorically Excluded per58.35 {a ) {3 ) {1 }{ J( }
Environmental Assessment
v DCEO / HUD CERTIFICATION FORMS Date
X | Signature Date of COBG Environmental Workflow Process sheet 8/23/16
X Signature Date of Environmental Review for Activity/Project that is Exempt or Categorically Excluded {Not Subject to 5/14/16
58.5)
+ | Signature Date of Environmental Review for Activity/Project that is Categorically Excluded (Subject to 58.5) 8/12/16
" Does this review convert to Exempt? [Yes [ No If yes, Indicate date
| Signature Date of Environmental Assessment — Determinations and Compliance Findings for HUD-assisted Projects
NOTE: All boxes and fields on all eight pages must be completed. Omissions may require re-publication.
v I EIGHT STEP FLOOD PLAIN {FF} REVIEW LOCAL COMMENT PERIODS Date

Required if FEMA Firmette indicates 100-Year Flood Plain in Project Area and not protected by an accredited levee system or flood wall. Must be

completed prior to signature of either Categorical Exclusion or Environmental Assessment

Date of FP Early Warning Publication [

Publisher's/Posting Certification

Local Comment Period (Starts one day after date of publication; lasts 15 full days)

Start Date | 5/27/16 | End Date | 6/11/16

THEN AT LEAST ONE FULL DAY AFTER END OF FLOOD PLAIN EARLY WARNING COMMENT PERIOD Date

Date of FP Findings Publication |

Publisher's/Posting Certification

Local Comment Perlod {Starts one day after date of publication; lasts 7 full days)

Start Date | 6/24/16 [ End Date | 7/01/16 [

LOCAL AND STATE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIODS Date

For Categaorical Exclusion (Subject to 58.5) not converting to Exempt.

X NOI/RROF Publication/Posting (Must be at least 1 day later than CE {Subject to 58.5) Signature Date above) | 8/13/16
X Publisher's/Posting Certification
Local Comment Period Start Date (At least one day after date of publication/posting} 8/14/16
Local Comment Period End Date (Count 7 full days for publication, 10 full days for posting) 8/20/16

For Environmental Assessment

FONSI NOI/RROF Publication/Posting (Must be at least 1 day later than Environmental Assessment Signature Date above}

Publisher's/Posting Certification

Local Comment Period Start Date (At least one day after date of publication/posting)

Local Comment Period End Date (Count 15 full days for publication, 18 full days for posting)

Does Publication/Posting Reference Prasidential-Declared Disaster/Combined Comment Period and that Funding is for Disaster Recovery

Activities? 3 Yes ® No If yes, Local/State Public Comment Period may be combined.

DATE OF RROF (i.e., 7015.15] Signatura (must be at leost ane day aofter last day of local comment period) | 8723116

NOTE: The {up to four) State Environmental Agency Clearance Letters are listed on the “Compliance Documentation Checklist for Categorically Excluded (subject
to 58.5) or Environmental Assessment (EA)”

Please scan and email color version of completed ERR to DCED CDBG ERO. You may mail a colored COPY = Originals will not be returned.

Environmental Workflow_Grantee
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S e U.5. Department of Housing and Urban
Sk r,i. % 3 0% Development
2% dlliin * 2 451 Seventh Street, SW
*, l““l“ o RECEIVED UG 2 Washinglon, DC 20410

www. hud gov
espanol.hud gov

g grury

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: Colp #9 Housing Rehabilitation
Responsible Entity: Williamson County

Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):
State/Local Identifier: #15-243015

Preparer: Celeste Sollers

Certifying Officer Name and Title: Jim Marlo, Chairman, Williamson County Board of
Commissioners

Consultant (if applicable):

Project Location: Williamson County, Blairsville Township T.85.-R.1E. Section 22 & 27
the unincorporated community of Colp #9

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

Grant activity delivery and housing inspection services necessary to undertake eventual
rehabilitation of ten (10) single family owner-occupied homes of low to moderate income
residents in the unincorporated community of Colp #9, Williamson County, Illinois.

Level of Environmental Review Determination:

X Activity/Project is Exempt per 24 CFR 58.34(a): _ 1.3.5.6

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

Colp -Exempt Not subject of SEction
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Funding Information

Categorically
Grant Number HUD Program Exempt Amount Excluded Amount

15-243015 State CDBG $57,630

Estimated Total HUD Funded Amount: $57,630

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)]: $27,120 for
Grant Activity Delivery, $30,510 for Rehabilitation Administration consisting of
preparation of cost specifications, lead hazard assessments, property assessments, site
visits, construction progress and payout inspections and any other professional service
necessary to complete the activity.

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 consuitations 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, Exs:cutw'e Orders, compliance
and Regulations listed at 24 steps or
CFR 50.4 and 58.6 mltlgﬂthl’l
required?

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

Airport Runway Clear Zones Yes No No sale or acquisition of property will occur.

and Accident Potential Zones
O &

24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D

Coastal Barrier Resources Yes No Hiens 1 not a covered state wder these
D g {cts

Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as
amended by the Coastal Barrier
Improvement Act of 1990 {16
USC 3501]

TR T L Yes No The project 13 exempt pursuant 1o Section

g X 38.6tai(3). because it is funded througlh a

3 Disaste i ct of .
Flood r Protection Act HUD formda arant made 1o a staie,

1973 and National Flood
Insurance Reform Act of 1994

Colp -Exempt Nt subject of SEction
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1973 and National Flood HUD formula grant wmade 1o u statc.
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 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

Va ) y
Preparer Signature: CW _ Zﬁ Date: 35/4/16

Name/Title/Organization: __ Celeste Sollers, Director. Williamson County Economic Dev

Responsible Entity Agency Official Signaturc:

Date:_5/14/16

/Title:  Jim Marlo, Chairman, Williamson County Board of Commissioners

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).

Colp -Exempt Not subject of SEction



LS. Department of Housing OMB No. 2506-0087
Request for Release of Funds and Urban Development {exp. 07/31/2017)

and Certification RECEIVED AUS 23 zmﬁ')ffice of Community Planning

and Development

This form is to be used by Responsible Entities and Recipients (as defined in 24 CFR 58.2) when requesting the release of funds, and
requesting the authority to use such funds, far HUD programs identified by statutes that provide for the assumption of the environmental
review responsibility by unils of general local government and States. Public reporting burden for this collection of informalion is estimated
to average 36 minules per responsae, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching exisling data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and complating and reviewing the collection of information. This agency may not conduct or sponsor, and

a person is not required to respond to, a collection 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 Responsible Entity)

1. Program Tille(s) 2. HUD/State (dentificalion Number | 3. Reciplent Identification Number
. A » optional
State CDBG Housing Rehabilitation 15-243015 el
4. OMB Catalog Number(s} 5. Mame and address of responsible entity
6. For information about this request, contact {(name & phone number) ! x\ggl?qmﬁg: rggus.:lrz et
Celeste Sollers 618-998-2247 Marion IL 62959
"8. HUD or Slale Agency and office unit o receive request 7. Name and address of recipient {if different than responsible enfity)
State of lllincis
Dept. of Commerce & Economic Opporiunity
2nd Floar; 500 E. Monroe
Springfield, 1L 62701

The recipi'éﬁt(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

9. Program Activity(les)/Project Name(s) i 10. Location {Street address, city, county, Stata)

Housing Rehabilitation of 10 Single Family Blairsville Township T.88.-R.1E., Section 22 South & Seclion 27
. ! rth {i.e.. Uni ted ity of Colp #9) of Witli

Owner—Occuple d LMI Homes ggunt;l ?mnol;lsmcurpora ed Community of Colp #9) of Williamson

11. Program Activity/Project Description

Housing rehabilitation (eligible activities may include the following: installation or repair of HVAC; plumbing; electrical; roofing;
weatherizalion; lead safe practices; sump pumps; siding and/or accessibility for persons with disabilities) of ten (10)
to-be-identified single-family, owner-occupied homes of low-to-moderate income residents located in a target area of the
unincorporated Williamson County, lliinois community of Calp #9 (i.e., Blairsville Township T.88.-R.1E., Section 22 South &
Section 27 North).

This Request for Release of Funds follows the Tier 1 Categorically Excluded (Subject to 58.5) environmental record review
(ERR) of the entire larget area, and will cover the release of $339,000.00 in State of lllinois COBG Housing Rehabilitation funds
to Williamson County in the form of a Sub Grant Agreement. The Tier 1 ERR documented compliance with 13 of the 16 bodies
of Federal statutes, executive orders, and regulations listed at 20 CFR 50.4, 58.5 & 58.6. Williamson County will not commit
grant funds to the rehabilitation of individual homes until (@) each target area qualified home is identified and (b) the County has
submitted a Tier 2 Categorically Excluded (Subject to 58.5) environmental record review (ERR) to the State of llinois DCEQ,
and DCEO has approved it, for the remaining 3 bodies 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 County's contractual grant administrator procured after the
completion of the 05/14/2016 Exempt environmental review for $57,630.00 in Activity Delivery and Rehabilitation Administration

COosts.

Previous editions are obsolete form HUD-7015.15 (1/99)



Part 2. Environmental Certification (1o be completed by responsible entity)

With reference to the above Program Activity{ies)/Project{s}, I, the undersigned officer of the responsible entity, certify that:

1. The responsible entity has fully carried out its responsibilities for environmental review, decision-making and action pertaining
to the project(s) named above.

2. The responsible entity has assumed responsibility for and complied with and will continue to comply with, the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended, and the environmental procedures, permit requirements and statutory obligations
of the laws cited in 24 CFR 58.5; and also agrees to comply with the authorities in 24 CFR 58.6 and applicable State and local

laws.
3. The responsible entity has assumed responsibility for and complied with and will continue to comply with Section 106 of the National

Historic Preservation Act, and its implementing regulations 36 CFR 800, including consultation with the State Historic Preservation
Officer, Indian tribes and Native Hawaiian organizations, and the public.
4. Afer considering the type and degree of environmental effects identified by the environmental review completed for the proposed

praject described in Part 1 of this request, | have found that the proposal did D did not @ require the preparation and
dissemination of an environmental impact statement.

5. The responsible entity has disseminated and/or published in the manner prescribed by 24 CFR 58.43 and 58.55 a notice o the public
in accordance with 24 CFR 58.70 and as evidenced by the attached copy (copies) or evidence of posting and mailing procedure.

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

7. Inaccordance with 24 CFR 58.71(b), the responsible entity will advise the recipient (if different from the responsible entity) of
any speeial environmental conditions that must be adhered to in carrying out the project.

As the duly designated centifying ofTicial of the responsible entity. I also certify that:

8. I am authorized to and do consent to assume the status of Federal official under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
and each provision of law designated in the 24 CFR 58.5 list of NEPA-related authorities insofar as the provisions of these laws
apply to the HUD responsibilities for environmental review, decision-making and ection that have been assumed by the responsible
entity.

9. | am nuthorized to and do accept, on behalf of the recipient personaily, the jurisdiction of the Federal courts for the enforcement
of all these responsibilitics, in my capacity as certifying officer of the responsible entity.

Signature of Certifying Officer of the Responsible Entity Title of Cerllfying Officer
CHAIRMAN
Data signed
8/23/16

7 N Monroe Street
Marion, IL 62959

Part 3. To be completed when the Recipient is not the Responsible Entity

The recipient requests the releasc of funds for the programs and activities identificd in Part 1 and agrees to abide by the special
conditions, procedures and requirements of the environmental revicw and to advise the responsible entity of any proposed change in
the scope of the project or any change in environmental conditions in nccordance with 24 CFR 58.71{b).

Signature of Authorized Officer of the Reciplent Title of Authorized Officer

Date slgned

X
Warning: HUD will prosecute false claims and statements. Conviction may result In crimina! and/or civil penalties. (18 U.S.C. 1001, 1010, 1012; 31 US.C.

3729, 3802)

Previous editions are obsolete form HUD-7015.15 (1/99)



COPY OF ADVERTISEMENT

TICE OF INTENT T0 REQUEST RE-
S LEASE OF FUNDS

Willlamsan County
207 N. Monroe Stret
-Marion, £ 62959
618-998-2247

¥ G o aboi Jumg.mstm3 20155 Wiltlamson
il of
r Cuu wllllelgH i requestﬁlathe |||lnDES
en! of Commerce end Economic
Dppnnrnrmtyy(ie DCED) for the refease of
Commini
Program (1.8., CDBE Rehabilita-
tion funds andes Ti e1 ul Housin
and Communiy Developmant Act o
1974, as amended, 1o undertaka & rfu
known as Colp #9 #9'Housing Rehabilizilon
for the ourposa ol rehabiitation of ten
Lm) srcie family, owner-occupied
ames of low 1o maderzla incama resi-
s s L
ncatperated comm
Bmur%iﬁh Township, Williamson Cogely,

finois.

The activities pmﬂd:ad are categorically
excluded under (D] requlations at 24
CFR Envircamental
Poricy FsNEPA\) requirements. An Envi-
ronmental Review Record (ERH}. for a Ther
1 review of tha entire targe! area that doc-
umenled envifonmental larminaﬂdns o
13 of 16 reimnl bodiﬁol Federal envi-
ronmental taw fog #m ject, fs on fite at
wm[amsm County Offfce of Comaunily
add Ecenomic Development, focated at
407 N. Monroe Street, Marion, lilinols,
goba examined or copled
Imm 8:30 A Mto 4:00 PM,

i féJBLIlC COMMENTS
ndividual, group, or agan

mil writien commenls on thﬂl ¥
— EHH to the Williamson Gounty Oﬂlcn of
Community and Economic Developmen,
facaied at 407 N. Monrtg sneet, Marlon,
llinois, ANl comments August
22, 2016 will be cdnsudered by ililam-
son Gounty priof to authorizing submis-
sion of a request for releass of funds.

ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION
Willlamson County certities to tha Stata of
{lii nois IJGEO that Jim Marlo in his capac-
ity as Chalrman, County Board of Com-
missioness, consenls to accept the jurls-
diction of the Federal Courts lt an action
is broughl to enforce responsibilities in
ralalfon to the environmental review proc-
ess and lhal these responsibiiities hava
been salistied, lirois DCED'S approvat

of the cerdification satisfles is responsi-
hl[lties under NEPA for the Tier 1 target
relded laws and au-
tlwnues and al ows Wlillamsun to use
Program funds

Dava|upmenl Block Grant |

for I

State of Minois

Certificate of Publication

5S.

Jackson County

The SOUTHERN ILLINOISAN is a secular newspaper of general circulation
in the Counties of Jackson, Franklin, Johnson, Perry, Randolph, Saline,
Union and Williamson, State of Illinois, published daily in the City of
Carbondale, County of Jackson, and State of Illinois, and that said
newspaper is a newspaper as defined in an Act to revise the law in relation
to notices, approved February 13, 1974, as amended, that the advertisement
or notice hereto annexed and made a part of this certificate has been
published in said newspaper at least once each week.

Dated this

time(s); that the first of such publications was in the +
newspaper published onfﬁt&ﬂ'ﬂﬁ the day of Z:[' 5[_45 .
20_[([, and such publication was continued ag least once ea we in said
newspaper until the { ,_g day of &%qu_‘

the last day of publication of said notice.

which was

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

l 3) d;y of _Q&%!EL 20_'[0_.

. 20 SOUTHERN ILLINOISAN

By

OBJECTIONS TO RELEASE OF FUNDS
The State of llinois DGED will oh-
Jections to its reteasa of fund and Willlam-
son County’s certification for 2 peﬂdd of
filteen following tha anticfpated sub-
fmisston date or its aclual recelpt of the re-

fuest (whichever s [ater) only if they are
dn one of the fotlowing bases: (a) the cer-
lificalion was not axeculed by Cerlily
Ing Otfices of Wiiliamson c::unlr {b} Wii-
{lamsen County has omtted a step or
lalled {e make a decision or finding re-

HUD regulations at 24 CFR

ng:) grant recipient or other

in the developmant process hava
cummitled funds, incurred costs or un-
dertaken actlvities nol authorized éag

CFR Pari 58 before approval of a ra
l(}él mby F?d?bih of lllmuls' DCEQ; or
another Federal a g pursy-
ant to 40 g&cl{as submitied 3
writien rndl thal tha pi m[]ect I3 unsatis-
!acm fra he standr nt of eaviron-
lactions must be pre-
ﬁand and su mittad in accordance with
ired procedures (24 CFR Parf 58,
Sec. 58,76 and shall ba addressed lo
State of Hhnols DCED, Iucaled al 2nd
Flogr, 500 E. Monme, ld, Minols
€2701. Potantial o jectdrs Id comtacl
liiinals DGEG fo vedoy Ihe aclual lasl day

of tha objecti

Cnce this farget-area wide Tier 1 Environ-
oiental Aeview Record (ERR) is deter-
winad io he e

acceplabie by tha Stats of I1li-
ndls DEED Vﬂlliaﬂmn?oun will ba di-

PI repare and submi to the State
Uer 2 EHR' for rndhr;dual homes [dén-
tifled lo ba rant fynds.
Each ﬁar 2 rview will document anviron-
manial determinalions for. the foliowing
bodies of Federal anvitonmental law:
Contamination and Toxic Substances;
Hisloric Preservation, and Noise Abate-
ment and Conlrof.

Jim Marlo, Chairman
Wiltlamsen Coupty Board of Commis-
sioners

0BHE A

In the Matter of UB
Solicitors or Attorneys

F_lnent




NOTICE OF INTENT TO REQUEST RELEASE OF FUNDS

Williamson County
407 N. Monroe Street
Marion, IL 62959
618-998-2247

August 13, 2016

On or about August 22, 2016 Williamson County will submit a request to the Illinois
Department of Commerce and Economic Opportunity (i.e, DCEO) for the release of
Community Development Block Grant Program (i.c., CDBG) Housing Rehabilitation
funds under Title 1 of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended,
to undertake a project known as Colp #9 Housing Rehabilitation for the purpose of
rehabilitation of ten (10) single family, owner-occupied homes of low to moderate income
residents located in a target area of the unincorporated community of Colp #9 in Blairsville
Township, Williamson County, Illinois.

The activities proposed are categorically excluded under HUD regulations at 24 CFR Part
58 from National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements. An Environmental
Review Record (ERR), for a Tier 1 review of the entire target arca that documented
environmental determinations of 13 of 16 relevant bodies of Federal environmental law for
this project, is on file at Williamson County Office of Community and Economic
Development, located at 407 N. Monroe Street, Marion, Illinois, and may be exanmined or
copied weekdays from 8:30 A.M to 4:00 P.M.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Any individual, group, or agency may submit written comments on the Tier 1 ERR to the
Williamson County Office of Community and Economic Development, located at 407 N.
Monroe Street, Marion, Illinois. All comments received by August 22, 2016 will be
considered by Williamson County prior to authorizing submission of a request for release
of funds.

ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION

Williamson County certifies to the State of Illinois DCEO that Jim Marlo in his capacity as
Chairman, County Board of Commissioners, consents to accept the jurisdiction of the
Federal Courts if an action is brought to enforce responsibilities in relation to the
environmental review process and that these responsibilities have been satisfied. Hlinois
DCEO’s approval of the certification satisfies its responsibilitics under NEPA for the Tier 1
target area wide review and related laws and authorities and allows Williamson to use
Program funds.



OBJECTIONS TO RELEASE OF FUNDS

The State of Illinois DCEO will accept objections to its release of fund and Williamson
County’s certification for a period of fifteen days following the anticipated submission date
or its actual receipt of the request (whichever is later) only if they are on one of the
following bases: (a) the certification was not executed by the Certifying Officer of
Williamson County; (b) Williamson County has omitted a step or failed to make a decision
or finding required by HUD regulations at 24 CFR part 58; (c) the grant recipient or other
participants in the development process have committed funds, incurred costs or
undertaken activities not authorized by 24 CFR Part 58 before approval of a release of
funds by the State of lllinois DCEO; or (d) another Federal agency acting pursuant to 40
CFR Part 1504 has submitted a written finding that the project is unsatisfactory from the
standpoint of environmental quality. Objections must be prepared and submitted in
accordance with the required procedures (24 CFR Part 58, Sec. 58.76) and shall be
addressed to State of lllinois DCEOQ, located at 2™ Floor, 500 E. Monroe, Springfield,
[llinois 62701. Potential objectors should contact Illinois DCEO to verify the actual last day
of the objection period.

Once this target-area wide Tier 1 Environmental Review Record (ERR) is determined to be
acceptable by the State of Illinois DCEO, Williamson County will be directed to prepare
and submit to the State Tier 2 ERR’s for individual homes identified to be rehabilitated
with grant funds. Each Tier 2 review will document environmental determinations for the
following bodies of Federal environmental law: Contamination and Toxic Substances;
Historic Preservation, and Noise Abatement and Control.

Jim Marlo, Chairman
Williamson County Board of Commissioners
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Environmental Review for Activity/Project that is Categorically

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

Project Information

Project Name: Colp #9 Housing Rehabilitation — Tier 1 Level Review - Entire Project Area
Responsible Entity: Williamson County

Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):

State/Local Identifier: #15-243015

Preparer: Ccleste Sollers

Certifying Officer Name and Title: Jim Marlo, Chairman, County Board of
Commissioners

Grant Recipient (i1f different than Responsible Entity):
Consultant (if applicable):

Direct Comments to: Celeste Sollers, Director, Williamson County Community &
Economic Development, 407 N Monroe, Marion, IL 62939

Project Location: Williamson County, Blairsville Township T.8S.-R.1E., Section 22 south
and Section 27 North in the unincorporated community of Colp #9

Description of the Proposed Project [24 CFR 50.12 & 58.32; 40 CER 1508.25]: The rehabilitation
of ten (10) single family owner occupied homes of low to moderate income residents in the
unincorporated community of Colp #9, Williamson County, [llinois. Rehab activities can
include installation of new or repair of existing HVAC, Plumbing, Electrical, Roofing,
Weatherization (doors, windows, insulation), Lead Safe practices, Sump Pumps, Siding and
accessibility for persons with disabilities.

Level of Environmental Review Determination:
Categorically Excluded per 24 CFR 58.35(a), and subject to laws and authorities at
§58.5:  58.35 (a)d3Ni}

CEST-ER-Fonmalt



Funding Information

Grant Number HUD Program Categorically
Excluded Amount
15-243015 State CDBG $339,000

Estimated Total HUD Funded Amount: $339,000

Estimated Total Project Cost (HUD and non-HUD funds) [24 CFR 58.32(d)}: $339,000 for
rehabilitation of ten (10) single family homes of low to moderate income residents.

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 oblain or note applicable permits of
approvals. Clearly note citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references. Attach additional

documentation as appropriate.

Compliance Factors:
Statutes, Executive Orders,
and Regulations listed at 24
CFR §58.5 and §358.6

Are formal
compliance
steps or
mitigation
required?

Compliance determinations

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND R

EGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4

Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1973 and National Flood
Insurance Reform Act of 1994
[42 USC 4001-4128 and 42 USC
5154a]

& 58.6

Airport Hazards Yes No The attached airport search results how the
0 K target area is not within an airport hazard.

24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D

Coastal Barrier Resources Yes No Hlinois is not a covered state under thesce

Acts,

Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as O X o

amended by the Coastal Barrier

Improvement Act of 1990 [16

USC 3501]

Flood Insurance Yes No The project is exempt pursuant (o Section
O & 38.6(c)(3). because it is funded through a

HUD formula grant made to a staic.

CEST-ER-Fonmat




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

& 58.5

Clean Air

Clean Air Act, as amended,
particularly section 176(c) & (d);
40 CFR Parts 6, 51,93

Yes

O

No

[

The project is not located in a non-
attainment area. See attached Illinois non-
attainment map and national non-attainment
list.

Coastal Zone Management

Yes No The project is not located within Coastal
0O X Boundaries and will have no impact on
Coastal Zone Management Act,
sections 307(c) & (d) Coastal Zones. See attached map.
gzgtfﬂzmt'o" and Toxic Yes No | Will be documented and cleared under
sLances O individual Tier 2 reviews for each property
24 CER Part 50.3() & 58.5(1)(2) selected for rehabilitation.
Endangered Species Yes No | See attached IDNR clearance letter dated
013.
Endangered Species Act of 1973, O o L1/18/2013
particularly section 7; 50 CFR
Pari 402
Elxplos(:ve and Flammable Yes No | The project area does not include any
azards O K facilities with Explosive and Flammable

24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C

Hazards. See attached US EPA Envirofacts
report.

Farmlands Protection

Yes No See attached IDOA clearance letter dated
/7/16 and leted US b soi
Farmland Protection Policy Act 0 2urve ?&;ggj%:ui?entagglwe L
of 1981, particularly scctions y )
1504(b) and 1541; 7 CFR Part No farmland will be impacted by this
658 housing rehabilitation project.
Floodplain Management Yes No | Proposed housing rehabilitation to be
Executive Order 11988, 0 = unde.rctlake(ril tm lt)he target area are onl¥ |
articularly section 2(a); 24 CFR considered to be minor improvements uncer
ey ’ 24 CFR 55.2 (b)(10)(iii) and thus not subject
to the decision making process under
24 CFR 55.12,
Historic Preservation Yes No IHPA clearance letter dated 3/2/16 satisfies
National Histotic P . x O the requirement for target area as a whole.
s e ML {ndividual properties selected for rehab will
Act of 1966, particularly sections be cleared at Tier 2 level reviews
106 and 110; 36 CFR Part 800 € cleared al Hie :
Noise Abatement and Control Yes No Will be documented and cleared under
" O individual Tier 2 reviews for each property

Noise Control Act of 1972, as
amended by the Quiet

selected for rehabilitation.

CEST-ER-Format




Communilies Act of 1978; 24
CFR Part 51 Subpart B

Sole Source Aquifers Yes No The Mahomet Aquifer located in central

O & Illinois is the only Sole Source Aquifer

) currently designated within Illinois. See

as amended, particularly section

1424(e); 40 CFR Part 149 attached project map.

R Yes No Sce attached IDNR clearance dated
Executive Order 11990, O 11/18/13.

particularly sections 2 and 5

Wild and Scenic Rivers

The only designated scenic river in Illinois is

Yes No i ili i
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of the Middle Fork of the Vermilion in east

1968 . . O central Illinois. The project area is over 200

ang (:':;:amcularly LY miles south and will have no effect. See
attached map.

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Environmental Justice Yes No

The proposed use of the project area will not
0 & change nor be adversely effected by
hazardous materials or noise levels. See
attached. Target area is majority African
American and the proposed housing
rehabilitation will positively impact that
population by reducing substandard housing.

Executive Order 12898

Field Inspection (Date and completed by): During the survey process in late 2015 Mr. Roy
Adams determined that one residence was located in the floodplain zone. In January of
2016 Mr. Adams completed a site visit with the homeowner who is 2 highly qualified
candidate for the program to discuss the possibility of her home being eliminated due to its
location. After approval from DCEO Mr. Adams did another site visit to the residence to
discuss the arrangements the homeowner would need to make to obtain FEMA flood
insurance if she chose. On April 12, 2016 Mr. Adams completed a housing needs
assessment in detail for that potential home.

Summary of Findings and Conclusions: The 13 bodies of Federal Environmental Law
noted above have been cleared. The remaining 3 bodies of Federal Environmental Law
noted above will be cleared at Tier 2 Level Reviews.

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.

CEST-ER-Format



Law, Authority, or Factor Mitigation Measure

Historic Prevention Will submit individual home review for IHPA Tier 2

Level individual clearance,

Contamination & Toxic Substances | Will complete USEPA Environfacts search for each

property to be rehabbed as part of its Tier 2 Level
review.

Noise Abatement & Control Will conduct noise impact reviews for each home to be

rehabbed as part of its Tier 2 Level review.

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 {or this (now) EXEMPT project; OR

This categorically excluded activity/project cannot convert to Exempt status because one or more
statules or authorities listed at Section 58.5 requires formal consultation or mitigation. Complete
consultation/mitigation protocol requirements, publish NOIYRROF 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

Il This project is not calegorically 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)). i

a-"f/ = '
Preparer Signature: (L Cetl Date:_ 8/12/16

Name/Title/Organization: _Celeste Sollers, Director. Williamson County Economic Dev

Date: 8/12/16

N#me/Title: }Jim Marlo, Chainman, Board of Commissioners, Williamson County

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).

CEST-ER-Formal



Compliance Documentation Checklist for Categorically Excluded (Subject to 58.5) or Environmental Assessment (EA)

Grantee | WILLIAMSON COUNTY - TIER 1 LEVEL REVIEW | Grant# | 15-243015

Compliance Documentation items and Explanations - Please place items behind completed HUD Environmental Review document for the Categorical
Exclusion [subject to 58.5) or the HUD Environmental 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:
+f farww hudexchanga.infofenvironmental-review/orientation-to-environmental-reviews
STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 AND 58.6
Alrport Clear Zones and Accident Potential 2ones
X | [ airport database search results of project area
Coastal Barrier Resources
lllingis is not covered by this Federal body of Law
Flood Insurance
HUD/HEROS — Flood insurance (CEST and EA) Workshaet — 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
X |EPA clearance letter;
X US EPA Illingis (by County by Year) Non-Attainment Status list; and
X National Non-Attainment Status list.
Coastal Zone Management Act
X Winois Coastal Zone Boundarles Map with Grantea's location marked an Hlinois inset map to show approximate distance from coastal 2one in NE
{Hinois.
Contamination and Toxic Substances
X Completed US EPA Envirofacts documentation of project area
X HUD — Contamination and Toxic Substances {Single Family Properties) Worksheet (CO8G HR Tier 2 Reviews Only)
OR If Non-Residential property Is being acquired or developed by a CDBG ED or RLF project, complete:
X HUD - Contamination and Toxic Substances (Multi-Family and Non-Residential Properties) Warksheet
X Completed US EPA Envirofacts documentation of project area
X Phase | ASTM Survey by a licensed professional.
Endangered Species Act

X | | IL DNR EcoCat Endangered Species Release from Consultation
Explosive and Flammable Hazards

X Completad US EPA Envirofacts documentation of project area
X HUD - Explosive and Flammable Hazards {CEST and £A) Warksheet {For ED/RLF Projects Oniy}
Farmland Protection Palicy Act

x| | 1DOA Clearance Letter
Floodplaln Management

X FEMA Firmette with Project Location clearly marked

X HUD - Floodplain Management [CEST and EA} Workshaet
X Completed 8-5tep Floodplain Review Document {if appiicable). Include both publications and publisher's certificates and any comments received.

Mo project activities in a Floodway, unless a DCEQ pre-approved functionally-dependent use.

Historic Preservation

X It Historic Preservation Agency Section 106 Clearance Letter

X HUD —Section 106 Tribal Consultation Checklist

X If required, Tribal Consultation Documentation:

HUD TDAT tribal contact page listing tribes interested in project’s county/counties or indicates that na tribes are interested in said county(ies).
Copies of letter(s} signed by Grantee's chief elected official, on Grantee letterhead, addressad to tribal official(s) listed on TDAT;

Fax or e-mail confirmation sheets;

Allow 35 futl days if mailed, 30 full days if e-mailed or faxed

Noise Abatement and Control

X PI, EPI, DF, ED or RLF Projects: A statement on the CEST or EA Env. Rev. farm that the project does not involve housing construction or
rehabilitation.

X HUD - Noise Abatement and Control CEST Leve) Revlew Worksheet (for CDBG HR Tier 2 Reviews Only)

Sole Source Aquifers

X LS £PA Replon 5 Sole Source Aquifers Map with Grantee's location marked in relation 10 the Mahomet Sole Source Aguifer in Central tllinois.

X Note: If community Is near or in that designated aquifer, then a copy of the US EPA Mahomet Sole Source Aquifer Project Review Area map must
also be included, with community's location marked.

X If any portion of project is in the designated aquifer, than also attach completed US EPA Region 5 clearance documentation.

Waetland Protection
x| | L DNR EcoCat Wetlands Release from Consultation
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
X | ] Ninois Wild and Scenic Rivers Map with Grantee's location marked on lllincis inset map in relation to the Middle Fork Vermilion Rives, near Danvllle.
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
Environmental Justice
X | | Completed US EPA ElScreen documentatian of project locatlon.

Compliance Documentation CEST or EA Checklist
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PROJECT SUMMARY

The Williamson County unincorporated area of Colp #9 is a minority community
composed of predominately Black/African Americans. The community is located in the
Blairsville Township T.85.-R.1E. sections 22 south and 27 north. The community is

adjacent to the Village of Colp, north of the City of Carterville and west of the City of
Herrin.

The project involves the rehabilitation of ten (10) single family owner occupied homes of
low to moderate income residents within the community target area. Rehabilitation work
will be provided by pre-qualified contractors on a competitive bidding system. Each
home is evaluated with Rehabilitation services that can include installation of new or
repairs to existing HVAC, Plumbing, Electrical, Roofing, Weatherization (doors,
windows, insulation), Lead Safe Practices, Sump Pumps, Foundation work, Siding and
Handicap accessibility. All construction work is based on agreed upon standards of
rehabilitation with the goal to provide safe and hazard free housing for low income
families.

A Tier 1 Environmental Review of the entire target area has been performed. The
documentation for this review is maintained in the ERR. The record contains the
description of all activities that are part of the project and the evaluation of these
activities on the environment. In addition, a Tier 2 Environmental Review is being
performed for each individual home to be rehabbed.
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Clear Zones (CZ) and Accident Potential Zones (APZ)

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.8.C 1331, affirmed by Section | 32 CFR Part 256
military airfields 2 of the Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1969, P.L. No 90-448; Section 7(d) of the
Dept HUD Act of 1963, 42 U.S.C. 3535 (d).

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

(1 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
airporis annually:
h

s/planning,_capacity/passenger_allcargo_stats/passenger |

No: STOP here. The project is not within a Clear Zone (also known as Runway Proteclion Zone) or Accident

Potential Zone. Record your determination.
[ JYes: PROCEED 10 #2

2. Isthe Project in the CZ or APZ?

[ Contact the airport operator and obtain written docurmentation of the Clear Zone (als known as Runway
Protection Zone) and for military airfields, the Accident Potential Zone, and a determination of whether your
project is in the APZ or CZ.

[CINo: STOP here. Record your determination that the project is not in a CZ or APZ.
[ JYes: PROCEED TO #3

3. For Civil and Military Airports, is the activity for new construction, 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 pcople at the site, or introduces explosive, flammable or toxic materials to the
area?

[INo: STOP here. The project is not subject to the regulations. Record your determination.
{_]Yes: PROCEED to #4

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

DYes: The project cannot be assisted with HUD funds. STOP HERE.
[ INo: 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 of 1 HUD Region X Environmental Office - December 2006
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Green Book
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Iilinols Norlllattalnment/ Malntenance Status for Each County by Year for All
Criteria Pollutants

.;.'s. a_.l_:u%:tunr 01, 2015 The B-hour Qrone (1997) Standard was revoucd on April 6, 2015 And the J-hour OIonE (1979) STANGAID WAS FEVOKED On JUne
tisted bv'cnuntv. Pallutant, then Args

o, S U PP A AL AR AT A

WyIwY)
Hedasignation
Counl Pallutant AT Nonattalinmaent in Year ta austﬂnunn ”'ﬂ.um
ty Name Teanee l' (2010)
LIINOIS T
r Chicaga- ‘
?";3“7';{ 92313495965798990001020304 ] Severe 17 |Whole [5,134,675 17/0at
8-He Dzone |Chicago-
Coak Co [12337) E:fmli:ﬁ 0405C60708091011 losnyzonz  |Modermte  |whote [5,294,875 [s770m
cavoked N
Chicaga-
8-He Ozone
Cock €9 |;2008) Imﬁ'w{" 12121415}/ Marginal Whale |5,194,675 |17/031
Laad
Cook Co | ethy Iﬂllmo. i 11321384187 / mn  [35698  |i7/o3t
PM-10 Southeast
Cook €0 |1 837) Chicaga, I [$2979495309738990001020304 11/21/2005  [Moderate Pt [3.017 ¥7/on
(Coak Co ";._‘,'La;‘,' m’. L [92939495569798990001020304 172172005  [Modeate  fean frnese  fivom
Chlnqo- -
PM-2.5 Gary-Lake rmer
iCosk Co (1997) Ce:r?my, - 0506070809101112 1040272012 FSuhvml Whota |5,194,675 177001
Sutfur
Cook Co %mlg]t Lemont, IL 121415|/ ¢/ Part 21,113 17/031
1+Hr 'O:nnl C.hlugk
Du Page (1979 B
co 9 !NMQ l:nunty. 1L- [F2935495569796930001020304 /i Severe 17 Whale [016,924 [37/043
revaked {18
g:"""- J 0405060708091011 D8/13/2012  |Moderale Whote lsr.s,m rmnu
g: Prge A uumsﬂu Macgiaal  Whole 916524 [17/043
Ou Page Former
oy roee | B506070809101112 10/02/2013 fs“"""‘ Wholz |915,924 wml
ggw’f iszs:s«ssssmmmomm 12 Severs 17 |Part 14,725 mm‘
d u'g;?m' ?nnl.ﬂni
Grundy lw- [
Voo Mas  |Couetr - 0405060708091011 08/13/2012  [Mederate  fPamt  [20,519 |i7/063
revohed |1
Chicago~
ndy | B-Hr Ozone A 12108
Co (2008) :‘.:‘;.5!‘\3:'- 13131415} / Marglaal pant fzos10 1082
nd: PM-1.5 G: ﬁl Former }
(Gl -4, -Lake
ISl s c:;'}',m . 0505070809101112 w03 ity [P fsis povoss
1 t‘u%t lersey Co
2 erey Lo, |
Cﬂm 'NAAGS it rgzs:ﬂ 04/13/199% iMargtnal 'Whaie 22,585 17,083
revoked
ey {19970 [St. Lovs
. Loul Ndmd
jeey MoAGs (Mo £405060708091011 06/12/2042 jwhale 22,585 17708
ravoked
1-Hr Daone o
Kane Co {11579) E:,'!,‘w ke |52539435969798990001020304 7 lsevarn17  |whew |s15283  [12/080
revoked N
fi& Ca | 8-Hr Ozane |Chicags- 0405060708091011 08/13/2012  [Modersiz  [Whals [515,269  W7/o89
(1597) Gary-Laks

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/anayo_il.html 37712016
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|Redesignation HA FIFS
County | Follutant 'ﬁ:e Nanattzlament in Yaar :lzs rcinasiﬂutlnn W?a::l"’ﬁ'f,‘?&f“l!ﬂhl
Halntenance s 1 Cn!
"HAAGS  |County, IL-
revokad N
' Chicaga-
Kana Ca “" He rone Napenite, 1211418) Margina)  |whaie sts.zss Hnms
(Chicaga- J
J‘lmCﬂ l';’;%)s ?5;\;‘:"7_. 0506070809101 112 10/02/2013 tm::n whets ls15,269  [17/089
1-Hr Dzone [Chicago-

Kendall {170 [oomrookd  132039495969758990001020104 T [severe1?  [pan  [oss  frovass
revoked N
l'ﬂrﬂzunu Clll:l 0=
Kendsit (1697 Gay e 0405050708094011 08713/2012  [Moderate  [Pat {52377 17/0m
ravoknd __{IN
y Chicago-
c:nlall (.!.I:'I':lra?mm :‘:Nr:v“lh' 12331415l7 2 Marginal Part }52,377 17/093
Chicagn-
E;ﬂﬂ“ (';';;%)5 gg'lls‘;{_ 5060706091081 12 10/02/2013 ﬂg’;:::“ pat 52377 7w
N
& Salg | PM-10

s Sale § P19 [ostesty, 1 {s2e39e0s 0/07/19%6  |Moderste  |Pan [3862  N17/099)
B 3-Hr Ozone |Chicaga- l
Laka co |20 “';\'m'-f‘;f__ 9251545594979395000 1020304 /1 [ e 703,462

Jnm:r

B-Hr Ozane Chl:au-
ke T (1597} Gary-Laka

NAAGS County, IL- 04050807C2091011 0871372012 fModerale Whelg 703,482 17/047]
revoked I
Chicago.
B-Hr mnne'
Lake Co Naparvilie 12131818} sarginal  |whots [7a3,a51  [17/097
(2008)  fninwn ! / !
T Form ‘w
den ATy _r
ake £a | AHCES Exin, i 0506070809101112 10/022012  [ormeer hole V7032 |iwvesr
1-Hr Orane
adiaan U, B [pasassssses?sassocioz ‘usmnoo: Serious whoke 269,262 177119
revoicd
8-Hr D2ane’ |
HMadisen |(13993) |5t Louls, 0405050700091011 06/12/2012  Moderate  [Whole 269,202  f17/119
Co NAAQS  (MO-IL
ravohed
sdbson | 8itir Orone ok S
M, +Hr Ozone |St. Charles-
e Hum, Farmington, uumsrr Marginal whole [269,282 Q7119
HO-L
Madizon | Laad Granila
AR N tnnanas/ Pat  [ag01 17118
Granite
adkon (';';#,‘ oxv ot [9292040s9897 05/11/1958  |Moderste  [Fam  [15,652 Jizmas
fadsoe 0505070809102112131815)7 / Moderatz  [whole (263,282 |i7rue
K ery Col NAAGS 2919495565798950001020304 7] Severz 17 |whele fope0 17711

B-Hr Qzone |Chicage-

AN L+ L ot g 0405060708091011 08/13/2012  |Moderate  iwncie 308,760 17111

revoked __{IN
Chicago-

Mc B-Hr Dronn .

Henry Call2008) I!‘l':ﬁl:vllh. 12131415)/ 7 Matginal whotle [308,780 [17/111

b ey Coll 1999 E:g;w' . 0506070809101112 10/02/2013 rg,g:::n whole [308,760 {17711
1-Hr Ozone

ponree (0070 [nowi e [s2s334s596379899000:02 os/i2r2003  [sarous whole [32957  |172133
revoked
"H-fir Ozone

el 8 kel 0405060703051011 06/12/2002  [Moderate  |Whole [32,357  l171m
revoked

Monme | B-Hr Ozona |St. Louls. 12103415)/ /

Co (2008) St Charles-

Marginal |ww- 32,957 |17/333

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/anaya_il -html 3/72016
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Redesignation
County | Follumnt | fred Nonattainment In Year ® Classification wmtufl"“"""”"“lsuw
Maintanance _part | (3018) Pengy
Fa N
MO-IL
onren | ) |5‘ Louls, 05060706091012221 21818/ / Moderste  fwhale p2,957  Jazina
peorta Joos.  [lownhi, [s29394 06/05/1355 2 2 2
oxide oW r 2,0 17714
IS 1T | / art 2,03 7143
oparin | Sulfur
e Diaxide  |Peori, 1L 020304 06/05/1995 Pt 122,507 |17734
Sulfue
A ?zlgxllg]: Pekin, 1L msusl/l Pact 1,881 171143}
Dndnlﬂh l?;;.;.,s 'S‘g_l-iuls. nsosumnsmu:zums]n Moderats  [Pa f1,453 17/157
LHr Orane| |
o o Mts o™ (s291949596979693000102 05/12/2603  [Serious Whote [270,056 {17/163)|
revokad
¥-Hr Ozona
2, clir "'”25 i) D40506070B051011 O5/12/2012  [Moderate  [whole [270,055  fi7niay|
raviked
¢ Cate | B-He Ozana [21. Charies-
1 i na .
& e [ramioton, numslu Marginat  [whole 270,055 {17716
el 0506070809101112138418)7 / Modermte  |whela [a7m,056  [17263
Sulfur Groveland
[Lazewell loiguige [},":‘g‘,"ﬁ 929394 06/05/1995 P s s
1971} lcounty), IL
Suifur
Tazewel [plastde  {peun, . sy R A
1-Hr Ozone chlﬂﬂﬂ‘
dwin co E}‘ﬁ.‘{‘s E::‘.’.é"‘:i 52939495569758950001020304 i Hs:«m 17 Jwhotz lsmrssa lirner
rovoked __|IN |
8-Hr Orone IChicaga-
wiice [A290 E;;V,;t‘;',“l[, C40506070809101 1 08/13/2012  {Hoderate  [whale (677,560 [17/19
ravaked
B-Hr 01 Chlnn-
winCo | 99150 INaparvile, 1213101502/ parsinal [whole 672,550 [12/197
L AN-WT
25  |Garyiak z
= ary- 13 SfmEer
TR B m{]m‘ o ososayososioiniz  {10/02/2003  {EOTREC Whote [677,560  [17/197
Sulfur
wilco. [oiaxds  Lamont, It 131418)7 Pt 147,805 177297
Imaofiant Notex
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» L]
Green Book
You are here: EPA Home Green Bogk Current Nonattainment Counties for All Criterta
Poliutants

Ji

Current Nonattainment Counties for All Criteria

Pollutants
As of October 01, 2015

LIsted by State, County then Poliutant The B-hour Ozone (1997) standard was revoked on
Aprlt 6, 2015 and the 1-hour O2one (1973) 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.htmi 37112016
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State, County, Pollutant, * Part County NAA, NAA Area Name - Classification Standard
ILLINOIS

Cook Co

Lead (2008) * Chicago, IL

Sulfur Dioxide (2010) * Lemont, IL

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

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

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

Madlson Co

Lead (2008) * Granlte City, IL

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

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

B8-Hr Ozone (2008) Chicago-Naperville, IL-IN-WI - (Marginal)

Monrae Co

PM-2.5 (1997) 5t. Louls, MO-IL - {Moderate)

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

Sulfur Dioxide (2010) * Pekin, L

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-5t. Charles-Farmington, MO-IL - (Marginal)
Tazewell Co

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/ancl.html 3/712016
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Sulfur Dioxide (2010)  * Pekin, IL

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

hutps://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/ancl.htmi 3/112016



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

Summary Nonattainment Area Population
Exposure Report

As of October 01, 2015

Page 1 of 6

Ordared by state code(s)
Tha NO: nonattalnment area becarne a malntenance area on September 22, 1998.

All Carbon Manoxlde areas were redesignated to malntenance areas as of September 27, 2010,
The 8-hour Ozone (1997) standard was revoked on April 6, 2015 and the 1-hour Ozone (1973)

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 | SO2 | Lead | Lead
5 (2008) |(2012)}|(2006)((1997)] 10 |(2010)](1971)|(2008}|(1978)
AK _ |Fairbanks B7(1)
AL |Troy 2{1)
AZ  lAjo 5(1)
|Daugtas/Paul
AZ  |Spur (Cochlse 17(1)
County)
AZ |Hayden/Miami 26(2) {20{2) I5(1) }5(1)
AZ |Nogates 31(1) 30(1)
AZ  |Phaenix-Mesa |3,850(1) ?5353
Rillito {Pima
AZ Cuunt&) 1(1)
West Central 283
AZ  Ipinal 2(1) )
101
AZ |Yuma (1)
Amador and
Calaveras Cos
CA  [(Central 46(1)
Mountaln
Cos)
CA |Chico 220(1) 218(1)
lca [imperial 175(1) |154(3) [254(1) Kl
County (1)
Los Angeles- ;5 553 |15,716 |15,716 |15,716 9,437
1] [ ] 13
lca et [3) T Joy @) (i)
Mariposa and
J Tuolumne Cos
CA  |(Sauthern 18{1)
Mountain
Cos)
CA |Mono County 7(2)
Nevada Co,
#CA (Western 82(1)
Part)

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

31712016



Summary Nonattainment Area Population Exposure Report | Green Book | US EPA Page 2 of 6

2010 Population in 10005 (area count)

General B-Hr
State| Area Name | Ozone PM-Z.S'PM—Z.S PM-2.5| PM- | SO2 { SO2 ! Lead | Lead
{s) | {see note) |](2008) [(2012}{(2006)](1997)] 10 |(2010)}(1971)|(2008)|(1978)
Owens Valley 7(1)
Plumas
County 6(1)
Sacramento 2,206
Metro 2,241(1) (i)

San Diego  }3,095(1)
San

Franclsco-Bay |6,973(1) A?ig'fl
Arsa

San Joaquin 3,842 |[3,842 {3,842 |126
Valley 3938 [y @)
San Luls
AOblspn-Paso 2(1)
Rables
Searles Valley 4(1)

Soutt::ast .
Desel

Modified 1,294(2) (2)
AQMA

Tuscan Bluffs [0{1)

Ventura
County B823{1)
Denver-
Boulder-
CO |Greeley-Ft. |3,330{1)
Collins-

Loveland Area

Greater
cT Connecticut

g B[R |8|®

g

gl 2 I8 %

1,625(1)

MD- |Washington 15,136(1)

Fl. [Jacksonvilie 6{1)
‘Tampa-St.

FL Petersburg- 17(1) 4(1}
Clearwater

lsa  {avant 4,753(1) ?ﬁﬁs
Piti Power
1Y |plant 1(1)

Tanguisson
{GY  lpower Plant U1

1A )Coundl Bluffs 13(1)

Muscatine
1A |county 30(1)

ID  [Pocatello 1(1)

Shoshone
D [Sounty 7(1) 11(2)

https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/popexp.himl 37712016
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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- | S02 | SO2 | Lead | Lead
{s) I3 (2008) |{2012)|{2006)]{1997)} 10 |(2010)|(1971}{(2008)|(1978)
IL Pearia 41(1)
IL-
Chicage-
N~ |3oliet-Napier %180(1) 169(1) 36(1)
IN Evansville 6(1)
IN Indianapolis 410(2)
IN Muncle i(1)
IN Terra Haute 54(1})
KS {Salina (1)
IKY-IN Laulsville %i?lg 3(1)
LA  |Baton Rouge [733(1)
LA New Orleans 36{1)
IM A- |Boston-
NH Worcester-  j17(1) 124(1)
Manchester
MD [Balimore 2,663(1)
MI Belding 2(1)
Detrolt-Ann
MI Arbor 254(1)
Minneapolis-
N it Paut 3
[Mo liron 0(1)
MO~ Ist. Lous 2,571(1) {2573 62(1) 44(2) |301)
10 |kansas city 57(1)
MT__ |Blllings/Laurel 3(1) (1)
MT |Butte 34(1)
Eolllumbla
alls
MT  [(Flathead S(1)
County)
MT |East Helena 3(1) 3(1)
Kalispell
MT |{Flathead 18(1)
County)
MT [Lame Deer 1(1)
MT |Libby 9(1) 3(1)
MT  |Missoula 50(1)
Polson {Lake
MT County) gt
Ronan (Lake
MT | oty 3(1)
Thompson
MT Falls 1(1)
https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/popexp.html 3/712016



Summary Nonattainment Area Population Exposure Report | Green Book | US EPA Page 4 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- | S02 S02 | Lead | Lead
(=) a (2008} |{2012)|(2006)|(1957)] 10 |(2010){(1971)|(2008)](1978)
[MT  [Whitefish 6(1)
(Flathead
County)
NC- |Charlotte-
sC |Gastonia 19011}
INM  [Anthony 3(1)
IN\I Reno Jg)l
INY  DDamestown  J135(1)
NY- {New York-N.
N}- {New Jersey- %%’217 (1535
CT |Long Isiand |
Claveland- 1,581
OH Akron-Elyria 2,882(1) (i) 230(1) 8(1)
OH |Columbus 1,755(1)
OH [Delta 3{1)
OH- Cincinnati-
liy-gn|Middletown-  11,989(1) 32(1)
Wilmington
OH- [Steubenville-
WV |Weirton 58(1)
OR |Kiamath Falls 47(1)
OR __ |Cakridge 4{1) 4{1)
Clearfield and
PA  |Indlana 93(1)
Counties
Harrisburg-
PA  |Lebanon- 134(1)
jCarlisle
PA |Lancaster  {519(1)
Plttsbusgh- 1,223 [2,164 {2,164
PA  INew Castle {2356(D)|(1Y | ) 142(2) |5(1)  |18(1)
PA_ JReading 411(1) 49(2)
Warren
PA County 18{1)
PA”  [Philadelphia-
NI- Wilmington- [7,634(2)1559(1)
Trenton
IMD
| Allentown-
PA-N)Bethlehem- {712(1) 109(1)
Easton
PR |Areclbo 32(1)
Johnson Clty-
™  |Kingsport- 15(1) 2(1)
Bristol
TN  |Knoxville [682(1) |682(1)
|

htips://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenboak/popexp.himl

3/7/2016



Summary Nonattainment Area Population Exposure Report | Green Book | US EPA Page 5of 6
2010 Population in 1000s (area count)
General 8-Hr
State| Area Name | Ozone [PM-2.5]PM-2.5|PM-2.5| PM- | 502 | SO2 | Lead | Lead
{(s) {2008) |(2012){(2006)|(1997)| 10 [{2010)|(1971)|(2008)|(1978)
TN  (Memphis 1,127(1)
TN-
rGA- Chattanooga 471(1)
AL
ballas-
TX  [qaes-Fort g agp(1) a(1)
TX |El Paso ?1;)9
Houston-
TX {Galveston- [5,892(1)
Brazoria
fut  |ogden 83(1)
517
IUT Provo S18(1) (1
|UT Salt Lake City %iz)sss %i[)m %i?m
[UT  [Toocele County 58(1)
‘fg' Logan 125(1)
[wi  {Rhinelander 18(1)
WI__ [sheboygan__[116(1)
WV- |Parkersburg-
loH |Marietta 4(1)
gg’ Wheeling 20(1)
WY |Sheridan 17(1)
Upper Green
WY Rﬂfar Basin 1{1)
2010 Population in 1000s (area count) by Pollutant
Total Estimated
%If,lfo%%ﬂ;"a“"“ S Hr  ipM-2.slem-2.5|pM-2.5[pM- 502 Js02 [Lead |Lead
Nonattainment  |(2008) |(2012){(2006)}(1997)|10  |(2010){(1971)|(2008)|(1978)
Across All Criteria |, 23,430|23,223|34,482|31,741{9,564]1,924 13,217 |o,667 |5
130,886 (45) 1(9) |[(17) |(20) [(39)1(29) [(9) |J(21) i{2)

The Summary Population Exposure Report Is a summary of the population living in an area that
is In nonattalnment 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 poilutant may not contain the same
counties, cities, or states as the nonattainment area for another poliutant an the same row,

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

37712016



Summary Nonatiainment Area Population Exposure Repoert | Green Book | US EPA Page 6 of 6

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 poliutants and not for others in the
general area. A muiti-state area with states that have not 2il been redesignated to

malntenance is counted as a nonattalnment area until all of the states In the area are
redesignated, with the whale area population displayed.

hitps://www3.epa.gav/airquality/greenbook/popexp.html 3/712016



I =

T

Coastal Zone
es:

T T .

L

. ’\i;'lj “h£10 :
¥ 2 o - 7t
. Wadsworl BRon il S

'ut._f_*

e e

& .1#
T X

Overview Ma
S e State of lllinois

; -..-'_:_,-_. X ! -5;_:::;2_' ! ,i_,:?: ,

£ L

ﬁ'd_' e
e

Park

B i P i PN EY fnn ..:*.11 o ST T L Sprgg%leld'
b .'1 S e 1 :,_;._,_..-' i it S 1 2

TARGET AREA
Williamson County

ST
s e =- <
R

el

cu;.r.l Managracnt f""‘m

51212013




Coastal Management Program : Coastal Management Program (ICMP) Page 1 of 3

Illinols DNR  Coastal Management Program

Coastal Management Program (ICMP)

Overview

On January 31, 2012, the Illinois Coastal Management Program
(ICMP) received Federzl approval from the National Oceanic
Atmospheric Administration, Office of Ocean and Coastal Resources
Management. Illinols joins a total of 28 coastal states and five island
territories that have developed CZM programs and represent more
than 99.9 percent of the natlon's 95,331 miles of oceanic and Great
Lakes coastline.

Illinols is dedicated to protecting and managing the natural and
cultural resources along our magnificent 63 mile stretch of Lake
Michigan shoreline. During the jast two centuries, Illinois’ coast has
undergone nearly a complete metamorphosis with Its monumental
hydrologic modifications, encrmous industrial impacts, building aof an
excellent transportation infrastructure, and creation of skyscrapers
that grace our shareline. With all these changes, it is remarkable
that our coastzl 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 e
million people and are projected to be home to nearly 6.8 million | £ 4 ;ﬁ
people by 2030, It is estimated that more than 20 million visitors
visit the Lake Michigan shoreline each year. Illinois 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).

!.M - .I"._L_____ g

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

hitp://www.dnr.illinois.gov/CMP/Pages/default.aspx 8/5/2013
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How can the ICMP benefit coastal communities?

Tlinois 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 fundF
examples of how ather States/communities have used these funds include:

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 s'te specific projects:

Invasive Species. The ICMP will include mitigation and long term sustainable solutions to terrestrial invasive
Strategies for controlling aquatic invasive species wili initially focus on the Chicago and Sanitary Ship Canal
hydrologte/ecological separation of the Illinois River basin from the Lake Michigan basin.

Habitak, Ecosystams and Natural Area Restoration, The ICMP will address the undeveloped portions of sho
Cook and Lake Counties immediately north of Chicago to the Wisconsin state line, These areas inciude, Nor
Marina & Illinois Beach State Park including the Dead River & Kellogg Creek Watersheds, Waukegan Beach
BIuff forest preserve, and wooded ravines along the Lake Michigan bluffs. The Chicago River & North Shore

River Corridors & Wilrmette Harbor are increasingly important habitat corridors and will be included In the I

the South Side of the City of Chicago, the Little Calumet & Grand Calumet Rlver corriders, Lake Calu

Calumet River and the surrounding wetland areas are an important habitat area but also contain some of t
degraded industrlal areas. These areas will also be addressed.

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

Persistent Bio-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, brownfig
and superfund sites. The ICMP will develop site specific strategies for each property and develop priorities for
term restoration strategles as appropriate.

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

Non-polnt source. Non-point source pollution is primarily related to storm-water management which for the
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 inte Lake Michiga
not uncommon across the region. The ICMP will facilltate an important discussion of expanding the use of gr
infrastructure to control storm-water, promote groundwater recharge and reduce flooding.

Information and Indicators, The ICMP will identify existing and ongeing data collections and indicators. It will
identify gaps In data and develop priorities for future data coliection efforts. The ICMP will also assist in the
coliaborative development of sustainability indicators for the reglon.

Public Access and Recreation. Illinois’ shoreline is Increasingly used for recreation at unprecedented levels. Th
demand for public access to the lake and recreation resources has outstripped the supply and this demand wi
continue to grow tn the future. There will always be a need for expanded and improved recreational facilities g
services. The ICMP will provide technical and financial assistance to acguire new, add or improve public recre
sites and facilities, and to create new or improve public access sites.

Econamic Development. Qur coastal communities are essential components of a strong Illinois economy. The
will pravide assistance te improve management programs and support state and local government efforts to ik
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.

low-cost construction projects such as dune walkovers and boat launches
planning and creation of beach access points

reinvigorating economically depressed waterfront areas

preventing and monitoring beach erosion

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

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

http://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
Dlane Teclc, Coastal Program Manager

Rachel Sudimack, Green Marinas Program Coordinator

The ICMP will initially focus on efforts to address the following proegram areas which are also gutlined in the Gr

Regional Collaboration Strategy. The ICMP will describe desired cutcomes, prioritize strategies for achieving tﬁ
suggest site specific projects: Illinois Is eligible to receive approximately $2 million per year, which will fund
program to implement local projects. Local and state agencies 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 local governments and orgar
as long as the goals of the ICMP are addressed and the projects occur within the ICMP Boundary.Key IDNR o
assisted in developing the ICMP and preparing the necessary documents for program appraval are:

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



|1llinois Department of

Natural Resources Pat Quinn, Govemor

One Natural Resousces Way  Springfield. flinois 62702-1271 Marc Milter, Director
hitp:/idor.state.il.us

November 18, 2013
RECEIVED Nov 18 208

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 Illinois Endangered Species Protection Act [520 ILCS 10/11], the lllinois
Natural Areas Preservation Act [525 ILCS 30/17], Title 17 Illinois Administrative Code Part
1075, the Interagency Wetland Policy Act [20 ILCS 830], and 17 JIl. 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,

Kown fh. 000

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

Search Resulits

Search Resuits for:
Map Recentersd

Updata (i iy " £ H
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ot thap
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Do S T

ATty AL

The facilty kist belaw i based upon the faaities that are wsible with the map above To redne your ssarch f § more targeted ama of misrest, please vt the Envrrofecty Muthsvstert) Soah

urnlle Cola At

Fomn To search Envirafacts via ar inleractive map, please wew youf results in EnvirpMagper for Egvirclacts

List of EPA-Regulated Facliitles In Envirafacts

Im‘nﬂ'f Eript

Showing 1 fo 2 of 2 entnes
First vafousm Next Last

Show[10_ | entries

acres® BR  ceRcus©

i

FACILITY MFORMATION ars®

cue®  pesacis@ RADn

Ernimtprls Linky

422019

Search

ACRAlsO mi) 15080

COLPSTP

104 MAYOR CALIPER DRIVE

COLP L 62321

Lattuce: 37 80413 Longiucle:
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Yigw
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acres® ol
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| C i o %

CORINTHUS BEZELY Yigw
507 OUIVE STREET COLP i,
42921

Latiide 37 804838 Langidude
-89 08245

Showing 1 to 2 of 2 entries
First Provious[l] Next Lest

Totx Nurmber of Facilides Displayed: 2



Multisystem Search Results | Envirofacts | US EPA

SEPARS =

Envirofacts
Search Results

COLP STP
104 MAYOR CALIPER DRIVE
COLP, it 62821

@‘»

4
bl

i | ﬂ
oﬁigmvrm

*You can navigale within the map with your mouse

[EPA Facility Informato

This quaory was executed on MAY-16-2016

hitps.Jloaspub 8pa goviervro/mulisys?_v2 gel_listPfacily wn=1 10010024855

Integrated Compflance Information System {ICI5)

Page | of 2

Multisystem Links

Facility
EACILITY NAME (1) COLP STP, VILLAGE OF Fﬂlﬁi ILG580155
104 MAYOR CALIPER DRIVE Flm 4052 = Sewerage Systoms
CITY. COLP M4,JOR ! MINOR
NTY NAW Williamson [TYPE OF QWNERSHIE Municspal or Walar District
AT i ACTIVITY STATUS Expired

ZIP CODE 62921
REGION Region 5 TYPE OF PERMITISSUED Geners! Permit Covered Facilty
LATITUDE 37.801667 DRIGINAL PERMITISSUE DATE | 15.DEC-2002
LONGITUDE 89.075 FERMITISSURD DATE 18.DEG-2002

ATILON GODE OF ACCURACY| 1o PERMIT EXPIRED DATE 31-DEC-2007
LATILON METHOD

1
% ELOW 058
mm BIG MUDDY RIVER-HURRIGANE CREEK FRRERAL GRANTIND N
IPRETREATMENT CODE POTW
FMME COLP STP, VILLAGE OF
Pﬂl&lﬂﬁ—ﬂﬂﬁm VILLAGE HALL
ILTAJ.LI.NE_SIEEEI_LII
I@LLN_GSIII COLP
lfm.mmm Hinois
IMAILING ZIP CODE 629219999
FRANK SANDERS COGNIZANT OFFICIAL TEL 6189853427

This facility has permils lo cischarge the following chemical'substances through tho points (pipas) ksted in the tabie below

7782505 Chigrine, {otal residual

R
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hf fecal 1

nac 5 day, 2 2

7782447 | Orygen, dissaived (DO) 1
7664417 N n m a 1
cH 2z

| i . 4

BOD. Sdav 20den € 2

Soligs. total suspendad 4

Addional Inf ton can be d from Waler Drscharga Parmut Information @ Saarch
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Search Results

CORINTHUS BEZELY
507 OLIVE STREET
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LA NAVTED

https Hoaspub epa goviemaralmullisys2_v2 get_list Haclty uin=110040411523

“You can nawigale within the map with your mouse

EPA Facikty Information

AFS Information

Multisystem Links

Fre

Oporating Stalus: x HEY Elag,
Operating Status Dascription: | PERMANENTLY CLOSED Stite Regisiration Number, 199020AAA
State Counly Compllance Souren: | 1719500113 Government Facillly Code Descrphion; | PRIVATELY OWNED/OPERATED
Ruglon Cods, 05§ Class Cody; 8
Primary SIC Coda: 9999 Giass Cogde Rescription, POTENTIAL UNCONTROLLED EM
Primary SIC Descriptian; MONCLASSIFIABLE ESTABLISH Compllapce Status [
NAICS Cody; 3359995 Compliangg Siatus Dessrintion IN COMPLIANCE WITH PROCED
AlCS Co scriplion, All Oihaer Miscellaneous Manutactunng lagt Ini 05{16/2014
Air Program information
Ajr Ajr Program hir Alr Program S$iatus Air Air Program Glasg Glase Coda Compliange Comphancg
Program Desgription Program escriplion Proaram Subspar} Codg Rescription Sintus Stotys
Code Siatus Subpart Rassrlpilon Description
0 SIF X PERMANENTLY B POTENTIAL c IN COMPLIANCE
CLOSED UNCONTROLLED EM WITH PROCED
Pollutant Data
Ale Pollutant Boltutant ' CAS Anain Attain Indigater Bollutant £5 Pallytant Enlutant Boliutant Class
Bregram | Code/GAS Description Indicatae Resgriptlon Compliance Compliance Class Code Descripon
Codo Nurnbar I Status Dascription
0 FACH, EACILITY-WIDE [ N COMPLIANCE
PERMIT WITH PROCED
BEQUIREMENTS
o PM10 BARTICULATE A ATTAINMENT c 4 COMPLIANCE B POTEMTIAL
MATTER <« 10 UM AREA FOR A GIV WiTH PROCED UNCONTROLLED EM

Complance Monitoring System Plan
CHIS Start Date | FY2008 CMS Indicator | EY2008 CMS Indicator Doscription I EY2008 CHS Indicator | EY2009 CMS Indicator Description



Plant Actions
! Action Koy Bir Natlopal | Natlenal | Astion | Action Ratz | Pepatty | Results | Resulis | Pollutaot | Realonal | Beajonal
Number | Agtlon | Brogram | Acilen Action Iyps | Descriplion | Achisved | Amount | Cade Coda Codo Data Rata
Numbers | Cedes | TIype | Description Deacriptien Element | Etement
| 16

1

o000

Additional Informatéion can be oblained from A Facility System AFS Search.



' Ilinois
! Dq“ma'tﬁl Bruce Rauner, Governor

Raymond Poe, Acting Director

Bureau of Land and Water Resources
Siate Faugrounds = 1.0, Box 19381 « Springhield. 1L 62794-9285 » 217 782-6297 « TDD 217 524-6858 » Fax 217 5570993

March 4, 2016

Mr. Kirk Kumerow

CDAP Grants Manager/Monitor RECEIVED MR 07 208
IL DCEQ

2™ Floor, 500 E. Monroe

Springfield, Winois 62701

Re: Program Year (PY) 2015 Housing Granls
DCEO CDBG Single Family Housing Rehabilitation Program Funds

Dear Mr. Kumerow:

Thank you for notifying the Illinois Depariment of Agriculture (IDOA) of PY 2015's request for
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds from the Illincis Department of Commerce
and Economic Opportunity (DCEQ). The requeslt has been reviewed for its potential impacl to

agricultural land as well as its compliance with Hlinois' Farmland Preservation Act (505 ILCS
75/1 et seq.).

CDBG funds will provide financial assistance to 16 communities {see attached) for architeclural
maodifications 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 projecls involve existing siructures located within incorporated boundaries of
cities and villages and one community adjacent to an exisling village and agricultural land is not
affected, they are exempt from further review in accordance wilh Section 2 of the IDOA-DCEO
Cooperalive Working Agreement on the protection of lllinois farmland.

We have determined the project meels the intent of the lllinois Farmiand Preservation Act.

Sincerely,

e
Hoin T Do

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 Royaiton

City of Zeigler

City of Havana

Village of Blandinsville

City of Carterville

City of Hurst

City of Christopher

City of Neoga

City of LaHarpe

Viltage of Plymouth

City of Kinmundy

City of Mattoon

City of Clney

Williamson County for
Community H9

Total

£Y 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

5400,000

$6,263,250.00

D
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USDA United States

il Department of
Agriculiure

NRCS

Natural
Resources
Conservation
Service

A product of the National
Cooperative Soil Survey,
a joint effart of the United
States Department of
Agriculiure and other
Federal agencies, State
agencies including the
Agricultural Experiment
Stations, and local
participants

Custom Soil Resource
Report for

Williamson
County, lllinois

August 12, 2016



Preface

Sail surveys conlain information that affects land use planning in survey areas. They
highlight soil limitations that affect various land uses and provide information about
the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Seil 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 seil 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 (hitp://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/
nres/main/soils/health/) and certain conservation and engineering applications. For
more detailed information, contact your local USDA Service Center (hitp:/f
offices.sc.egov.usda.gav/locatorfapp?agency=nrcs} or your NRCS State Soil
Scientist (hitp://www.nrcs.usda.goviwpsfportalinres/detail/soils/contactus/?
cid=nrcs142p2_053951).

Greal differences in soil properties can occur within short distances. Some soils are
seasonally wel or subject to flooding. Some are too unstable to be used as a
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited to use as seplic
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 Agricullurzai
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 Sail Survey, the site for official soil survey information.

The U.S. Depariment of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs
and activities on the basis of race, color, nationat arigin, age, disability, and where
applicable, sex, marital status, familial siatus, parental siatus, religion, sexual
oarientation, 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 afl programs.} Persons with disabilities who require aliernative means



for communication of program information {Braille, Jarge prinl, audiotape, etc.) should
contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD), Tofile a
comptaint 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
emplayer.
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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 soils and miscellaneous areas and
their location on the landscape and {ables that show soit 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 nalive plants, and
the kinds of bedrock. They cbserved and dascribed 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 material is devoid of roots and other
living organisms and has not been changed by other biological activity.

Currently, soils are mapped according {o 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 lypically
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 associated with a particular kind of
landform or with a segment of the landform, By abserving the soils and miscellanecus
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.

Commanly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soil
scientists must delermine 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.

Sail 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. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes {units).
Taxonomic classes are concepls. Each taxonomic class has a sel of soil
characteristics with precisely defined limiis. 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 characler of
soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the sail
scienlists classified and named the soils in the survey area, they compared the
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individual solls 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 abjeclive 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 1o 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 defineation of such landferms and
landform segments on the map provides sufficient infarmation 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 sail scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the soil-
landscape model and predictions and to verily the classification of the soils at specific
locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller number of
measurements of individua! soil properties are made and recorded. These
measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color, depth to
bedrock, 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 compenents are aggregated to develop ranges of
characteristics for the components. The aggregaled values are presented. Direct
measuremenis do not exist for every properly presented for every map unit
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of olher
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 fieid-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 lested 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. Data are assembled from other sources, such as research informalion,
production records, and field experience of specialists. For example, data on crop
yields under defined levels of management are assembled from farm records and from
field or plot experiments on the same kinds of sail.

Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but alse on such
variables as climale and biological activily. Soil conditions are predictable over long
periods of time, but they are not predictable from year lo year. For example, soil
scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil will 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 soll 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 lisl of soil
map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and carlographic symbols
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to
produce the map, and a description of each seil map unit.



Custom Soil Resource Report
Soil Map

,row

PRI

Lot A L

AITD ALgsinn AL 410600 AIp6100 418600 41840 418640 JIBES00

41055m
4IRS

W AT N YT
1590 neme hE00 NEX0 N30 A 2630 RH NE200 31680 0 1o nnow nem nrm
= E
E Hag Scaie- 1.7,090 ¥ prnled on A landsos (11° x 857) sheet e
- —— — Fenry Y
N o ] 200 am 600

F
e,
A 0 S0 50 1200 1800
Mg fropacmon: Web Merator  Corner moordinates: WSS Edipe tos: UTM Zona 16M WGSBL

8



Custom Soii Resource Report

MAP LEGEND
Arng of Interast (ADI} =
Area ol interest {AO1) o
Saily a
Soil Map Ut Polygons
P Soil Map Ukt Lines M
o Soul Map Urut Posils. &

-
Special Foint Faatures

Spol Atea
Stany Spot
Very Stony Spol
‘Wat Spot

Omer

Specigl Lne Features

) Bowout Water Faaluras
Straams ond Cana s

(£} Bomaw Pt

Transpertation
X Clay Spat —  Rais
o Closed Depresaion s Inlarsiata Highways
N Geavalby US Reutes
. Gravelly Spol Major Roads
o Lana@ Loca Roads
4 tavaFlow Background
oy Marsh e swamp - Aarial Pretography
o s or Quatry
i  Mscelaneous Watat
©Q  Peennual Water
~  Rock Quitrop
== Saime Spot
oM Sancy Spot
o Savetnly Eroded Spal
[+ Sinkhole
:P Shae or Skp
= Sodic Spel

MAP INFORMATION

The sail surveys that compnse your AQl ware mapped al 1:12 400

| Warning: Sod Map may nol be valid ai this scale.

| Entargement of maps buyond the scale of mopaing can cause
misunderstanding of tha datail of mapping and accuracy of soi line
placement. The maps di hot shaw tha sinall areas of conrasting
s0ils (hat could have been shown at a more datziled scale

Planso aly on ihe bar scale on each map sheet for map
measuremenis

Source of Map  Nalural Resources Consarvation Servica
Weh Soil Survey URL.  hilp.fwabsoiisurvay.nics usda gov
Coordinate System  Wab Mercator (EPSG-3457)

HMaps kom the Web Sed Survay are hased on the Web Marcator
projection, which praserves direction ond shape bul distons
distance and area. A projaction that preserves area. such as the
Albers equal-area conlg projection, should be used il more accurale
calculabiong ol distance or ored ata required

This product 13 gencraled from the USDA-NRCS codtificd data as of
tha version dato(s) isted below

Soil Survey Arca:  Williamson County. ilinois
Survey Area Data:  Varsian 10, Sep 25, 2015

Soil map unis are labeled (as space dliows) lor map scales 1:50 000
or larger,

Dateis) aeriat Images were photographed:  Data not available

The orthaphota or other base map on which the soil nes were

pited ond gigitized probably ditfers from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a rasult, scrme minar shifung
of map vt boundaries may be evident.




Custom Soil Resource Report

Map Unit Legend

Williamson County, lilinois (IL.199)

Map Unit Symbol | Map Unit Name | Acres in AOI Percent of AQI

122C2 Colp silt loam, 5 to 10 percent 26.3 12 8%
slopes, eroded

5188 Rend silt ioam, 2 to 5 percent 28 1.3%
slopes

518C2 Rend silt lopam, 5 to 10 percant 23 1.1%
slopes. eroded

518C3 Rend silty clay loam, 5 to 10 120 5.8%
perceni slopes, severely
eroded

639A Wynoose silt loam, bench, 0 to 2 53.2 25.8%
percent slopes

6408 Bluford silt loam, bench, 210 5 88.8 43.0%
percent slopes

8028 Orthents, loamy, undulaling 03 0.1%

3108A Bonnie silt toam, 0 to 2 percent 1.5 07%
siopes, frequently flooded

33824 Belknap silt loam, 0 to 2 percent 8.3 4.0%
slopes, frequently flooded

3420A Piopalis silty clay loam, 0 to 2 109 5.3%
percent slopes, fraquently
flooded

w Water 0g 00%

Totals for Area of Interest 206.4 100.0%

Map Unit Descriptions

The map units delineated on the detailed soil 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 delermine the compasition 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 ciassification 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 characlerislic variability
of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some observed properties may extend
beyond the limits defined for a taxanomic 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 minar components that belong to taxonomic classes
other than those of the major soils.

10
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Maost 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, companents. They may or may nol be mentioned In a
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties
and behavioral characleristics divergent enough to affect use or to require different
management. These are called conlrasting, 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 miscellanecus areas are identlified
by a special symbo! 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 nol 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 components 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 landfarms or landform segments that
have similar use and management requirements. The delineation of such segments
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 symbo! 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 differ 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 into 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 seils or miscellaneous areas.
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellanecus areas in such an intricale
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps. The
paltern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar in all
areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 lo 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
anticipaled 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 miscellanecus areas are somewhat similar. Alpha-
Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentiated 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 paltern and proportion of
the sails or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can be

11
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made up of only one of lhe 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 litlle or no soil material
and support litlle or no vegetation. Rock oulcrop is an example.

12
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Williamson County, lllinois

122C2—Colp silt loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes, eroded

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 21w2p
Elevation: 330 to 490 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 35 to 45 inches
Mean annual air temperature; 54 to 57 degrees F
Frost-free period: 175 to 195 days
Farmland classification; Farmland of slatewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Colp, eroded, and similar soils: 80 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Colp, Eroded

Setting
Landform: Terraces
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Linear

Typical profile
H1-0to Binches: silt loam
H2 - 8 to 70 inches: silty clay
H3 - 70 to 80 inches: silty clay

Properties and qualities
Slope: 5 1o 10 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Moderately well drained
Runoff class: Very high
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderalely low to
moderately high (0.06 to 0.20 in/hr)
Depih to water tabla: About 24 to 48 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 15 percent
Available water storage in profife: High (about 8.1 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated). None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated). de
Hydrologic Soil Group: C/D

518B—Rend silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 1lm63

13
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Elevation: 360 lo 660 feet

Mean annual precipitation: 35 to 46 inches

Mean annual air temperature: 54 to 57 degrees F
Frost-free period: 175 to 195 days

Farmiand cfassification: All areas are prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Rend and simifar soils: 90 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunil.

Description of Rend

Setting
Landform: Structural benches
Landform pasition (two-dimensional): Summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parent material: Peoria and roxana loess over outwash or basin fill

Typical profile
H1 -0to 8 inches: silt loam
H2-8to 11 inches: silt loam
H3 - 11 to 23 inches: silty clay loam
H4 - 23 to 77 inches: silt loam
H5 - 77 to 80 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualities

Slope: 2to 5 percent

Depth to restrictive feature: Maore than 80 inches

Natural drainage class: Moderately well drained

Runoff class: Very high

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Low to moderately low
{0.01 to 0.06 in/br)

Depth to water table: About 24 1o 42 inches

Frequency of flooding: None

Frequency of ponding. None

Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum in profile: 3.0

Available water storage in profile: Moderate (about 8.6 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capabilily classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification {nonirrigated). 2e
Hydrologic Soif Group: C

518C2—Rend silt loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes, eroded

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 1Im65
Elevation: 360 to 660 feet
Mean annual precipitation; 35 to 46 inches
Mean annual air temperature; 54 o 57 degrees F

14
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Frosi-free period: 175 to 195 days
Farmiand classification: Farmland of slatewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Rend, eroded, and similar soils: 90 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunil.

Description of Rend, Eroded

Setting
Landform: Structural benches
Landform pasition (two-dimensional). Backslope, shoulder
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parent material: Peoria and roxana loess over outwash or basin fill

Typical profile
H1 - 0to 8 inches: silt loam
H2 - 8o 23 inches: silty clay loam
H3 - 23 to 77 inches: silt loam
H4 - 77 to 80 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualities

Slope: 5to 10 percent

Dapth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches

Natural drainage class: Moderately well drained

Runoff class: Very high

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat). Low to moderalely low
(0.01 to 0.06 infhr)

Depth to water table: About 24 ta 42 inches

Frequency of flooding: None

Frequency of ponding: None

Sadium adsorption ratio, maximurm in profife: 3.0

Available water storage in profile: Moderate {(about 8.5 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification {nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C

518C3—Rend silty clay loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes, severely eroded

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: inbkr
Elevation: 360 to 660 feet
Mean annual precipitation:; 35 to 45 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 54 to 57 degrees F
Frost-free period: 175 to 195 days
Farmiand classification: Not prime farmland
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Map Unit Composition
Rend, severely eroded, and simifar soifs: 90 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunil.

Description of Rend, Severely Eroded

Setting
Landform: Structural benches
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backsilope
Landform position (three-dimensional). Side slope
Down-siope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex

Typical profile
HT1 - 0to 8inches: silty clay loam
H2 - 8 to 23 inches: silty clay loam
H3 - 23 to 77 inches: sill loam
H4 - 77 to 80 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualities

Slope: 5to 10 percent

Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches

Nalural drainage class: Moderately well drained

Runoff class: Very high

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Low to moderately low
{0.01 to 0.06 infhr)

Depth to water table: About 24 to 42 inches

Frequency of flooding: None

Frequency of ponding: None

Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum in profile: 3.0

Available water storage in profite: Moderale (about 8.3 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capabilily classification (irrigated). None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated). 4e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C

639A—Wynoose silt loam, bench, 0 to 2 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbal: 2t95n
Elevation: 360 to 840 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 35 to 46 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 53 to 58 degrees F
Frost-free period: 175 to 195 days
Farmiand classification: Farmland of stalewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Wynoose, bench, and similar soils: 90 percent
Minor components: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.
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Description of Wynoose, Bench

Setting
Landform: Structural benches
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Talf
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-sfope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loess over mixed loess and drift over ablation till

Typical profile
Ap - 0to 7 inches: silt loam
Eg -7 to 19 inches: silt loam
Blg - 19 to 36 inches: silty clay
2Btg - 36 to 66 inches: silty clay loam
3Btgb - 66 to 79 inches: silty clay loam

Proparties and qualities

Slope: 0 to 2 percent

Dapth to restrictive feature: 13 to 24 inches lo abrupt textural change

Natural drainage class: Poorly drained

Runoff class: Negligible

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat). Moderately low to
moderalely high (0.02 to 0.20 in/hr)

Depth to water table: About 0 to 12 inches

Frequency of flooding: None

Frequency of ponding: Frequent

Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm})

Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum in profile: 12.0

Available water storage in profile: Low {about 4.2 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irmgated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: CID

Minor Components

Bluford, bench
Percent of map unit: 10 percent
Landform: Structural benches
Landform position {Ilwo-dimensional): Backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Rise
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-siope shape: Linear

640B—Biluford silt loam, bench, 2 to 5 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 1n88v
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Elevation: 360 to 840 feet

Mean annual precipitation: 35 to 45 inches

Mean annual air temperature: 54 to 57 degrees F
Frost-free period: 175 to 195 days

Farmiand classification: All areas are prime farmland

Map Unit Composition

Bluford, bench, and similar soifs: 90 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Bluford, Bench
Setting

Landform: Structural benches

Landform position (two-dimensional}: Summit, shoulder

Landform position {three-dimensional): Interfluve

Down-slope shape. Convex

Across-slope shape: Convex

Parent material: Peoria and roxana loess over oulwash or basin fill

Typical profile

H1 -0 to 7 inches: silt loam

H2 - 7 to 20 inches. siltloam

H3 - 20 to 35 inches: silly clay

H4 - 35 to 60 inches: silty clay loam

Properties and qualities

Sigpe: 2 to b percent

Depth to restrictive feature: 7 to 24 inches to abrupt textural change; 21 1o 55 inches
to fragipan

Natural drainage class: Somewhat poorly drained

Runoff class: High

Capacily of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat). Moderalely low to
moderately high (0.06 to 0.20 in/hr)

Depth to water table: About 6 to 24 inches

Frequency of flooding: None

Frequency of ponding. None

Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)

Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum in profile: 5.0

Available water storage in profile: Low {(about 3.9 inches)

Interpretive groups

Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 2e
Hydrologic Soil Group: CID

802B—Orthents, loamy, undulating

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 1Im68
Elevation: 330 to 660 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 35 to 46 inches
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Mean annual air temperature: 52 to 57 degrees F
Frost-free period: 170 to 200 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Orthents, loamy, and similar soifs: 90 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Crthents, Loamy

Setting
Landform position lwo-dimensional): Backslope, shoulder, summit
Down-sfope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parenl material: Earthy fill

Typical profile
H1 -0 {o 6 inches: silt loam
H2 - 6 to 60 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualities
Sfope: 0to 5 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Runoff class: Medium
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high (0.20
to 0.60 infhr}
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: Nene
Available water storage in profile; High (about 10.9 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 2e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C

3108A—Bonnie silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, frequently flooded

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2tbrr
Elevation: 330 to 490 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 35 to 46 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 54 lo 57 degrees F
Frost-free period: 175 to 195 days
Farmiand classification: Prime farmland if drained and either protecled from flooding
or not frequently flooded during the growing season

Map Unit Composition
Bonnie, frequently flooded, and similar soils: 80 percent
Minor components: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and {ransects of the mapunit.
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Description of Bonnie, Frequently Flooded

Setting
Landform: Flood plains
Landform position {iwo-dimensional): Toeslope
Landform position {three-dimensional): Talf
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-siope shape: Linear
Parent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
Ap - 0 to 10 inches: silt loam
Cg1 - 10 to 27 inches: silt loam
Cg2 - 27 lo 79 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualities
Siope: 0to 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Poorly drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high (0.20
to 0.60 infhr)
Depth to water table: About 0 to 12 inches
Frequency of flooding: Frequent
Frequency of ponding: Frequent
Salinity, maximum in profile; Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Very high {(about 12.6 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: CID

Minor Components

Belknap
Percent of map unit: 10 percent
Landform: Flood plains
Landform position (two-dimensional). Toeslope
Landform paosition {three-dimensional): Talf
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-siope shape; Linear

3382A—Belknap silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, frequently flooded

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2tbrv
Elevation: 330 to 490 fest
Mean annual precipitation: 35 to 46 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 54 to 57 degrees F
Frost-free pericd: 175 to 200 days
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Farmiand classification: Prime farmland if drained and either protected from fiooding
or not frequently fiooded during the growing season

Map Unit Composition
Belknap, frequently flooded, and similar soils: 90 percent
Minor caomponents: 10 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunil.

Description of Belknap, Frequently Flooded

Setting
Landform: Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional): Talf
Down-siope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Siity alluvium

Typical profile
Ap - 0to 7 inches: silt loam
Bw - 7 to 59 inches: sill loam
Bg - 59 to 79 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualitles

Slope: 0to 2 percent

Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches

Natural drainage class: Somewhat poorly drained

Runoff class: Very low

Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high
{0.20 to 2.00 in/hr})

Depth o water table: About 6 to 24 inches

Fregquency of flooding: Frequent

Frequency of ponding: None

Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 mmhos/cm)

Available water storage in profile: Very high (about 12.7 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification {nonirrigated). 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: BID

Minor Components

Bonnie, frequently flooded
Percenl of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Flood plains
Landform position (two-dimensional}: Toeslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Talf
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear

Piopolis, frequently flooded
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Flood plains
Landform position (two-dimensional): Toeslope
Landform position (three-dimensional). Talf
Down-siope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
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Custom Soil Resource Report

3420A—Piopolis siity clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, frequently flooded

Map Unit Setting
National mag unit symbol: 1Im1t
Elevation: 340 to 500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 38 to 45 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 54 to 57 degrees F
Frost-free period: 180 to 200 days
Farmiand classification: Prime farmiand if drained and either protected from flooding
or not frequently flooded during the growing season

Map Unit Composition
Piopoliis, frequently flooded, and similar soils: 90 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Piopolis, Frequently Flooded

Setting
Landform: Flood plains
Down-slope shape: Llinear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Alluvium

Typical profile
H1 - 0to 7 inches: silty clay loam
H2 - 7 to 37 inches: silty clay loam
H3 - 37 to 80 inches: silly clay loam

Properties and qualities

Siope: 0 to 2 percent

Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches

Natural drainage class: Poorly drained

Runoff class: Medium

Capacily of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderalely low to
moderalely high (0.06 to 0.20 in/hr)

Depth to water table: About 0 to 12 inches

Frequency of flooding: Frequent

Frequency of ponding: Fraquent

Available water storage in profile: High (about 11.6 inches)

interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: C/D
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Custom Soil Resource Report

W—Water

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

Description of Water

Setting
Landform: Oxbows, channels, drainageways, lakes, perenial streams, rivers

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irigated): None specified
Land capability classificalion (nonirrigated): 8w
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Illinois Historic
b Preservation Agency

I'. '| FAX (217) 524-7525
12! 1 01d State Capitol Plaza, Springfield, I, 62701-1512 www.illinoishistory.2ov
Williamson County
Colp (#9)

Rehabilitation

Sites Not Yet Selected

IHPA Log #012021816

March 2, 2016

Roy Adams :
Roy Adams Service Company Inc.
3510 N. Park Ave.

Herrin, IL 62948

Dear Mr. Adams:

We are in receipt of your project proposal dated February 15, 2016, concerning your Environmental Review
Procedures for the CDAP Program.

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

I 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:

1. Description of proposed undertaking.

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

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

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

5. Street map of project location.

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

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

SM—J/
Rachel Leibowitz, Ph.D.
Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer
For TTY communicstion, dial B8B-440.9009, fls not a voice or fax fine.
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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
of religious and cultural significance to the tribe. Historic properties of religious and cultural significance include:
archeological sites, burjal grounds, sacred landscapes or features, ceremonial areas, traditional cultural places,
traditional cultural landscapes, plant and animal communities, and buildings and structures with significant tribal
association. The types of activities that may affect historic properties of religious and cultural significance include:
ground disturbance (digging), new construction in undeveloped 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:

significant ground disturbance (digging)

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

| 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 grassiands, etc., and housing,
commercial, and industrial facilitics in such areas

I 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 an area

incongruent audible changes

Examples: increase in noise levels above an acceptable standard in areas known for their quict, contemplative
experience

incongruent atmaspheric changes
Examples: introduction of lights that create skyglow in an area with a dark night sky

L 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 reason to 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 religious and cultural significance

Example: transfer, lease or sale of properties that contain archeological sites, burial grounds, sacred
landscapes or features, ceremonial areas, plant and animal communities, or buildings and structures with
significant tribal association

(X None of the above apply

]

COLP #9 Housing Rehabilitation 5/5/16

Project Reviewed By Date




Designated Sole Source Aquifers| Region 5 Water US EPA

http://www3.epa.gov/region5/water/gwdw/soiesourceaquifer/index.htm

8 . Last updated on 3/24/2015
W\ Region 5 Water
§ You are here: EPA Home About Region S Water Sole Source Aquifers

Designated Sole Source Aquifers in Region 5

Contact Information

Table of Contents: EPA Region 5 Sole Source

Aquifer Coordinator
William Spaulding

° (1pg, 556 K) . Reqi m PDF {spaulding.william@epa.gov)
» Areas of Concern - Project Overview zziw‘ Jat:llf-sggsb;]l:d. (WG-15J)
. ions and Answ I rce Aguifer cago,

National Information

Region 5 Designated Sole Source _
Aquifers EPA Sole Source Aquifer
Protection Program
« Mahomet Sole Source Aguifer Designation Petiti ' Guid
« Designation of the Michindoh Glacial Aquifer Sole etitioners’ Luidance
Source Aguifer (City of Bryan, Ohio) has been
suspended indefinitely (March 2013)

"

Miamd Valey Burind Aqulfer & Project Area
OIYE xtuvut lan-of-the.

Miam| Butied Vatiey Agquiter

Designated Sole Source Aguifers Region 5 map (PDF} (ipg, 556 K)
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ILLINCIS

Ihinoss has appreximately B 076 miles of river, of which 17 1 muiles of one nver ate
demgnated a3 wild & scenic—approximataly 2/100ths of 1% of the slate’s rivar milos

Vermilion Rivar
VT R
e o t&‘ o
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Choosa A Rivar | Go

Nounshed by the fertie sois of [he region,
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i .\{«,- groat avan mugratons [o ancient fishas

Project Area

NATIONWIOE RIVERS INVENTORY | KID'SSITE | CONTACTUS | PRIVACY NOTICE | O& A SEARCHENGINE | SITE MAP

Dusignatud Rivers Nalional System River Managemeni Resourcas

hitp:/fwww rivers.gov/illinois.php
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“EPA B e Prosection EJSCREEN Report
for the User Specified Area, ILLINOIS, EPA Region 5

Approximate Population: 104

Colp #9
Selected Variables State LU .
Percentile Percentile Percentile
EJ Indexes
EJ Index for PM2.5 69 B0 68
EJ Index for Ozone 70 81 68
EJ index for Traffic Proximity and Volume 64 75 60
EJ Index for Lead Paint Indicator 72 a2 78
EJ Index for Proximity ta NPL sites 72 81 I4
EJ Index for Proximity to RMP sites 64 76 63
EJ Index for Proximity to TSDFs 67 78 65
EJ Index for Proximity to Major Direct Dischargers 70 81 70

E Index for the Selected Area Compared to Ali People's Block Groups in the State/Region/US

(1]

Parcent:e

El Indexes

[istate Percentile TRegicnal Percentile [l USA Percentile

This report shows enviranmental, demographic, and EJ indicator values. it shows environmental and demographic raw data (e g., the estimated concentration of
azone in the air), and also shows what percentile each raw data value represents. These percentiles provide perspective on how the selected block group or
buffer area compares to the entire state, EPA regian, or nation. For example, if a given location is at the 95th percentile nationwide, this means that only 5
percent of the US population has 3 higher biock group value than the average person in the location being analyzed. The years for which the data are available,
and the methods used, vary acrass these indicators, Important caveats and uncertainties apply to this screening-lavel Information, so it is essential ta understand
the limitations on appropriate interpretations and applications of these indicators. Please see E1SCREEN documentation far discussion of these issues before using
reports

May 16, 2016 1/3



3 EPA Ued Sttes EJSCREEN Report

Agency

for the User Specifiad Area, ILLINOIS, EPA Region 5
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£ ni
 EPA G EJSCREEN Report
for the User Specified Area, ILLINOIS, EPA Reglon 5

Approximate Population: 104

Colp #%8
Selected Variables Raw | State | %ile in R:::::n %E“:Am USA ] %ile in
Data Avg. State . Avg. USA
Ave, Region
Environmental Indicators
Particulate Matter (PM 2.5 in pg/m’) 10.2 114] 3 10.8 24 9.78 55
Ozone {pph) 50.5 4411 98 444 95 46.1 74
Traffic Proximity and Volume {daily tratfic count/distance to road) 2.3 69| 6 69 B 110 5
Lead Paint Indicator (% Pre-1960 Housing) 0.47 043 &4 0.4 62 0.3 72
NPL Proximity (site count/km distance) 0.053 0069 64 0.086 58 0.096 83
RMP Proximity (facility count/km distance) 0.046 043 0O 0.33 8 0.31 1"
TSDF Proximity {facility count/km distance) 0.012 0.037| 23 0.051 24 0.054 33
I_ Water Discharger Proximity {facility count/km distance) 0.18 0D27¢ 57 0.23 65 0.25 65
Demaographic Indicators
Demographic Index 47% 4%| 72 28%| 82 35%| 72
Minority Population 6% | 36%| 60 24%| 77 36% | 59
Low Income Population 58% 31%| 86 32%1 86 34% 84
Linguistically Isolated Population 0% 5%| 44 2%| 598 5% 45
Population With Less Than High School Education 19% 13%| 76 12% 82 14% 72
Population Under 5 years of age B% 6% 73 68%| 74 7% 72
Population over 64 years of age 10% 13%| 44 13%| 37 13% 41

* The Natonat scale Air Toxics Assessment {NATA) enviranmenta! indicators and £J indexes, which include cancer risk, respiratory hazard. neurodevelopment
tazard, and diese! particulate matter will be added into EISCREEN during the first full public update after the spon-to-be-released 2011 dataset is made
available. The National-Scale Air Toxics Assessment (NATA) is EPA's ongolng, comprehensive evaluation of air toxics in the United States, EPA developed the
NATA (o prioritize air toxics, emission sources, and locations of interest {or further study. 1t is important to remember that NATA provides broad estimates of
health risks over geographic areas of the country, not definitive risks to specific individuals or locations. More information on the NATA analysis can be found
at: hitp://www.epa.gov/itn/atw/natamain/index.html

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

EISCREEN is a screening tool for pre-decisional use anly. It can help identity areas that may warrant additional consideration, analysis, or outreach. It does not
provide a basis for decision-making, but it may help identify potential areas of E} concern. Users should keep In mind that screening tools are subject to substantial
uncertainty in their demographic and enviranmental data, particularly when looking at small geographic areas. Important caveats and uncertainties apply to this
screening-fevel information, so it is essentlal to understand the limitations on appropriate interpretations and applications of these indicators. Please see
EISCREEN dacumentation for discussion of these issues before using reports, This screening loot does not provide data on every environmental impact and
demographic factor that may be relevant te a particular location, EJSCREEN autputs should ba supplemented with additional information and local knowledge
before taking any action to address potential EJ concerns,

May 16, 2016 33



3EP it s EJSCREEN ACS Summary Report

Lacation: User-specified palygonal location
Ring {buffer): 0.mile radius
Description: Colp #9

Summary of ACS Estimates

Population
Population Density {per 5q. mile)
Minority 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: 5F1)
% Water Area

Population by Race
Total
Population Reporting One Race
White
Black
American Indian
Aslan
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+

2008 - 2012

104

azg

KYS

36%

53

67

30

20,192

013

97%

0.00

3%

2008 - 2012 Percent MOE (%}
ACS Estimates

104 100% 238

104 100% 362

69 66% 136

34 33% 179

o 0% 11

1 1% 14

o 0% 11

1] 0% 1

o 0% 1

2 2% 37
102

67 54% 134

34 I3% 179

0 0% 11

1 1% 14

0 0% 1

0 0% 1

[} 0% 11

44 42% 111

60 58% 140

9 8% 39

17 16% 58

87 B4% 145

1 10% 39

Data Note: Detail may not sum to totals due to rounding. Hispanic population can be of any race. M/A means not available

Source: U.S. Census Bureay, American Community Survey (ACS) 2008 - 2012,

May 16, 2016



SGEPA &= EJSCREEN ACS Summary Report

Location: User-specified polygonal location
Ring (buffer}: 0-mile radius
Description: Colp #9

2008 - 2012
ACS Estimates
Population 25+ by Educational Attainment
Total 73
Less than 9th Grade 3
9th - 12th Grade, No Diploma 11
High School Graduate 27
Some College, No Degree 23
Associate Degree 3
Bachelor's Degree or more g9
Population Age 5+ Years by Ability to Speak English
Total 95
Speak only English 24
Non-English at Home"*#** 1
'speak English "very wetll" 1
i5peak English "wel!" 0
Ispeak English "not well" 0
‘5peak English "not at ali" o
34speak English "less than well" 0
234gheak English "less than very well” 0
Linguisticaily Isolated Households®
Total 0
Speak Spanish 0
Speak Other Indo-European Languages 0
Speak Asian-Pacific Island Languages o
Speak Other Languages 0
Households by Household Income
Household Income Base 53
< 515,000 15
$15,000 - $25,000 7
525,000 - $50,000 12
$50,000 - $75,000 7
575,000 + 13
Occupied Housing Units by Tenure
Total 53
Owner Occupied 45
Renter Occupied 9

Data Note: Detail may not sum to totals due to rounding. Hispanic populatian ean be of any race N/A means not available
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey (ACS) 2008 - 2012
*Linguistically 1salated Households is available at the census tract summary ieve! and up

Percent

100%
4%
15%
37%
3%
4%
13%

100%
98%
2%
2%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%

0%
0%
0%
0%
0%

100%
27%
13%
22%
14%
24%

100%
84%
16%

MOE (1)

171
25
72
84
55
19
43

220
202
18
19
1"
11
11
"
"

1
"
11
"
"

57
39
33
36
27
39

57
53
36
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EPA & EJSCREEN ACS Summary Report

Lacation: User-specified polygonal location
Ring (buffer): 0.mile radius
Description: Colp #9

2008 - 2012
ACS Estimates Percent MOE {t}

Population by Language Spoken at Home™*

Total (persons age 5 and above) 95 100% 220
English N/A N/A NiA
Spanish N/A NIA NIA
French N/A N/A N/A
French Creole N/A N/A NIA
Italian MNIA N/A N/A
Portuguese MIA NA NfA
German N/A N/A NFA
Yiddish N/A N/A N/A
Other West Germanic NIA N/A N/A
Scandinavian NIA N/A N/A
Greek N/A N/A N/A
Russian N/A N/A N/A
Polish NIA N/A N/A
Serbo-Croatian N/A N/A NIA
Other Slavic N/A N/A NIA
Armenian N/A NiA NIA
Persian N/A N/A N/A
Gujarathi NIA N/A N/A
Hindi NIA N/A N/A
Urdu N/A N/A N/A
Other Indic N/A N/A NIA
Other Indo-European N/A N/A N/A
Chinese NfA N/A N/A
lapanese N/A N/A NIA
Korean MIA N/A NIA
Mon-Khmer, Cambodian MA NIA N/A

Hmong N/A N/A N/A
Thai N/A NIA NIA
Laotian N/A NIA N/A
Viethamese NIA N/A NfA
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 NIA N/A N/A
Hungarian NIA N/A N/A
Arabic N/A N/A N/A
Hebrew N/A NIA NIA
African NfA NfA N/A
Other and non-specified N/A NIA N/A
Total Non-English N/A NIA N/A

Data Note: Detail may not sum to totals due to rounding. Hispanic popuiation can be of any race. N/A means nolt avadable.
Source: U.5 Census Bureau, American Community Survey {ACS) 2008 - 2012,
**Population by Language Spoken at Home Is avaltable at the census tract summary level and up
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