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Introduction

This document is a federal Environmental Assessment (EA) completed by the City of Minneapolis regarding the
projects, activities, and programs outlined in the City of Minneapolis 2014 Consolidated Plan (Plan) that
physically impact the environment. On 10/14/96, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
delegated its responsibilities to complete the required EA for these activities to the City of Minneapolis, the
recipient of the grant funds. The City has completed the EA in compliance with all applicable rules and
regulations at both the federal and state levels including the National Environmental Policy Act (most
specifically 24 CFR Part 58). Consistent with 36 CFR Part 800.8 (c), it is also intended to meet the requirements
of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Background Information

The Consolidated Plan is the City of Minneapolis’ application to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development for Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), HOME Investment Partnership (HOME),
Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) and Housing for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) funding. The City uses these
funding resources for housing, economic development and public services primarily for the benefit of low and
moderate income persons. Attachment 1 includes the executive summary of the 2014 Consolidated Plan. This
information applies to the development, distribution, and procedures for commenting on this Environmental
Assessment as well:

. Contact person for obtaining copies and additional information, for filing comments, and for gaining
access to the records.

o A description of the Plan’s purpose, its development, and the schedule for its completion and
implementation, |

. Description of the citizen participation process for the development and review of the Plan, the public

notice procedures followed to publicize it, and the procedure to obtain technical assistance.

Federal Environmental Review Categories

This report contains four environmental assessment Forms that have been authorized by the U. S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD), Minneapolis Office. The Forms address the four types of federal
categories described in 24 CFR Part 58 (Attachment 2 includes the applicable excerpts from the federal
regulations). Form 5 for full Environmental Assessments is not included in this packet as there are no specific
project sites identified at this time for 2014 Consolidated Plan funding, However there is a listing of programs
that may require a full Environmental Assessment for a future identified project.

1. Section 58.34—Exempt activities: Includes projects or programs that are exempt from National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements because they do not physically affect property or land,
per Section 58.34 of the NEPA (Attachment 2). Also exempt are projects consisting of “[a]ssistance 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,
imminent threats or physical deterioration” [Section 58.34 (a)(10)]. Form 1 addresses the exempt
activities.
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2. Section 58.35 (a)—Categorical exclusions subject to Section 58.5: The following lists activities that
are “categorically excluded” per the NEPA but may be subject to review by other authorities such as the
Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). Form 2 addresses_these activities. Activities
include the following:

. 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 more than 20%.

U Removal of material and architectural barriers restricting access by elderly people and people
with handicaps.

. Rehabilitation of multi-family residential buildings and improvements when the following
conditions are met:
. Unit density is not changed more than 20%.
. No change in land use from residential to non-residential.
o The cost of rehabilitation will be less than 75% of the total cost of replacement after

rehabilitation. (Therefore, the cost of the rehabilitation must be less than three times the
value of the property before rehabilitation.)

. Rehabilitation of non-residential buildings and improvements when the following conditions are
met:
. The facilities and improvements are in place and will not be changed in size or capacity
by more than 20%.
) No change in land use.
. An individual action on a one-to-four unit dwelling, or on a project of five or more units

developed on scattered sites when the sites are more than 2,000 feet apart and there are nor more
than four units on any one site.

3. Section 58.35 (b)—Categorical exclusions not subject to Section 58.5: The following lists activities
that are “categorically excluded” per the NEPA. Form 3 addresses these activities. Activities include the
following:

Tenant-based rental assistance.

Supportive services, _

Operating costs including maintenance, utilities, equipment, etc.

Economic development activities.

Activities to assist homeownership of existing or new dwelling units.

Affordable housing redevelopment costs.

4, Tiered projects: Federal regulations (58.15) allow Responsible Entities (i.e. the City) to tier their
environmental reviews and assessments to eliminate repetitive discussions of the same issues at
subsequent levels of review. Tiering is appropriate when there is a requirement to evaluate a proposal in
the early stages of development or when site-specific analysis or mitigation is not currently feasible and
a more focused analysis is better done at a later date. A tiering approach can be used for meeting
environmental review requirements in areas designated for special focus in local Consolidated Plans.

Consolidated Plan 2014 EA; Last saved by Bower, Matthew A. 3



Federal Environmental Assessient
Minneapolis Fiscal Year 2014 Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development

The Consolidated Plan describes programs that could affect property or land, however, specific sites are
not yet known for these projects. An example is the Vacant and Boarded Housing Program. The program
includes physical effects to property (demolition, rehabilitation, new construction, etc.), but as a program
that can be undertaken city-wide, the specific sites are not yet known. Consistent with past practice and
agreements among the appropriate staff of HUD, the City and the SHPO, the City intends to complete
the review of specific properties as they become known for these projects. For example, the City informs
SHPO of the addresses of the properties proposed for treatment and offers a 30-day review period prior
to the initiation of activities that affect property or land consistent with 36 CFR Part 800.5 (b). Form 4
addresses projects that are classified as “tiered” projects per Section 58.15 and are receiving a Tier 1
level review in this Environmental Assessment. The Request for Release of Funds issued in response to
this Federal Environmental Assessment for the 2014 Consolidated Plan will cover these programs unless
a specific project within the program involves issues that are extraordinary to the scope of this current
review. In those project instances (anticipated to be rare), an individual environmental assessment
review will be conducted by the City.

5. Environmental Assessment (EA): If a project is not exempt or categorically excluded under Sections
58.34 and 58.35, the responsible entity must prepare an EA in accordance with federal regulations. Some
years, individual projects are known at the time of publication and the Consolidated Plan Environmental
Assessment includes a separate form, EA Form 5, for each of these projects. For the 2014 Consolidated
Plan, no individual projects are known at this time. However, the City is identifying in this
environmental assessment review the following program where in the future individual projects
identified may be subject to either this type of review, or a Part 58.35 (a) review:

. Affordable Housing Trust Fund-- multifamily developments financed through CDBG and
HOME Investment Partnership
. Homeownership Works (HOW) single family housing development financed through

HOME Investment Partnerships

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

Current environmental conditions in some of the City’s neighborhoods, particularly in inner-city neighborhoods
where most program activities will occur, are characterized by conditions of general deterioration of residential
structures, pockets of blight, and soil contamination including contamination from lead-based paint. Older
housing stock is prone to disinvestment by market forces. Most projects are intended to address these conditions
on an individual neighborhood basis.

Also, the current environmental conditions in many of the City’s commercial centers are characterized by
physically deteriorating buildings, dilapidated or vacant storefronts, a lack of adequate off-street parking, a
limited range of goods and services offered, soil contamination, and a general lack of amenities. These are
environmental conditions that can be addressed with Consolidated Plan funds. Since Minneapolis has been a
fully-developed city for many decades with fully developed public infrastructure, most federally funded projects

Consolidated Plan 2014 EA; Last saved by Bower, Matthew A. 4



Federal Environmental Assessment
Minneapolis Fiscal Year 2014 Consolidated Plan for Heusing and Community Development

are for rehabilitation or new development on sites that require demolition of a past use. The Consolidated Plan
includes additional information regarding City redevelopment priorities and strategies.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

It is anticipated that these programs will have no significant adverse impact on the physical environment.
Instead, the selected residential, commercial, and other structures will be improved in order to eliminate
deteriorating conditions, increase energy efficiency, and other factors benefiting the property in question, and
the surrounding community.

Historic Review: Information is submitted to the Minnesota State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
consistent with past practice and agreements among the appropriate staff of HUD, the City, and the SHPO.
Consistent with federal regulations at 24 CFR Part 58.15 that define “tiering,” and 36 CFR Part 800.4 and 800.5
(b), the City will a) check specific addresses of properties proposed for treatment or demolition when they
become available against the National Register database (including historic districts), and b) determine if these
properties are eligible for listing on the National Register. The City will include this information in its
submission to the SHPO and offer a 30-day review period prior to the initiation of activities that affect property
or land.

Flood Plains: In accordance with procedures agreed upon in 1984 between the City and the local HUD office
and revised periodically thereafter, specific properties to be treated will be evaluated as they are identified
regarding flood plain impacts and their proximity to the flood plain areas of the City. The City does not provide
HUD-funded assistance to any structure located within the 100-year flood plain.

Noise: In accordance with procedures agreed upon in 1984 between the City and the local HUD office, specified
properties to be treated will be evaluated as they are identified regarding noise impacts and their proximity to
noise-impacted areas of the City.

- PROJECT MODIFICATION AND ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The prime purpose of the programs is to provide decent and safe housing as well as economic development
opportunities for low or modest income people and to stem the further deterioration of the economic, social, and
physical condition of many neighborhood centers through either physical re/development or delivery of public
services. Most of these funds are also targeted to geographic areas where blighting influences are evident. Any
modifications or alternatives to projects are dependent not only on governmental agencies but also are dictated
by environmental, social, and economic changes, and by the need to comply with governmental regulations such
as the Americans with Disabilities Act. Appropriate alternatives will be explored where feasible.
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Conclusion: The City has complied with all applicable federal, state and local regulations. The City intends to
make a “Finding of No Significant Impact” as applicable to the projects and programs contained within this EA.

The undersigned does hereby certify that the information furnished in this Environmental Assessment is true
and accurate to the best of their knowledge:

y A

Matthew Bower, Minager Resource Coordination, Minneapolis Grants and Special Projects Office

Attachments

Executive Summary from the 2014 Minneapolis Consolidated Plan
24 CFR 58 Parts 58.15 and 58.33 to 4 and 58.37 of the NEPA
Official Federal Environmental Assessment Distribution List
Federal Environmental Assessment Form 1

Federal Environmental Assessment Form 2

Federal Environmental Assessment Form 3

Federal Environmental Assessment Form 4

Nk wn -
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ATTACHMENT 1

Executive Summary from the 2014 Minneapolis
Consolidated Plan

For more infermation, contact Matthew Bower (contact information on the cover page)

Executive Summary

The 2014 Minneapolis Consolidated Plan is an update to the comprehensive 2010-2014 Five-year
Consolidated Plan issued in 2010 addressing the City's housing and community development needs.
The Consolidated Plan is a combination housing plan, community development and public service
plan, and application for the following four U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
{(HUD) entitlement programs:

¢ Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)

 Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)

e Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA)

o HOME Investment Partnerships

This year's Consolidated Plan is an update of the five-year strategy covering fiscal years 2010-2014.
The plan is a statement of how the City intends to spend its HUD entitiement funds in the areas of
housing and community development. It seeks to tie that spending to other funding initiatives in the
City that affect the City's low- and moderate-income residents.

The City of Minneapolis’ 2014 Consolidated Plan program year runs from June 1, 2014 through May
31, 2015. The City’s lead agency responsible for the Plan’s development is the Office of Grants &
Special Projects, which is a part of the Intergovernmental Relations Department, in the Office of the
City Coordinator.

The executive summary includes objective and outcome expectations, as well as an evaluation of
past performance. The 2014 Consolidated Plan states how the City intends to utilize its HUD
enfitiement funds in the areas of housing and community development, public service, and
administration. The Consolidated Plan ties HUD grant-funded spending to other funding initiatives in
the City that benefit the City’s low- and moderate-income residents.

For ease of reference among the program years within the 2010-2014 Five-Year Consolidated Plan
strategy, the following chart outlines any revisions to the five-year plan:
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2010-2014 2011 2012 2013 2014
Five-year Update Update Update Update
Plan
Chapter 1 Full Text Annual Annual Update- Annual Annual
Introduction Update-No * Revision to Update-No | Update-No
significant Minority and significant significant
changes Poverty changes changes
Concentrations
Chapter 2 Full Text No Changes | No Changes Ne Changes | No Changes
Housing Needs
Chapter 3 Full Text No Changes | Revised- No Changes | No Changes
Homelessness ¢ Needs Analysis
s  Strategic Plan
¢ Conforming
language for
ESG
amendment
Chapter 4 Full Text Ne Changes | No Changes No Changes | No Changes
Community
Development
Chapter 5 Full Text No Changes | Revised- No Changes | No Changes
Five-year ¢  Elimination of
Strategy CDBG Target
Area Map
s  Priorities for
Public Services
(Senior, Health)
e Priorities for
Economic
Development
(Technical
Assistance,
Micro-
enterprise
Assistance)
Chapter 6 Full Text Annual Annual Update- Annual Annual
One-year Action Update ~No e Revisions to Update -No | Update -No
Plan significant Emergency significant significant
‘ changes Solutions Grant | changes changes
Program
description

Summary of Objective and Outcome Expectations .

The City of Minneapolis’ performance measurement system is tied to City department or program
lines, and to the annual budget process. The Consolidated Plan includes measures of performance
to quantify goals by incorporating projected oufcome measures. Quantifiable results-oriented goals
for capital programs are tied to a unified framework for the benefit of low- and moderate-income
residents. Additional performance benchmarks and reporting are required by HUD for the HOPWA
program whose Subrecipients are contracted through the City of Minneapolis.
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The City of Minneapolis includes a performance-based framework for all its Consolidated Pian
activities. The outcome measurement system enables HUD to report program accomplishments
aggregated at the national level, enhancing the budget process and demonstrating the community
need for these funding sources. This system is described, and outcome results can be found, on
HUD's website: htip://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/about/performance/index.cfin

The Consolidated Plan lists the City's HUD funded program activities in Appendix Table 3, together
with performance expectations in terms of HUD's performance measurement system. The
accomplishments of each HUD-funded program are measured, based on a combination of national
objectives and outcomes, shown here, and in Chart A, below.
Objectives:
1. creating suitable living environments
2. providing decent housing, and
3. expanding economic opportunities
Outcomes:
1. availability/accessibility
2. affordability, and
3. sustainability

The City’s program managers provide the outcome expected from each HUD-funded activity. Table
A'is a summary of outcomes the City expects to achieve with its HUD funded programs benefiting
low- and moderate-income residents.

Minneapolis 2014 HUD Program Outlay and Performance Projections (Chart A)

Capital Projects “Availability / )
Accessibility” “Affordability” | “Sustainability”
Objective #1: $649,768 $958,000
“Suitable Living Environment” Beneficiaries: 2,100 - Beneficiaries:
227,622
Objective #2; $558,377 $9,498,783 $1,115,000
“Decent Housing” Beneficiaries: 55 Beneficiaries: Beneficiaries:
512 30
Objective #3: $1,623,500
“Economic Activity” - - *Ben%fgar ies:

(Beneficiaries are low- and moderate-income residents; * Outcome for “Economic activity” beneficiaries includes persons,

Jjobs and businesses}
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1

Chart A, above, is a summary of the Consolidated Plan program activities the City funds for CDBG,
HOME, ESG and HOPWA. Chart B, below, further classifies these combinations relative to the type
of benefit these programs provide to the City’s low- and moderate-income residents.

Beneficiary Outputs Compared to Outcomes and Objectives (Chart B)

Outcome / . . : z z z
c = =
- - o o [=2] (=] o [ =]
Objective — .gé;g .Eé;g; géég .géé‘ .g;,g,- -Eéb EEE Eé.@ g;g
3853 S5 | SE58| 259 | 355 | 355 £528 | 855 | 258
oY pEBR| oEPE| RO 298 | 2oa| 8o 2o 29 c
o6z8 5628|5628 | -2 ® =28 | =-=z= O>$ O57p o5 =
m-=9§ mElo| mELy| E2H E2o0 [E2T Ly L 2o L ey
Type of 2259/ 22| 2258|858 | §ga% | gez| Ecf |E2E |Eal
QUES| FLUES| ZLEN| §ES | GET | QET| 6E< | 6E< | SED
Benefit | - e e 8 8 8
Number that will
have new access to
this service or 2,100 308 804
benefit
Number that will
have improved
access to this . 53 77
service or benefit
Number that will
receive a service or 227 522 30 151 55

benefit that is no
lenger substandard
Number that will
have new access to
this type of public
facility or
infrastructure
improvement
Number that will
have improved
access to this type of
public facility or
infrastructure
improvement
Number that will be
served by public
facility or
infrastructure that is
no longer
substandard

As indicated in Chart A, the City will create decent housing with improved/new affordability, for 512
low- and moderate-income beneficiaries, by leveraging $9.5 million though its capital programs. Of
those, as noted in Chart B, 308 beneficiaries will have new access to affordable housing, 53 will have
improved access to housing, and 151 will have housing that is no longer substandard. By
reprogramming unspent prior year funds, beginning in 2014, the City will provide decent housing
through improved sustainability with $1.1 million capital funds to assist 30 low income homeowners,
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including seniors, with loans for home repairs, rehab, and code compliance. Appendix Table 3
identifies each of the 2014 programs that include support for the development of housing units,
homebuyer assistance for low-income households, and tenant-based rental assistance for persons
with HIV/AIDS.

The City will invest $1.6 million in CDBG funding to provide economic opportunity through
improved/new sustainability for 881 beneficiaries. This includes developing strategies for smail
business development, linking low-income residents with job openings, public service funding for
youth employment training, through community-based organizations and school programs.

The City will direct $958,000 to enhance suitable living environments for low-income beneficiaries,
with over 227,000 residents in targeted areas across the City of Minneapolis benefiting from CDBG-
funded crime prevention programming, together with strategies to abate lead hazards, and reduce or
eliminate blighted properties. Public Service programs, identified in Appendix Table 3, provide
opportunities for low income persons gain new or improved access to a range of solutions focused on
domestic abuse, curfew truancy, youth violence prevention, childhood development, scheol
readiness, and multi-cultural access & outreach services.

Table 3A Summary of Specific Annual Objectives
{2013 accomplishments to be compiled in Summer 2014 for the 2013 annual performance report)

Grantee Name: Minneapolis, MN

Availability/Accessibility of Decent Housing (DH-1)
Specific Annual Objective Source of Year Performance Expected | Actual Percent
Funds Indicators Number | Number | Completed

DHI1.1 Finance and administer | HOME 2010 Housing Units 242 124 51%
programs for CDBG 2011 242 195 80%
development of 2012 242 383 158%
affordable and mixed- 2013 242 %
income rental housing 2014 242 %

MULTI-YEAR GOAL 1,210 702 58%

DH 1.2 Finance and administer | HOME 2010 Housing Units 52 1 2%
programs for CDBG 2011 52 26 50%
development of 2012 52 11 21%
affordable and mixed- 2013 52 %
income ownership 2014 52 %
housing MULTI-YEAR GOAL 260 38 15%

DH 14 Finance development CDBG 2010 Housing 42 61 145%
of housing HOME 2011 Units 42 83 197%
opportunities for HOPWA 2012 42 0 0%
.persons with special 2013 42 %
needs 2014 42 %

MULTI-YEAR GOAL 210 144 69%
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DHI.5 Develop shelter and CDBG 2010 310 65 21%
supportive housing HOME 2011 310 46 15%
options for those 2012 310 251 81%
persons experiencing 2013 310 %
homelessness 2014 310 %

MULTI-YEAR GOAL 1,550 362 23%

DH 1.6 Develop new CDBG 2010 Housing 68 0 0%
affordable senior HOME 2011 Units 68 66 97%
housing 2012 68 89 130%

2013 68 Y
2014 68 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 340 155 46%

Affordability of Decent Housing (D1-2)

DH2.1 Support homeownership | CDBG 2010 Housing Units 17 20 118%
opportunities for 2011 17 69 405%
underserved populations 2012 17 57 400%

2013 17 %
2014 17 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 85 146 171%

DH2.11 | Acquisition and slum CDBG 2010 Housing Units 25 15 60%
blight removal and reuse 2011 25 3 12%
to support affordable 2012 25 15 60%
housing development 2013 25 %

2014 25 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 125 33 26%

DH2.2 Support multi-family CDBG 2010 Organizations 10 6 60%
housing grants to non- 2011 10 6 60%
profit developers for 2012 10 0 0%
predevelopment 2013 10 %
assistance 2014 10 %

MULTI-YEAR GOAL 50 12 24%

DH 2.3 Provide housing HOPWA 2010 Households 125 148 118%
assistance to HOPWA 2011 125 153 122%
eligible households 2012 125 155 124%

2013 125 %
2014 125 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 625 456 73%

Sustainability of Decent Housing (DH-3

DH3.1 Finance and administer CDBG 2010 Housing Units 330 281 85%
programs for rehabilitation | HOME 2011 330 104 32%
of affordable and mixed- 2012 330 1,282 388%
income rental housing 2013 330 %

2014 330 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 1,650 1,667 101%

DH3.2 Finance preservation of CDBG 2010 Housing 36 13 36%
housing opportunities for HOME 2011 Units 36 0 0%
persons with special needs | ESG 2012 36 0 0%

2013 36 %
2014 36 o
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MULTI-YEAR GOAL 180 13 T%
DH33 Contribute capital ESG 2010 Housing/Bed [ 55 63 115%
resources to the HOME 2011 Units (3 SRO | 60 37 62%
rehabilitation of supportive | CDBG 2012 =1 unit) 62 17 27%
housing and shelter units 2013 63 %
consistent with Continuum 2014 68 %
of Care MULTI-YEAR GOAL 310 117 38%
DH34 Finance owner-occupied CDRBG, 2010 Housing 18 20 111%
housing rehabilitation NSP 2011 Units 18 29 155%
2012 18 46 255%
2013 18 %
2014 18 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 90 95 105%
DH 3.6 | Support rehabilitation CDBG 2010 Housing 0 55 n/a
needs of public housing 2011 Units 50 0 0%
supply 2012 50 2 4%
2013 50 %
2014 50 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 200 57 29%
Availability/Accessibility of Suitable Living Environment (SL-1)
SL1.2 Support programs that CDBG 2010 Persons 450 661 147%
allow seniors to be self- 2011 150 794 531%
sufficient 2012 400 649 163%
2013 400 %
2014 400 %o
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 2,100 2104 100%
SL13 Promote healthy well- CDBG 2010 Persons 99 232 234%
being of residents through 2011 95 398 418%
public and private service 2012 87 353 406%
providers 2013 81 %
2014 76 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 438 983 224%
SL1.4 Provide public service CDBG 2010 Persons 20 50 250%
resources to vulnerable 2011 20 0 0%
homeless elder citizens 2012 18 0 0%
2013 16 %
2014 14 o4
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 88 50 57%
SLL1.5 Promote resources for city | CDBG 2010 Persons 1,125 1,298 115%
youth programming 2011 1,085 2,108 194%
2012 1,041 2,173 209%
2013 997 Yo
2014 953 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 5,205 5,579 107
%
SL. 1.6 Provide for school CDBG 2010 Persons 750 861 115%
readiness initiatives 2011 740 841 113%
2012 730, 832 114%
2013 720 %
2014 710 %

Consolidated Plan 2014 EA; Last saved by Bower, Matthew A. 13




Federal Environmental Assessment
Minneapolis Fiscal Year 2014 Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development

MULTI-YEAR GOAL 3,350 2,534 76%
SL 1.7 Provide for housing CDBG, 2010 Persons 10,000 TBD %
advocacy services HPRP 2011 10,000 %
2012 10,000 %
2013 10,000 %
2014 10,000 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 50,000 0 Yo
SL1.8 Public service provision CDBG 2010 Persons 6,453 1,463 23%
and assistance for 2011 6,453 740 11%
immigrant and Native 2012 6,453 650 10%
American popuiations 2013 6,453 %
2014 6,453 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 32,265 2,853 9%
Affordability of Suitable Living Environment (SL-2)
sL2.1 Provide mortgage CDBG/N | 2010 Households 100 330 330 %
foreclosure assistance to SP 2011 100 0 0%
low-income homeowners Private 2012 100 0 0%
2013 100 %
2014 100 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 500 330 66%
Sustainability of Suitable Living Environment (SL-3)
SL3.1 Mitigate housing CDBG 2010 Housing Units | 750 853 114%
conditions that present 2011 750 815 108%
life and safety issues 2012 750 172 23%
2013 750 %
2014 750 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 3,750 1,840 49%
SL32 Evaluate and remove CDBG 2010 Housing 100 207 207%
lead-based paint hazards | HUD 2011 Units 100 220 220%
in city affordable housing | State 2012 50 37 74%
supply 2013 50 %
2014 50 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 350 464 132%
SL3.21 Enhance and sustain fire | CDBG 2010 Persons 113,005 113,005
: protection capacity 2011 113,005 113,005
serving low/mod income 2012 113,005 113,005
areas 2013 113,005
2014 113,005
113,005 113,005 100%
SL33 Provide crime prevention | CDBG 2010 Persons 227,472 227,472
and restorative justice 2011 227,472 227,472
programs to Low/mod 2012 227,472 227,472
income targeted city 2013 227,472
neighborhoods 2014 227,472
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 227,472 227,472 100%
Availability/Accessibility of Economic Opportunity (EO-1)
Specific Annual Objective | Source of | Year | Performance | Expected | Actual ] Percent
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Funds | Indicators Number [ Number | Completed
EO 1.2 | Redevelop Brownfield Met 2010 Public 5 TBD %
sites Council, 2011 Facilities 5 %
MN DEED, ¢} 2012 5 %
Hennepin 2013 5 %
County 2014 5 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 25 0 %
Sustainability of Economic Opportunity (EQ-3}
EQ3.1 | Rehabilitate neighborhood | ¢« CDB | 2010 Businesses 4 12 300%
commercial properties to G 2011 Assisted 6 0 0%
retain their marketability Local 2012 4 0 0%
and job creation 2013 6 %
2014 4 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAIL 24 12 50%
EO 3.2 | Link low income residents | CDBG 2010 Jobs 190 242 127%
to permanent jobs Federal 2011 200 3717 189%
State 2012 200 654 327%
2013 200 %
2014 200 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 990 1,273 129%
EO 3.3 | Prepare low-income youth | CDBG 2010 Persons 600 353 59%
for future workforce State 2011 600 569 95%
participation through 2012 600 463 T7%
summer employinent 2013 600 %
training programs 2014 600 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 3,000 1,385 46%
Minneapolis 2014 HUD Program Projected Outputs
Type of Benefit
(Chart C)
3,212 | Number that will have new access to service or benefit
130 | Number that will have improved access to service or benefit
Number that will receive a service or benefit that is no longer substandard
227,758

Number that will have new access to public facility or infrastructure improvement

Number that will have improved access to public facility or infrastructure improvement

Number that will be served by public facility or infrastructure that is no longer

substandard
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The results from these City programs will be compiled and reported in the CAPER at year-end. This
information enhances policy-maker decisions for community development planning and priority-
making processes. '

Relative Allocation of Priorities

The City of Minneapolis assigns a high priority (H) to a vast majority of program strategies funded
throughout the Consolidated Plan, as referenced in Appendix Table 3. Priorities used in determining
eligible projects to be funded with Consolidated Plan resources are based on several variables,
including: estimated funding resources, historic funding resources, needs and strategies procured
from an array of planning documents produced by the City and outside agencies, and estimates
derived from projections developed based on funding experience. Citizens can expect that the
annual budget is a statement on priorities by the City. Priorities are relative and follow these
classifications:

High (H): The City plans to use available Consolidated Plan funds for activities to meet the need
during the Five-Year Strategic Plan.

Medium (M): The City plans to use any available funds, including Consolidated Plan funds, for
activities to meet the need during the Five-Year Strategic Plan, and can assist organizations in
seeking funds to meet the need.

Low (L): The City does not envision using any available Consolidated Plan funds for activities to
meet the need during the Five-Year Strategic Plan. The City will consider certifications of
consistency for other organizations’ applications for federal assistance to meet these needs.

The City of Minneapolis allocates Consolidated Plan funding priorities based on the relative needs,
as described above, and in terms of median family income (MFI), as follows:

Distribution of Consolidated Plan 0-30% 31-50% 51-80%
program funds based on very low-, low-, MFI MFI MFI

and moderate- income categories: Very Low LLow Moderate
CDBG Capital Expenditures 33% 33% 33%
CDBG Public Service Expenditures 33% 33% 33%
HOME Investment Partnership 37.5% 37.5% 25%
ESG (Emergency Solutions Grant) 100%
HOPWA | 100%

Consolidated Plan Past Performance Summary
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The City has met its priority goals and strategies as it has done over the past several Consolidated
Plan years. In summary, the City seeks to expand economic opportunities to benefit its low- and
moderate-income citizens, preserve and create decent, affordable housing opportunities. The City
addresses the needs faced by those who are homeless or are threatened with homelessness, it
provides accessible public services for vulnerable populations, affirmatively furthers fair housing, and
leverages its federal HUD funding with other funds to make significant, sustainable change in the
community.

HUD conducts an annual Consolidated Plan end-of-year review of the most recent year-end
performance by the City of Minneapolis, and provides a report with the results for each review.
Additionally, the HUD Secretary determines that the grant recipient is in compliance with the statutes
and has the continuing capacity to implement and administer the programs for which assistance is
received. HUD has summarized the City of Minneapolis’ accomplishments and achievements for the
City’s 2012 program year of June 1, 2012 through May 31, 2013, the most recent year-end report,
based on Consolidated Plan objectives, as follows:

o The City's funds were committed and expended in a timely manner;

e Over 30 owner-occupied units and over 450 rental units were rehabilitated or preserved using
CDBG and HOME funds;

e 172 nuisance properties were addressed;

e Over 650 low- and moderate-income persons received job training and placement assistance;

o Ten activities assisted in excess of 5,000 people through public service activities including senior
services, child care, employment training, health, housing counseling and mortgage assistance;

o Eight organizations received ESG funding, which assisted over 350 shelter beds;

o Two organizations received HOPWA funding assisting over 150 people, and

e Lead-based paint screening and reduction continued to be done on properties assisted resulting
in units being made lead safe.

The City has much to show for its efforts, however, great need still exists in the community, especially
for those at the lowest of incomes. Rental vacancies have fluctuated between high and low rates
since the end of the 90s. Housing units that are priced at the most affordable levels and exhibiting
quality still incur great demand. Variations in the housing market and factors such as accelerated
mortgage foreclosure rates have not translated positively for those at the lowest income levels try:ng
to find affordable housing.

The Plan asserts the City’s commitment to working with local partners to achieve ambitious goals,
such as eliminating chronic homelessness and lead-based paint hazards in the City, achieving a
sustainable balance in the placing of affordable housing, and providing new economic opportunities.
Cuts in funding, at both the federal and state levels of government, have put a squeeze on the ability
of the City of Minneapolis to meet the demand for public service programs. The vulnerability of low-
and moderate income residents is especially great and the ability to meet community needs with
federal funds is limited by shrinking federal budgets. The 2014 Consalidated Plan total funding is
currently based on the 2014 City Council Adopted budget adjusted to match the Federal final
appropriationof $14.9 million, which is a decline from $19.8 million in 2008. The City is concerned
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about the impact that budget cuts will have on the CDBG program, and on the City’s vulnerable
residents, principaily low- and moderate-income persons. Because of cuts to the programs and
projects funded by CDBG, the number of residents served by these activities is reduced. Reductions
affect the City's business plan and strategic outlook for community and business development, public
service, and affordable housing for the poorest and most vulnerable citizens of Minneapolis.

Citizen Participation Plan

Throughout the development of the Consolidated Plan, citizen input is encouraged. The City of
Minneapolis provides its citizens several opportunities to provide input to decision-making process.
Citizens are encouraged to attend and participate in City council committee meetings,
neighborhood/community revitalization meetings, numerous boards and public hearings designed to
solicit public comments. These community engagement practices are designed to meet the needs
and requirements of various programs and planning processes.

Staff of the City of Minneapolis, Community Planning and Economic Development {CPED), and the
Minneapolis Public Housing Authority (MPHA) have jointly developed a citizen participation plan
designed specifically for the Consolidated Plan. The citizen participation plan can be found in
Chapter 1 and Chapter 6 and comments are summarized in the Appendix.
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ATTACHMENT 2

24 CFR 58 Parts 58.15 and 58.33 to 58.37

58.15 Tiering

Responsible entities may tier their environmental reviews and assessments to eliminate repetitive discussions of
the same issues at subsequent levels of review. Tiering is appropriate when there is a requirement to evaluate a
policy or proposal in the early stages of development or when site-specific analysis or mitigation is not currently
feasible and a narrower or more focused analysis is better done at a later date. The site specific review need only
reference or summarize the issues addressed in the broader review. The broader review should identify and
evaluate those issues ripe for decision and exclude those issues not relevant to the policy, program or project
under consideration. The broader review should also establish the policy, standard or process to be followed in
the site specific review. The Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) with respect to the broader assessment
shall include a summary of the assessment and identify the significant issues to be considered in site specific
reviews. Subsequent site-specific reviews will not require notices or a Request for Release of Funds unless the
Certifying Officer determines that there are unanticipated impacts or impacts not adequately addressed in the
prior review. A tiering approach can be used for meeting environmental review requirements in areas designated
for special focus in local Consolidated Plans. Local and State Governments are encouraged to use the
Consolidated Plan process to facilitate environmental reviews.

58.33 Emergencies

(a) In the cases of emergency, disaster or imminent threat to health and safety which warrant the taking of an
action with significant environmental impact, the provisions of 40 CFR 1506.11 shall apply.

(b) If funds are needed on an emergency basis and when adherence to separate comment periods would prevent
the giving of assistance, the combined Notice of FONSI and the Notice of the Intent to Request Release of
Funds may be disseminated and/or published simultaneously with the submission of the Request for Release of
Funds (RROF). The combined Notice of FONSI and NOI/ROF shall state that the funds are needed on an
immediate emergency basis due to a Presidentially declared disaster and that the comment periods have been
combined. The Notice shall also invite commenters to submit their comments to both HUD and the responsible
entity issuing the notice to assure that these comments will receive full consideration.

58.34 Exempt activities
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(a) Except for the applicable requirements of §58.6, the responsible entity does not have to comply with the
requirements of this part or undertake any environmental review, consultation or other action under NEPA and
the other provisions of law or authorities cited in §58.5 for the activities exempt by this section or projects
consisting solely of the following exempt activities:

(1) Environmental and other studies, resource identification and the development of plans and strategies;

(2) Information and financial services;

(3) Administrative and management activities;

(4) 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, drug abuse, education,
counseling, energy conservation and welfare or recreational needs;

(5) Inspections and testing of properties for hazards or defects;

(6) Purchase of insurance;

(7} Purchase of tools;

(8) Engineering or design costs;

{9) Technical assistance and training;

{(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;

(11) Payment of principal and interest on loans made or obligations guaranteed by HUD;

(12) Any of the categorical exclusions listed in §58.35(a) provided that there are no circumstances which require
compliance with any other Federal laws and authorities cited in §58.5.

(b) A recipient does not have to submit an RROF and certification, and no further approval from HUD or the
State will be needed by the recipient for the drawdown of funds to carry out exempt activities and projects.
However, the responsible entity must document in writing its determination that each activity or project is
exempt and meets the conditions specified for such exemption under this section.

[61 FR 19122, Apr. 30, 1996, as amended at 63 FR 15271, Mar. 30, 1998]

58.35 Categorical exclusions

Categorical exclusion refers to a category of activities for which no environmental impact statement or
environmental assessment and finding of no significant impact under NEPA is required, except in extraordinary
circumstances (see §58.2(a)(3)) in which a normally excluded activity may have a significant impact.
Compliance with the other applicable Federal environmental laws and authorities listed in §58.5 is required for
any categorical exclusion listed in paragraph (a) of this section.

(a) Categorical exclusions subject to §58.5. The following activities are categorically excluded under NEPA,
but may be subject to review under authorities listed in §58.5:

(1) 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 streets).

(2) Special projects directed to the removal of material and architectural barriers that restrict the mobility of and
accessibility to elderly and handicapped persons.

{3) Rehabilitation of buildings and improvements when the following conditions are met:

(1) In the case of multifamily residential buildings:

Consolidated Plan 2014 EA; Last saved by Bower, Matthew A. 20



Federal Environmental Assessment
Minneapolis Fiscal Year 2014 Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development

(A) Unit density is not changed more than 20 percent;

(B) The project does not involve changes in land use from residential to non-residential; and

(C) The estimated cost of rehabilitation is less than 75 percent of the total estimated cost of replacement after
rehabilifation. _

(ii) In the case of non-residential structures, including commercial, industrial, and public buildings:

(A) The facilities and improvements are in place and will not be changed in size or capacity by more than 20
percent; and

(B) The activity does not involve a change in land use, such as from non-residential to residential, commercial
to industrial, or from one industrial use to another.

(4) An individual action on a one- to four-family dwelling or an individual action on a project of five or more
units developed on scattered sites when the sites are more than 2,000 feet apart and there are not more than four
units on any one site.

(5) Acquisition or disposition of an existing structure or acquisition of vacant land provided that the structure or
land acquired or disposed of will be retained for the same use.

(6) Combinations of the above activities.

(b) Categorical exclusions not subject to §58.5. The Department has determined that the following categorically
excluded activities would not alter any conditions that would require a review or compliance determination
under the Federal laws and authorities cited in §58.5. When the following kinds of activities are undertaken, the
responsible entity does not have to publish a NOIVRROF or execute a certification and the recipient does not
have to submit a RROF to HUD (or the State) except in the circumstances described in paragraph (c) of this
section, Following the award of the assistance, no further approval from HUD or the State will be needed with
respect to environmental requirements, except where paragraph (c) of this section applies. The recipient remains
responsible for carrying out any applicable requirements under §58.6.

(1) Tenant-based rental assistance;

(2) Supportive services including, but not limited to, health care, housing services, permanent housing
placement, day care, nutritional services, short-term payments for rent/mortgage/utility costs, and assistance in
gaining access to local, State, and Federal government benefits and services;

{3) Operating costs including maintenance, security, operation, utilities, furnishings, equipment, supplies, staff
training and recruitment and other incidental costs;

(4) Economic development activities, including but not limited to, equipment purchase, inventory financing,
interest subsidy, operating expenses and similar costs not associated with construction or expansion of existing
operations;

(5) Activities to assist homebuyers to purchase existing dwelling units or dwelling units under construction,
including closing costs and down payment assistance, interest buydowns, and similar activities that result in the
transfer of title.

(6) Affordable housing pre-development costs including legal, consulting, developer and other costs related to
obtaining site options, project financing, administrative costs and fees for loan commitments, zoning approvals,
and other related activities which do not have a physical impact.

(¢) Circumstances requiring NEPA review. If a responsible entity determines that an activity or project
identified in paragraph (a) or (b) of this section, because of extraordinary circumstances and conditions at or
affecting the location of the activity or project, may have a significant environmental effect, it shall comply with
all the requirements of this part.

(d) The Environmental Review Record (ERR) must contain a well organized written record of the process and
determinations made under this section.
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61 IR 19122, Apr. 30, 1996, as amended at 63 FR 15272, Mar. 30, 1998]

58.36 Environmental assessments

If a project is not exempt or categorically excluded under §§58.34 and 58.35, the responsible entity must prepare
an EA in accordance with subpart E of this part. If it is evident without preparing an EA that an EIS is required
under §58.37, the responsible entity should proceed directly to an EIS.

58.37 Environmental impact statement determinations

{a) An EIS is required when the project is determined to have a potentially significant impact on the human
environment.

(b) An EIS is required under any of the following circumstances, except as provided in paragraph (c¢) of this
section: :

(1) The project would provide a site or sites for, or result in the construction of, hospitals or nursing homes
containing a total of 2,500 or more beds.

(2) The project would remove, demolish, convert or substantially rehabilitate 2,500 or more existing housing
units (but not including rehabilitation projects categorically excluded under §58.35), or would result in the
construction or installation of 2,500 or more housing units, or would provide sites for 2,500 or more housing
units.

(3) The project would provide enough additional water and sewer capacity to support 2,500 or more additional
housing units. The project does not have to be specifically intended for residential use nor does it have to be
totally new construction. If the project is designed to provide upgraded service to existing development as well
as to serve new development, only that portion of the increased capacity which is intended to serve new
development should be counted.

(c) If, on the basis of an EA, a responsible entity determines that the thresholds in paragraph (b) of this section
are the sole reason for the EIS, the responsible entity may prepare a FONSI pursuant to 40 CFR 1501.4, In such
_cases, the FONSI must be made available for public review for at least 30 days before the responsible entity
makes the final determination whether to prepare an EIS.

(d) Notwithstanding paragraphs (a) through (c) of this section, an EIS is not required where §58.53 is applicable.
(e) Recommended EIS Format. The responsible entity must use the EIS format recommended by the CEQ
regulations (40 CFR 1502.10) unless a determination is made on a particular project that there is a compelling
reason to do otherwise. In such a case, the EIS format must meet the minimum requirements prescribed in 40
CFR 1502.10.
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ATTACHMENT 3

Federal Environmental Assessment Distribution

Name

Jon Wertjes
Jim Haertel
Corey Conover
Becky Balk
Marya White

Doug Benson

Thomas Balcom
Minneapolis Public Library
Dave Jaeger

Cynthia Behnke

Reviews Coordinator

Sarah Beimers

Craig Affeldt

Stewardship Team Meeting

Advisory Council on Historic Pres.
Attn: Don Klima

Tamara Cameron
William Franz

T.C. Field Office ES

Tod Sherman
Norb Kowalczyk
Hilary Dvorak

List

QOrganization

Minneapolis Public Works

Board of Water & Soil Resources
City Attorney

Minnesota Department of Agriculture

Minnesota Department of Commerce
Environmental Health Biv., Minnescta Dept of

Health

Department of Natural Resources
Environ, Conservation Library
Henn. Co. Environmental Services
HUD

Metropolitan Council

Minnesota Historical Society-SHPO
MN Poliution Control Agency
National Park Service

The Old Post Office Building
U.S. Army Corp. of Engineers
U.S. Environ. Protection Agency

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Mn/DQT- Metro Division
HUD MF Housing
Heritage Preservation Commission
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Address

233 CH

520 Lafayette Rd 2nd FI
210 City Hall

625 Robert St N

85 7th P1 E #500

PG Box 64975

500 Lafayette Rd

300 Nicollet Mall

701 47 Ave. S.; #700
920 2nd Ave S #1300
390 Robert St N

345 Kellogg Blvd

520 Lafayette Rd

111 E Kellogg Blvd #105

1100 Pennsylvania Ave NW #8309
180 5th StE
77 W Jackson Blvd

4101 E 80th St

Waters Edge - 1500 W County Rd
B-2

920 2nd Ave S; Ste 1300

300 PSC

City, State, Zip
INTEROFFICE

St. Paul MN 55155
INTEROFFICE

St. Paul MN 55155-2538
St. Paul MN 55101

St. Paul MN 55164-0975
St. Paul MN 55155-4010
Minneapelis MN 55401-1
Minneapolis MN 554 15-1
Minneapolis MN 55402
St. Paul MN 55101-1805
St. Paul MN 55102

St. Paul MN 55155

St. Paul MN 55101-1288

Washington DC 20004
St. Paul MN 55101

Chicagoe IL 60604-3580
Bloomington MN £5425-
1665

Roseville MN 55113
Minneapolis MN 55402
INTEROFFICE
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ATTACHMENTS 4-7

Environmental Assessment Forms 1-4
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F2 Extluged 35()

ENYIRONMENTAL REVIEW RECORD

Wational Environmental Policy Act

Approved for the Cisy of

is by the Mi Qrfice of the Federa) Housing and Urban L

Consistent with 24 CFR Part 58 — Environmenta) Review Procedures of Entitles Assuming HUD Environmental Responsibilities and 36 CTR Part 80 — Protection of Historic Properties

FORM 2 for 24 CFR 5§.35 (w) Categorically Excluded Projects

Prolect Informstion

Praject name and summiary is 2014 Consolidated Plan- Programs Prajects Jisted in F2 58,35 (a) attachmend
ocation TCinv of M It I . -
Applicant City of M hs | |
Praject contact Matthew Bower : |
Address lis Grants and Special Projects Office, Rm 301M City Hall, Mpl; MN 554151383
Phane 6126732188 ] [TOD__[612673.3157
Facsimile - 16126733724 _]email S .
HUD contact TCindy Behnke. Senior CPD ive. US HUD. 920 Seeand Ave.. Sule 1300, Mpls. M S5402, 612-370-3019 X2101; Cynilia Behnke@hud gov
City contact person | Marthew Fower ] [ | .
Address ~ Minneapatis Grants and Special Pr_jxuoﬂlu R 301M City Hall. E’ MN 35415-1383
Phone (613673 2188 612-673-2157
Facsimite T612673.3724 emml
Enx_Assessment conlaci persan ‘Matifiew Bower - |
ddress iMinneapolis Grents nd Special Projects Qifice, Ran 301M City Hall. Mpls . MN 55415-1383
_Phone 1612-673-2188 | [TOD 6126732157
Facsimile 16126733250 [ Jemail | mam. Qe = .
Categoricallv excluded per 38.35 () fes i | Tiered Review Bring Applied fo These Projects N
Statutory Chreklist i
: Fatendially adverse
;% . - =z e Source Documentation
HN s 3 tFE
- AT NI
- P F [BERE it
Ares of Statutory or Regulacory Complianee | § i Po|EizE| £ fs
3 3 £ |EEt 35 ER R
LoF Y| of lgsEs) ¥
- =
i3 & | £ |8 F SE
! E
! When they beconie available, the City will n} check specific eadresses of propedies proposed for demalition when Dhey b Iable agsinst the National Register
1 . database (including historic districts), and b} determine if these praperties are eligible for listing on the National Register. [f 5o, the Cily will inelude this information in a submission to the
Historic : X MISHPO and offer a 30-day review prnod prior lo thesnilistion of activiries thal affect property or tand. Lecal list propertics that asc identified will be subjest o review by the
: polis Herilage B
1
i The City will check spacific addresses of properties proposed for treatment or demolition when hey become available egainst the City's GIS mapping system which incorporafes the
. fioodplain zones mapped by the Federal Emergency Managemenl Ageney (FEMA). The City does nat provide HUD-funded assistance o any structure kocated within the 100-year flood
Floodplain management 'ox plain. s anticipaied thal any city emergency housing shelfers are nol locatod sithin # 100-year flood piain.
I :
T The City will identify Iy water Tor speeific- A0 [ properties pmpmed for veatment or demolion when thes boconte asafble nd whethr
Welland protection x wetlands have been identfied on of nearhy the site. Due (o the nature of proposed activity il isanlicipated thal ion will be required
Cozstal barrier management x There are no coasta] zoncs in or near the City of Minneapolis.
. The City has dctermined, at appicable per federa] regulations, that po sites will have an impact on sole source aquifers. Du 1o the nature of praposed activity i is anticipated that no
Sole source aguifers X instances of consuliation will be required
Wiren specife sits fo teatinent of demalidon becoms avallable, the City willdlezmine, a3 applicable per fedral egulebons, whether the pmjcl:l will have an adverse elfeel on
Endangered spcies x threatened or cndangered specics. Duc to the aature of the propased activity and the fsct of ne new. in habitat, that no instanees of censultalion
will be required.
Wild & scenic rivers x There are no designated wild or seenic rivers in lhe City of Minneapolis
] ; When specific siles for reatment or demnolition become available, (he City will delermine, as applicable per federal regulations, whether the project will have an adverse eflcel on air
Adr quality X quality. Hennepin County {inclusive of Minneapolis) and surrounding counlies are nol designated a3 non-attainment.
Farmiland protection x Thers is 0 farmland Within the Ciry fimits.
- . ; ; When specific silcs [o1 frestment or demolition become available, the City will sctermine, as applicable per federal regulations, whether the project will have an adverse efleci on
Envirenmenial justice * : : environmental justicc matiers. There arc no anlicipated impacls.
HUD ENVIRGRMERTAL STANDARDS
When specilic sites for Irealment of dcmolifion became available, the City will ietermine, as applicable per federal regulations, whether the project will have an adverse noise eltests. Duc
Moisc abatement and control x ia the nature of these programs (rehabilitetion of cxisting structures), it is enticipatcd Lhal there will néed 1o be ne compliznes review required
. et When specific sles for trestmenl or demolition beceme avnilable, the City will Seterming. &5 applicatle per federal negulations, whether the project will create issues related to toxie.
;:T:;:l',hmd""’ = and radioscive X hazandous, of radiosetive materials. Any disposal of these materials wilk need ko have the appropriste permil filed
. i i “' When specific sies for treatment or Semolition become availabic, the City will delermune, 55 applicable per federal regulations, whether the project will be located in the vicinity of
5'“"3‘}"““”“”""‘ projests near hazardovs x facilitics with hazardous eperations. [ut Lo U nature of tese pragrams zetubiltation af existing structures), it is anticipated that there will noed o be no compliance review required.
operations
When specific sites for treatment or demolition become availabie, the City will éelermine, as applicatie per federal regulations, whether the project will be focaied in the vicinity of Aiport
Airport Clear Zones and Accident Potential Zones x Clear Zoncs and Aceiden! Polential Arcas. Plate 57 of the “MSF Zoning map' identifics the only mumway Safcty Zonc thal extends inte the City. The affocted area i very snuall and
tcealed wilhin a park southeast of Lake Nokomiis. No buildings are within this srea.
LAND DEVELOPA ENT :
Whan specific s forsrcalmenl or demohion bocome availabie, the Ciy will descrrine, as applicable e fodera! regulations, haw the projec is conmstnt wih lhe Cits Complch:nsn—c
Conformance with cemprehensive plans and zoning % Plan and Zoning Code, Due to the nature of propased activity iti R no will be required outside of routine City regulatory inspection
When specific $ites for treatment or dennolition beconie wvailable, the Clty will ctormine, as applicable per fedoral regulations, whether the project creates adverse impacts as fegasds steep)
Slape, erosion and sail suilabiliny x slopes, crosion contzal, and soil suitatilily, Due Lo the nature of proposed activify il is anticipated thal ne i liation will be req side of routine City regulafory
: inspection.
. i When specific sites lor treatment or demolition become nvailable, the City will determine, as applicable per federal regulations, whether there are jssues 25 gards on-site hazards,
Huzards, nuisances, site safety, public safety x . ! nrisances, site safcty, and publi safely associated with Ui project. Due fa the pature of propesed sctiity il s thal ne inst: oo will be required outside of
\ rouline City regulatory inspection.
T - | When specific siles for ireatment or demolition become avaitable, the City will determine, as applicable per federal regulations, hiow the project compares to sccepied and agopted
Energy cllicieney x 1 | i standasds for encrgy eliciency. Due to the nalure of propased netivity itis anticipated thal no inslances of consultation will be ntquired outside of routine City regulatory inspection
o
. When specific siles (or demolition become available, the City will derermine, as applicable per federal regulations, whether the project may contribute significantly 1o
Prejects sentribition 1o communty noise kevels X community noise levels. Due 10 the neture of proposed activity it is nticipaled that ne instances of consuliation will be required outside of routine City regulatory inspeclion,
i When specific sites For Irealment ot demolition become svailuble and as applicsble per federal regulations. the City will evaluste the project as regards ils visual quality, design coherenee,
Visual quality, coherence, diversity, conipatible use X diversity, whether the use is compatible, and its seale. Due to the nature of proposad activity it is anticipated that no instances of consultation will be sequired outside of routing City
and scale i regulatory inspecton.
T . Whon speclc s for Iresimert o Gemoliion become wailble and a3 applicable pes foderl regulations, the City will deacnbe the projecl s regards its potential effects on e Ciry's
Demographic chasacter changes, displacement, % nd emplyment effects, and invome pakems. Itis anticipated that there will be no impacts in this regard by these peojects.
employment, and income pattems .
i When spocific tites for beatment of demalition become available and as spplicable per federal regulations, the City il describe the project as regands its polential elocts on educational,
Educational, comniercial, health care and social x i cammereial, health eare, and social serviee facilities. 1L is anticipated that there will be na impacts in this regard by these projects.
service facilities h
- - When spocific Sites for treaument of demolition become avaitablc, the City wil determine, as applicable pes foderal regulations, whether the project ereates adversc impacts as tcgards solid
Solid waste X waste It is antieipated that there wifl be no impacts in this regard by these projects
I h When specific sites for treatmenl of deniolition become available, the City wil determine, as applicable per federal tegulations, whether the projeel reates adverse impacts as regards the
_ City's water supply and the region’s waste waler reatment capacity. Due o (he nature of proposed sclivily il is anticipated thel na instances of consultation will be required outside of
Water supply and wase water x touline City regulstory inspection.
When specific sites for trealment or demolition become available, the City will determine, as epplicable per federal regulations. the pofealial fTects a3 regards Stomawater management.
P x Due 10 the nature of proposed sclivity, with Lhe exception of new construction, if is anticipated that no instances of consultation will be required outside of ruting City regulatory
! inspection.
When specific siles fot tieatment or demsaition become nvailable, the City Wil detezmine, as applicable per federal repulations, whether the projecl creates adverse impacts as regards open
i Ultural facilities. 1 is auticipated that there will be noimpacts in thi j
Open space, recreation, euttorat fcilies x space, recreational, and ¢ultural facilities. 11 is anticipa impacts in this regard by thesc projeets.
- When specific siles for trealment or demolition became available, the City will delermine, as apphcable per federal regulations, whether the project ¢reales adverse iransportation impacts.
Trnsportation % : Due to the nature of proposed activity it is anticipated that na instances ol consultation will be required cutside of routine City regulatory inspection
The undersigned goes herelgRertity that the 1 Tumished in this 35(a) Envitangenialh cnt is truc and accurate Io the best of their knowlalge R
Cerification / //é/

| gnature of City official Date

)
“MatheBoor - S of OTeas AL Sgpe Projecs

2014 HUD Table 3 for EA
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Priority |

F3 35(b) projects

" Funding’ -

Council Adopted | -

HIVIAIDS at risk of homelessness, living across the 13-
county Eligible Metropolitan Statistical area, achieve and
maintain housing stability and improve health care
access. The City Is allowed 3% of program year HOPWA
funding to administer the program, and Subrecipients are
allowed 7% of thelr respective funding amount to
administer their programs. HOPWA funds are advertised
through an RFP process each year, and currently the
grant is split between two Subrecipient tenant-based rent
(TBRA) providers: (1) Minnesota AIDS Project (MAP)}
expects 85 clients to be served for 2014 program year with
intake, case management, and fransitional housing
assistance through a Transitional Housing Program -
provision of 24 months for families and 12 months for
individuals; {2) Metropolitan Council Housing
Redevelopment Authority {MetroHRA) expects 53 clients
to be served for the 2014 program year through the
Housing Assistance Program - clients who have
exhausted time limits are referred here from the
Transitional Housling Program run by MAP.

Metropolitan
Council HRA and
Minnesota AIDS
Project

i E Need L T Projeet Description il cE gouTee: - Budget - | Start { Complete Date
Planning/Admi |ESG Rapid Re-Housing, Homlessness Prevention and ESG $ 412,768 6/14-5/16
n-istration Street Qutreach funds: Minneapolis will award ESG

funding for eligible rapid re-housing and homelessness

prevention fund to community providers as selected

through a Request for Proposals process that will be

administered by the CPED Department. It is anticipated

that the Request for Proposals will be issued in early

summer with awards made by year end. Street Outreach

funding of $150,000 is provided to St. Stephen's Human

Services for street outreach services programming.
Homeless / HOPWA (Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS): |City of Mpls Admin, | HGPWA $ 1,008,723 6/14.517
HIV/AIDS Subreclplent programming to assist those living with Sub-recipients-

2014 HUD Table 3 for EA
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW RECORD

Anproved for the City of Mi

nal Environmental Policy Act

is bv the Minneapolis Qdfice, Federal Houing and Urban Development De

Conaistent with 24 CFR Parl

Emvironment

Procedures

of Entitics Assuming HUD Envirenmental Responsibilitics and 36 CFR Part 800 — Protoction af Historic Properties
FORM 4-Ticr | Review

Froject Infor:

Conso \daled Plan- Programs/Projects listed in F4 58

Project name g ummag pol C I ORea1 5 attachment -
| Location -Cm of
Applicant 'City of Minneapolis i
|Psoject contact  Maltthew Bor :
Address M pol Crranrs and Specml Pm)ecu Office, Room 301M City Fall, 350 S, 5th St, Mpls., MN 55415-1385 -
Phone o -612673 2188 | DD -612-672-2157
"~ Facsimile 61| "emil | o brugeg manezagr g [ i
HUD contact |Cindy Behnke, Senior CFD Rep US THUD, 920 Second Ave., Suite 1300, Mpls. M 55402; 612-370-301% X2101; Cynthia Bchnke@hud gov
Cily cantas! person I Matthew Bower |
Address "Minncapolis Grants and Speciat Projeets Office, Room 301M City Hall, 350 5_5th SL, Mpls , MN 55415-1385
Phone 6126732188 -612-673-2157
Fecsimile Y 612-673-3724 el mannew go e "
Eny. contact person Matthew Bower - - - B |
Address M lis Grants and Special Prajects Office, Room 301M City Hall, 350 8. 5th 81, Mpls., MN 55415-1385
Phone 612-673-218% 'TOD  612-673-2157 S
Facsimile 612-673-3250 email rpaen o
e e ceee e < Thered Review . S ; —
_____ e Statutory Checklist
- Potenfially Adverse
L ¥ 3. % & H
5 E £ Y ;
i a3 iidphy o ity
AraofSunuryorReplatory |+ £F S L g E i Eit 55 Souree Documentation
Compliance Ex T ® £ E [ -1 -
FE - ER| % E . iEB% iR
] “ 5 £ E
z & & & & i
FACTORS
When they become available, the City will a) check specific addeesses of properties proposed for lreatment or demelition when ey become svailable ppainst the
Naticnal Register darabase (including histeric disiricts), and b) dstermine if these properties are eligible for listing on the National Register. 1M so, the City will
Histone X include this information in & submission to the MnSHPO and offer a 30-day review period pnor to the mummn of activilies that affect property or land. Local list
propertics thal are identified will be subject ta review by the M tis Fleritage F
T T The City will check specific addresses of praperties proposed for treatment or demolition when (hey become available against the City’s GIS mapping syslem which
Floodplain management ! incorporates the ﬂo_odP!uin 2ones mapped by the Federal Emengency Managemeant Agency (FEMA). The Cily docs not provide HUD-funded assistance to ey
: structure located within the 100-year food plain
; The City wall lenily the approprisme waler management organizalion for spoeific atkbesses of properiies proposed for reabment or demolition when ey become
Wetland protection ' available and whether wetlands have beer identified on or nearby the site. Due t the nature of proposed aclivity it s anticipated that o instances of consultation
; will be required.
Coastal bamrier ! There are no coaslal zones in o near e City of Minneapolis. -
B The: City has d d, as applicable per federal regulations, that no sites will have an impact on sole source aquifers. Due Lo the nature of proposed activity it is
Sole source aquifers ; anlicipated that mo instances of consubiation will be required.
i "Wher specific sites for ireatment or demelition become available, the City will & ing, as per federal whether the projeel will have an
Endangered species H ndverse cffect on threatened or endangered species. Drue to the nature of the proposed activity and the fact of ne new construction in undisturbed habiat, it is
: ipated thet no instances of will be required.
Wild & scenic rivers ! There are no designated wild or scenic rivers in the City of Minatapol
. . i When specific sites for ireatment of demolition bocome available, the City will d ine, as applicable per federal I whether the project will have an
Air qualily | N N o e - " N .
I adverse effect on air quality. Hennepin County { Minneapolis) end counlies are not a8
Farmland | There is no farmland within the City limits.
When, specific sites for treatmenl o demalition bocoms avaiabls, the City will determing, as applicable pes foderal regul. whether the praject will bave an
Ernvironmenta) justice adverse effecl on environmental justice matters. Thete are no anticipated impacts es these programs erc designed for the improvement of low and moderate income
living conditions
HUD ENVIRONMENTAL STANDIARDS
i ‘When specific sites for lreatment or demolition become available, the City will d as appli per federal whether the project witl have an
Noise abatement and control i edverse poise £ Teots, Due 1o the nature of these programs, the onfy compliance review required would be for any new construction of housing 1 is likely thal there
. : - will be no new ion of housing “iq;‘lll:‘s: tier reviewed progiams.
Tosic or hazardous sabstanoss and When specific siles for treatment or demolition become available, the City will determine and require menitoring, s spplicable per federal regulations, whether the
i X project will crsats issues related 4o toxic, hazardous, or adicactive materials. Any treatment and disposs] af these materisls wilk need o have the appropriste
radioactive mateals i
pemil filed.

. . When specific sites for treatment or demolition become available, the City will determine, as applicable per federal zegulations, whether the project will be located
Siling of HUD-assisted projects near | i iz the vicinity of ciliies with hazardous operations. e ta the neture of these programs, the oaly compliance review required would be for any new construetion
hazacdous operations ' of housing. It is likely that there will be no new construaion of housing with shese tier reviswed programs.

N I ; When specific siles For ireatment or demolition become available, the City will detemmine, 85 applicatle per foderal egulations, whether the projeet will be located
Airport Clear Zones and Accident ! 14 the vicinity of Airport Clear Zanes and Accident Potential Areas. Plate $Z9 of the *MSP Zoring map” identifies the only nuntvay Safety Zone that extends into
Polential Zones ! Ihe City. The affected area is very small and located within a park sautheast of Lake Nokomis. No buildings are within this area
LAND DEVELOPMENT ;
X . 'When specific sites for treatment or demolition become availatle, the City wll & ine, 85 applis pet Rederal how the project is consistent wilh
Conformence with comprehensive plans he City's Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Code. Due lo the nature of proposed activity it iz enticipated Ut e st af sl il b required outside of:
end zoning routing Cily' regulatony inspection.
When specific sites for ireatmant or Gomolition become availablz, te City will determine, a5 applicable per feders) regel whether the project creates adverse
Slape, evosion and soil suilability impacts as regards steep slepes, ¢rosion comrol, and soil suitability. Due to the nature nfpmpomi nnlmt\ it is anlicipatad that no instances of consultation will be
required outside of routine City regulatory inspeclion. —
When =pecific sites for reatmenl or demolition becoms available, the Ci a5 applicable per federal Tations, whether there are issues &3 regards
Hazards, nuisanees, site safity, public on-site hazards, nuisances, site safety, and public safcty associated wilh the project Due to the nature of proposed aclivity it is anlicipated thal no instances of
safety M will be required outside of routine Cily regulatory inspection
When specilic sites for reptment o demalition become available, the City will d ine, as applicable per fedoral how Lhe project compares to
Energy efficiency accepred and adopled standards for energy efficiency. Due to the nanare of proposed sctivity it is anticipated that oo instances of consultation will be required
i atside of routine City regulatory inspection

S o o Whicn specilic $1ies fot ireatment or demalition became available, the City will detormine, as apphicable por lodaral whether Ihe project may contribute
Project’s contribution to communily noise significantly to community noisc levels. Due 10 the nature of proposad setivity it is anticipated that no instances of consultation will be required outsie of routine
levels City regulatory i i

L ; When speaific sites for treatment or demolilion bocome aveilable end as applicable per federal regulations, the City will evaluate the project as regards its visual
Vasual .q“al'q' coharence, diversity, : quality, design coherence, diversity, whethet the use is compatible, and its seale, Due to the nature of proposed astinity it is antieipated that no istances of
ompatible use and scale consultation will be tequired outside of routine City regulatory inspection
Detnegraphue character changes, i Whken pecific sites for treatment or demalition become u\mlahl: a5 applicabi por foderal regatalons, e City ill dcseribe the uojoc?as regards s polentia
displacement, employment, and income . effects on the City's d phic character, d effects, and income patiems. 1t is anticipated that there wall be no impacts in this regard
palterns i by thesc projects.
) ) i Whith Specific sites for treatment or demakilion become svailable and ss applicable per federal rulations, (he ity 1ill describe the project as regards ils potcntial
Lducational, comumereiat, health care and ! effects on educalionzl, commercial, health care, and social service facifities. It is anticipated that there will be no mpacts in this regard by these projects
social service facilities H
- Whten specific siles for iraatment ar demalilion become svailable, the Cily will determin, s applicablc per Todemal regulations, whether the project creates mdverse
Solid waste impacls as regards sohd waste [1is anticipated that there will be oo impacts in this regard by these projests and any impacts would be subject 16 rowine eity pemit]
inspeelion.
T N When specific sites for ireatment or demolition become available, the City will determine, as applicable per federal regulations, whether the project ereates adverse
impacts as regards the City's water supply and the region's waste water lreatment capacity. Due 1o the pature of proposed activity it is anticipated that no instances
Water supply and waste waler of consultation will be required culside of routine City regulatory inspattion.
: When specific sites for rsatment or demolition become availeble, the Ciry will d as appl per lederal regul the potentipl eflects as regards
Stormwaler H 1 slormwater management. Due lo the nature of proposed activity, with the :\cv.'pl.lun of new construction, 1l is anticipated that no instances of consultation will be
! required outside of routine City regulatory inspection.
When spevific sites for treatment or demolibon become avaitable, the City will 4 ticable per federal whethet the project creates adverse
Open space, recreation, culturat facilities ‘ impacts as regards open space, recreational, and culural faciiilies. Tt is anticipated that l.hm \\1I1 be no impacts in this regand by these prajects.
\ When specific sites for treatment or demolition become available, the City wil & a: licable per federal regu] whether the project creates adverse
Transporiation : (ransportation impacts. Due ko the nature of proposed activity 1L is anticipated thal no nstances of consultation il be required eutside of routine City regulatory
inspection
The undersipned docs heretl cprnd than the i furnished in this Egvironmenial Assesst is true and accurate to the best of their knowledg: e
Centification

Signature of Citv ofticialDale

MatthewBower - OF&7of Granks & Speeiol Projects |
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F4 58 15 projects

CLL ; : e )l Typel Ellglble o - Tt Gounedl S e
- Priority A REETE o _|Iimplementing AR Ai:llvit_ymaﬂbn . .Funding. :| "= Adopted - Start / Completa
Need i T Project Desenption. L Agency .1 ot Objective [ Soures | o Badget ] Dt

Econeomic Econcemic Development Activities: Acquisition, demoition, CPED Local Gov't.M7D Ciher CDBG $ 123,000 6/14-5/15
Oevelopment |rehabilitation of commercial structures, Construction of shared CommAndustrial

commercial parking and other commercial center improvements, Improvements 570.203(a)/

Preservation of historlc bulldings. Financial 1ce to businesses. L/M Area 570.208(a)(1)

Applications from developers are accepted year-round by CPED;

application form Is avallable on the City's wabsite, Funds are awarded

using ranking/rating criterla by CPED to projacts meeting CDBG

guldellnes. Pregram income can be realized threugh this program

through revolving loans. Some redeveloped bulldings are occupied

by a single tenant and some have multiple tenants,
Cwner- Owner Occupled Rehab: Loans for code compliance, home repalrs, |CPED Local Gov'l./ 14A Rehab { CDBG $ 1,715,000 6/14-5/15
Occupied and rehab. Loan terms run up to 20 yoars and the loans will be Single-unit residential/L/M
Housing targeted to families <80% medlan Income, Applications are taken Housing 570.208(a)(3)

continuously, reviewad for compliance and funded every June 1 until

funds are exhausted. Program income can be realized through this

program
Owner- Vacant & Bearded HousIng: Acquisltion and disposition of vacant and|CPED tocal Gov't./ 04 CDBG $ 2,609,000 6714-5M15
Qccupied substandard housing to eliminate blight. In cases where structures Clearance and Demolition
Housing are demolished the vacant lots are marketed for development for the 570.202/5lum/Blight

falr reuse value. This program alse supports the property 570.208(b)(2)

management expenses with holding the property until disposition

occurs. Program Income can be realized through this program.
Rental High Denslity Comidor Housing: Acquisition of sites for mixed-Income |CPED Local Gov'l/ 146G CDBG s §79,000 B/14-5/115
Housing rental and ownership multifamily housing development on Acquisition for Rehak

community commerclal and transit corridors as defined in
Minneapolis Plan. At least 51% of the units will be affordable at
<30%MMI, and at least 20% of the units will be affordable at <50%
MML Once sites are assembled for development the resultant
development will be subject to an appropriate environmental
assessment under the Affordakle Houslng Trust Fund program.

570.202/ L/M Housing
570.208(a){3)

2014 HUD Table 3 for EA
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