NEPA Checklist for Projects Funded Under the NOAA Community based Restoration Program 
The purpose of this checklist is to assist the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) in conducting an assessment of potential significant effects that may result from funding or implementing a restoration project, as required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). NOAA will use the answers to these questions to determine the next steps to comply with NEPA. These steps may include documenting consistency with previous environmental analysis (e.g., Programmatic Environmental Assessments, Categorical Exclusions), drafting project specific environmental analysis (e.g., Environmental Assessments, Environmental Impact Statements), and/or initiating consultations with other federal agencies to ensure compliance with regulations (e.g., Essential Fish Habitat, Endangered Species Act, National Historic Preservation Act).


I. Summary of Significance and Impacts
Answer each item below. For guidance, see the corresponding CRP NEPA Considerations in the Attachment.  Questions 1-10 evaluate the proposal’s significance under NEPA.  Question 11 addresses whether the impacts of the proposal are analyzed under the CRP PEA and SPEA. Determine whether the proposed action will:
No     Maybe*	Yes
___	___	___	1.	Have impacts on public health or safety? 
___	___	___	2.  	Affect the unique characteristics of the geographic area?
___	___	___	3.  	Have impacts on the human environment that are likely to be highly controversial?  
___	___	___	4.  	Have highly uncertain or unique or unknown risks?
___	___	___	5.  	Establish a precedent for future actions with significant impacts  or represent
			      	a decision in principle about a future consideration?
___	___	___	6.  	Have individually insignificant but cumulatively significant impacts?
___	___	___	7.  	Adversely affect entities listed/eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
			     	Places, or cause loss/destruction of significant scientific, cultural, or historic resources?
___	___	___	8.  	Adversely affect endangered or threatened species, or their critical
			     	habitat as defined under the Endangered Species Act of 1973?
___	___	___	9.  	Violate a Federal, state, or local law for environmental protection? 
___	___	___	10.  	Result in the introduction or spread of a nonindigenous species?
___	___	___	11.  	Is there any category above for which impacts are not adequately described in PEA or SPEA?


II. Clarifying Questions

Is the degree to which the proposed action affects public health or safety significant? Consider the following:
Water Use and Quality
	a.	Will there be a change to the water supply and/or water table?
		Please address any changes to groundwater, surface water, or any interbasin transfers.
	b. 	Will there be any impacts on wastewater disposal?
	c. 	Will there be a change to stormwater flow in the area?
	d. 	Will there be a change to the location of the floodplain or the depth of flood waters?


Geological Resources
	a.	Is construction on or near any other natural feature that could affect the safety
	      of the public part of this project? (Examples include known active geological faults.)
	b.	Will implementation result directly or indirectly in construction on slopes greater than 15%?
	c. 	Will blasting be necessary?
Air and Noise Impacts
	a. 	Will air quality be affected?
	b. 	Will there be an increase in noise in the area? 
Energy Resources
	a.	Will the capacity of any generating facility be changed?
	b.	Will the length or capacity of fuel or transmission lines be changed?
Traffic
	a.	Will implementation change traffic patterns or increase traffic volumes?
Contaminants
a.	Will implementation result in the use, storage, release and/or disposal of toxic, hazardous, or radioactive materials, or in exposure of people to such materials? (Historical data such as chains of title and tax records can reveal whether activities have taken place there that could have released hazardous, toxic, or radioactive materials into the site, and whether underground storage tanks are likely to be present. Field inspection may reveal evidence of USTs such as vent pipes or fill caps, and evidence of site contamination such as stressed vegetation, soil surface stains, suspicious other possible waste containers, or ponds, pits, sumps or ditches with suspicious odors or smells.  Check for evidence of or past history of PCBs, local Superfund sites, asbestos, etc.).
b.	Will sampling for contaminants be necessary based on the results of your investigation as detailed above?
Environmental Justice
a.	Is the project likely to have adverse economic/environmental impacts on minority or low income groups, or Native American tribes that are out of proportion with its impacts on other groups?
b.	Is the project likely to alter the sociocultural character of such a group's community, or religious practices or use of land and other resources?

If the answer to any of the above questions is yes, is there a significant effect expected?
Are these impacts described in the PEA or SPEA?  Include if the effect is negative or beneficial.  

Is the degree to which the proposed action affects unique characteristics of the geographic area significant?
Consider the following:
Will implementation result in changing the use of park lands, prime farmlands, and/or a floodplain?
Will implementation alter a wetland? (The project may be altering a wetland if it results in
construction on or near hydric soils, wetland vegetation, or other evidence of a wetland)
Will the project be located on or near ecologically critical areas, such as a wildlife refuge, a designated wilderness, a wild and scenic river, a National Natural Landmark, designated open space, or a designated conservation area; or located on or near an area under study for any such designation?
Will the proposed action have substantial impacts on biodiversity and/or ecosystem function within the affected area (e.g. bethic productivity, predator-prey relationships, etc.).
If the answer to any of the above questions is yes, is there a significant effect expected?  Are these impacts described in the PEA or SPEA?  Will the project change the use for which the ecologically critical areas above were designated? Why or why not?  Include if the effect is negative or beneficial.


What is the degree to which this project and its impacts on the human environment are likely to be highly controversial?
Are there currently any members of the public objecting to this project?	
Is there any sector of the public that has not been fully educated about the benefits and possible adverse impacts of the project?  
Do any of the following have the potential to be highly controversial?
	a.	Ecological impacts
	b.	Aesthetic impacts
	c.	Economic impacts
	d.	Social impacts
	e.	Affects on public health
	f.	Affects on historic sites
	g.	Cultural resource impacts-
If the answer to any of the above questions is yes, please explain 1) how project proponents plan to educate the public and reduce or relieve the actual or potential controversy or 2) if an individual EA, at a minimum, is needed to address the controversial impacts (required of highly controversial projects).  

What is the degree to which possible impacts on the human environment are highly uncertain or involve unknown risks?
Does this project involve new techniques in the field of habitat restoration?
Does the proposed site have characteristics that make it unique when compared
to projects frequently implemented in the field of habitat restoration?
Are their historic uses of the site that make it likely that contaminants
will be uncovered?  (Conduct a search of previous deed holders/site uses.)
If the answer to any of the above questions is yes, please explain what has been done reduce the uncertainty involved in the project.  Are these impacts described in the PEA or SPEA?

What is the degree to which the proposed project may establish a precedent for future actions with significant impacts or represents a decision in principle about a future consideration? 
Does funding this project predisposes you toward funding another project in the future?
Will a change in local zoning or a local ordinance be needed?
If the answer to either of the above questions is yes, will significant impacts result from future activities?  Are these impacts described in the PEA or SPEA?

Consider whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant
but cumulatively significant impacts.
Is the project one of a series of projects that together may change the pattern of pollutant discharge, traffic generation, economic change, flood plain, or land use change in the area?  Consider other past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future impacts, including those not caused by CRP-funded projects.
If the answer to the above question is yes, is there a significant effect expected?  Are these impacts described in the PEA or SPEA?  Include if the expected effect is negative or beneficial.  




Consider the degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways, structures, or objects listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places or may cause loss or destruction of significant scientific, cultural, or historical resources.  Loss or destruction may occur through physical alteration or by altering its visual, social, or other characteristics.
Is there a building or other structure that is over 45 years old?  Will loss or destruction occur?
Is there a neighborhood or commercial area that may be important in the history or culture of the community?  Will loss or destruction occur?
Is there a known or probable cemetery on site?  Will loss or destruction occur?
Is the project on a rural landscape that may have cultural or esthetic value?  Will loss or destruction occur?
Is the site a place of traditional cultural or spiritual value in the eyes of a Native American group or other community?  Will loss or destruction occur?  Will the proposed project impede access to such a place?
Is the site a known archeological site?  Will loss or destruction occur?
If the answer to any of the above questions is yes, please explain what has been done to mitigate such losses.  (In addition, if proximity to any of the locations/sites listed are likely to generate controversy, please address this under question 3, above.)  Has the State Historic Preservation Office been contacted?  Where is the record of consultation with the SHPO filed?  Are these impacts described in the PEA or SPEA?  

Consider the degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or threatened species or its habitat that has been determined to be critical under the Endangered Species Act of 1973. Consider the following:
Will the project alter a natural ecosystem?
If yes, are endangered or threatened species, their critical habitat, or a species under consideration for listing present in the area? How have you determined their presence or absence? List the species present.
If yes, have Section 7 ESA consultations been received from USFWS or NMFS? Where are these documents on file?
If “likely to adversely affect” was concluded, have sufficient steps been taken to mitigate potential loss?  Explain.
Do the answers above lead you to believe that the degree to which the action may adversely affect listed species is minimal, and will be beneficial in the long term?  Are these significant impacts?  Are these impacts described in the PEA or SPEA?

Consider whether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements imposed for the protection of the environment.  Consider whether the action is likely to have impacts that would be inconsistent with such authorities as:
· Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 469 and 36 CFR Part 800);
· National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470 and 36 CFR Parts 61, 63, 65, 68, 79, and 800);
· Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 1387) Permits are required if the project includes a regulated liquid discharge (Section 402 NPDES), or discharge of fill in wetlands or intertidal areas (Section 404);
· Coastal Zone Management Act (15 CFR 930 Subpart D and 15 CFR 923) Federal fishery management actions are required to be in compliance with states coastal zone management plans. Requires a Consistency determination;
· Endangered Species Act  (See question 8, above);
· Marine Mammal Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 1631-1421) Prohibits, with certain exceptions, the take of marine mammals in U.S. waters;
· Farmland Protection Policy Act (7 CFR 658) requires Federal agencies to minimize the extent to which Federal programs including technical assistance or financial assistance contribute to the unnecessary and irreversible conversion of important farmland to nonagricultural uses


· Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act applies to fishery management plans, amendments to fishery management plans, and federal fisheries management notices, rules and regulations. The Act stipulates ten National Standards to which fishery conservation and management actions must conform.  Section 303 requires essential fish habitat (EFH) descriptions. The agency has guidance for EFH consultations which should be followed.  A Fisheries Impact Statement is needed;
· E.O. 11988 (Floodplain management);
· E.O. 11990 (Wetlands protection);
· E.O. 12072 (Development in central business areas);
· E.O. 12898: (Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low Income Populations);
· E.O. 13006 (Priority use of historic properties);
· E.O. 13158 (Marine Protected Areas);
· E.O. 13175 (Consultation and Coordination With Indian Tribal Governments);
· EPA's solid waste management guidelines;
· Occupational Health and Safety Administration (OSHA) noise standards;
· A State Implementation Plan (SIP) under the Clean Air Act;
· Other applicable state, tribal, or local environmental, historic preservation, noise, visual, or social impact ordinances. 
List all documentation showing compliance with the above laws and requirements and where documents are located.  Are these impacts described in the PEA or SPEA?

Will the Federal action result in the introduction or spread of a nonindigenous species?
Are these impacts described in the PEA or SPEA?

