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29I-5.001 General.

(1) The Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council was designated as the are awide clearinghouse pursuant to United States Office of Management and Budget Circular A-95 for substate District Nine on May 17, 1974.

(2) The Council’s Clearinghouse Review function addresses projects requiring review under OMB Circular A-95 as well as U.S. Army Corps of Engineers/Department of Environmental Regulation Permits, Environmental Impact Statements, Florida Highway Projects, and Coast Guard Permits.
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29I-5.002 Classification of Projects.

(1) Because of the high volume of Clearinghouse reviews, and the desire of the Council to provide more detailed analysis of those projects of regional significance, without duly burdening those applications of a local nature, a classification system is employed. All applications are classified as either a) Projects of Regional Significance, b) Projects of Less Than Regional Significance.

(2) Projects of Regional Significance include:

(a) All federally assisted projects or programs of organizations or agencies having multi-jurisdictional responsibility within all or part of the Region.

(b) All applications for comprehensive planning and management grants.

(c) All applications for projects which cross county boundaries, impact two or more counties, or projects of significant multi-jurisdictional impact.

(d) All applications for projects which approach the DRI threshold.

(e) All Environmental Impact Statements.

(f) All Proposals with a significant water quality impact on the Council’s 208 study area.

(g) Any project which, due to its unique aspects, has regional significance.

(3) Projects of Less Than Regional Significance.

All applications NOT determined to be of Regional Significance are considered Projects of Less Than Regional Significance.
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29I-5.003 Review Criteria.

(1) Projects of Regional Significance.

In reviewing Projects of Regional Significance, the following criteria is generally used in whole or in part:

(a) Project’s consistency with adopted regional and local goals, objectives and policies.

(b) The need for the project and whether it duplicates an existing program.

(c) Appropriateness of the proposed funding levels and its project costs.

(d) Accuracy of data utilized; appropriateness of methodology, and the completeness of the proposal.

(e) The project’s potential for air, noise and water pollution.

(f) The potential impact on historic/archeologic sites, wildlife habitats and sensitive ecosystems.

(g) The potential for increased surface water runoff and/or erosion.

(h) The accessibility to adequate infrastructure.

(i) The location of project in relation to those it will serve.

(j) If the project is located in the coastal zone, the project’s compatibility with the State’s Coastal Zone Management Program.

(k) The impact of traffic generated by the project.

(l) The effects on energy resource supply and demand.

(m) The project’s potential secondary impacts including impacts on neighboring communities.

(n) The potential displacement of people, housing or business.

(o) The project’s relationship to flood plain.

(2) Projects of Less than Regional Significance.

In reviewing Projects of Less Than Regional Significance, consistency with adopted regional and local goals, objectives and policies is assessed.
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29I-5.004 Review Procedures.

All projects and programs which are reviewed by the Council are processed as follows:

(1) Receipt of Project.

When a proposal (Notification of Intent, Pre-Application, Permit Application, EIS, etc.) is received, it is date stamped, logged in and assigned a file number by the A-95 Coordinator. The Council has thirty (30) days to complete its Clearinghouse review of a project.

(2) Emergency Situations.

There are emergency situations when the Council will accept projects for Clearinghouse review with less than thirty (30) days remaining to review the project. The Council will work closely with the applicant to ensure that potential funding is not jeopardized. Review will commence when the documents are in a draft stage. Before the applicant is notified in writing of the Clearinghouse comments, however, the Council requires that the application in its final form be officially transmitted to it.

(3) Local Government Comment.

The A-95 Coordinator solicits comment from the local governments and other agencies whose interests might be affected. These letters indicate a deadline for comments. Comments received from local government or other agencies will either be included in the Council’s comments or attached to them. If no comment is received by this date, it is presumed that the project or program is not inconsistent with local plans.

(4) Staff Action.

Each project or program is screened by the Council staff to determine if it is a new application or a continuation/modification of an existing program. The staff member then determines if the project is of regional significance and applies the appropriate review criteria.

(5) Staff Recommendations.

Utilizing the classification system and respective review criteria, described previously, each project is identified to be within one of four categories as follows:

(a) Less than Regional Significance – Consistent with goals, objectives and policies,

(b) Less than Regional Significance – Not consistent with goals, objectives and policies,

(c) Regional Significance – Consistent with goals, objectives and policies,

(d) Regional Significance – Not consistent with goals, objectives and policies.

When initial staff review determines that a proposal of regional significance does not appear consistent with regional goals, objectives and policies, every effort is made with the applicant to resolve the issues. This includes requesting additional information, meeting with the applicant, or discussing the issues with local government or other commenting agencies. If the issues are resolved through this effort, the project is recategorized.

The identification of the projects as to category, along with all analysis and comments, constitutes the staff's recommended action. Prior to each Council meeting, a report is prepared identifying the staff's recommended action for all Clearinghouse projects received during the previous month.

(6) Council Action.

Unless prevented by extenuating circumstances, the Council shall approve or disapprove the staff's recommended action for the Clearinghouse projects received during the previous month. Due to their importance, staff recommendations regarding Projects of Regional Significance that are not consistent with Regional and local goals, objectives, and policies shall be considered by the Council on an individual basis.
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