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Project Information 
 
Project Name:  CAMPO DE SOCCER (PR-CRP-000518)      
 
Responsible Entity: Puerto Rico Department of Housing      
 
State/Local Identifier: Puerto Rico / Cabo Rojo 
 
Preparer:  Sol V Rosa           
 
Certifying Officer Name and Title:  Juan Carlos Pérez-Bofill - Director, Disaster Recovery, 

CDBG-DR; Aldo Rivera, Assistant Deputy Director; Ángel G. López Guzmán - Deputy 
Director, Permits and Environmental Compliance Specialist; Sally Z. Acevedo-Cosme - 
Permits and Environmental Compliance Specialist; Pedro de León Rodríguez - Permits and 
Environmental Compliance Specialist; María T. Torres- Bregón - Permits and 
Environmental Compliance Specialist; Ivelisse Lorenzo Torres - Permits and 
Environmental Compliance Specialist; Santa Ramírez Lebrón - Permits and Environmental 
Compliance Specialist; Janette I. Cambrelen - Permits and Environmental Compliance 
Specialist; Limary Vélez Marrero - Permits and Environmental Compliance Specialist; 
Mónica Machuca Ríos - Permits and Environmental Compliance Specialist. 

 
Grant Recipient (if different from Responsible Entity): Puerto Rico Department of Housing  
 
Consultant (if applicable):  Angel Garcia PE, Sr. Environmental Engineer at AG 

Environmental PSC (angel@agepr.com) 
 
Direct Comments to: Puerto Rico Department of Housing (environmentcdbg@vivienda.pr.gov)  
 
Project Location: Work sites are near the Road 312 Km. 0.4 Interior, Monte Grande Ward, 
Cabo Rojo, PR 00623, coordinates 18.080846, -67.147264. Refer to Figure 1 in Appendix B. 
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Description of the Proposed Project [24 CFR 50.12 & 58.32; 40 CFR 1508.25]:  
 
The Municipality of Cabo Rojo proposed a new soccer field at the Rebekah Colberg Sports 
Complex. The site is located at Monte Grande Ward, road PR-312 Km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, 
PR, 00623. The land is mostly classified as Urban Land. The site is qualified as DA: Open 
Endowment district, which is compatible with the proposed use. The project area is located at two 
lot cadaster numbers 332-037-092-03 and 332-000-004-51 owned by the Municipality of Cabo 
Rojo. The proposed activity will be developed on an area of approximately 2.3 acres. the 
construction of a new soccer field to be built as part of a recreational project in the location of an 
existing BMX track. The project includes the construction of a new soccer field with the minimum 
dimensions required by FIFA standards, four lighting poles with minimum FIFA standards, and a 
retaining wall. A building to contain office space, a storage area, two locker rooms with bathrooms, 
two additional bathrooms for visitors, and space for food concession will be constructed east of 
the soccer field. A covered area with a metal roof for spectator bleachers that will also be built to 
the east of the soccer field. It includes signage and regreen of landscaping. The project includes 
infrastructure such as a 112 KVA "trans closure" type substation to supply electricity to the soccer 
field and the accessory building and the construction of a new concrete pad for future installation 
of a power emergency generator. 
 
Outside the old track there is currently a concrete sidewalk which will not be intervened. The fill 
and concrete debris layer will be removed and relocated in accordance with the design to level the 
park ground and minimize the size of the retaining wall. Refer to Appendix B for the location map. 
 
Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:  
 
The proposed project seeks to satisfy the demand for soccer facilities in the Cabo Rojo area and 
other municipalities in the southwest of Puerto Rico. The project is proposed at a former BMX 
racetrack, located within the existing Rebekah Colberg Sports Complex. The proposed action will 
also expand the sports facilities availability at said sports complex and may provide access to this 
sport to residents of nearby low-income communities. 
 
Existing Conditions and Trends [24 CFR 58.40(a)]: 
 
The project consists of the construction of a soccer field on a portion of land located within the 
existing Rebekah Colberg Sports Complex. The project is compatible with the current surrounding 
uses, which are mostly recreational. No other improvements are proposed in the surrounding areas 
to this sport complex, mostly characterized by low-income single family and multifamily 
residential developments. 
 
Funding Information 
 

Grant Number HUD Program Funding Amount 
B-17-DM-72-0001 

CDBG-DR $11,938,162,230.00 B-18-DP-72-0001 
B-19-DP-78-0002 
B-18-DE-72-0001 



 

 
Estimated Total HUD Funded Amount: $4,206,239.54 

Estimated Total Project Cost (HUD and non-HUD funds) [24 CFR 58.32(d)]:  $4,206,239.54 
 

Compliance with 24 CFR 50.4, 58.5, and 58.6 Laws and Authorities 
Record below the compliance or conformance determinations for each statute, executive order, or 
regulation. Provide credible, traceable, and supportive source documentation for each authority. Where 
applicable, complete the necessary reviews or consultations and obtain or note applicable permits of 
approvals. Clearly note citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references. Attach additional 
documentation as appropriate. 
 

Compliance Factors: 
Statutes, Executive Orders, 
and Regulations listed at 24 
CFR §58.5 and §58.6 

Are formal 
compliance 

steps or 
mitigation 
required? 

 

Compliance determinations 

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 and 58.6 
Airport Hazards  

24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D 

Yes     No 
      

The closest civil airport to the Project site is 
Eugenio María de Hostos Airport 61,248 ft north 
of the project site. The closest military airport is 
the Coast Guard Air Station Borinquen which is 
collocated with the Rafael Hernandez Airport 
149,740 feet north of the project site. The project 
is not located within 15,000 feet of a military 
airport, or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. The 
Project is in compliance with Airport Hazards 
regulation 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D. 
Refer to worksheet in Appendix A and Figure 2 in 
Appendix B. 

Coastal Barrier Resources  

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

Yes     No 
      

The Project site is not located in or adjacent to a 
CBRS Unit. The nearest unit is approximately 
12,144 ft to the southwest. The Project is in 
compliance with Coastal Barrier Resources 
Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as amended by the 
Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 [16 
USC 3501]. Refer to worksheet in Appendix A 
and Figure 3 in Appendix B. 

Flood Insurance   

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

Yes     No 
      

The project site is not located in a 100-year 
floodplain per Floodplain Insurance Maps 
72000C1535J, effective date November 18, 2009.  
No flood insurance is needed. The project is in 
compliance with the Flood Disaster Protection 
Act of 1973 and National Flood Insurance Reform 



 

Act of 1994 [42 USC 4001-4128 and 42 USC 
5154a].  
Refer to worksheet in Appendix A and Figure 4 in 
Appendix B. 

 
STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 & 58.5 
Clean Air  

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

Yes     No 
      

The proposed project is located in the 
municipality of Cabo Rojo, which is in attainment 
status for all criteria pollutants per the EPA list of 
NAAQS criteria pollutants for all Puerto Rico 
Municipalities. Municipalities in nonattainment 
or maintenance areas include Arecibo, Bayamón, 
Cataño, Guaynabo, Salinas, San Juan, and Toa 
Baja. This project is in compliance with the Clean 
Air Act, as amended, particularly section 176(c) 
& (d); 40 CFR Parts 6, 51, 93. Refer to worksheet 
in Appendix A and Figures 5 & 5A in Appendix 
B. 

Coastal Zone Management  

Coastal Zone Management Act, 
sections 307(c) & (d) 

Yes     No 
     

The project site is located about 3,272 feet west 
from the Coastal Zone Land Boundary. 
Therefore, the project is in compliance with the 
Coastal Zone Management Act, sections 307(c) 
and (d). Refer to worksheet in Appendix A and 
Figure 6 in Appendix B. 

Contamination and Toxic 
Substances   

24 CFR Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2) 

Yes     No 
     

The new construction will be located over an 
abandoned BMX off-road bicycle track built 
c2010, filled with a layer of backfill. The layer of 
backfill and debris will be removed as part of the 
project and will be transferred to use for leveling 
the ground under the soccer field and minimize 
the size of the retaining wall that is needed. No 
structure demolition will be conducted. During 
the visual inspection field conducted on February 
9th, 2023, no lead-based paint or asbestos material 
was identified. 
A review of U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) databases, including Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act Information, air 
pollution data, National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System, Toxics Release Inventory, 
Superfund Enterprise Management System, 
Brownfields Assessment, Cleanup and 
Redevelopment Exchange System, and Toxic 
Substances Control Act was undertaken to 
determine if any sites of concern were located 
within an approximate 3,000-foot radius of the 
project site. A review of EPA’s NEPAssist tool 
showed there a no records of toxic, hazardous, or 



 

radioactive substance on Project Site. One (1) 
Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) and five (5) 
RCRA sites were identified within 3,000 feet of 
the Project site. There is one (1) NPDES, one (1) 
ICIS-AIR and one (1) Superfund (NPL) listings 
within 3000 feet of the project site. These sites do 
not have any releases reported or any EPA formal 
or informal action reported for the last five years.  
The project will not involve residents or increase 
in occupancy of any structure. There would be no 
increase in risk associated with the proposed 
project. Because the proposed project would not 
add sensitive receptors or increase density, the 
nearby sites of concern are not expected to result 
in contamination or have adverse impacts. They 
would not affect the health and safety of the 
project occupants because there are no occupants 
resulting from the proposed project. 
Therefore, the project is in compliance with the 
Contamination and Toxic Substances 
requirements, 24 CFR Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2). 
Refer to worksheet at Appendix A, Figure 7 in 
Appendix B, and report in Appendix C. 

Endangered Species  

Endangered Species Act of 1973, 
particularly section 7; 50 CFR 
Part 402 

Yes     No 
     

Per the Official Species List from the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for 
Planning and Consultation (IPaC) website, the 
Puerto Rican Boa can be found in the area but 
there are no critical habitats at this location.  
The proposed activities are covered by the 
USFWS Blanket Clearance Letter for Federally 
sponsored projects, Housing and Urban 
Development of January 14 of 2013, Item 10. If a 
Puerto Rican Boa is encountered, work will cease 
until it moves off the site or, failing that, the 
Puerto Rico Department of Natural and 
Environmental Resources (PRDNER) Rangers 
will be notified for safe capture and relocation of 
the animal, in accordance with the USFW Puerto 
Rican Boa Conservation Measures guidelines and 
the July 27, 2023, Amended Programmatic 
Biological Opinion.  
The project is in compliance with the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973, particularly section 7; 50 
CFR Part 402. Refer to worksheet in Appendix A, 
Figure 8 in Appendix B, and report in Appendix 
D. 



 

Explosive and Flammable 
Hazards 

24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C 

Yes     No 
     

The proposed project does not include a 
hazardous facility that mainly stores, handles, or 
processes flammable or combustible chemicals 
such as bulk fuel storage. Planned activities at the 
project area do not include installation of storage 
tanks. The project will not introduce new 
residents, employees or clients during the daytime 
hours who could be exposed to any explosive or 
flammable hazards. 
Examination of the aerial views and street views 
shows no above ground storage tanks within the 
acceptable separation distance. 
The project is compliance with the Explosive and 
Flammable Hazards regulations, 24 CFR Part 51 
Subpart C. Refer to the worksheet in Appendix A 
and Figure 9 in Appendix B. 

Farmlands Protection 

Farmland Protection Policy Act 
of 1981, particularly sections 
1504(b) and 1541; 7 CFR Part 
658 

Yes     No 
     

The project consists of a new soccer field at the 
Rebekah Colberg Sports Complex. The land is 
currently classified as urban land. The site is 
qualified as DA: Open Endowment district, which 
is compatible with the proposed use in a 
developed area. The project does not include any 
activities that could convert agricultural land to 
nonagricultural use. The land is identified as 
urban area (UA) in the Census Bureau Map. 
The land is owned by the municipality of Cabo 
Rojo. 
The project is compliance with the Farmland 
Protection Policy Act of 1981, particularly 
sections 1504(b) and 1541; 7 CFR Part 658. Refer 
to worksheet in Appendix A and Figure 10 and 
Figure 10A in Appendix B. 

Floodplain Management   

Executive Order 11988, 
particularly section 2(a); 24 CFR 
Part 55 

Yes     No 
     

The project site is not located in a 100-year 
floodplain per the PR Advisory Base Flood 
Elevation map, revised on April 13th, 2018. 
The project is compliance with Floodplain 
Management regulations. Refer to worksheet in 
Appendix A and Figure 11 in Appendix B. 

Historic Preservation  

National Historic Preservation 
Act of 1966, particularly sections 
106 and 110; 36 CFR Part 800 

Yes     No 
     

Consultation with the SHPO regarding the 
Department of Housing of Puerto Rico (PRDOH) 
Program was initiated on April 30, 2024, with a 
letter indicating that PRDOH contracted Horne 
Federal LLC to provide environmental registry 
review services, among others, that will support 
the objectives of the agenda for both CDBG-DR 
and CDBG -MIT Programs.  



 

On May 10, 2024, SHPO concluded that 
implementation of the undertaking will have no 
historic properties affected. 
The Project is in compliance with the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, particularly 
sections 106 and 110; 36 CFR Part 800. 
Refer to worksheet at Appendix A and SHPO 
determination of no historic properties affected 
within the project's area of potential effects in 
Appendix E. 

Noise Abatement and Control   

Noise Control Act of 1972, as 
amended by the Quiet 
Communities Act of 1978; 24 
CFR Part 51 Subpart B 

Yes     No 
     

 

The proposed action does not include new 
construction for residential use or rehabilitation of 
an existing residential property. The noise that 
will be produced during construction is generated 
by the operation of construction equipment. All 
equipment and machinery will have noise 
dampers maintained in accordance with 
manufacturer’s recommendations to control noise 
generation. Construction activities will be carried 
out during the day and have minimal impacts on 
the neighboring community. The noise levels 
attributable to construction activities will be 
temporary in nature and is not expected to exceed 
65 dBA. No formal compliance steps or 
mitigation are required. 
The proposed action is in compliance with the 
Noise Abatement and Control regulations, Noise 
Control Act of 1972 and 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart 
B. Refer to worksheet in Appendix A.  

Sole Source Aquifers   

Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974, 
as amended, particularly section 
1424(e); 40 CFR Part 149 

Yes     No 
     

 

There are no EPA sole source aquifers in Puerto 
Rico. Furthermore, the project consists of 
activities that are unlikely to have an adverse 
impact on ground water sources. 
The project complies with Sole Source Aquifer 
regulations, Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974, as 
amended, particularly section 1424(e); 40 CFR 
Part 149.  
Refer to worksheet in Appendix A and Figure 12 
in Appendix B. 

Wetlands Protection 

Executive Order 11990, 
particularly sections 2 and 5 

Yes     No 
     

 

The National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) mapping 
shows no wetlands located within or adjacent to 
the project site.  
The project complies with Wetlands Protection 
regulations. Refer to worksheet in Appendix A 
and Figure 13 in Appendix B. 



 

Wild and Scenic Rivers  

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 
1968, particularly section 7(b) 
and (c) 

 
Yes     No 

     
 

Puerto Rico has only three Wild and Scenic 
Rivers which are located in the east side of the 
Island, approximately 469,920 feet to the 
northeast of the project site. The proposed project 
locates in the southwest side of Puerto Rico. For 
this reason, would be not impact to Wild and 
Scenic Rivers. The Project complies with the 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968, particularly 
section 7(b) and (c).  
Refer to worksheet in Appendix A and Figure 14 
in Appendix B.  

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 
Environmental Justice 

Executive Order 12898 

Yes     No 
     

 

No adverse environmental impact was identified 
in any other compliance review portion of this 
project that may disproportionately be high for 
low-income and/or minority communities. The 
Project complies with Environmental Justice 
Executive Order 12898. Refer to worksheet 
Appendix A. 

 
Environmental Assessment Factors [24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27] Recorded below 
is the qualitative and quantitative significance of the effects of the proposal on the character, features and 
resources of the project area. Each factor has been evaluated and documented, as appropriate and in 
proportion to its relevance to the proposed action. Verifiable source documentation has been provided and 
described in support of each determination, as appropriate. Credible, traceable and supportive source 
documentation for each authority has been provided. Where applicable, the necessary reviews or 
consultations have been completed and applicable permits of approvals have been obtained or noted. 
Citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references are clear. Additional documentation is 
attached, as appropriate. All conditions, attenuation or mitigation measures have been clearly 
identified. 
 
Impact Codes: Use an impact code from the following list to make the determination of impact for each 
factor.  
(1)  Minor beneficial impact 
(2)  No impact anticipated  
(3)  Minor Adverse Impact - May require mitigation  
(4)  Significant or potentially significant impact requiring avoidance or modification which may require an 

Environmental Impact Statement 
 

Environmental 
Assessment Factor 

Impact 
Code Impact Evaluation 

LAND DEVELOPMENT 
Conformance with 
Plans / Compatible 
Land Use and Zoning 
/ Scale and Urban 
Design 

2 

The project activities occur within the existing Rebekah 
Colberg Sports Complex. No changes in zoning, easements, or 
land use are anticipated. The project consists of a new soccer 
field, an accessory building to house administrative facilities, a 
storage area, two locker rooms for the participating teams, 



 

bathrooms for visitors, a space for food sales, a roofed seating 
area, FIFA-standard soccer field, four lighting poles, and a 
retaining wall of approximately 6 meters at its highest point. 
The land is mostly classified as urban land. The site is qualified 
as DA: Open Endowment district, which is compatible with the 
proposed use in a developed area. These districts are established 
to qualify land public or private occupied or to be occupied with 
institutional, recreational, civic, educational, parks, squares, 
open spaces, philanthropic, cultural, scientific, educational, 
religious, or similar uses. The land is owned by the municipality 
of Cabo Rojo. 

Soil Suitability/ 
Slope/ Erosion/ 
Drainage/ Storm 
Water Runoff 

2 

The project consists of the construction of a soccer field over a 
tract of currently vacant land located within an existing sports 
complex. The project design will comply with current codes 
related to slope, erosion control and stormwater runoff. The 
proposed development will incorporate landscaping 
improvements, including the planting of desirable local tree 
species that could provide sustenance to local birds, and 
terrestrial fauna. During construction activities, and in 
compliance with the USEPA NPDES Construction General 
Permit and the local stormwater runoff control regulations, the 
applicant will implement a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 
that will include structural and non-structural BMPs to keep 
sediment in place (erosion control) and to capture any sediment 
that is moved by stormwater before it leaves the site (sediment 
control).There would be no significant permanent changes to the 
site that would affect slope, drainage, or stormwater runoff. 
Temporary impacts would be mitigated by erosion and 
sedimentation control BMPs implemented during construction. 

Hazards and 
Nuisances  
including Site Safety 
and Noise 

2 

The project site is in an urbanized area. The project would 
involve demolition, excavation, site clearance and construction. 
The hazards typically associated with construction activities 
would be present, temporary site safety issues and noise.  
Construction-related noise will take place during permitted hours 
and avoiding work during sensitive times, like early mornings or 
late evenings. Additionally, quieter construction equipment, 
employing mufflers or noise-reducing attachments, and 
maintaining machinery in good condition will be required to the 
project contractor in order to lower noise levels in compliance with 
the PR Noise Pollution Control Regulation. The proposed project, 
once constructed, would not create any additional hazards or 
nuisances, or create any new site safety or noise issues. 
Standard BMPs, such as construction fencing, would be applied 
to protect the public from typical construction hazards. BMPs 
and signage would warn and protect the public during 
construction activities. 
The proposed project will be located within existing Rebekah 
Colberg Sports Complex. No changes in zoning, easements, or 



 

land use are anticipated. Facilities lighting meets codes for this 
developed area. The proposed public activities will occur in 
compliance with the PR Noise Pollution Control Regulation and 
Municipality of Cabo Rojo Public Order Code and Ordinances. No 
immediate residential area will be affected by hazards or 
nuisances from the public activities to be performed in this sport 
complex.  

SOCIOECONOMIC 

Employment and 
Income Patterns 2 

Temporary employment of workers related to construction 
activities would result. The project may potentially become a 
source of new jobs as the proposed facility will require 
dedicated maintenance personnel and sports educators and may 
become a hub for a new sports activity. About 2 new permanent 
jobs would be created as a result of this project. These workers 
are expected to come from this municipality. The proposed 
project would not negatively impact employment or income 
patterns. 

Demographic 
Character Changes, 
Displacement 

2 
The proposed project would not result in demographic character 
changes or displacement. Due to the nature of the project area, 
no relocations or demolition of residential structures or 
businesses would occur as part of this project. 

Environmental Justice 1 

The project would not alter the Environmental Justice 
composition of the population in the area surrounding the project 
area. There are currently no residents at the project site, and the 
project would not increase the population that could be exposed 
to environmental hazards. No environmental hazards were 
identified on or surrounding the project site that could 
disproportionately environmental justice populations. 
The project may potentially become a source of new jobs as the 
proposed facility will require dedicated maintenance personnel 
and sports educators and may become a hub for a new sports 
activity. The proposed action will also expand the sports facilities 
availability at the Rebekah Colberg Sports Complex, which is 
visited by members of several low-income communities that 
surround this facility. 

 
 

Environmental 
Assessment Factor 

Impact 
Code Impact Evaluation 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES 

Educational and 
Cultural Facilities 2 

The project would not result in any change to regional or local 
area educational and cultural facilities or increase demand for 
them. The project would provide an overall benefit for residents 
of the community.  

Commercial Facilities 1 Minor beneficial impacts are anticipated due to the proposed 
goals and objectives of the project during its operation, as it is 



 

expected that nearby retail and commercial services would be 
positively impacted by the proposed project by potentially 
bringing in new customers. The sports complex will continue 
operations during the construction phase of the project and will 
not destroy or relocate any business establishments. Long-term 
beneficial impact would result from a new food concessionaire 
space.  

Health Care and 
Social Services 2 

Health care and social services facilities would not be impacted 
by the proposed project. It would not increase demand for 
health care and social services facilities. The Rebekah Colberg 
Sports Complex is strategically located close to the Municipal 
Police Station and two nearby emergency ambulance stations.  

Solid Waste Disposal 
/ Recycling 2 

Removing and replacing existing building materials and 
construction debris would generate solid waste. Project-wide 
salvaging/recycling of materials would occur as determined 
feasible with other program requirements. All other materials 
would be managed according to concerned regulations. 
A solid waste management plan would be developed and 
implemented to ensure that all potentially hazardous & solid 
wastes are handled properly, and that daily capacities of 
landfills and other solid waste facilities are not exceeded. 
Operational solid wastes would continue to be managed by the 
Municipality of Cabo Rojo. All other materials would be taken 
to the appropriate landfills. 

Wastewater / Sanitary 
Sewers 2 

Wastewater management will be provided by the PR Aqueduct 
and Sewer Authority, a public utility. Significant impacts are 
not expected. Incremental wastewater generation patterns will 
not significantly exceed those currently observed at the sports 
complex. The proposed project would not affect wastewater 
infrastructure and would not increase demand for service. 

Water Supply 2 

Water supply infrastructure for this facility will be connected to 
the PR Aqueduct and Sewer Authority. Incremental drinking 
water demand patterns will not significantly exceed those 
currently observed at the Rebekah Colberg Sports Complex. 
relative to the current demand for these services in the area. 
Temporary demand for water for construction and dust 
suppression will be attended by existing on-site and nearby 
Sports Complex water connections. 

Public Safety - Police, 
Fire and Emergency 
Medical 

2 

The proposed project would not increase demand for police, 
fire, and emergency medical services. The nearest police station 
is located approximately 656 ft east of the project and can be 
accessed through a separate road not connected to the sports 
complex. The nearest fire station is located 3,274 north of the 
sports complex and the nearest medical ambulance stations are 
located at 338 and 7,920 feet from the sports complex. There 
are several healthcare hospitals located at the municipalities of 
Mayaguez and San Germán, about 52,800 ft from the site. No 



 

access issues to these services are expected during the 
construction phase of the proposed project. 

Parks, Open Space 
and Recreation 1 

The proposed action will also expand the sports facilities 
available at this location and may become a local hub for a new 
sports activity. The proposed project would be beneficial to the 
community residents and visitors. 

Transportation and 
Accessibility 2 

The proposed project may result in minor temporary traffic 
increases and access issues during construction due to material 
deliveries or use of equipment. There would be no long-term 
impacts. 

NATURAL FEATURES 
Unique Natural 
Features, Water 
Resources 

2 

No unique natural features or groundwater resources are present 
in the project area or would be affected by the proposed project. 
Temporary impacts would be mitigated by erosion and 
sedimentation control BMPs implemented during construction. 

Vegetation, Wildlife 1 

The project activities would be within an existing urban 
developed area. The project would not impact native vegetation. 
wildlife or wildlife habitat. 
On February 24, 2024, the USFWS determined that the proposed 
action qualifies for blanket clearance letter. Refer to Appendix 
D.  

Other Factors 2 
No other factors were identified that would be affected by the 
proposed project. 

CLIMATE AND ENERGY 

Climate Change 
Impacts 2 

Because the project is the addition of a soccer filed within an 
existing sport complex, there would be no major changes to the 
site configuration or structure that would specifically address the 
possibility and uncertainty of rising sea levels or the possibility 
of increases in rainfall intensity.  
The major area of the Project site is not located in a 100-year 
floodplain per Floodplain Insurance Maps 72000C1535J, 
effective date November 18, 2009. The project would be 
constructed for durability, safety, and longevity, which would 
assist in achieving climate resilience. 

Energy Efficiency 2 
The project would result in upgrade to the areas lighting with new 
energy efficient LED equipment. It would not involve any major 
change in the area’s energy demand. Regional energy use would 
not change. 

 
Additional Studies Performed: 
 

No additional studies required. 
 
Field Inspection (Date and completed by):  



 

The field inspection was conducted by AG Environmental PSC personnel on February 9, 
2023. 

 
List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]: 

• Puerto Rico State Historic Preservation Office 
• FAA, National Plan for Integrated Airport Systems: 
• www.faa.gov/airports/planning_capacity/npias/reports/NPIAS-Report-2017-2021-

Appendix-B-Part6.pdf  
• John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources System, Puerto Rico map. 

www.fws.gov/CBRA/Maps/Locator/PR.pdf   
• National Wild and Scenic Rivers System: www.rivers.gov/puerto-rico.php   
• Puerto Rico Community Development Block Grant Disaster Recovery Action Plan, July 

2018. www.cdbg-dr.pr.gov/en/action-plan/   
• Programmatic Agreement among the Federal Emergency Management Agency, the 

Puerto Rico State Historic Preservation Office and the Central Office for Recovery, 
Reconstruction and Resilience – amended to include the Puerto Rico Department of 
Housing. 

• US Environmental Protection Agency, National Ambient Air Quality Standards, 
Nonattainment Areas for Criteria Pollutants (Green Book): 
www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/anayo_pr.html   

• US EPA, Environmental Topics, Air Topics: www.epa.gov/environmental-topics/air-
topics   

• US Fish and Wildlife Service, Environmental Conservation Online System: 
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/species-listings-by-
state?stateAbbrev=PR&stateName=Puerto%20Rico&statusCategory=Listed 

• Federal Emergency Management Agency, Flood Mapping Service: 
https://msc.fema.gov/portal/home (compilation of numerous maps) 

• US Fish and Wildlife Service, National Wetlands Inventory: 
• www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.html (compilation of numerous maps) 
• Puerto Rico Coastal Zone Management Program Plan, September 2009. 
• US EPA, Sole Source Aquifers. Esri HERE, Garmin, NOAA, USGS, EPA. 
• US Geological Survey, Data Release of May Showing Concentration of Landslides 

Caused by Hurricane Maria, 
• www.sciencebase.gov/catalog/item/59de6459e4b05fe04ccd39d8 

 
List of Permits Obtained:  

• Federal - None required. 
• Local - OPEG - SRI, DEC, SRS, REA, PCOC 

 
Public Outreach [24 CFR 50.23 & 58.43]: 

A combined Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) and Notice of Intent to 
Request Release of Funds (NOIRROF) will be published in a local newspaper. Copies of that 
public notice also will be sent to all known interested parties.  

 
Cumulative Impact Analysis [24 CFR 58.32]:  



 

The project area is part of larger, ongoing infrastructure improvements to address unsatisfied 
needs as a result of Hurricanes Irma and Maria in September 2017; and to carry out strategic 
and high-impact activities to mitigate disaster risks and reduce future losses. The Campo de 
Soccer project would contribute to these beneficial impacts. Short-term impacts during 
construction would be mitigated and would not contribute to construction impacts surrounding 
the project area. The project will not contribute to adverse cumulative impacts. In accordance 
with 24 CFR 58.32 (Aggregation), there are no cumulative impacts associated with the 
proposed project. The proposed activity would not change the land use of the spaces or the 
adjoining parcels. A slight increase in use of the spaces would result from proposed project. 

 
Alternatives [24 CFR 58.40(e); 40 CFR 1508.9]  
• The project area is located at two lot cadaster numbers 332-037-092-03 and 332-000-004-51 

owned by the Municipality of Cabo Rojo. The proposed action is in accordance with zoning 
The site is qualified as DA: Open Endowment district, which is compatible with the proposed 
use. The proposed action will expand the sports facilities available at the Rebekah Colberg 
Sports Complex and may become a local hub for a new sports activity. The proposed project 
would be beneficial to the community residents and visitors. Other alternatives to the proposed 
activity were not considered feasible for the design or location of the new soccer field for the 
following reasons: relocation of the soccer field to an alternate location would not provide the 
central location required for the municipal gathering place, relocation would not employ the 
existing large vacant lot owned by the Municipality of Cabo Rojo, relocation will not expand 
the sports facilities available at the Rebekah Colberg Sports Complex to become a local hub 
for a new sports activity and, a different location for the project would result in additional cost 
for a new lot since the proposed one is owned by the Municipality. 

 
No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)]: 

• Under the No Action Alternative, the applicant would not receive federal funding for the 
project and the proposed improvements will not be implemented, the Rebekah Colberg 
Sports Complex would remain without a soccer field and the community would be deprived 
of a new sports facility that would allow for new opportunities of training and exercise to a 
distressed youth and adult population.  

• The No Action Alternative does not address the local shortage of sports facilities of this kind 
in the nearby communities. Therefore, the no action alternative does not meet the purpose and 
need of the Project and was dismissed for further consideration. 
 

Summary of Findings and Conclusions: 
The proposed activity has been found to not have any adverse effects on the environment nor is 
there the requirement for further consultation with federal agencies associated with the topics 
evaluated above. There are no environmental review topics addressed above that result in the need 
for additional formal compliance steps with federal agencies or the requirement for mitigations 
other than those listed below. There may be additional approvals or permits from local agencies. 
For example, the Office of Permit Management (OGPe) is responsible for granting permits, 
licenses, certifications, consultations, construction, and any other procedure necessary for business 
development and land use in Puerto Rico. In addition, the Project is anticipated to provide overall 



 

beneficial social and economic effects to the Municipality of Cabo Rojo by addressing the 
recreational needs of the populations. 

 
Mitigation Measures and Conditions [40 CFR 1505.2(c)]  
Summarize below all mitigation measures adopted by the Responsible Entity to reduce, avoid, or 
eliminate adverse environmental impacts and to avoid non-compliance or non-conformance with 
the above-listed authorities and factors. These measures/conditions must be incorporated into 
project contracts, development agreements, and other relevant documents. The staff responsible 
for implementing and monitoring mitigation measures should be clearly identified in the mitigation 
plan. 
 

Law, Authority, or Factor Mitigation Measure 
Soil Suitability/ Slope/ 
Erosion/Drainage/ Storm Water 
Runoff 

A stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) 
would be prepared, and its BMPs would be 
implemented to avoid surface runoff, ponding, and 
sedimentation of receiving waterways. 

Hazards and Nuisances including 
Site Safety and Noise 

Construction-related noise will take place during 
permitted hours and avoiding work during 
sensitive times, like early mornings or late 
evenings. Additionally, quieter construction 
equipment, employing mufflers or noise-reducing 
attachments, and maintaining machinery in good 
condition will be required to the project contractor 
in order to lower noise levels in compliance with 
the PR Noise Pollution Control Regulation. 

Hazards and Nuisances including 
Site Safety and Noise 

Standard BMPs, such as construction fencing, 
would be applied to protect the public from typical 
construction hazards. BMPs and signage would 
warn and protect the public during construction 
activities. 

Solid Waste Disposal / Recycling A solid waste management plan would be 
developed and implemented to ensure that all 
potentially hazardous solid waste is handled 
properly, and that daily capacities of landfills and 
other solid waste facilities are not exceeded. 

Public Safety - Police, Fire and 
Emergency Medical 

Traffic may have to be rerouted temporarily during 
construction. Emergency services would be 
notified of traffic control changes ahead of time, 
and access by emergency vehicles always would 
be allowed within the work zone 

Transportation and Accessibility A traffic and transportation management plan 
would be implemented to address those short-term 
traffic effects and to provide the safest routes 
during construction. 

 



 

Determination:  
 

   Finding of No Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)(1); 40 CFR 1508.27]      
The project will not result in a significant impact on the quality of the human environment. 

  
 Finding of Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)(2); 40 CFR 1508.27]  

The project may significantly affect the quality of the human environment. 
 
 
Preparer Signature: ________________________________  Date:     
 
Name/Title/Organization:  Sol V Rosa, Tetra Tech, Environmental Engineer and Angel García 
PE, Sr. Environmental Engineer at AG Environmental PSC (angel@agepr.com) 
 
 
Certifying Officer Signature: _________________________________ Date:     
 
 
This original, signed document and related supporting material must be retained on file by the 
Responsible Entity in an Environmental Review Record (ERR) for the activity/project (ref: 24 
CFR Part 58.38) and in accordance with recordkeeping requirements for the HUD program(s). 

18JUN2024

June 20, 2024

mailto:angel@agepr.com


Appendix 



OMB No. 2506-0177
(exp.9/30/2021)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Airport Hazards (CEST and EA) – PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/airport-hazards

1. To ensure compatible land use development, you must determine your site’s proximity to civil and 
military airports.  Is your project within 15,000 feet of a military airport or 2,500 feet of a civilian 
airport? 

No If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site 
is not within the applicable distances to a military or civilian airport.

Yes Continue to Question 2.

2. Is your project located within a Runway Potential Zone/Clear Zone (RPZ/CZ) or Accident Potential 
Zone (APZ)? 

Yes, project is in an APZ Continue to Question 3.

Yes, project is an RPZ/CZ Project cannot proceed at this location. 

No, project is not within an APZ or RPZ/CZ
If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section. 
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.
Provide a map showing that the site is not within either zone.  

3. Is the project in conformance with DOD guidelines for APZ?
Yes, project is consistent with DOD guidelines without further action.      

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section. 
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documentation supporting this 
determination.

No, the project cannot be brought into conformance with DOD guidelines and has not    been 
approved.  Project cannot proceed at this location. 

If mitigation measures have been or will be taken, explain in detail the proposed measures that must 
be implemented to mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation. 

Click here to enter text.



 Work with the RE/HUD to develop mitigation measures. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 
below. Provide any documentation supporting this determination. 

 
 

Worksheet Summary  
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as: 

 Map panel numbers and dates 
 Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates 
 Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers 
 Any additional requirements specific to your program or region 

 
Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD.  
The closest civil airport to the Project site is Eugenio María de Hostos Airport 61,248 ft north of the 
project site. The closest military airport is the Coast Guard Air Station Borinquen which is collocated 
with the Rafael Hernandez Airport 149,740 miles north of the project site. The project is not located 
within 15,000 feet of a military airport, or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. The Project is in compliance 
with Airport Hazards regulation 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D. 
Refer to Figure 2 in Appendix B. 
 



OMB No. 2506-0177
(exp.9/30/2021)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Coastal Barrier Resources (CEST and EA) – PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/coastal-barrier-resources

Projects located in the following states must complete this form. 
Alabama Georgia Massachusetts New Jersey Puerto Rico Virgin Islands
Connecticut Louisiana Michigan New York Rhode Island Virginia
Delaware Maine Minnesota North Carolina South Carolina Wisconsin
Florida Maryland Mississippi Ohio Texas

1. Is the project located in a CBRS Unit?  
No If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 

section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site 
is not within a CBRS Unit.

Yes Continue to 2.

2. Indicate your recommended course of action for the RE/HUD
Consultation with the FWS 
Cancel the project

Worksheet Summary 
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as:

Map panel numbers and dates
Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
Any additional requirements specific to your program or region

Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD. 
The Project site is not located in or adjacent to a CBRS Unit. The nearest unit is approximately 12,144 ft 
to the southwest. The Project is in compliance with Coastal Barrier Resources Coastal Barrier Resources 
Act, as amended by the Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 [16 USC 3501]. Refer to Figure 3 in 
Appendix B.

Federal assistance for most activities may not be used at this location. You must either 
choose an alternate site or cancel the project. In very rare cases, federal monies can be 
spent within CBRS units for certain exempted activities (e.g., a nature trail), after 
consultation with the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) (see 16 USC 3505 for exceptions 
to limitations on expenditures). 



OMB No. 2506-0177
(exp. 9/30/2021)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Flood Insurance (CEST and EA) – PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/flood-insurance

1. Does this project involve mortgage insurance, refinance, acquisition, repairs, rehabilitation, or
construction of a structure, mobile home, or insurable personal property?

No. This project does not require flood insurance or is excepted from flood insurance. 
Continue to the Worksheet Summary. 

Yes Continue to Question 2.

2. Provide a FEMA/FIRM map showing the site.
The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates floodplains. The FEMA Map Service
Center provides this information in the form of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs).

Is the structure, part of the structure, or insurable property located in a FEMA-designated Special
Flood Hazard Area?

 No Continue to the Worksheet Summary. 

 Yes Continue to Question 3.   

3. Is the community participating in the National Flood Insurance Program or has less than one year
passed since FEMA notification of Special Flood Hazards?

 Yes, the community is participating in the National Flood Insurance Program.
Flood insurance is required. Provide a copy of the flood insurance policy declaration or a paid 
receipt for the current annual flood insurance premium and a copy of the application for flood 
insurance.

Continue to the Worksheet Summary. 

 Yes, less than one year has passed since FEMA notification of Special Flood Hazards. 
If less than one year has passed since notification of Special Flood Hazards, no flood 
Insurance is required.

Continue to the Worksheet Summary. 

 No.  The community is not participating, or its participation has been suspended. 
 Federal assistance may not be used at this location. Cancel the project at this location.

Worksheet Summary 

Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD. 
The project site is not located in a 100-year floodplain per Floodplain Insurance Maps 72000C1535J,
effective date November 18, 2009. No flood insurance is needed.



The project is in compliance with the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 and National Flood Insurance 
Reform Act of 1994 [42 USC 4001-4128 and 42 USC 5154a]. Refer to Figure 4 in Appendix B. 



OMB No. 2506-0177
(exp.9/30/2021)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Air Quality (CEST and EA) – PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/air-quality

1. Does your project include new construction or conversion of land use facilitating the 
development of public, commercial, or industrial facilities OR five or more dwelling units? 

Yes Continue to Question 2.

No If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance   with this 
section. Provide any documents used to make your determination.

2. Is your project’s air quality management district or county in non-attainment or maintenance 
status for any criteria pollutants?  
Follow the link below to determine compliance status of project county or air quality management 
district: 
http://www.epa.gov/oaqps001/greenbk/

  No, project’s county or air quality management district is in attainment status for all criteria
pollutants

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documents used to make 
your determination.

  Yes, project’s management district or county is in non-attainment or maintenance status for 
one or more criteria pollutants. Continue to Question 3.

3. Determine the estimated emissions levels of your project for each of those criteria pollutants
that are in non-attainment or maintenance status on your project area. Will your project exceed 
any of the de minimis or threshold emissions levels of non-attainment and maintenance level 
pollutants or exceed the screening levels established by the state or air quality management 
district?  

No, the project will not exceed de minimis or threshold emissions levels or screening 
levels 

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 
section. Explain how you determined that the project would not exceed de minimis or 
threshold emissions.  

Yes, the project exceeds de minimis emissions levels or screening levels.



 

 Continue to Question 4.   Explain how you determined that the project would not exceed de 
minimis or threshold emissions in the Worksheet Summary.   
   

4. For the project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts must be 
mitigated. Explain in detail the exact measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the 
impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.  
Click here to enter text. 

 
Worksheet Summary  
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as: 

 Map panel numbers and dates 
 Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates 
 Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers 
 Any additional requirements specific to your program or region 

 
Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD.  
The proposed project is located in the municipality of Cabo Rojo, which is in attainment status for all 
criteria pollutants per the EPA list of NAAQS criteria pollutants for all Puerto Rico Municipalities. 
Municipalities in nonattainment or maintenance areas include Arecibo, Bayamón, Cataño, Guaynabo, 
Salinas, San Juan, and Toa Baja. This project is in compliance with the Clean Air Act, as amended, 
particularly section 176(c) & (d); 40 CFR Parts 6, 51, 93. Refer to Figures 5 and 5A in Appendix B. 



OMB No. 2506-0177
(exp.9/30/2021)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Coastal Zone Management Act (CEST and EA) – PARTNER
https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/coastal-zone-management

Projects located in the following states must complete this form. 
Alabama Florida Louisiana Mississippi Ohio Texas
Alaska Georgia Maine New Hampshire Oregon Virgin Islands
American 
Samona

Guam Maryland New Jersey Pennsylvania Virginia

California Hawaii Massachusetts New York Puerto Rico Washington
Connecticut Illinois Michigan North Carolina Rhode Island Wisconsin
Delaware Indiana Minnesota Northern 

Mariana Islands
South Carolina

1. Is the project located in, or does it affect, a Coastal Zone as defined in your state Coastal 
Management Plan?

Yes Continue to Question 2.
No If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 

section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site 
is not within a Coastal Zone. 

2. Does this project include activities that are subject to state review?

Yes Continue to Question 3.
No  If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 

section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation used to make 
your determination. 

3. Has this project been determined to be consistent with the State Coastal Management Program?
Yes, with mitigation. The RE/HUD must work with the State Coastal Management 

Program to develop mitigation measures to mitigate the impact or effect of the project. 

Yes, without mitigation.  If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is 
in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation 
used to make your determination. 

No Project cannot proceed at this location. 

Worksheet Summary 
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as:

Map panel numbers and dates



 Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates 
 Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers 
 Any additional requirements specific to your program or region 

 
Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD.  
The project site is located about 3,272 feet west from the Coastal Zone Land Boundary. Therefore, the 
project is in compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act, sections 307(c) and (d). Refer to Figure 
6 in Appendix B. 
 



OMB No. 2506-0177 
(exp. 9/30/2021) 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000 

 
 

Contamination and Toxic Substances (Multifamily and Non-Residential 
Properties) – PARTNER 
https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/site-contamination 
 

1. How was site contamination evaluated? 1 Select all that apply. 
☐ ASTM Phase I ESA 
☐ ASTM Phase II ESA 
☐ Remediation or clean-up plan 
☐ ASTM Vapor Encroachment Screening 
☒ None of the above 

 Provide documentation and reports and include an explanation of how site contamination 
was evaluated in the Worksheet Summary.  
Continue to Question 2.   
 

2. Were any on-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances found that could affect 
the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property?  
(Were any recognized environmental conditions or RECs identified in a Phase I ESA and 
confirmed in a Phase II ESA?) 

☒ No  Explain below.  
Click here to enter text. 
 If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with 
this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. 
 

☐ Yes  Describe the findings, including any recognized environmental conditions 
(RECs), in Worksheet Summary below. Continue to Question 3. 

 
3. Can adverse environmental impacts be mitigated?  

☐   Adverse environmental impacts cannot feasibly be mitigated  HUD assistance may not be 
used for the project at this site.  Project cannot proceed at this location.  

 
☐   Yes, adverse environmental impacts can be eliminated through mitigation.     

 
1 HUD regulations at 24 CFR § 58.5(i)(2)(ii) require that the environmental review for multifamily housing with five 
or more dwelling units or non-residential property include the evaluation of previous uses of the site or other 
evidence of contamination on or near the site. For acquisition and new construction of multifamily and 
nonresidential properties HUD strongly advises the review include an ASTM Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
(ESA) to meet real estate transaction standards of due diligence and to help ensure compliance with HUD’s toxic 
policy at 24 CFR §58.5(i) and 24 CFR §50.3(i).  Also note that some HUD programs require an ASTM Phase I ESA. 

https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/site-contamination


  Provide all mitigation requirements2 and documents. Continue to Question 4.   
 

4. Describe how compliance was achieved. Include any of the following that apply: State 
Voluntary Clean-up Program, a No Further Action letter, use of engineering controls3, or use of 
institutional controls4. 
Click here to enter text. 

 
If a remediation plan or clean-up program was necessary, which standard does it follow? 
☐ Complete removal 
☐ Risk-based corrective action (RBCA) 
 Continue to the Worksheet Summary. 

 
Worksheet Summary  
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as: 

• Map panel numbers and dates 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers 
• Any additional requirements specific to your program or region 

 
Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD.  

The new construction will be located over an abandoned BMX off-road bicycle track built c2010, filled 
with a layer of backfill. The layer of backfill and debris will be removed as part of the project and will be 
transferred to use for leveling the ground under the soccer field and minimize the size of the retaining wall 
that is needed. No structure demolition will be conducted. During the visual inspection field conducted on 
February 9th, 2023, no lead-based paint or asbestos material was identified. 
A review of U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) databases, including Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act Information, air pollution data, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System, Toxics 
Release Inventory, Superfund Enterprise Management System, Brownfields Assessment, Cleanup and 
Redevelopment Exchange System, and Toxic Substances Control Act was undertaken to determine if any 
sites of concern were located within an approximate 3,000-foot radius of the project site. A review of EPA’s 
NEPAssist tool showed there a no records of toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substance on Project Site. One 
(1) Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) and five (5) RCRA sites were identified within 3,000 feet of the Project 
site. There is one (1) NPDES, one (1) ICIS-AIR and one (1) Superfund (NPL) listings within 3000 feet of 

 
2 Mitigation requirements include all clean-up actions required by applicable federal, state, tribal, or local law.  
Additionally, provide, as applicable, the long-term operations and maintenance plan, Remedial Action Work Plan, 
and other equivalent documents.    
3 Engineering controls are any physical mechanism used to contain or stabilize contamination or ensure the 
effectiveness of a remedial action. Engineering controls may include, without limitation, caps, covers, dikes, 
trenches, leachate collection systems, signs, fences, physical access controls, ground water monitoring systems 
and ground water containment systems including, without limitation, slurry walls and ground water pumping 
systems.  
4 Institutional controls are mechanisms used to limit human activities at or near a contaminated site, or to ensure 
the effectiveness of the remedial action over time, when contaminants remain at a site at levels above the 
applicable remediation standard which would allow for unrestricted use of the property.  Institutional controls may 
include structure, land, and natural resource use restrictions, well restriction areas, classification exception areas, 
deed notices, and declarations of environmental restrictions. 



the project site. These sites do not have any releases reported or any EPA formal or informal action reported 
for the last five years.  
The project will not involve residents or increase in occupancy of any structure. There would be no increase 
in risk associated with the proposed project. Because the proposed project would not add sensitive receptors 
or increase density, the nearby sites of concern are not expected to result in contamination or have adverse 
impacts. They would not affect the health and safety of the project occupants because there are no occupants 
resulting from the proposed project. 
Therefore, the project is in compliance with the Contamination and Toxic Substances requirements, 24 CFR 
Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2). 
Refer to Figure 7 in Appendix B and report in Appendix C. 



OMB No. 2506-0177 
(exp. 9/30/2021) 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000 

 
 

Contamination and Toxic Substances (Multifamily and Non-Residential 
Properties) – PARTNER 
https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/site-contamination 
 

1. How was site contamination evaluated? 1 Select all that apply. 
☐ ASTM Phase I ESA 
☐ ASTM Phase II ESA 
☐ Remediation or clean-up plan 
☐ ASTM Vapor Encroachment Screening 
☒ None of the above 

 Provide documentation and reports and include an explanation of how site contamination 
was evaluated in the Worksheet Summary.  
Continue to Question 2.   
 

2. Were any on-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances found that could affect 
the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property?  
(Were any recognized environmental conditions or RECs identified in a Phase I ESA and 
confirmed in a Phase II ESA?) 

☒ No  Explain below.  
Click here to enter text. 
 If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with 
this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. 
 

☐ Yes  Describe the findings, including any recognized environmental conditions 
(RECs), in Worksheet Summary below. Continue to Question 3. 

 
3. Can adverse environmental impacts be mitigated?  

☐   Adverse environmental impacts cannot feasibly be mitigated  HUD assistance may not be 
used for the project at this site.  Project cannot proceed at this location.  

 
☐   Yes, adverse environmental impacts can be eliminated through mitigation.     

 
1 HUD regulations at 24 CFR § 58.5(i)(2)(ii) require that the environmental review for multifamily housing with five 
or more dwelling units or non-residential property include the evaluation of previous uses of the site or other 
evidence of contamination on or near the site. For acquisition and new construction of multifamily and 
nonresidential properties HUD strongly advises the review include an ASTM Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
(ESA) to meet real estate transaction standards of due diligence and to help ensure compliance with HUD’s toxic 
policy at 24 CFR §58.5(i) and 24 CFR §50.3(i).  Also note that some HUD programs require an ASTM Phase I ESA. 

https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/site-contamination


  Provide all mitigation requirements2 and documents. Continue to Question 4.   
 

4. Describe how compliance was achieved. Include any of the following that apply: State 
Voluntary Clean-up Program, a No Further Action letter, use of engineering controls3, or use of 
institutional controls4. 
Click here to enter text. 

 
If a remediation plan or clean-up program was necessary, which standard does it follow? 
☐ Complete removal 
☐ Risk-based corrective action (RBCA) 
 Continue to the Worksheet Summary. 

 
Worksheet Summary  
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as: 

• Map panel numbers and dates 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers 
• Any additional requirements specific to your program or region 

 
Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD.  

The new construction will be located over an abandoned BMX off-road bicycle track built c2010, filled 
with a layer of backfill. The layer of backfill and debris will be removed as part of the project and will be 
transferred to use for leveling the ground under the soccer field and minimize the size of the retaining wall 
that is needed. No structure demolition will be conducted. During the visual inspection field conducted on 
February 9th, 2023, no lead-based paint or asbestos material was identified. 
A review of U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) databases, including Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act Information, air pollution data, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System, Toxics 
Release Inventory, Superfund Enterprise Management System, Brownfields Assessment, Cleanup and 
Redevelopment Exchange System, and Toxic Substances Control Act was undertaken to determine if any 
sites of concern were located within an approximate 3,000-foot radius of the project site. A review of EPA’s 
NEPAssist tool showed there a no records of toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substance on Project Site. One 
(1) Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) and five (5) RCRA sites were identified within 3,000 feet of the Project 
site. There is one (1) NPDES, one (1) ICIS-AIR and one (1) Superfund (NPL) listings within 3000 feet of 

 
2 Mitigation requirements include all clean-up actions required by applicable federal, state, tribal, or local law.  
Additionally, provide, as applicable, the long-term operations and maintenance plan, Remedial Action Work Plan, 
and other equivalent documents.    
3 Engineering controls are any physical mechanism used to contain or stabilize contamination or ensure the 
effectiveness of a remedial action. Engineering controls may include, without limitation, caps, covers, dikes, 
trenches, leachate collection systems, signs, fences, physical access controls, ground water monitoring systems 
and ground water containment systems including, without limitation, slurry walls and ground water pumping 
systems.  
4 Institutional controls are mechanisms used to limit human activities at or near a contaminated site, or to ensure 
the effectiveness of the remedial action over time, when contaminants remain at a site at levels above the 
applicable remediation standard which would allow for unrestricted use of the property.  Institutional controls may 
include structure, land, and natural resource use restrictions, well restriction areas, classification exception areas, 
deed notices, and declarations of environmental restrictions. 



the project site. These sites do not have any releases reported or any EPA formal or informal action reported 
for the last five years.  
The project will not involve residents or increase in occupancy of any structure. There would be no increase 
in risk associated with the proposed project. Because the proposed project would not add sensitive receptors 
or increase density, the nearby sites of concern are not expected to result in contamination or have adverse 
impacts. They would not affect the health and safety of the project occupants because there are no occupants 
resulting from the proposed project. 
Therefore, the project is in compliance with the Contamination and Toxic Substances requirements, 24 CFR 
Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2). 
Refer to Figure 7 in Appendix B and report in Appendix C. 



OMB No. 2506-0177
(exp.9/30/2021) 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Endangered Species Act (CEST and EA) – PARTNER 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/endangered-species

1. Does the project involve any activities that have the potential to affect species or habitats?
No, the project will have No Effect due to the nature of the activities involved in the project.

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section.
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your
determination.

No, the project will have No Effect based on a letter of understanding, memorandum of agreement, 
programmatic agreement, or checklist provided by local HUD office.

Explain your determination: 
Click here to enter text.

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section.
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your
determination.

Yes, the activities involved in the project have the potential to affect species and/or habitats. 
Continue to Question 2.

2. Are federally listed species or designated critical habitats present in the action area?
Obtain a list of protected species from the Services. This information is available on the FWS Website.

No, the project will have No Effect due to the absence of federally listed species and designated
critical habitat.

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section.
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your
determination. Documentation may include letters from the Services, species lists from the
Services’ websites, surveys or other documents and analysis showing that there are no species
in the action area.

Yes, there are federally listed species or designated critical habitats present in the action area. 
Continue to Question 3.

3. Recommend one of the following effects that the project will have on federally listed species or
designated critical habitat:

No Effect: Based on the specifics of both the project and any federally listed species in the action
area, you have determined that the project will have absolutely no effect on listed species or
critical habitat.



If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section.
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your
determination. Documentation should include a species list and explanation of your conclusion,
and may require maps, photographs, and surveys as appropriate.

May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect:  Any effects that the project may have on federally listed
species or critical habitats would be beneficial, discountable, or insignificant.

Partner entities should not contact the Services directly. If the RE/HUD agrees with this
recommendation, they will have to complete Informal Consultation. Provide the RE/HUD with
a biological evaluation or equivalent document. They may request additional information,
including surveys and professional analysis, to complete their consultation.

Likely to Adversely Affect: The project may have negative effects on one or more listed species or
critical habitat.

Partner entities should not contact the Services directly. If the RE/HUD agrees with this
recommendation, they will have to complete Formal Consultation. Provide the RE/HUD with a
biological evaluation or equivalent document. They may request additional information,
including surveys and professional analysis, to complete their consultation.

Worksheet Summary  
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as: 

Map panel numbers and dates
Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
Any additional requirements specific to your program or region

Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD.  
Per the Official Species List from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for Planning and 
Consultation (IPaC) website, the Rican Boa can be found in the area but there are no critical 
habitats at this location.  
The proposed activities are covered by the USFWS Blanket Clearance Letter for Federally sponsored 
projects, Housing and Urban Development of January 14 of 2013, Item 10. If a Puerto Rican Boa is 
encountered, work will cease until it moves off the site or, failing that, the Puerto Rico Department of 
Natural and Environmental Resources (PRDNER) Rangers will be notified for safe capture and relocation 
of the animal, in accordance with the USFW Puerto Rican Boa Conservation Measures guidelines and 
the July 27, 2023 Amended Programmatic Biological Opinion.  
The project is in compliance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, particularly section 7; 50 CFR 
Part 402. Refer to report in Appendix D.



OMB No. 2506-0177
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Explosive and Flammable Hazards (CEST and EA) – PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/explosive-and-flammable-facilities

1. Does the proposed HUD-assisted project include a hazardous facility (a facility that mainly stores,
handles or processes flammable or combustible chemicals such as bulk fuel storage facilities and
refineries)?

No    
Continue to Question 2. 

Yes  
Explain: 
Click here to enter text.

Continue to Question 5. 

2. Does this project include any of the following activities:  development, construction, rehabilitation
that will increase residential densities, or conversion?

No If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

Yes  Continue to Question 3. 

3. Within 1 mile of the project site, are there any current or planned stationary aboveground storage
containers:

Of more than 100-gallon capacity, containing common liquid industrial fuels OR  
Of any capacity, containing hazardous liquids or gases that are not common liquid industrial 
fuels?

No  If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with 
this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide all documents used to 
make your determination.

Yes Continue to Question 4. 

4. Is the Separation Distance from the project acceptable based on standards in the Regulation?
Please visit HUD’s website for information on calculating Acceptable Separation Distance.

 Yes
If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. 
Provide map(s) showing the location of the project site relative to any tanks and your 
separation distance calculations.  If the map identifies more than one tank, please identify 
the tank you have chosen as the “assessed tank.”



No
 Continue to Question 6. 

Provide map(s) showing the location of the project site relative to any tanks and your 
separation distance calculations.  If the map identifies more than one tank, please identify 
the tank you have chosen as the “assessed tank.” 

5. Is the hazardous facility located at an acceptable separation distance from residences and any
other facility or area where people may congregate or be present?
Please visit HUD’s website for information on calculating Acceptable Separation Distance.

 Yes 
 If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 

section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. 
Provide map(s) showing the location of the project site relative to residences and any other 
facility or area where people congregate or are present and your separation distance 
calculations.   

 No 
 Continue to Question 6. 

Provide map(s) showing the location of the project site relative to residences and any other 
facility or area where people congregate or are present and your separation distance 
calculations.   

6. For the project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts must be
mitigated. Explain in detail the exact measures that must be implemented to make the
Separation Distance acceptable, including the timeline for implementation. If negative effects
cannot be mitigated, cancel the project at this location.
Note that only licensed professional engineers should design and implement blast barriers. If a
barrier will be used or the project will be modified to compensate for an unacceptable separation
distance, provide approval from a licensed professional engineer.
Click here to enter text.

Worksheet Summary 
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as: 

Map panel numbers and dates 
Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates 
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers 
Any additional requirements specific to your program or region 

Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD.  
The proposed project does not include a hazardous facility that mainly stores, handles, or processes 
flammable or combustible chemicals such as bulk fuel storage. Planned activities at the project area do 
not include installation of storage tanks. The project will not introduce new residents, employees or 
clients during the daytime hours who could be exposed to any explosive or flammable hazards. 
Examination of the aerial views and street views shows no above ground storage tanks within the 
acceptable separation distance. 



The project is compliance with the Explosive and Flammable Hazards regulations, 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart 
C. Refer to Figure 9 in Appendix B
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Farmlands Protection (CEST and EA) - PARTNER 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/farmlands-protection 

 
1. Does your project include any activities, including new construction, acquisition of undeveloped 

land or conversion, that could convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural use? 
☒   Yes   Continue to Question 2.  
☐   No 
 If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section. 
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.  

 
2. Does “important farmland,” including prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide 

or local importance regulated under the Farmland Protection Policy Act, occur on the project site?    
You may use the links below to determine important farmland occurs on the project site: 
 Utilize USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service’s (NRCS) Web Soil Survey 

http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/HomePage.htm 
 Check with your city or county’s planning department and ask them to document if the project 

is on land regulated by the FPPA (zoning important farmland as non-agricultural does not 
exempt it from FPPA requirements) 

 Contact NRCS at the local USDA service center 
http://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs or your NRCS state soil scientist 
http://soils.usda.gov/contact/state_offices/ for assistance  

 
☐   No   If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 

section.  Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documents used to 
make your determination. 
 

☐   Yes   Continue to Question 3.   
 
3. Consider alternatives to completing the project on important farmland and means of avoiding 

impacts to important farmland.   
 Complete form AD-1006, “Farmland Conversion Impact Rating” and contact the state soil 

scientist before sending it to the local NRCS District Conservationist.   
 Work with NRCS to minimize the impact of the project on the protected farmland.  When you 

have finished with your analysis, return a copy of form AD-1006 to the USDA-NRCS State Soil 
Scientist or his/her designee informing them of your determination.  

 
Work with the RE/HUD to determine how the project will proceed. Document the conclusion: 
☐Project will proceed with mitigation.  

Explain in detail the proposed measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the impact 
or effect, including the timeline for implementation.  
Click here to enter text. 

http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/HomePage.htm
http://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs
http://soils.usda.gov/contact/state_offices/
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1045394.pdf


  If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section. 
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide form AD-1006 and all other documents used 
to make your determination. 

  
☐Project will proceed without mitigation.  
 Explain why mitigation will not be made here:  

Click here to enter text. 
   If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section. 
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide form AD-1006 and all other documents used 
to make your determination. 

 
Worksheet Summary  
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as: 

• Map panel numbers and dates 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers 
• Any additional requirements specific to your program or region 

 
Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD.  
The project consists of a new soccer field at the Rebekah Colberg Sports Complex. The land is currently 
classified as urban land. The site is qualified as DA: Open Endowment district, which is compatible with 
the proposed use in a developed area. The project does not include any activities that could convert 
agricultural land to nonagricultural use. The land is identified as urban area (UA) in the Census Bureau 
Map. The land is owned by the municipality of Cabo Rojo. 
The project is compliance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981, particularly sections 1504(b) 
and 1541; 7 CFR Part 658. Refer to Figure 10 and Figure 10A in Appendix B. 
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Floodplain Management (CEST and EA) – PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/floodplain-management

1. Does 24 CFR 55.12(c) exempt this project from compliance with HUD’s floodplain management
regulations in Part 55?

Yes 
Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(c) here. If project is exempt under 55.12(c)(6) 
or (8), provide supporting documentation.
Click here to enter text.

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

No Continue to Question 2. 

2. Provide a FEMA/FIRM map showing the site.
The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates floodplains. The FEMA Map
Service Center provides this information in the form of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs).

Does your project occur in a floodplain?
 No Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

 Yes 
 Select the applicable floodplain using the FEMA map or the best available information: 

Floodway Continue to Question 3, Floodways 

Coastal High Hazard Area (V Zone) Continue to Question 4, Coastal High Hazard 
Areas 

 500-year floodplain (B Zone or shaded X Zone) Continue to Question 5, 500-year 
Floodplains  

100-year floodplain (A Zone) The 8-Step Process is required. Continue to Question
6, 8-Step Process

3. Floodways
Is this a functionally dependent use?

Yes
The 8-Step Process is required. Work with HUD or the RE to assist with the 8-Step Process. 

Continue to Worksheet Summary. 



No Federal assistance may not be used at this location unless an exception in 55.12(c) 
applies. You must either choose an alternate site or cancel the project. 

4. Coastal High Hazard Area
Is this a critical action such as a hospital, nursing home, fire station, or police station?

 Yes  Critical actions are prohibited in coastal high hazard areas unless an exception in 55.12(c) 
applies. You must either choose an alternate site or cancel the project. 

 No 
Does this action include new construction that is not a functionally dependent use, existing 
construction (including improvements), or reconstruction following destruction caused by a 
disaster?  

 Yes, there is new construction of something that is not a functionally dependent use. 
New construction must be designed to FEMA standards for V Zones at 44 CFR 60.3(e) 
(24 CFR 55.1(c)(3)(i)). 

 Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process 

 No, this action concerns only existing construction.  
Existing construction must have met FEMA elevation and construction standards for a 
coastal high hazard area or other standards applicable at the time of construction.  

 Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process 

5. 500-year Floodplain
Is this a critical action?

 No  If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 
below. 

Yes  Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process 

6. 8-Step Process.
Is this 8-Step Process required? Select one of the following options:

8-Step Process applies.
This project will require mitigation and may require elevating structure or structures. See the
link to the HUD Exchange above for information on HUD’s elevation requirements.

 Work with the RE/HUD to assist with the 8-Step Process. Continue to Worksheet Summary. 

5-Step Process is applicable per 55.12(a)(1-3).
Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(a) here.
Click here to enter text.

 Work with the RE/HUD to assist with the 5-Step Process. Continue to Worksheet Summary. 

8-Step Process is inapplicable per 55.12(b)(1-4).
Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(b) here.
Click here to enter text.

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. 



Worksheet Summary 
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as: 

Map panel numbers and dates 
Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers 
Any additional requirements specific to your program or region 

Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD.  



OMB No. 2506-0177
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WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Floodplain Management (CEST and EA) – PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/floodplain-management

1. Does 24 CFR 55.12(c) exempt this project from compliance with HUD’s floodplain management
regulations in Part 55?

Yes
Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(c) here. If project is exempt under 55.12(c)(6)
or (8), provide supporting documentation.

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

No Continue to Question 2.

2. Provide a FEMA/FIRM map showing the site.
The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates floodplains. The FEMA Map
Service Center provides this information in the form of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs).

Does your project occur in a floodplain?
No Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

Yes
Select the applicable floodplain using the FEMA map or the best available information:

Floodway Continue to Question 3, Floodways

Coastal High Hazard Area (V Zone) Continue to Question 4, Coastal High Hazard
Areas

500-year floodplain (B Zone or shaded X Zone) Continue to Question 5, 500-year
Floodplains

100-year floodplain (A Zone) The 8-Step Process is required. Continue to Question
6, 8-Step Process

3. Floodways
Is this a functionally dependent use?

Yes
The 8-Step Process is required. Work with HUD or the RE to assist with the 8-Step Process.

Continue to Worksheet Summary.

No Federal assistance may not be used at this location unless an exception in 55.12(c)
applies. You must either choose an alternate site or cancel the project.



4. Coastal High Hazard Area
Is this a critical action such as a hospital, nursing home, fire station, or police station?

 Yes  Critical actions are prohibited in coastal high hazard areas unless an exception in 55.12(c) 
applies. You must either choose an alternate site or cancel the project.

No
Does this action include new construction that is not a functionally dependent use, existing
construction (including improvements), or reconstruction following destruction caused by a
disaster?

Yes, there is new construction of something that is not a functionally dependent use.
New construction must be designed to FEMA standards for V Zones at 44 CFR 60.3(e)
(24 CFR 55.1(c)(3)(i)).

Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process

No, this action concerns only existing construction.
Existing construction must have met FEMA elevation and construction standards for a
coastal high hazard area or other standards applicable at the time of construction.

Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process

5. 500-year Floodplain
Is this a critical action?

No  If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Continue to the Worksheet Summary
below.

Yes  Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process

6. 8-Step Process.
Is this 8-Step Process required? Select one of the following options:

8-Step Process applies.
This project will require mitigation and may require elevating structure or structures. See the
link to the HUD Exchange above for information on HUD’s elevation requirements.

Work with the RE/HUD to assist with the 8-Step Process. Continue to Worksheet Summary.

5-Step Process is applicable per 55.12(a)(1-4).
Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(a) here.
(3) HUD's or the recipient's actions under any HUD program involving the repair, rehabilitation,
modernization, weatherization, or improvement of existing multifamily housing projects,
hospitals, nursing homes, assisted living facilities, board and care facilities, intermediate care
facilities, and one- to four-family properties, in communities that are in the Regular Program
of the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) and are in good standing, provided that the
number of units is not increased more than 20 percent, the action does not involve a
conversion from nonresidential to residential land use, the action does not meet the
thresholds for “substantial improvement” under § 55.2(b)(10), and the footprint of the
structure and paved areas is not significantly increased.

Work with the RE/HUD to assist with the 5-Step Process. Continue to Worksheet Summary.



8-Step Process is inapplicable per 55.12(b)(1-5).
Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(b) here.
Click here to enter text.

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

Worksheet Summary  
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as: 

Map panel numbers and dates
Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
Any additional requirements specific to your program or region

Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD. 
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Historic Preservation (CEST and EA) – PARTNER 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/historic-preservation

Threshold 
Is Section 106 review required for your project? 

 No, because a Programmatic Agreement states that all activities included in this project are 
exempt. (See the PA Database to find applicable PAs.) 
Either provide the PA itself or a link to it here. Mark the applicable exemptions or include 
the text here:
Click here to enter text.

Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

 No, because the project consists solely of activities included in a No Potential to Cause Effects 
memo or other determination [36 CFR 800.3(a)(1)]. 
Either provide the memo itself or a link to it here. Explain and justify the other 
determination here: 
Click here to enter text.

Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

Yes, because the project includes activities with potential to cause effects (direct or indirect). 
Continue to Step 1. 

The Section 106 Process
After determining the need to do a Section 106 review, HUD or the RE will initiate consultation with 
regulatory and other interested parties, identify and evaluate historic properties, assess effects of the 
project on properties listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, and resolve any 
adverse effects through project design modifications or mitigation.
Step 1: Initiate consultation
Step 2: Identify and evaluate historic properties.
Step 3: Assess effects of the project on historic properties.
Step 4: Resolve any adverse effects.

Only RE or HUD staff may initiate the Section 106 consultation process. Partner entities may gather 
information, including from SHPO records, identify and evaluate historic properties, and make initial 
assessments of effects of the project on properties listed in or eligible for the National Register of Historic 
Place.  Partners should then provide to the RE or HUD with all of their analysis and documentation so that 
they may initiate consultation.



Step 1 - Initiate Consultation 
The following parties are entitled to participate in Section 106 reviews: Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation; State Historic Preservation Officers (SHPOs); federally recognized Indian tribes/Tribal 
Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs); Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs); local governments; and 
project grantees.  The general public and individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in a 
project may participate as consulting parties at the discretion of the RE or HUD official.   Participation 
varies with the nature and scope of a project.   Refer to HUD’s website for guidance on consultation, 
including the required timeframes for response.  Consultation should begin early to enable full 
consideration of preservation options. 

Use the When To Consult With Tribes checklist within Notice CPD-12-006: Process for Tribal Consultation 
to determine if the RE or HUD should invite tribes to consult on a particular project.  Use the Tribal 
Directory Assessment Tool (TDAT) to identify tribes that may have an interest in the area where the 
project is located. Note that only HUD or the RE may initiate consultation with Tribes. Partner entities may 
prepare a draft letter for the RE or HUD to use to initiate consultation with tribes, but may not send the 
letter themselves. 

List all organizations and individuals that you believe may have an interest in the project here: 

PR SHPO 

Continue to Step 2. 

Step 2 - Identify and Evaluate Historic Properties 
Provide a preliminary definition of the Area of Potential Effect (APE), either by entering the address(es) 
or providing a map depicting the APE. Attach an additional page if necessary. 
Click here to enter text. 

Gather information about known historic properties in the APE.  Historic buildings, districts and 
archeological sites may have been identified in local, state, and national surveys and registers, local historic 
districts, municipal plans, town and county histories, and local history websites.  If not already listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places, identified properties are then evaluated to see if they are eligible for 
the National Register.   Refer to HUD’s website for guidance on identifying and evaluating historic 
properties. 

In the space below, list historic properties identified and evaluated in the APE.  
Every historic property that may be affected by the project should be listed. For each historic property or 
district, include the National Register status, whether the SHPO has concurred with the finding, and 
whether information on the site is sensitive.  Attach an additional page if necessary.  
Click here to enter text. 

Provide the documentation (survey forms, Register nominations, concurrence(s) and/or objection(s), 
notes, and photos) that justify your National Register Status determination. 

Was a survey of historic buildings and/or archeological sites done as part of the project? 



If the APE contains previously unsurveyed buildings or structures over 50 years old, or there is a likely 
presence of previously unsurveyed archeological sites, a survey may be necessary. For Archeological 
surveys, refer to HP Fact Sheet #6, Guidance on Archeological Investigations in HUD Projects. 

 Yes  Provide survey(s) and report(s) and continue to Step 3. 
Additional notes:
Click here to enter text. 

 No  Continue to Step 3.  

Step 3 - Assess Effects of the Project on Historic Properties 
Only properties that are listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places receive further 
consideration under Section 106.   Assess the effect(s) of the project by applying the Criteria of Adverse 
Effect. (36 CFR 800.5) Consider direct and indirect effects as applicable as per HUD guidance. 

Choose one of the findings below to recommend to the RE or HUD. 
Please note this is a recommendation only. It is not the official finding, which will be made by the RE or 
HUD, but only your suggestion as a Partner entity. 

 No Historic Properties Affected 
Document reason for finding: 

 No historic properties present. 
 Historic properties present, but project will have no effect upon them. 

 No Adverse Effect 
Document reason for finding and provide any comments below. 
Comments may include recommendations for mitigation, monitoring, a plan for unanticipated 
discoveries, etc.  
Click here to enter text. 

 Adverse Effect 
Document reason for finding: 
Copy and paste applicable Criteria into text box with summary and justification. 
Criteria of Adverse Effect: 36 CFR 800.5] 
Click here to enter text. 

Provide any comments below: 
Consultation with the SHPO regarding the Department of Housing of Puerto Rico (PRDOH) Program was 
initiated on April 30, 2024, with a letter indicating that PRDOH contracted Horne Federal LLC to provide 
environmental registry review services, among others, that will support the objectives of the agenda for 
both CDBG-DR and CDBG -MIT Programs. 
On May 10, 2024, SHPO concluded that implementation of the undertaking will have no adverse effect on 
this historic property. 
The Project is in compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, particularly sections 106 
and 110; 36 CFR Part 800. Refer to SHPO determination of adverse effect on this historic property in 
Appendix E. 



OMB No. 2506-0177
(exp.2/28/2025) 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Noise (EA Level Reviews) – PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/noise-abatement-and-control

1. What activities does your project involve? Check all that apply:
New construction for residential use
NOTE: HUD assistance to new construction projects is generally prohibited if they are
located in an Unacceptable zone, and HUD discourages assistance for new construction
projects in Normally Unacceptable zones. See 24 CFR 51.101(a)(3) for further details.

Continue to Question 2.

Rehabilitation of an existing residential property
NOTE: For major or substantial rehabilitation in Normally Unacceptable zones, HUD
encourages mitigation to reduce levels to acceptable compliance standards. For major 
rehabilitation in Unacceptable zones, HUD strongly encourages mitigation to reduce levels 
to acceptable compliance standards. See 24 CFR 51 Subpart B for further details. 

Continue to Question 2.

None of the above
If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this

section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

2. Complete the Preliminary Screening to identify potential noise generators in the vicinity
(1000’ from a major road, 3000’ from a railroad, or 15 miles from an airport).
Indicate the findings of the Preliminary Screening below:

There are no noise generators found within the threshold distances above.
If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this

section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing the location
of the project relative to any noise generators.

Noise generators were found within the threshold distances.
Continue to Question 3.

3. Complete the Noise Assessment Guidelines to quantify the noise exposure. Indicate the
findings of the Noise Assessment below:

Acceptable (65 decibels or less; the ceiling may be shifted to 70 decibels in circumstances
described in §24 CFR 51.105(a))

Indicate noise level here:  Click here to enter text.
If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this

section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide noise analysis, including
noise level and data used to complete the analysis.



Normally Unacceptable:  (Above 65 decibels but not exceeding 75 decibels; the floor may be
shifted to 70 decibels in circumstances described in 24 CFR 51.105(a))

Indicate noise level here:  Click here to enter text. 

If project is rehabilitation: 
Continue to Question 4. Provide noise analysis, including noise level and data used to

complete the analysis.

If project is new construction:  
Is the project in a largely undeveloped area1? 

No
Yes The project requires completion of an Environmental Impact Statement

(EIS) pursuant to 51.104(b)(1)(i).

 Continue to Question 4. Provide noise analysis, including noise level and data
used to complete the analysis.

Unacceptable:  (Above 75 decibels)
Indicate noise level here:  Click here to enter text. 

If project is rehabilitation:  
HUD strongly encourages conversion of noise-exposed sites to land uses compatible with 
high noise levels. Consider converting this property to a non-residential use compatible 
with high noise levels.  

Continue to Question 4. Provide noise analysis, including noise level and data used to
complete the analysis, and any other relevant information.

If project is new construction: 
The project requires completion of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) pursuant 
to 51.104(b)(1)(i). Work with HUD or the RE to either complete an EIS or obtain a waiver 
signed by the appropriate authority.  

 Continue to Question 4.

4. HUD strongly encourages mitigation to be used to eliminate adverse noise impacts. Work with
the RE/HUD on the development of the mitigation measures that must be implemented to
mitigate the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.

Mitigation as follows will be implemented:
Click here to enter text.

Provide drawings, specifications, and other materials as needed to describe the
project’s noise mitigation measures.
Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

No mitigation is necessary.

1 A largely undeveloped area means the area within 2 miles of the project site is less than 50 percent developed 
with urban uses and does not have water and sewer capacity to serve the project. 



 Explain why mitigation will not be made here: 
Click here to enter text. 

Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

Worksheet Summary 



OMB No. 2506-0177
(exp.2/28/2025) 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Sole Source Aquifers (CEST and EA) - PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/sole-source-aquifers

1. Is the project located on a sole source aquifer (SSA)1?
No   If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section.
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your
determination, such as a map of your project or jurisdiction in relation to the nearest SSA.

Yes  Continue to Question 2.

2. Does the project consist solely of acquisition, leasing, or rehabilitation of an existing building(s)?
Yes  The review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

No Continue to Question 3.

3. Does your region have a memorandum of understanding (MOU) or other working agreement with
EPA for HUD projects impacting a sole source aquifer?
Contact your Field or Regional Environmental Officer or visit the HUD webpage at the link above to
determine if an MOU or agreement exists in your area.

Yes Continue to Question 4.

No Continue to Question 5.

4. Does your MOU or working agreement exclude your project from further review?
Yes If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section.

Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your
determination and document where your project fits within the MOU or agreement.

No Continue to Question 5.

5. Will the proposed project contaminate the aquifer and create a significant hazard to public health?
Consult with your Regional EPA Office.  Your consultation request should include detailed information
about your proposed project and its relationship to the aquifer and associated streamflow source area.
EPA will also want to know about water, storm water and waste water at the proposed project.  Follow
your MOU or working agreement or contact your Regional EPA office for specific information you may
need to provide.  EPA may request additional information if impacts to the aquifer are questionable
after this information is submitted for review.

1 A sole source aquifer is defined as an aquifer that supplies at least 50 percent of the drinking water consumed in 
the area overlying the aquifer. This includes streamflow source areas, which are upstream areas of losing streams 
that flow into the recharge area.



No If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this 
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide your correspondence with 
the EPA and all documents used to make your determination.  

Yes The RE/HUD will work with EPA to develop mitigation measures. If mitigation measures 
are approved, attach correspondence with EPA and include the mitigation measures in 
your environmental review documents and project contracts. If EPA determines that the 
project continues to pose a significant risk to the aquifer, federal financial assistance must 
be denied. Continue to Question 6. 

Worksheet Summary 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Wetlands (CEST and EA) – Partner 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/wetlands-protection

1. Does this project involve new construction as defined in Executive Order 11990, expansion of a
building’s footprint, or ground disturbance?
The term "new construction" includes draining, dredging, channelizing, filling, diking, impounding,
and related activities and construction of any any structures or facilities.

No If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with
this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

Yes Continue to Question 2.

2. Will the new construction or other ground disturbance impact a wetland as defined in E.O.
11990?

No If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with
this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map or any other
relevant documentation to explain your determination.

Yes Work with HUD or the RE to assist with the 8-Step Process. Continue to Question 3.

3. Does Section 55.12 state that the 8-Step Process is not required?

No, the 8-Step Process applies.
This project will require mitigation and may require elevating structure or structures. See the
link to the HUD Exchange above for information on HUD’s elevation requirements.

Work with the RE/HUD to assist with the 8-Step Process. Continue to Worksheet Summary.

5-Step Process is applicable per 55.12(a).
Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(a) here.
Click here to enter text.

Work with the RE/HUD to assist with the 5-Step Process. This project may  require mitigation
or alternations. Continue to Worksheet Summary.

8-Step Process is inapplicable per 55.12(b).
Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(b) here.
Click here to enter text.

If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this
section. Continue to Worksheet Summary.

8-Step Process is inapplicable per 55.12(c).
Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(c) here.



Click here to enter text. 
If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this

section. Continue to Worksheet Summary.

Worksheet Summary  
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as: 

Map panel numbers and dates
Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
Any additional requirements specific to your program or region

Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD. 
T

. 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Wild and Scenic Rivers (CEST and EA) – PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/wild-and-scenic-rivers

1. Is your project within proximity of a Wild and Scenic River, Study River, or Nationwide Rivers
Inventory River?

No If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this
section. Provide documentation used to make your determination.

Yes Continue to Question 2.

2. Could the project do any of the following?
Have a direct and adverse effect within Wild and Scenic River Boundaries,
Invade the area or unreasonably diminish the river outside Wild and Scenic River Boundaries,
or
Have an adverse effect on the natural, cultural, and/or recreational values of a NRI segment.

Consult with the appropriate federal/state/local/tribal Managing Agency(s), pursuant to Section 7 
of the Act, to determine if the proposed project may have an adverse effect on a Wild & Scenic River 
or a Study River and, if so, to determine the appropriate avoidance or mitigation measures. 

Select one:
The Managing Agency has concurred that the proposed project will not alter, directly, or
indirectly, any of the characteristics that qualifies or potentially qualifies the river for inclusion
in the NWSRS.
If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this section.
Provide documentation of the consultation (including the Managing Agency’s concurrence) and
any other documentation used to make your determination.

The Managing Agency was consulted, and the proposed project may alter, directly, or indirectly,
any of the characteristics that qualifies or potentially qualifies the river for inclusion in the
NWSRS.
The RE/HUD must work with the Managing Agency to identify mitigation measures to mitigate

the impact or effect of the project on the river.

Worksheet Summary 
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as:

Map panel numbers and dates
Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
Any additional requirements specific to your program or region



Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD. 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
WASHINGTON, DC  20410-1000

Environmental Justice (CEST and EA) – PARTNER
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/environmental-justice

1. Were any adverse environmental impacts identified in any other compliance review portion of this
project’s total environmental review?

Yes Continue to Question 2.

No If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

2. Were these adverse environmental impacts disproportionately high for low-income and/or
minority communities?

Yes
 Explain: 

Click here to enter text.
The RE/HUD must work with the affected low-income or minority community to decide

what mitigation actions, if any, will be taken. Provide any supporting documentation.

No
Explain:

Click here to enter text.
If the RE/HUD agrees with this recommendation, the review is in compliance with this

section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

Worksheet Summary 
Provide a full description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, 
such as:

Map panel numbers and dates
Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
Any additional requirements specific to your program or region

Include all documentation supporting your findings in your submission to HUD. 
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Project Name: , Municipality of Cabo Rojo (PR-CRP-000518) 
PR-312 Km 0.4 interior: , Cabo Rojo, PR 

00623 
Website: 
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PR-312 Km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, PR 00623 

Airport Hazards  
Project Name: New Soccer Field, Municipality of Cabo Rojo (PR-CRP-000518) 

: 

Distance    9 f
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Coastal Barrier Resources 
Project Name: New Soccer Field, Municipality of Cabo Rojo (PR-CRP-000518) 

-312 Km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, PR 00623
Source:  USFWS Coastal Barrier Resources System 

-

Distance  

New Soccer Field Site 
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Figure 4 PR-CRP-000518 Campo de Soccer
Rd 312 Km 0.4, Interior, Cabo Rojo PR 00623
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Coastal Zone 
Project Name: New Soccer Field, Municipality of Cabo Rojo (PR-CRP-000518) 

:   -312 Km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, PR 00623 Source:  Puerto Rico Coastal 
Vulnerability Viewer 
Website:   

 

New Soccer Field Site 



-312 Km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, PR 00623
Website: 

3,000-ft buffer





Explosive and Flammable Hazards 
Project Name: New Soccer Field, Municipality of Cabo Rojo (PR-CRP-000518) 

:  -312 Km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, PR 00623
Source: 
Website: 

1-mile radius

New Soccer Field Site 
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Coordinates: 18.080846, -67.147264 

Project Area

US Census Urban Areas

Author: Genevieve
  Kaiser

Applicant ID: PR-CRP-000518
Project Coordinates:
Address: Complejo Deportivo Rebekah Colberg,

PR-312 Km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, PR 00623

  18.080846, -67.147264

Figure 10A Urban Areas Map
Campo de Soccer, Municipality of Cabo Rojo

Source: CRIM 2014
(https://catastro.crimpr.net/cdprpc/).
U.S. US Census Bureau 2023
(https://www2.census.gov/geo/tiger/
TIGER2023/UAC/). ESRI 2024.

Coordinates: -67.147264



Floodplain Management 
Project Name: New Soccer Field, Municipality of Cabo Rojo (PR-CRP-000518) 

: 18 -312 Km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, PR 00623
Source: 
Website: 

New Soccer Field Site 



-312 Km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, PR 00623
Project Name: New Soccer Field, Municipality of Cabo Rojo (PR-CRP-000518) 

: 
Source:  USEPA Map of Sole Source Aquifer 
Website: -sole-source-aquifer-  

 



Figure 13  PR-CRP-000518 Campo de Soccer
Rd 312 Km 0.4, Interior, Cabo Rojo PR 00623

Coordinates 18.080846, -67.147264

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Standards and Support Team,
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Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Project Name: New Soccer Field, Municipality of Cabo Rojo (PR-CRP-000518) 

:  Complejo -312 Km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, PR 00623
Source: - 
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Appendix  
Contamination and Toxics 



AGEnvironmental PSC
Engineering· Science· Field Services

1 6 0 5  A v e  P o n c e  d e  L e ó n  S t e  3 0 8
S a n  J u a n  P R  0 0 9 0 9

( 7 8 7 ) 7 2 9 - 3 3 3 3

Technical Memorandum

Site Visit Proposed Soccer Field, Municipality of Cabo Rojo

To: To Whom It May Concern

From: Angel Garcia-Bonilla PE, Environmental Consultant

Date: June 13, 2024

This is to confirm that, as a result of a field reconnaissance that took place at the proposed
project site in February 6, 2023, with the intent of evaluating environmental aspects pursuant
to 24CFR58, it was confirmed the absence of structural components at the site that would 
warrant an Asbestos-Containing Materials or Lead-Based Paint survey.

All other environmental aspects related to the proposed action have been summarized in the 
Environmental Assessment statutory form.

DN: 
email=agarciab@bioesign.com 
Reason: I am the author of this 
document 
Location: San Juan, PR 
Date: 2024.06.13 15:35:25 
-04'00'

































































Appendix  
Endangered Species 



Transmittal Letter

January 8, 2024

Caribbean Ecological Services Field Office 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  
P.O. Box 491
Boquerón, Puerto Rico 00622
Email: caribbean@es@fws.gov

RE: USFWS Endangered Species Act Certifications – December 2023

We are submitting the following Self-Certifications for projects under the CDBG-DR Re-
Grow PR Urban-Rural Agriculture Program, Small Business Financing Program, Workforce 
Training Program and City Revitalization Program. Attached are included the Self-
Certifications that certify that the projects are in compliance and are not likely to 
adversely affect federally-listed species.  

The following table includes the projects that are in compliance with the Blanket 
Clearance Letter for the Endangered Species act of 1973, as amended, and the Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act. 

Project Number Project Name
PR-CRP-000518 Campo de Soccer
PR-CRP-000553 Avenida Georgetti Improvement Project 
PR-CRP-000735 Boulevard Toa Alta Heights: Making a Complete Street 
PR-CRP-001035 Boulevard Luis Muñoz Marín
PR-RGRW-00230 María D. González Luciano
PR-RGRW-00301 La Plata Farm, Inc.
PR-RGRW-00382 GAFC Farms LLC
PR-RGRW-00455 Centro Agropecuario de Cataño, Inc.
PR-RGRW-01021 Sanabella LLC
PR-RGRW-01270 SAN JUAN DISTILLERS LLC
PR-RGRW-04081 José M. Cruz DBA Agricultor José M Cruz

PR-SBF-05917 Furniture Assembly Expert LLC
PR-SBF-07066 Joaquín Gamboa Medina HNC Pikadera
PR-SBF-07411 José A. Alicea Piñeiro
PR-SBF-07601 LA BARBERIA DE RONALD
PR-SBF-08132 Neyza E. Garay Rivera hnc Dra. Neyza E. Garay
PR-SBF-08319 NEMESIS TRANSPORT
PR-SBF-08372 La Curvita Colmado, Bar & Restaurant

DAMARIS ROMAN RUIZ
Digitally signed by DAMARIS ROMAN 
RUIZ
Date: 2024.02.01 07:52:03 -04'00'

LOURDES MENA Digitally signed by LOURDES MENA
Date: 2024.02.06 09:23:11 -04'00' 
Adobe Acrobat version: 2023.008.20470



USFWS Self-Certification 
PR-CRP-000518

Self-Certification 
http://www.fws.gov/caribbean/ES/Index.html

Endangered Species Act Certification 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Caribbean Ecological Services Field Office developed 
a Blanket Clearance Letter in compliance with Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended, and the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act for federally funded projects. 

The Service determined that projects in compliance with the following criteria are not 
likely to adversely affect federally listed species. 

Puerto Rico Department of Housing (PRDOH) certifies that the following project
, consisting of a new soccer field at the Rebekah 

Colberg Sports Complex, including

ences, gates, sidewalks, landscaping, installation of ,

located at 
Road PR-312, km 0.4 interior, Cabo Rojo, PR, 00623, complies with: 

Check Project Criteria

1. Street resurfacing.

2. Construction of gutters and sidewalks along existing roads.

3. Reconstruction or emergency repairs of existing buildings, facilities
and homes.
4. Rehabilitation of existing occupied single-family homes, and
buildings; provided that equipment storage or staging areas are not
located on vacant property harboring a wetland and/or forested
vegetation and that the lighting associated to the new facilities is not
visible directly or indirectly from a beach.

5. Demolition of dilapidated single-family homes or buildings; provided
that the demolition debris is disposed in certified receiving facilities;
equipment storage or staging areas are not located on vacant
property harboring a wetland and/or forested vegetation.

6. Rebuilding of demolished single-family homes or buildings, provided
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APPLICATION PROCESS PR-CRP-000518
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Last Revised: November 2020 

Conservation Measures for the Puerto Rican boa (Chilabothrus inornatus) 

The endangered Puerto Rican (PR) boa (Chilabothrus inornatus, formerly Epicrates inornatus) is 
the largest endemic snake species that inhabits Puerto Rico.  The PR boa is non-venomous and
does not pose any life threatening danger to humans, but some individuals may try to bite if 
disturbed or during capture or handling.  Its body color ranges from tan to dark brown with 
irregular diffuse marking on the dorsum, but some individuals lack marking and are uniformly 
dark.  Juveniles may have a reddish color with more pronounced markings.  In general, as they 
mature, their body color tends to darken.  

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
CARIBBEAN ECOLOGICAL SERVICES FIELD OFFICE

Adult PR boa – Chilabothrus 
inornatus

Photo: Puerto Rico by JP Zegarra

Section 7 (a)(1) of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) charges Federal agencies to aid in the 
conservation of listed species, and section 7 (a)(2) requires the agencies, through consultation 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), to ensure their activities are not likely to 
jeopardize the continued existence of listed species or adversely modify designated critical 
habitats.  Section 7 applies to the management of Federal lands as well as Federal actions that 
may affect listed species, such as Federal approval of private activities through the issuance of 
Federal funding, permits, licenses, or other actions.  Any person that injures, captures, or kills 
a Puerto Rico boa is subject to penalties under the ESA.  If Federal funds or permits are needed, 
the funding or permitting agency should initiate Section 7 consultation with the Service.  To 
initiate a consultation under the Section 7 of the ESA, you must submit a project package with 
the established minimum requirements.  These conservation measures should be incorporated 
into the project plans to minimize possible impacts to the species. 

Caribbean Ecological Services Field Office
General Project Design Guidelines - Puerto Rican Parrot and 2 more species

8/16/2023 7:47 PM IPaC v6.96.0-rc4 Page 3



Last Revised: November 2020 

The Puerto Rican boa was federally listed in 1970.  Currently, the species has an island-wide 
distribution and occurs in a wide variety of habitat types ranging from wet montane to subtropical 
dry forest, and can be found from mature forest to areas with different degrees of human 
disturbance like roadsides or houses, especially if near their habitat in rural areas.  This boa is 
considered mostly nocturnal, remaining less active, concealed or basking under the sun during the 
day.   

The Service has developed the following conservation measures with the purpose of assisting 
others to avoid or minimize adverse effects to the PR boa and its habitat.  These recommendations 
may be incorporated into new project plans and under certain circumstances into existing projects. 
Depending on the project, additional conservation measures can be implemented besides the ones 
presented in this document.   

Conservation Measures: 

1. Inform all project personnel about the potential presence of the PR boa in areas where the
proposed work will be conducted.  A pre-construction meeting should be conducted to
inform all project personnel about the need to avoid harming the species as well as penalties
for harassing or harming PR boas.  An educational poster or sign with photo or illustration
of the species should be displayed at the project site.

2. Prior to any construction activity, including removal of vegetation and earth movements,
the boundaries of the project and areas to be excluded and protected should be clearly
marked in the project plan and in the field in order to avoid further habitat degradation into
forested and conservation areas.

3. Once areas are clearly marked, and prior to the use of heavy machinery and any construction
activity (including removal of vegetation and earth movement), a biologist or personnel with
experience on this species should survey the areas to be cleared to verify the presence of
any PR boa within the work area.

4. The PR boa is considered more active at night.  Thus, in order to maximize its detection,
the species should be searched at nights prior to habitat disturbance.

5. Once the area has been searched for PR boas, vegetation should first be cleared by hand to
the maximum extent possible.  Vegetation should be cut about one meter above ground
prior to the use of heavy machinery for land clearing.  Cutting vegetation by hand will
allow boas present on site to move away on their own to adjacent available habitat. Any
stone walls or naturally occurring rock piles must be carefully dismantled by hand as these
are refuges for the snake.  This will allow any boas present to vacate the site without injury.

6. For all boa sightings (dead or alive), record the time and date of the sighting and the specific
location where it was found.  PR boa data should also include a photo of the animal (dead
or alive), site GPS coordinates, the time and date, and comments on how the animal was
detected and its behavior.
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If a PR boa is found within any of the working or construction areas, activities should stop
at that area and information recorded (see #6).  Do not capture the boa.  If boas need to
be moved out of harm’s way, designated personnel shall immediately contact the Puerto
Rico Department of Natural and Environmental Resources (PRDNER) Rangers for safe
capture and relocation of the animal (PRDNER phone #s: 

.  If immediate relocation is not an option, project-related
activities at this area must stop until the boa moves out of harm’s way on its own.
Activities at other work sites, where no boas have been found after surveying the area,
may continue.

If a PR boa is captured by the PRDNER, record the name of the PRDNER staff and
information on where the PR boa will be taken.  This information should be reported to the
Service.

Measures should be taken to avoid and minimize PR boa casualties by heavy machinery or
motor vehicles being used on site. Any heavy machinery left on site (staging) or near
potential PR boa habitat (within 50 meters of potential boa habitat), needs to be thoroughly
inspected each morning before work starts to ensure that no boas have sheltered within
engine compartments or other areas of the equipment.  If PR boas are found within vehicles
or equipment, do not capture the animal and let it move on its own or call PRDNER
Rangers for safe capture and relocation of the animal (see #7).  If not possible, the animal
should be left alone until it leaves the vehicle on its own.

PR boas may seek shelter in debris piles.  Measures should be taken to avoid and minimize
boa casualties associated with sheltering in debris piles as a result of project activities.
Debris piles should be placed far away from forested areas.  Prior to moving, disposing or
shredding, debris piles should be carefully inspected for the presence of boas.  If debris
piles will be left on site, we recommend they be placed in areas that will not be disturbed
in the future.

If a dead PR boa is found, immediately cease all work in that area and record the
information accordingly (see #6).  If the PR boa was accidentally? killed as part of the
project actions, please include information on what conservation measures had been
implemented and what actions that will be taken to avoid further killings.  A dead boa
report should be sent by email (see contacts below) to the Service within 48 hours of the
event.

Projects must comply with all state laws and regulations.  Please contact the PRDNER for
further guidance.

If you have any questions regarding the above conservation measures, please contact the Service: 
Marelisa Rivera, Deputy Field Supervisor

o Email: marelisa_rivera@fws.gov
o Office phone

José Cruz-Burgos, Endangered Species Coordinator
o Email: jose_cruz-burgos@fws.gov
o Office phone
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April 30, 2024

Arch. Carlos A. Rubio Cancela
Executive Director
Puerto Rico State Historic Preservation Office
Cuartel de Ballajá, Third Floor
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00901

Re: Authorization to Submit Documents for Consultation 

Dear Arch. Rubio Cancela, 

The U.S. Department of Housing (HUD) approved the allocations of Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG-DR) funds on February 9, 2018. It also approved the 
allocation of Community Development Block Grant Mitigation (CDBG-MIT) funds on 
January 27, 2020. The purpose of these allocations is to address unsatisfied needs as a 
result of Hurricanes Irma and Maria in September 2017; and to carry out strategic and 
high-impact activities to mitigate disaster risks and reduce future losses. 

To comply with the environmental requirements established by HUD, the Department of 
Housing of Puerto Rico (PRDOH) contracted Horne Federal LLC to provide environmental 
review services, among others, that will support the objectives of the agenda for both 
CDBG-DR and CDBG -MIT Programs. 

To expedite the processes, Horne Federal LLC, is authorized to submit to the State Historic 
Preservation Officer, documentation of projects related to both the CDBG-DR and 
CDBG-MIT on behalf of PRDOH.

Cordially, 

Aldo A. Rivera Vázquez, PE
Director
Division of Environmental Permitting and Compliance
Office of Disaster Recovery
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May 7, 2024 

Carlos A. Rubio Cancela 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Puerto Rico State Historic Preservation Office 
Cuartel de Ballajá (Tercer Piso) 
San Juan, PR 00902-3935 

Puerto Rico Disaster Recovery, CDBG-DR City Revitalization (City-Rev) Program 

Section 106 NHPA Effect Determination Submittal for PR-CRP-000518, Project,
Cabo Rojo, Puerto Rico No Historic Properties Affected

Dear Architect Rubio Cancela, 

On February 9, 2018, an allocation of Community Development Block Grant - Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) funds was 

approved by the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) under the Federal Register 
Volume 83, No. 28, 83 FR 5844, to assist the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico in meeting unmet needs in the wake of 

Hurricanes Irma and Maria. On August 14, 2018, an additional $8.22 billion recovery allocation was allocated to 
Puerto Rico under the Federal Register Volume 83, No. 157, 83 FR 40314. With these funding allocations, the Puerto 
Rico Department of Housing (PRDOH) aims to lead a comprehensive and transparent recovery for the benefit of Puerto 

Rico residents. To faithfully comply with HUD's environmental requirements, the Puerto Rico Department of 
Housing contracted Horne Federal, LLC (HORNE) to provide environmental records review services that will 

support the Department's objectives Puerto Rico Housing (PRDOH) for CDBG-DR. 

On behalf of PRDOH and the subrecipient, the Municipality of Cabo Rojo, we are submitting documentation for the 
proposed Soccer Project. The Municipality of Cabo Rojo is proposing the construction of a new soccer field 

to be built as part of a recreational project in the location of an existing BMX track. The project includes the 
construction of a new soccer field with the minimum dimensions required by FIFA standards, four lighting poles with 

minimum FIFA standards, and a retaining wall. A building to contain office space, storage area, two locker rooms 
with bathrooms, two additional bathrooms for visitors, and space for food concession will be constructed east 

of the soccer field. A covered area with a metal roof for spectator bleachers that will also be built to the east of the 
soccer field. Finally, the project includes infrastructure such as a 112 KVA "trans closure" type substation to supply 

electricity to the soccer field and the accessory building; the installation of the generator will require the 
construction of a new concrete pad. The full scope of the project is described in the submitted documentation, which 

includes mapping, photographs, and the 100% construction plans.  
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While the project is adjacent to the Cabo Rojo Traditional Urban Center, the slope of the land and vegetation should 

block the view of the new soccer field. Therefore, based on the provided documentation, the Program requests a 

concurrence with a determination that no historic properties affected is appropriate for this undertaking.

Please contact me with any questions or concerns by email at lauren.poche@horne.com or phone at 225-405-7676. 

Kindest regards, 

Lauren Bair Poche. M.A.
Architectural Historian, EHP Senior Manager
Attachments
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Subrecipient: Municipio de Cabo Rojo

Project Name: Project ID: PR-CRP-000518

Project Location: Carr. 312 Km. 0.4 Interior,

TPID (Número de Catastro): 332-037-092-03 and 332-000-004-51
Type of Undertaking: 

Substantial Repair
New Construction

Construction Date (AH est.): c2010 Property Size (acres): 2.30

SOI-Qualified Architect/Architectural Historian: Ing. Samuel Pérez, Maria Schmid -Revised
Date Reviewed: 3/10/2023, 3/1/2024
SOI-Qualified Archaeologist: Virginia River Calderón, Roberto Muñoz-Pando -Revised
Date Reviewed: 10/18/23, 3/7/2024

In compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), the Program is 
responsible for identifying historic properties listed in the NRHP and any properties not listed that 
would be considered eligible for listing that are located within the geographic area of potential 
effects (APE) of the proposed project and assessing the potential effects of its undertakings on 
these historic properties.  

Project Description (Undertaking) 

The undertaking consists of the construction of a new soccer field to be built as part of a 
recreational project in an existing BMX track that is owned by the Municipality of Cabo Rojo. 
The project is located within the Rebekah Colberg Sports Complex, Carr. 312 Km. 0.4 Interior in 
Cabo Rojo. The project area is located on two lot numbers which are (332-037-092-03 ) and 
(332-000-004-51 ), and both properties are owned by the Municipality of Cabo Rojo. The 
coordinates for the site are latitude: 18.080846 and long: -67.147264 and the land is classified 
between SU (99%), WATER (1%) and SU (98%), VIAL (2%).

The proposed project will be developed on a portion of land that measures 9,311.77 square 
meters or 2.30 acres. The project includes the construction of a new soccer field with the 
minimum dimensions required by FIFA standards, four lighting poles with minimum FIFA 
standards, and a retaining wall of approximately 30 feet will be built on the northwest side of 
the soccer field in order to level the field. The height of the retaining wall above ground surface 
will be 20 feet, and the depth of the wall below ground surface will be 10 feet.  

As part of the recreational complex, the construction of an adjacent building - -
will contain office space, storage area, two locker rooms for participating teams with 
bathrooms, two additional bathrooms for visitors, and space for food concession. This building 
will be located east of the soccer field. A covered area with a metal roof for spectator 
bleachers that will also be built to the east of the soccer field. The covered roof area will have 
40 support posts and will be 18 -  feet long x -  feet wide x - feet tall from the ground 
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floor corridor and 27 -4 feet tall from the soccer field floor. The approximate ground 
disturbance for the foundations will be approximately 5 feet deep.

The project includes infrastructure such as a 112 KVA "trans closure" type substation to supply 
electricity to the soccer field and the accessory building. The installation of the generator will
require the construction of a new concrete pad of 16 feet long x 42 inches. 

The site currently contains an abandoned BMX off-road bicycle track built c2010 that is filled 
with a layer of backfill. Debris and invading vegetation surround the BMX track. The layer of 
backfill and debris will be removed as part of the project and will be transferred to use for 
leveling the ground under the soccer field and minimize the size of the retaining wall that is 
needed. The retaining wall is L-shaped and will have a section 90 feet long, and the other 
section will be 49 feet long. The wall thickness will be 14 inches and the height will be 33 feet 6 
inches. The anticipated depth of ground disturbance for all these activities is proposed to be 3 
feet maximum.

The proposed use for this (DA) or Open Endowment district is compatible with the purposes of 
this recreational sports area and with the established provisions. Remodeling and rehabilitating 
this land will also prevent its misuse.

Area of Potential Effects
As defined in 36 CFR §800.16(d), the area of potential effects (APE) is the geographic area or 
areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause changes in the character or 
use of historic properties if any such properties exist. Based on this definition and the nature and 
scope of the Undertaking, the Program has determined that the direct APE for this project 
measures 9,311.77 square meters or 2.30 acres (371feet in length, 360 feet in width) and is limited 
to the boundaries of the proposed soccer park that lies within the Rebekah Colberg Sports 
Complex. The project area includes two properties with lot numbers (332-037-092-03) and (332-
000-004-51). The visual APE is the viewshed of the proposed project that measures 665 feet in
length, 573 feet in width and includes to the north buildings of the Santa Rita de Casia residential
complex (NRHP-eligible), to the northwest the Municipal Gym Néstor A. Nazario Rosario, to the
east with the tennis courts, to the south with the running track, and to the southeast with the
Rebekah Colberg Cabrera Coliseum.

Both parcels of the project area are adjacent to the Cabo Rojo Traditional Urban Center which 
is 284 feet north of the APE. These proposed project activities will not affect the historic resources 
such as the Santa Rita de Casia residential complex (NRHP-eligible) or the Traditional Urban 
Center. Since the project area is screened by mature trees and vegetation, by other existing 
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buildings from the Rebekah Colberg Sports complex, and because of the difference in ground 
level lower that the historic resources the APE is not visible and will not be affected. 

Identification of Historic Properties - Archaeology

Cultural Setting

The development of the aboriginal populations of Puerto Rico has been documented and 
modified over the years by several scholars of the field. There are numerous sites at present 
reported and documented in the Municipality of Cabo Rojo. Evidence suggests that 
inhabitants of the archaic periods until the time of contact of the Taino with the Europeans 
inhabited the lands of Cabo Rojo as described by Dr. Irvin Rouse. The French researcher 
Alphonse L. Pinart who was in Puerto Rico during the last quarter of the nineteenth century is
credited with being the first to document both rock art and archaeological sites on the island. 
Pinart, attracted by pre-Columbian rock art, toured various sites in search of expressions of such 
nature and made a publication for the year 1891. His research in this area was followed by 
American archaeologist Samuel K. Lothrop who, under the auspices of the Museum of Natural 
History of New York, visited Puerto Rico between the years 1915- 1916 where he carried out a 
series of excavations on the island, in his extensive inventory of pre-Columbian sites on the 
island. The studies carried out by the Puerto Rican archaeologist Adolfo de Hostos, among 
others like Dr. Irvin Rouse, an anthropologist at Yale University, and Dr. Froelich Rainey also 
conducted studies in the Cabo Rojo area as well as in the rest of the island. Rouse draws up a 
scheme of time and space to explain, according to his criteria, the different Antillean
aboriginal developments, based on the ceramic typologies of the first island settlers.

Dr. Rouse presents in his scheme two major cultural stages: one archaic and the other 
agricultural-pottery, represented by the Igneris or Saladoids, which he subdivides into four 
periods and several ceramic styles. Rouse considers that, from this single pottery migration, from 
Saladero del Bajo Orinoco in Venezuela, there is a unilinear evolution, which gives rise to the
subsequent cultural developments Ostionoid and Tainos (Chanlatte and Narganes, 1986).

In Cabo Rojo in 1916, archaeologist Herbet J. Spinden conducted archaeological excavations 
at the site called Punta Ostiones. This site is an extensive shell midden where pottery, ashes, 
waste shells and artifacts in stones and shells were found. This site was also excavated by Puerto 
Rican historian and archaeologist Adolfo de Hostos in 1919 and visited by Froelich Rainey in 
1934 (Ibid, pg 117). The American archaeologist Samuel Lothrop also writes about this site for 
the year 1927. Another shell midden is mentioned by Rainey in the Boquerón ward for which 
no name is mentioned.
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Other sites are mentioned in the Scientific Survey of Porto Rico and the Virgin Islands in this case 
by archaeologist Irving Rouse. One of these is located in the Boquerón ward and is called Cabo 
Rojo 1. This site was visited by Samuel Lothrop and Montalvo Guenard, as well as Froelich 
Rainey. Ceramic materials of the styles known as cape and caves were recovered at the site. 
According to Guenard the site consists of two large shell middens. Another site identified by 
Irving Rouse is the one called Coroso or Cabo Rojo 2. This is a shell midden located 
approximately 2 kilometers north of the bay, at the southern end of Cabo Rojo and is classified 
as a "campsite".

Cabo Rojo 2 is also mentioned by Rouse and is located in the Llanos Tuna ward, which is said 
to have included a ball court. In this place appeared various artifacts, shell residues and many 
fragments of oysters. A human burial was also found. The last site in Cabo Rojo mentioned by 
Rouse is the so-called Cabo Rojo 8 or Ostiones. This was previously excavated at different times 
by Samuel Lothrop, Herbert Spinden and Montalvo Guenard. This site was identified as a village 
where at least six shell middens were identified. Numerous artifacts were recovered, as well 
abundant shells. In the area of Cabo Rojo there is evidence of human settlements from times 
before the Christian era until the same period of contact, as well as presence of continuous 
use in historical times to this day. Further research near the APE is summarized in the next section 
of this form.

Archaeological Documentation Research

Two archaeological sites have been reported within a quarter mile radius of the APE. The first 
CR0200015 and its ICP number 

is CR-167. It is located 0.009 miles southwest of the project area. Pedro Javier Wiscovich started 
with a lime kiln, like many others in Cabo Rojo. Then he added two more. In 1932 he built a lime 
mill to sell pulverized lime. The company closed in 1950. Today the furnaces are enclosed and 
covered with useless carts, but the building and the machinery of the mill are still preserved. The 
kilns are said to have been circular, made of bricks and only protruding 2 feet above ground 
level. They burned wood and coconut shells. The zinc-roofed wooden structure is 40 feet tall in
the center, with one-tiered, 25-foot-long wings on each side. Currently these wings are used for 
car mechanics. In the central part is the mill "Gruendler Patent/Crushers & Pulverizer/ St. Louis, 
mo/bma 5". Next to it is the funnel of three outlets to manually fill the bags. On the upper floor,
triple height, there is a centrifugal fan 48 inches in diameter, vertical fabric filters in the form of 
tubular and two electric motors (C. 1932-1950). Its nomination status for the National Register for 
Historic Places (NRHP) is pending. No structures related to this factory are known to be currently 
present within the APE.
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located 0.043 miles south of the APE with SHPO number CR0100103 and ICP # CR-72. Its 
nomination status for the National Register for Historic Places (NRHP) is pending. It is a workshop 
of stone chipping and shell midden. It has been impacted by heavy machinery. It is a 
Precolonial site. The materials found were snails, shells, and lithics. It is associated with the 
ceramic culture. Unfortunately, the site has been destroyed and is unlikely to yield new 
information about precolonial Cabo Rojo.

There are five previously performed archaeological research studies within a quarter mile buffer 
of the project area that have been submitted to SHPO. Only one of them yielded positive results. 

Reconnaissance of Five Tracts in The 
-26-85-01. This study is located in coordinates

18.081404, -67.147463. The study borders the west side of the soccer field site Several sites of 
historical and multicomponent pre- Columbian character were identified. This study is one of 5 
different tracts. The soccer field area is located in the "tract 4" area of the study. The research 
and findings refer to the north of the area where Site 19 exists, which is a historic hacienda, 
unnamed by the researchers. In addition to being the urban center of the town and there are
no identification studies of historic buildings listed in SHPO, it is recommended not to impact the 
area and to carry out an in-depth study of the town of Cabo Rojo. In the recognition of the
tracts, there is no mention of La Fábrica de Sal or the Municipal Sports Complex and the site
identified therein. The other four archaeological research surveys that have been submitted to 
SHPO have yielded negative results and are summarized in Table #2. The three archaeological 
resource surveys previously submitted to the Institute of Puerto Rican Culture (IPRC) yielded 
negative results and are summarized in Table #3.

Below are three tables with the summarized information found in the agencies visited:



PUERTO RICO 2017 DISASTER RECOVERY, CDBG-DR PROGRAM

CITY REVITALIZATION PROGRAM (CITY-REV)
Section 106 NHPA Effect Determination

Subrecipient: Municipio de Cabo Rojo

Project Name: Project ID: PR-CRP-000518

Table #1: List of archaeological sites and historic properties in SHPO and ICP in 
quarter-mile perimeter
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Table #2: Archaeological Evaluations in quarter-mile perimeter of Project Cabo 

Rojo Soccer Park - SHPO
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Table #3: Archaeological Evaluations in quarter-mile perimeter of Project Cabo 
Rojo Soccer Park - IPRC
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The historic topographic maps indicate how through time the town of Cabo Rojo was 
urbanized from 1935 to 2018. The development of Cabo Rojo was accelerated during certain 
periods. To the south, we observed during our visit to the site, various structures related to 
sports activities. The soccer field to be built will be on land devoid of structures, covered of 
dense vegetation.

In the project area to the south of the site under evaluation, we identified in the National 
Register of Historical Places (SHPO) two historical properties, these are Lime factory (not 
operating since 1950), and the Municipal Sports Complex, where a pre-Columbian deposit 
is located. The prehistoric site has been impacted by the constructions in the surroundings 
areas. Both resources are located very close to the project area and are within the EPA of 
the study area.

In the perimeter of the quarter mile in the archives of the ICPR, we identified three 
archaeological studies with the following distance from the project area: 0 studies between
0 - 0.100 miles; 2 studies between 0.100 - 0.200 miles; 1 study between 0.200 - 0.300 miles;
and 0 studies between 0.300 - 0.400 miles. All with negative results.

During consultation at SHPO archives we identified five archaeological studies with the 
following distance from the project area: 3 studies between 0 0.100 miles; 1 study between



PUERTO RICO 2017 DISASTER RECOVERY, CDBG-DR PROGRAM

CITY REVITALIZATION PROGRAM (CITY-REV)
Section 106 NHPA Effect Determination

0.100 0.200 miles; 1 study between 0.200 0.300 miles; 0 study between 0.300 0.400
miles.

The results were negative in four of the studies and positive in one of these. The positive turned 
out to be the SHPO 11-26-85-01. This archaeological evaluation is carried out in five different 
areas in the Guanajibo riverbed and its surroundings. The area of the proposed project 
(Soccer Field Park) is located in the "tract 4" area of the study. The research and findings refer 
to the north of the area where Site 19 exists, which is a historic hacienda. The author of this 
study establishes the importance of the urban area and the town center, and that there are 
no historic buildings listed in OECH. Under these circumstances they recommended not to 
impact the area and to carry out an in-depth study of the town of Cabo Rojo. In the 
recognition of the tracts of the mentioned project, there is no mention of La Fábrica de Cal 
or the Municipal Sports Complex and the site identified in it.

has been previously affected by previous construction and these previous ground 
disturbances have caused the project area to have low potential for yielding new 
information. However, in the event of an unexpected find during ground disturbing activities, 
it is important to halt ground disturbing activities, follow established protocols, and contact 
the required entities within the allotted time frames.

Site History

Rebekah Colberg Coliseum opened in 1988 and was built sometime in the late 1980s. The 
area appears practically bare in the 1965 USGS Topographical map shown below and by 
1994 the complex was being built as shown in the aerial image below. 
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Figures 1 & 2. Detail of the 1965 USGS Topographical map and the 1994 aerial image for the area.
Source: Google Earth, U. S. Geological Survey, map data 2023. 

Several buildings belonging to the sports complex are located northwest, southeast, and 
northeast of the proposed soccer field. Route 312 runs north south and lies east of the sports 
complex. On site lies an abandoned BMX off-road bicycle track (APE) that is currently
surrounded by invading vegetation as shown on the 2014 image below to the right. This 
bicycle track was constructed in 2010 according to the Google Earth image shown below to 
the left where the land appears bare and ready for grading.   

Figures 3 & 4. Aerial images of the project area from 2010 and 2014, respectively. 
Source: Google Earth, U. S. Geological Survey, map data 2023. 
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Identification of Historic Properties - Architecture 
Existing information on previously identified historic properties has been reviewed to 
determine if any such properties are located within the APE of this undertaking. The review of 
this existing information, by a Program contracted Historic Preservation Specialist meeting the 

project area is not within the boundaries of a National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)-
eligible or listed Traditional Urban Center or Historic District. The parcel that the project APE is 
adjacent to the southern boundary of the NRHP-eligible Cabo Rojo Traditional Urban 
Center, however, the APE boundary itself is not inside the boundaries.  

There is one NRHP-eligible property in the quarter mile buffer zone from the project area. The 
Residencial Santa Rita de Casia is immediately north, located 0.06 miles north of the project 
parcel at 18.083062, -67.146199 and this resource is inside the Cabo Rojo Traditional Urban 
Center. The buildings of the Residencial Santa Rita were originally constructed in 1954 and 
this public housing complex is NRHP-eligible. This public housing complex and the 
Traditional Urban Center of Cabo Rojo are NRHP-eligible properties that will not be 
affected by the viewshed from this project since is in a downhill sloped terrain with 
vegetation cover that obstructs the view of the project area from the Cabo Rojo TUC and 
the Residencial Santa Rita.  

Project Description
The project location lies south of the town of Cabo Rojo which has developed residential 
areas of single-family subdivisions to the north, east, west, and southwest of the original town. 
PR-100 runs west of the town from Mayagüez to the north to Boquerón in the south. Puerto 
Real marina is to the west with residential subdivisions to the north. The Rebekah Colberg 
Sports Complex serves the greater Cabo Rojo community providing recreational facilities for 
a variety of indoor and outdoor activities.  

The project site for the new soccer field lies inside the Rebekah Colberg Sports Complex 
between the Municipal Gym Néstor A. Nazario Rosario to the northwest, and to the east a 
series of five tennis courts is limited by vegetation. To the south and west, an access road 
borders the project area. Directly north of the project area lies the Residencial Santa Rita de 
Casia a multi-housing complex located 0.06 miles north of the APE. As noted above, these 
are eligible for listing in the NRHP and are within the Cabo rojo Traditional Urban Center 
boundaries as defined by SHPO. 
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The construction of this project, a new soccer field, will not affect NHRP-eligible properties to 
the north and it will add to the offerings of the Rebekah Colberg Sports Complex benefiting
the community at large. 

Determination

Direct Effect:
No Traditional Urban Centers, Historic Zones, NHRP-eligible or listed properties are reported
within the property APE. No direct effect to historic properties within the APE is
anticipated for the project.

Indirect Effect:

The southern portion Cabo Rojo Traditional Urban Center to the north of the APE and 
inside the quarter-mile buffer zone

NHRP-eligible Residencial Santa Rita 
vegetation cover.

Based on the results of our historic property identification efforts, the Program has 
determined that project actions will not affect the historic properties that 

Area of Potential Effect. The  two NHRP-eligible properties will not be visually
affected by the proposed project

. he eligible property Fábrica de Cal is near the APE, but it
is not expected to be affected by the construction as it is currently planned. The precolonial 
site that exists near the quarter-mile buffer of the project area has been highly disturbed 
and does not appear to have potential for providing new information or intact deposits. 
The potential for further studies that yield relevant information in this area is considered 
low. 
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Recommendation

The Puerto Rico Department of Housing requests that the Puerto Rico SHPO concur that the 
following determination is appropriate for the undertaking (Choose One): 

No Historic Properties Affected
No Adverse Effect

Condition (if applicable):
Adverse Effect

Proposed Resolution (if appliable)

This Section is to be Completed by SHPO Staff Only
The Puerto Rico State Historic Preservation Office has reviewed the above information 
and:

Concurs with the information provided.
Does not concur with the information provided.

Comments: 

Carlos Rubio-Cancela
State Historic Preservation Officer 

Date: 
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Area of Potential Effect Map (Aerial)
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Project (Parcel) Location - USGS Topographic Map
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Project (Parcel) Location - Aerial Map 
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Project (Parcel) Location - Soils Map 
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Project (Parcel) Location with Previous Identified Cultural Resources - Aerial Map
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Project (Parcel) Location with Previous Identified Cultural Resources USGS 
Topographic Map
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Project (Parcel) Location with Previous Investigations Aerial Map
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Project (Parcel) Location with Previous Investigations - USGS Topographic Map
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Project (Parcel) Location with NRHP-eligible properties - Aerial Map
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Project (Parcel) Location with NRHP-eligible properties - USGS Topographic Map
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Photograph Key
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Photo #: 1 Description (include direction):

Front of project area from street, looking in north. Date: 2/10/23

Photo #: 2 Description (include direction):

View of project area from street, looking northwest.Date: 2/10/23
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Photo #: 3 Description (include direction):

Access road east of the of project area, looking north.Date: 2/10/23

Photo #: 4 Description (include direction):

Center of project area, looking to the north.Date: 2/10/23
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Photo #: 5 Description (include direction):

From north of project area, looking south.Date: 2/10/23

Photo #: 6 Description (include direction):

North corner of project area, looking south.Date: 2/10/23
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Photo #: 7 Description (include direction):

Center of project area, looking southwest. Date: 2/10/23

Photo #: 8 Description (include direction):

South of project area, looking northwest. Date: 2/10/23
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x

Photo #: 9 Description (include direction):

West of project area, looking northeast.Date: 2/10/23

Photo # 10: Description (include direction):

North of project area, looking north.Date: 9/4/2023
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