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ICDBG Application Information Form

Applicant (City/County):  City of Ashton	Chief Elected Official:  Mayor Teddy Stronks	
	Address:  P.O. Box 689, Ashton, ID 83420		Phone:  (208) 652-3987	
	DUNS # 12-736-1491		CAGE Code 	

Sub recipient (if applicable):  None		Chief Elected Official:  	
	Address:  		Phone:  	

Application Prepared by:  Cathy Stegelmeier		Phone:  (208) 652-3987	
	Address:  P.O. Box 689, Ashton, ID 83420	
Architect/Engineer/Planner (Contact Name):  Schiess & Associates		Phone:  (208) 522-1244	
	Address:  7103 South 45th West, Idaho Falls, ID 83402	

	NATIONAL OBJECTIVE (MARK ONE)
	PROJECT TYPE (MARK ONE)

	_X_ LMI Area
	___ LMI Clientele   ___ Imminent Threat
	_X_ Public Facility 
	___ Community Center

	___ LMI Jobs
	___ Slum & Blight  ___ LMI Housing
	___ Infrastructure for Jobs
	___ Senior Center

	
	
	___ Downtown Revitalize 
	___ Imminent Threat


PROJECT POPULATION TO BENEFIT (PERSONS):  (Census/Survey/Clients/Jobs)
TOTAL # TO BENEFIT:  __390_____	TOTAL # LMI TO BENEFIT:  __367________
% LMI TO BENEFIT:  ____69.11_____% 
	
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  The proposed project will consist of Phase II of the City’s Water System Improvement project.  This phase includes the replacement of undersized lead-jointed water mains, outdated fire hydrants and addressing several distribution deficiencies. 
	SOURCE
	AMOUNT
	DATE APPLICATION SUBMITTED
	RESERVED/ CONDITIONAL AWARD
	FUNDS COMMITTED/ CONTRACT AWARD DATE
	DOCUMEN-TATION IN APPENDIX ***

	ICDBG
	      500,000
	
	
	
	

	Local Cash
	
	
	
	
	

	Local Loan* - DEQ
	   2,618,440
	12-7-2011
	
	4-28-2011
	Appendix 4

	Local In-Kind**
	        50,000
	
	
	
	

	USDA-RD Grant
	
	
	
	
	

	EDA Grant
	
	
	
	
	

	State Grant-DEQ
	      436,260
	12-7-2010
	
	4-28-2011
	Appendix 4

	Foundation Grant
	
	
	
	
	

	Private Investment
	
	
	
	
	

	Other (identify)
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	TOTAL PROJECT FINANCING
	   3,604,700
	
	
	
	



* Identify Loan Source(s) Idaho Dept. of Environmental Quality       Date Bond or Necessary and Ordinary Passed 11/02/2010
**Describe In-Kind match by type (i.e., materials, labor, waived fees, land value) and amount.
***Identify which appendix corresponding documentation is in.  Documentation should be a letter from the appropriate source.

V.	Economic Advisory Council Page:  

The City of Ashton is a small city in eastern Idaho.  The City’s water system has been testing above the maximum contaminate level for nitrates for the past several years.  The system also faced the aging of several of the City’s water lines and problem with capacity for and design of many of the City’s fire hydrants.  In the fall of 2008, with encouragement from the local office of the Department of Environmental Quality, the City began to look into options concerning the nitrate problem as well as the other issues in the system.  The Mayor and City Council had hoped to find a solution that would be less expensive for the City’s citizens.  The citizens had approved a sewer bond in 2005 and were already paying higher rates for the new system.  The citizens of Ashton face an economy which is focused on summer employment including farm labor and tourism.  Although winter tourism has been better with snowmobiling and Ashton’s famous American Dog Derby, winter survival is still a struggle for many citizens.  The Mayor and City Council with information from the Idaho DEQ concluded that a Water Facility Planning Study would be the next step in finding solutions for the City’s water system.  

The City Council filed a letter of interest concerning a Water Facility Planning Study Grant on January 14th 2009. The City was awarded this grant in July of 2009.  The Planning Study was completed and approved by the Department of Environmental Quality in July of 2010.  An Environmental Information Document was then completed and approved in March of 2011.  During this time, the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality met with the City Council for a compliance conference concerning the ongoing nitrate issue on October 27, 2009.  The Department then issued a consent order in December of 2009.  The City Council deliberated and elected to hold a November bond election concerning the project proposed in the Facility Planning Study.  The City held public meetings to provide citizens information concerning the project and the election was held as provided by law on November 2, 2010.  The bond was passed and the City then filed a letter of intent concerning the Department of Environmental Quality’s Drinking Water Revolving Loan in January of 2011 in order to finance the Water System Improvement Project proposed in the Facility Planning Study.  The City was offered a loan through the DEQ in April of 2011 in order to complete the project.    

The City Council and Mayor are applying for an Idaho Community Development Block Grant in order to help minimize the financial impact of the Water System Improvement Project on the City’s water users.  Initial studies indicate that each user’s monthly bill will raise approximately twenty dollars.  This will bring each user’s water, sewer and garbage monthly bill to approximately ninety dollars.  The Mayor and City Council are focused on minimizing the costs of the project in the hope that the raise in cost might be curtailed considerably.  An Idaho Community Development Block Grant would be of great assistance to the City water users in this effort.  


VI.	Threshold Factors
A.	Eligible Applicant:
[bookmark: Check2]The applicant is a city    [image: MC900072629[1]]	  The applicant is a county |_|

B.	Eligible Activities:  
	Construction costs associated with Water Systems Improvement Project.  


C.	National Objective:  There are six National Objectives listed below.  Complete only the National Objective that will be met with the project.

C.1.	Low- and Moderate-Income Area Benefit:
Total number of households* in project benefit area 390
*Note:  For water and sewer projects, this is the number of households hooked onto the system and any households that will hook onto the system once the project is complete.

LMI Percentage Determined by:  

____	Census Data – provide supporting documentation in Appendix.  
__X_	Income Survey – provide Survey Report in Appendix 1.  
____	Census and Survey – provide supporting documentation/report in Appendix.  













D.	Citizen Participation: 
 
	The City of Ashton held a public hearing regarding the application for an Idaho Community Development Block Grant concerning the City’s Water Systems Improvement Project.  The public was able to view the application as well as the supporting materials such as the Water Facility Planning Study and the Environmental Information Document.  Prior to the City’s bond election, the City had also prepared visual displays relating to the budget and cost of the project.  These displays were also at the meeting.  

	The Mayor opened the hearing and invited those in attendance to speak.  Mr. Martin Gallagher was the only member of the public in attendance.  It was discussed that there had been many meetings and through several reports, etc. the public have been kept up to date on the progress of the project. Mr. Gallagher did not want to testify, but the Mayor allowed an open discussion in which some questions concerning the fire hydrant upgrades were asked and answered.  There were no written comments received by the City Clerk.  The Mayor closed the public hearing and the Council voted to submit this application to the Idaho Department of Commerce.  

	Through the many meetings in the planning process, then again prior to the bond election and while completing the income survey for this grant Ashton citizens had been informed of the Mayor and City Council’s intent of upholding the citizen’s interests.  The citizens are particularly concerned with the cost and durability of the system.  Prior to the Public Hearing on this application, City elections had been held.  The Mayor and council members seeking election had been interviewed concerning the project.  Through these interviews, the citizens have been well informed concerning the planning, schedule and financing of the Water System Improvement Project.  The Mayor and City Council are committed to the citizen’s interest.

Information concerning citizen participation is included in Appendix 2.

Date of Notice _11/08/2011____	Date of Hearing _11/17/2011_______



E.	Statewide Goal and Strategy:  (check applicable)
Check the goal and strategy that best corresponds to the project.  

[bookmark: Check3]|_|	Increased access to decent affordable housing (goal)
[bookmark: Check4]|_|	Sustain and increase homeownership (strategy)
[bookmark: Check5]|_|	Sustain and increase affordable rental housing (strategy)
[bookmark: Check6]|_|	Support equal access to a continuum of housing services (strategy)

[image: MC900072629[1]]	Preserved and enhances suitable living environments (goal)
[image: MC900072629[1]] Improve safety and livability of communities (strategy)
Example – consent order
[bookmark: Check9]|_|	Increase access to quality facilities and services (strategy)
Example – new construction
[bookmark: Check10]|_|	Improve affordability and sustainability of quality facilities and services
Example – rehab or renovation

[bookmark: Check11]|_|	Expanding economic opportunities (goal)
[bookmark: Check12]|_|	Create jobs primarily for low- and moderate-income persons (strategy)
[bookmark: Check14]|_|	Revitalize downtown business districts (strategy)

F.	Administrative Capacity:  
1.	Applicant Capacity 
The City of Ashton will manage the Water Improvement Project using the City’s administration policies which are governed by the Ashton City Code as well as Idaho State Code.  The City funds are audited annually by an independent auditor.  The City Clerk/Treasurer has been administrating the City funds for five years including the finalization of the City’s Wastewater System Improvement Project in 2008.  There have been no audit findings or recall elections in the past ten years.  The City government is conducted according to Idaho State Code.  The governing board consists of four council members and is presided over by the Mayor.  All are elected by the citizens of the City of Ashton.


2.	Grant Administrator
The grant administrator for the City of Ashton will be the City Clerk/Treasurer, Cathy Stegelmeier, who is a certified grant administrator.  The Mayor and City Council decided in July of 2009 that project costs could be saved in using the City Clerk as the Administrator of the project.  City Clerk Stegelmeier attended the Idaho Department of Commerce’s grant administration training in August of 2010 and was subsequently certified to administer Idaho Community Development Block Grants.  The grant administration will serve as an in-kind work for the project. 


G. Fair Housing: 
 
The City of Ashton passed City of Ashton Resolution 06-25 in February of 2006 resolving to follow the Federal Fair Housing Law.  Each year since that time, the Mayor has proclaimed the month of April as Fair Housing Month.  An updated resolution will be updated for 2012.  A copy of Resolution 06-25 and the 2011 Fair Housing Proclamation are included in Appendix 3.

H. Anti-Displacement Resolution: 
 
The City has agreed to comply with the Idaho Department of Commerce’s anti-displacement and relocation assistance plan.  A signed certification of compliance is provided in Appendix 3.

VII.	Program Income:  

This project will not generate program income.












VIII.	Project Description and Property:  Include the project description as outlined in the instructions. 

A.	Project Description:  
The City of Ashton’s Water System Improvement Project will consist of two phases.  The first phase will not require funding through the Idaho Community Block Grant.  This phase will include the construction of the City’s Water Treatment Plant at the well site.  A new building with capacity for an ion exchange system to remove nitrates in the City’s water will be constructed.  

The Water System Improvement Project Phase II will consist of the replacement of degraded pipe, the replacement of small pipe with larger pipe to serve the fire suppression system and hydrants that are up to current standards.  The project does not expand the existing water distribution system.  New water lines will follow the same alignment as existing water lines.

B.	Project Property & Permits:  Answer the following questions and attach documentation.

 1.  Has any property and easements been purchased for this project?	_X_Yes  ___No
      If yes, does the applicant have title to the property?             	    _X_Yes  ___No
      
      The construction of the water lines will be in the City’s street right of way.   


2.  Will any property be needed for this project?	___Yes  _X_No
     Status of the purchase:  	
     Estimated date of final purchase:  	
     What funds will be used to make purchase?  	
[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]
3.  Will any easements/or rights-of-way be needed for this project?	___Yes  _X_No
     Status of the purchase:  	
     Estimated date of final purchase:  	
     What funds will be used to make purchase?  	

4.  Is anyone living on the land or in the structures at the proposed site?
	___Yes  _X_No

5.  Is any business being conducted on the land or in the structures at the proposed site?	___Yes  _X_No

6. Are there any businesses, individuals, or farms being displaced as a result of this project?	___Yes  _X_No

7. Are there permits that will be needed for the project, i.e., well, water rights, land application, demolition permits, zoning permit, air quality permit, etc?
	___Yes  _X_No
	Status of the permits (include plan for securing permits and estimation of issue completion date):  	

8.  Describe the ownership or lease arrangements for the property involved in the project.  The City of Ashton owns the City street right of way in which the water line improvements will be made. 

IX.	Budget Narrative:  Describe the source and status of all funding for the project according to the instructions.  

A. Government

The City of Ashton’s citizens passed a revenue bond in the amount of $ 3,604,706 on November 2, 2010. The City of Ashton then applied for and obtained an Idaho Department of Environmental Quality loan in the amount of $ 3,168,440 along with loan forgiveness of $ 436,260 for the Water System Improvement Project.  Copies of the loan documents are included in Appendix 4.



B. Local

The City of Ashton will provide in-kind administrative services of $ 40,000 and planning services of $ 10,000.





C.	Private

There are no private funds involved in this project.
A. 

	X.     Idaho Community Development Block Grant Budget Form
	
	Total
	$    20,000
	$    20,000
	$  218,130
	$  218,130
	$      5,000
	$      5,000
	$1,474,381
	$1,624,059
	$     10,000
	$     10,000
	
	$ 3,604,700
	*Identify funding source.
	**Administrative expenses and project planning design costs, when totaled, shall not exceed 10% of the total ICDBG amount.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Project Name: 
	DEQ
Grant
	
	
	$  218,130
	$  218,130
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	$  436,260
	
	

	
	
	DEQ
Loan
	
	
	
	
	
	
	$1,474,381
	$1,124,059
	$     10,000
	$     10,000
	
	$ 2,618,440
	
	

	
	
	Federal*
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	City         In-Kind
	$    20,000
	$    20,000
	
	
	$      5,000
	$      5,000
	
	
	
	
	
	$    50,000
	
	

	
	
	Cash
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Applicant or Grantee:  
	CDBG
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	$ 500,000
	
	
	
	$ 500,000
	
	

	
	
	LINE ITEMS
	Administrative*
	    Phase II
	Design Professional
	    Phase II
	Planning
	    Phase II
	Construction
	    Phase II
	Legal & Audit
	    Phase II
	
	TOTAL COSTS**
	
	




XI.	Detailed Cost Analysis

1. Have preliminary plans and specs been submitted to regulatory agencies for review?	
Phase I  _X_Yes  __ _No
                        If yes, list date submitted:  8-22-11	
                        If no, list expected date to be submitted:  	

Phase II ___Yes __X_ No
            If yes, list date submitted:  		
	      If no, list expected date to be submitted:  February 2012		

2. Has final design (for bidding) begun?	
Phase I _X_Yes  ___No
            If yes, % complete:  ____________100_%
      If no, what is expected start date:  ____________________

Phase II ___Yes  _X_No
	      If yes, % complete:  _______________%
      If no, what is expected start date:  _February 2012_________

3.  Will project include bid alternatives to meet project budget if necessary?
	                                                                              _X_Yes  ___No

4.  Are Davis Bacon wage rates applicable to the project?	_X_Yes  ___No
     If yes, are they included in the project costs?                    _X_Yes  ___No

5.  Have known environmental measures been included in project costs? (e.g., dust mitigation, archaeological survey, storm water drainage, wetland mitigation etc.)
	                                                                              _X_Yes  ___No

6.  List the last date the owner and design professional discussed project design and details. 
Date:  __10-25-2011__ 
The project engineer and the public works department have been working together to survey the rock that will have to be removed and valves that will need replacement.  The project engineer submits a report each month to the City Council.  

7.  Design Professional Cost Estimate may be found in Appendix 4.

XII.	Project Schedule

	Project Activity
	Date (to be) Completed
	Documentation in Appendix

	Design Professional Contract Executed
	1-18-2011
	Appendix 5

	Grant Administration Contract Executed
	City
	Appendix 5

	Environmental Release
	July 2012
	

	Bid Document Approval
	May 2012
	

	Bid Opening
	June 2012
	

	Construction Contract Executed
	July 2012
	

	Start Construction
	July 2012
	

	Construction 50% Complete
	September 2012
	

	Second Public Hearing
	September 2012
	

	Certificate of Substantial Completion
	November 2012
	

	Update Fair Housing Plan
	April 2012
	

	Update 504 Review and Transition Plan
	April 2012
	

	Construction 100% Complete
	December 2012
	

	Final Closeout
	December 2012
	




	Name of Professional and Agency Contacts
	Firm/Agency
	Phone with Extension

	Examples:
	
	

	Design Professional
	Schiess & Associates
	208-522-1244

	Attorney
	Joette Lookabaugh
	208-351-0685

	Funding Agency
	Idaho Dept. of Environmental Quality
	208-528-2650

	Environmental Officer
	Willie Teuscher, IDEQ
	208-528-2650

	Regulatory Compliance
	Idaho DEQ
	208-528-2650

	Public Works Director
	Del Jensen, Todd Martindale
	208-652-3987

	Finance Officer / Clerk
	Cathy Stegelmeier
	208-652-3987



XIII.	Grantee and Sub-recipient Financial Profiles

Is the Grantee a (circle one)		City 		County

If a sub-recipient, what type of Organization (circle one)
	Water District		Sewer District		Homeowner’s Association
	For-Profit Company	Non-Profit Company	Water Association
	Fire District		Hospital District
	Other (please explain):  										

Section I.  Water System (only) – Input information for the water system (entity) that is expected to utilize the Idaho Community Block Grant funds.

Water Source(s):  _X_ Wells    ___ River    ___ Lake    ___ Springs    ___ Purchase    ___ Other

Water Treatment Method:  Nitrate Removal System – Ion Exchange

Number of people served by the system	___1126___
Number of hook-ups on the system	____533___
Number of equivalent dwelling units
(EDU’s) on the system	__________
Number of residential EDUs	__________
Number of commercial EDUs	__________
Number of industrial EDUs	__________
Are all system users on meters	____YES__

For residential users, what is the average monthly 
water rate for 10,000 gallons	$____28.54 _
What will be the new monthly rate after the project is 
complete based on 10,000 gallons	$____47.00__
When was the last rate increase	_10-1-2011
How much were the rates increased	3% above prior rates

Annual water system revenue	$_203,000.00

Total dollar amount owed by customers in arrears	$_30,746.09_

Annual water system expenses 	$_203,000.00
Residential Hook-Up Fee	$___2,500.00
Commercial Hook-up Fee	$  __3,500.00 *
Industrial Hook-Up Fee	$___none____

	Identify outstanding indebtedness:  
		Years remaining	Annual Payment 	         Lender
		____4_________	__$ 15,364.00__	____USDA _______
		______________	______________	_________________
		______________	______________	_________________

Explain Water Conservation Methods Implemented:  Customers are reminded to conserve through customer education in City Newsletters.  The fifth grade students at Ashton Elementary also take a field trip to the well and receive educational information and brochures.

*meters over 1 inch have higher hook-up fees
Section II.  Sewer System (only – Input information for the sewer system (entity) that is expected to utilize the Idaho Community Block Grant funds.

Sewer Treatment Method  									
Do you have a Pre-treatment system?  ___Yes  ___ No

Number of people served by the system	__________
Number of residential connection on the system	__________
Number of commercial connection on the system	__________
Number of industrial connection on the system	__________
Number of new connections within the last year	__________

What are the current residential sewer rates	$__________
When was the last rate increase	__________
How much were the rates increased	$__________
Residential Connection Fee	$__________
Commercial Connection Fee	$__________
Industrial Connection Fee	$__________

Annual sewer system revenue 	$__________

Current dollar amount owned by customers in arrears	$__________

Annual sewer system expenses	$__________

	Identify outstanding indebtedness:  
		Years remaining	Annual Payment 	         Lender
		______________	______________	_________________
		______________	______________	_________________
		______________	______________	_________________

Section III.  All Applicants (except Sewer and Water):
Grantee or Sub-Recipient Taxing Authority:

0. Identify how the organization obtains its operating funding, i.e., bonds, district assessments, other:  																							

0. Does the organization have taxing authority?  ___Yes  ___No (if no, skip to Section IV)
1. Do you tax?  ___Yes  ___No
0. If yes:
0. What is the tax rate? 	
0. What is the annual tax amount generated?  	
0. What are the taxes used to pay for, i.e., equipment, operating expenses, etc.?
	
1. If your organization does not tax explain why.  																		



Section IV.  All Applicants (City or County)

Land Use Planning related to Fair Housing 

As part of the ICDBG program cities and counties are required to further fair housing within your community.  

Coincidentally, the understanding and applicability of fair housing laws has become very important for cities and counties.   In a recent legal case, Alamar Ranch LLC v. Boise County, a jury ruled that Boise County had committed three separate violations to the Fair Housing Act: 
(1) failure to make reasonable accommodations, 
(2) disparate treatment of the handicapped, and 
(3) intentional interference with the construction of handicapped housing 
by changing a conditional use permit (CUP).   Boise County is now required to pay the plaintiff $4.0 million in damages.   

In a recent state study of impediments to fair housing, an impediment that has been identified is the lack of cities and counties providing for the allowance of group homes in designated residential zones or their narrow definitions of the types of group homes allowed (e.g., nursing and rest homes)   Why is this a barrier?  The regulation may treat residents who are disabled, differently.  Therefore; 

Have you reviewed your zoning codes specific to group homes to ensure that you are in compliance with the Fair Housing Act?  (group homes are allowed in residential zones and that your definition of a group home is not too restrictive)  
		_X_ Yes ___ No

If No, what steps are you taking to address the issue? __________________________ _____________________________________________________________________
		_____________________________________________________________________
		_____________________________________________________________________.

The state study also identified a concern related to the lack of basic accessibility standards for new residential construction.  Does your building code or ordinance encourage accessibility standards in housing? (example: at least one entrance with no step, doors at least 32 inches wide, switches no higher than 48 inches, hallways 36 inches wide, etc.) 
_X_ Yes ___ No

If Yes, explain the standards. _The City has adopted the 2009 International Building Code which encourages accessibility with the standards required.  Documentation can be found in Appendix 3.


XIV.	ICDBG Environmental Scoping – Field Notes Checklist

Applicant ___City of Ashton________________ 

This site and desk review checklist is to be completed by the Applicant and submitted with the application.

The purpose of the checklist is to help the Applicant and Commerce better understand what environmental statutes or provisions per 24 CFR 58 might impact the proposed project.  The information will assist in understanding what studies, documentation, and mitigation measures could be applicable and to assist in completing the environmental review record.  The Applicant may choose to attach this scoping checklist as part of the environmental review record.

1.	Limitations on Activities
Is the Grantee planning or in the process of acquiring property for this proposed project? ___Yes  _X_No

If yes, is the Applicant aware that land acquired or site work after submission of the ICDBG application is subject to 24 CFR 58.22 Limitation on Activities Requiring Clearance?  Meaning once an application for ICDBG funds is submitted, neither Applicant or sub recipient, may commit Non-HUD funds to a project for land acquisition or site work (except for minor testing) before the environmental review is complete, unless the land acquisition or contract is conditioned on completion of the ICDBG environmental review.

2.	Historic Preservation
Has the SHPO or THPO been notified of the project?     _X_Yes  ___No
Have tribes with possible cultural and religious sites been notified of the project?    _X_Yes  ___No

3.	Floodplain Management
Is the project located within a floodway or floodplain designated on a current FEMA map?  Check Web site www.store.msc.fema.gov     ___Yes  _X_No  ___Not Sure

If yes what is the floodplain map number?  ________________________

If the project is located in a floodway or floodplain, is the community where the project is taking place a participant in the National Flood Insurance Program.  Check Web site www.idwr.idaho.gov/water/flood  ___Yes  ___No

4.	Wetland Protection
Are there ponds, marshes, bogs, swamps, drainage ways, streams, rivers, or other wetlands on or near the site?     ___Yes  _X_No

If yes, has the Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) been notified?     ___Yes  ___No

Has the Corps indicated what permit level will be required?     ___Yes  ___No  ___N/A

5.	Sole Source Aquifers (Clean Water Act) 
Is the proposed project located over an EPA designated aquifer area including stream flow source area?     _X_Yes  ___No    (Check website www.epa.gov/safewater/ssanp.html)

Is it known at this time if construction will disturb more than one acre of land?     _X_Yes  ___No

If yes, has a general permit for storm water discharges from construction sites been applied for from the EPA?     _X_Yes  ___No

6.	Endangered Species Act
Has U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, NOAA Fisheries, and Idaho Fish and Game Regional Office been notified about the project?     _X_Yes  ___No

7.	Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
Is the project located within one mile of a designated wild and scenic river?  Idaho wild and scenic rivers include portions of the St. Joe, Lochsa, Selway, Middle Fork of the Clearwater, Snake, Rapid, and Middle Fork of the Salmon.  Check Web site www.nps.gov/rivers/     ___Yes  _X_No

8.	Clean Air Act
Is the project located in a designated non-attainment area for criteria air pollutants?     ___Yes  _X_No

For building demolition or improvements, has an asbestos analysis been planned for or conducted?
___Yes  ___No  ___N/A

For housing rehabilitation, has a lead based paint assessment been planned for or conducted?
___Yes  ___No  ___N/A

9.	Farmland Protection Policy Act
Is the project located on a site currently zoned as residential, commercial, and/or industrial?
_X_Yes  ___No

Is the project area currently being utilized for farm or agricultural purposes?     ___Yes  _X_No

If yes, has the USDA Natural Resource Conservation Service or local planning department been notified about the project?     _X_Yes  ___No

10.	Environmental Justice 
Does project have a disproportionate environmental impact on low income or minority populations?
___Yes  _X_No

11.	Noise Abatement and Control
Is the project new construction or rehabilitation of noise sensitive use (i.e., housing, mobile home parks, nursing homes, hospitals, and other uses where quiet is integral to the project functions)?
___Yes  _X_No

If yes, is the project located within 5 miles of an airport, 1000 feet of a major highway or busy road, or 3,000 feet of a railroad?     ___Yes  ___No

12.	Explosive and Flammable Operations 
Is the physical structure (not necessarily infrastructure) intended for residential, institutional, recreational, commercial or industrial use?     ___Yes  _X_No  ___Unknown at this time

If yes, are there any above ground explosives, flammable fuels or chemical containers within one mile of the physical structure?     ___Yes  ___No

If yes, have you been able to identify what the container is holding and the container’s size?
___Yes  ___No

13.	Toxic Chemicals and Radioactive Materials
Are there any known hazardous materials, contamination, chemicals, gases, and radioactive substance on or near the site?     _X__Yes  ___No  ___Unknown at this time

If yes, explain 	There is lead contained in the joined pipe.  Consultation has occurred with Eastern Idaho Public Health District as well as the DEQ.  There will be specifications for disposal of the material in an approved landfill as part of the construction documents. 	

During the visual inspection of the site, are there signs of distressed vegetation, vents or fill pipes, storage/oil tanks, stained soil, dumped material, questionable containers, foul or noxious odors, etc.
___Yes  _X_No

If yes, explain 																									

At this time, are the site’s previous uses known to have been gasoline stations, train depots, dry cleaners, agricultural operations, repair shops, landfill, etc.?     ___Yes  _X_No

Are other funding agencies requiring the Grantee to perform an American Society for Testing Materials (ASTM) environmental assessment?  ASTM assessment involves analysis of site uses and ownership, inspection of site, and possible testing.     ___Yes  _X_No

14.	Airport Clear Zones and Accident Potential Zones
Is the project located within a designated airport runway clear zone or protection zone? ___Yes  _X_No

Does the project involve acquisition of land or construction/rehabilitation of building or infrastructure in an airport runway clear zone or protection zone?     ___Yes  _X__No

If yes, is the grantee aware that the airport operator may wish to purchase the property at some point in the future as part of a clear or accident zone acquisition program?     ___Yes  ___No

15.	Energy Efficient Designs
For building construction, has the owner investigated possible incentives from power providers, such as Idaho Power, Avista, or Utah Power for incorporating energy efficient design into their building?  
__ _Yes  ___No

16.	Sediment Control (Clean Water Act)
Will the construction project require storm and surface water discharge from the construction site?  
_X_Yes  ___No  ___Unknown at this time

If yes, has an application to EPA been submitted for a Construction General Permit (CGP)?  
___Yes  _X_No

17.	Other Environmental Reviews
Have facilities studies or other environmentally related site reviews been conducted or in the process of being conducted?     _X__Yes  ___No

If yes, identify who is conducting the review.  	Idaho Department of Environmental Quality____														

18.	Information Letters
The advanced mailing of environmental information letters is sought in an effort to minimize the project’s timeline in waiting for necessary documentation or information.  It will assist in earlier responses to required mitigation measures should the proposed project receive grant funding.  

Check the agencies that have been mailed an environmental information letter.  

Note:  If other funding agencies have sought comment, in writing, from the agencies listed below for the same project, you may not need to send an information letter.  Contact your Specialist if other environmental information or scoping letters have been sent. 

	_X_ Idaho State Historic Preservation Officer
	_X_ Tribal Historic Preservation Officer or Tribal Office
	_X_ Idaho Department of Water Resources – Local Regional Office
	___ Army Corps of Engineers (if wetlands are applicable)
	_X_ U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
	___ NOAA Fisheries (if salmon and/or steelhead are applicable)
	_X_ Idaho Fish and Game
	___ USDA Natural Resource Conservation Service (if farmlands are applicable)
	_X_ Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
	_X_ Local Government – Planning Department
	___ Others ________________________________

Completion of the scoping checklist does not constitute that all environmental provisions or clauses related to 24 CFR 58 Environmental Reviews have been met or are known at this time.  


____________________________________		__11-17-2011_______________
Completed By:  Cathy Stegelmeier			Date

XV.	Review and Ranking Narrative:  

Part B:  Forms

I.	Program Impact
A-D is based upon information provided in Chapter 5.  No action required.  Staff will calculate the points.

E.	Eligible Activity Priority Ranking Sheet

Fill in the percentage of the project’s budget that will be spent on the following activities.  The Total Points Awarded column will be completed by department staff.  
	Eligible Activity
	Points
Possible
	Percentage of ICDBG Budget Spent on Activity
	Staff Points Awarded

	Acquisition of Real Property
	100
	0
	

	Acquisition of Real Property 
for Housing Projects
	50
	0
	

	Public Facilities and Improvements- 
Health and Safety Related
	100
	100
	

	Public Facilities and Improvements-Housing Related
	75
	0
	

	Public Facilities and Improvements-
Social Service Related
	50
	0
	

	Engineering-Architectural
	100
	0
	

	Code Enforcement
	50
	0
	

	Clearance and Demolition
	10
	0
	

	Removal of Architectural Barriers
	50
	0
	

	Rental Income Payments
	0
	0
	

	Disposition of Property
	10
	0
	

	Public Services
	0
	0
	

	Completion of Urban Renewal Projects
	0
	0
	

	Relocation Payments
	0
	0
	

	Planning Activities
	0
	0
	

	Administration Activities
	100
	0
	

	Grants to Nonprofit Community Organizations
	0
	0
	

	Grants to Nonprofit Community Organizations for Housing Projects
	75
	0
	

	Energy Planning
	0
	0
	

	Housing Rehabilitation
	75
	0
	

	Total Points Awarded to Project
	








II.	National Objectives:  

A.	Low- and Moderate-Income Percentage Points:  Scoring is based upon information provided in Chapter 5.  No action required.  Staff will calculate the points.

B.	Need:  (1/3 page narrative and documentation in Appendix.) 

The City’s water system has been testing above the maximum contaminate level for nitrates for the past several years due to the surrounding nitrate contamination area.  The system also faced the aging of several of the City’s water lines and problem with capacity for and design of many of the City’s fire hydrants.  In the fall of 2008 the City began looking into options for the system.  The City applied for and received a Facility Planning Study grant in July of 2009.  In December of 2009, the DEQ issued a consent order concerning the City’s water system.  The City citizens approved a bond measure in November of 2010.  The Mayor and City Council are confident that the planning and careful consideration of improvements to the system will be of great benefit to the citizens.
A copy of the Consent Order can be found in Appendix 6.







C.	Impact:  (Answer all applicable questions.)

1.	The benefit to low to moderate income persons is that they will have safe water with improved pipe and treatment.   They will also benefit from improved fire suppression through new hydrants with increased flows.

2.   One of the project’s permanent impacts will be safe water that will satisfy the conditions set forth in the Consent Order from the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality.  Replacing the degraded lead jointed pipe will also ensure the safety of the water.  Another benefit will come from the larger lines to replace smaller pipe that has been restricting flow for fire suppression.  Better fire suppression will also make our community safe.  


 










III.	Project Categories 

A.	Planning, previous actions, and schedule

1. Design Professional:  
The Mayor and City Council directed the City Clerk following the passage of the City’s revenue bond in November to begin the process for procurement of an engineer for the project.  A request for proposals was published in the City’s newspaper of record.  The proposals were received and then ranked by the Mayor and City Council.  The firm of Schiess and Associates were chosen as the project engineers and a professional services contract was executed.  Documentation of the process is included in Appendix 5.

2.	Grant Administration:  
The City of Ashton’s City Clerk is certified as grant administrator and will be      administering the grant as an in-kind service of the City.

3.	Plans or Studies: 
 
l.	A Facility Planning Study concerning the City of Ashton’s Water System Improvement Project was completed and approved by the Department of Environmental Quality in August of 2010.  Documentation is in Appendix 7.
			

1. Environmental Scoping:  
The Environmental Scoping Checklist begins on page 17.  A list of agencies which received a letter concerning the proposed project is included along with the sample letter sent to various agencies in Appendix 8.
		

5.	Agency Viability:  Complete only one of the following that corresponds to the project.

Water or Sewer:

a. As part of the final Facility Planning Study, Scheiss and Associates completed a utility rate study.  A copy of this study is provided in Appendix 8.  The City is planning to update both the water and sewer rate studies in 2012. 
 
b.	Financial profile worksheet is provided on page 14. 


6.	Property Acquisition:  (Information provided in Chapter 5.  No action required.)
	The City has ownership of property.  No property is required

7.	Funding Commitments:  (Documentation / letters in Appendix 4)
		Been awarded loan & grant from DEQ

8.	Schedule:  
	The project schedule is provided on page 13.
		

9.	Administrative Capacity:  

a.	Has the applicant completed a Section 504 or ADA Self-Evaluation and Transition Plan?	__X__Yes  ____No
	
	A 504 update is needed for 2012.  A co-coordinator will be assigned and the plan updated in January of 2012.  	

b.	What is the most current building code the applicant has adopted?  
	The City has adopted the 2009 editions of the International Building Code, International Residential Code and the International Energy Conservation Code.  A copy of City of Ashton ordinance 448-10 adopting these codes can be found in Appendix 3.

c.	Are the Fair Housing Accessibility Standards a component of that building code?	__X_Yes  ____No

10.	Cost Analysis:  
The completed cost analysis sheet is located on page 12.  An updated design professional cost estimate is also included in Appendix 4.
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