ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

GDOT PROJECT ___________, __________ COUNTY

P.I. # 

HP # 

FINDING OF NO EFFECT/NO ADVERSE EFFECT/ADVERSE EFFECT TO 

[NAME OF PROPERTY] 
November 3, 2011 (update after each edit)
This document has been produced for use in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and subsequent amendments.

FOR ELIGIBLE BRIDGES THE STATEMENT BELOW MUST BE INCLUDED ON TITLE PAGE.

This document also serves in compliance with commitments attendant to the “Nationwide Programmatic 4(f) Statement for Historic Bridges” approved July 1983 by the Federal Highway Administration and the U.S. Department of Transportation pursuant to 23 U.S.C. Section 138.

INTRODUCTION

This document has been prepared for use in completion of applicable Section 106 procedures in compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 and subsequent amendments OR the Georgia Environmental Policy Act (GEPA).  The documentation has been developed in accordance with the GDOT/FHWA Cultural Resource Survey Guidelines and 36 CFR Part 800.  As such, this document assesses the effects to historic properties identified within the area of potential effects of GDOT Project(s)                 ,                 County(ies).

The design of the proposed project(s) was developed by GDOT engineering personnel who, as a standard procedure, include environmental parameters as a part of the initial investigations prior to laying out a proposed design.  Basic data of the project area that was gathered and studied included aerial photography, topographic maps, traffic (existing and projected), previous studies, wetland inventory maps, soil survey maps, flood plain maps, and Georgia Department of Natural Resources' historic resource survey maps.
That data was used to delineate wetland or hydric soil boundaries, flood plains, parks and recreational facilities, known or suspected historic properties and archaeological sites, existing rights‑of‑way, possible UST/landfill/hazardous waste sites, and areas of possible endangered species habitat on the aerial photography prior to laying out an alignment.  In addition, other "controls" such as churches, cemeteries, schools, hospitals, and any other noise sensitive areas were also identified.

Only at this point was the proposed alignment developed with every attempt being made to avoid sensitive ecological, historic and archaeological areas.  In the event that avoidance was not possible, every attempt was made to minimize harm to such resources.  The proposed alignment, once laid out, was then field checked and additional refinements were made to further minimize harm to both the natural and built environment.

NEED AND PURPOSE

NEPA WRITER TO PROVIDE.

DESCRIPTION OF THE UNDERTAKING

GDOT Project(s)            is(are)/is (are) not federally funded.  Therefore, Section 106 compliance is being processed through the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) OR However, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) authorized preliminary engineering (PE) on [date] allowing the Department to conduct environmental studies with federal funds and preserve the option of implementing the project with federal funds in the future.  Therefore, Section 106 compliance is being processed through the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) OR However, the project requires a permit under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act issued by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE).  Therefore, Section 106 compliance is being processed through the COE OR Therefore, this document fulfills the Department's obligations under the Georgia Environmental Policy Act (GEPA).

[PROJECT DESCRIPTION]

NEPA writer to provide.  Confirm it is the same as was used in Notification and Survey Report. If the project description has been updated since the submittal of the Notification, modify the description accordingly and provide an explanation for the changes.
Figure 1 will be referred to in this section.  Figure 1 will be a project location map with listed and eligible historic properties located within APE identified.  It should include a project vicinity in the way of an outline of the state of Georgia with county(ies) highlighted.  Figure 1 and all subsequent Figures will be embedded in document and not appended to end.

As defined in 36 CFR 800.16(d), the area of potential effects (APE) of an undertaking is defined as "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, the nature and scope of the undertaking, the guidance in the GDOT/FHWA Cultural Resource Survey Guidelines and past experience with similar projects, the APE was defined, in consultation with the Georgia SHPO, as [description of APE from Survey Report].

IDENTIFICATION OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
Existing information on previously identified historic properties was checked to determine if any are located within the APE of this undertaking.  This review included National Register listed properties, proposed National Register nominations, National Historic Landmarks, and the updated Georgia Historic Bridge Survey (GHBS).  The Department of Natural Resources (DNR)       County survey dated [date] was consulted OR A Department of Natural Resources (DNR)       County survey has not been conducted and could not be checked.  The state archaeological site files at the University of Georgia and existing survey reports were consulted to locate previously identified archaeological sites within the APE.  Also topographic maps and aerial photography were reviewed to identify areas of high archaeological site potential within the APE.

Following the review of existing information on previously identified historic properties, potential consulting parties in the Section 106 process were identified.  In addition to the Georgia SHPO, other potential consulting parties were identified based on the nature of the undertaking and the guidance in the GDOT/FHWA Cultural Resource Survey Guidelines.  The other potential consulting party(ies) invited to participate in the Section 106 process was/were the [consulting party(ies)] and the [name] Regional Commission.  Also, on behalf of the FHWA, in keeping with a government-to-government relationship and in compliance with 36 CFR 800, applicable federally recognized tribal governments were invited to participate in the Section 106 process [list tribal governments and append relevant correspondence only if an eligible archaeological resource was identified within the APE].  In accordance with 36 CFR 800.2, these consulting parties were informed of our efforts to locate previously identified historic properties and the results of those efforts and were asked to provide information on any unidentified National Register listed or potentially eligible historic properties located within the proposed project's(s’) APE by a Notification dated [date] (see Notification in Appendix A).  The Department also requested available information on past, present and future local developments or zoning plans that could result in indirect or cumulative impacts to historic properties. A response was received from the [name of consulting party(ies)] by a letter dated [date] (see copies of correspondence in Appendix A).OR No response was received from the Department's invitation to become a consulting party in the Section 106 process.  
After reviewing any additional information received from consulting parties, field surveys and background research were conducted within the APE of the proposed project(s) to identify any historic properties or archaeological sites eligible for listing in the National Register.  During the field survey and while conducting research on historic resources located along the project corridor, interviews were conducted with various property owners regarding the history of the resources (tailor to your project and situation). The results of the field surveys and background research were summarized in a Survey Report and an Archaeological Assessment.  That report was provided to all consulting parties participating in the Section 106 process for review and comment.

As a result of these identification efforts, [number] National Register listed or eligible historic properties were identified within the proposed project's APE (refer to Figure 1).  These historic properties are [name of property(ies)].  No National Register listed or eligible archaeological sites were identified OR [number] National Register listed or eligible archaeological sites were identified.  These archaeological sites are [site number(s)]. The historic properties Survey Report was submitted to the SHPO and FHWA on [date].  The Archaeological Assessment was submitted to the SHPO and FHWA on [date].  In accordance with 36 CFR 800.4(c)(2), these properties were considered eligible for listing in the National Register by the FHWA and the SHPO.  

If Survey Report was not submitted previously, omit previous sentences.

Pursuant to 23 CFR 771.111, various public involvement efforts have been undertaken by the Department from the earliest stages of project planning.  These public involvement efforts include the following activities: [list and describe any and all public involvement activities including but not limited to Public Information Open House (PIOH) meetings – date held and number of citizens in attendance; Citizens Advisory Group meetings, NEPA notifications, meetings held by the project manager with the public, etc.  Elaborate as necessary and indicate whether nor not concerns regarding cultural resources were raised by the public and how those concerns were resolved.]  
DESCRIPTION OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES

Name of Property

The [name of property] is a [property type and/or style] located [location] (refer to Figure 1).  [Brief Description (a two or three sentence summary of the description provided in the Property Information Form) of the Property to include all character defining and significant features of the property] (refer to Survey Report in Appendix B).  This property was evaluated for eligibility for listing in the National Register under [Criteria/Criterion] [A, B, C, D].  The property possesses a [local, state, national] level of significance in the [area/areas] of [agriculture, architecture, etc.] as a [Justify significance in each area—but only justify those areas under which the resource is significant].  

The eligible National Register boundary of the property corresponds to the legal property boundary and comprises approximately [number] acres.  All significant and character defining features of the property are included within the legal boundary (refer to property information form in Appendix B). OR Because the historic boundary is no longer intact and because there are no other significant or character defining features within the legal boundary that contribute to the architectural significance of the property, the eligible National Register boundary consists of a visual boundary.  The eligible boundary, comprising approximately [number] acres, contains all National Register qualifying characteristics and features of the property and includes the house, associated outbuildings and the immediate surrounds (refer to property information form in Appendix B). OR The listed National Register boundary of the property comprises approximately [number] acres. 

Repeat for each additional property.        

ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

Name of Property
A finding of [No Effect/No Adverse/Adverse Effect] is anticipated for the [Name of Property] OR A finding of No Adverse Effect is anticipated for the [Name of Property] based on the condition(s) imposed on the proposed project through stipulation(s) included in the Statement of Conditions for No Adverse Effect.  In the area of the resource, project implementation would consist of [describe project implementation in the area of the property. This could include right‑of‑way acquisition and clearing and grubbing within that right-of-way, temporary and/or permanent easements, removal of designed landscaping, walls or other significant or character defining features.].
Physical destruction of or damage to all or part of the property [would/would not] occur. [e.g.  Project implementation would result in the physical destruction of the [name of property], resulting in a finding of Adverse Effect. OR Project implementation would result in physical destruction of or damage to all or part of the property; however, this effect would not be considered adverse. OR Project implementation would result in physical destruction of or damage to all or part of the property; however this effect is not considered adverse based on the conditions imposed on the project design outlined in the Statement of Conditions for No Adverse Effect.]     [Describe construction and ground disturbing activity within listed or eligible boundary to support your effects determination.  Justify why effect is or is not considered adverse. Whenever applicable (activity within the eligible boundary only), use distance in feet/meters to show the increase/decrease in distance of edge-of-pavement from resources and the percentage of loss/gain of setback.]  
NOTE:  An Adverse Effect would result from an alteration of the property that is not consistent with the Secretary’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (36 CFR Part 68) and applicable guidelines.
NOTE:  If property is being destroyed or removed from its historic location, go directly to Alternatives to Avoid Adverse Effect.
Figure 2 and all subsequent Figures will be "Proposed Improvements in the Area of the [Name of Property]"


Project implementation [would/would not] result in a change in the character of the property’s use.  There are no direct or indirect effects anticipated to the [name of property] that would alter the character of the continued [residential, commercial, agricultural, institutional] use of the property.  OR  Because of the house's proximity to the roadway, the change/removal in access to the resource, the widening of the existing two lane road in front of the property to four lanes and the reduction in size of the front yard would diminish the future desirability of the property for residential use (tailor). OR  The property is currently abandoned and has been abandoned for many years.  Because of the type of the house, the structural condition of the property and its location, there is very little potential for the property to be returned to its historic use (tailor).  Therefore, project implementation would not result in a change in the character of the property's use.  

Project implementation [would/would not] result in a change in the character of the property’s physical features within the property’s setting that contribute to its historic significance (Describe in detail the setting of the property and how the resource and its contributing features would or would not be affected by project implementation).

Project implementation [would/would not] result in the introduction of visual elements that diminish the integrity of the property’s significant historic characteristics or features.  [Justify.]  [e.g.  The existing facility always has been and would continue to be an element of the visual character of the property. AND/OR The property is shielded from the existing facility by vegetation and would be shielded from the improved facility by this same vegetation.  AND/OR The distance from the property to the transportation facility would not change.  AND/OR The visual perception from the property would not change.  AND/OR  The visual character of the area surrounding the resource has been compromised by modern commercial/residential/industrial development.  AND/OR The enlargement of the existing transportation facility would not further compromise the visual character of the property. Tailor to your property. Whenever applicable (activity inside or outside of eligible boundary), use distance in feet/meters to show the increase/descrease in distance of edge-of-pavement from resources and the percentage of loss/gain of setback.] 
Project implementation would not result in the introduction of atmospheric elements that diminish the integrity of the property’s significant historic characteristics or features.  There would be no atmospheric effect to this property as a result of project implementation.  The project is consistent with the State Implementation Plan for air quality in the region.

Project implementation would not audibly affect the [name of property] or Project implementation would audibly affect the [name of property]; however, this effect would not be adverse or Project implementation would audibly affect the [name of property], and this effect would be adverse.   The existing noise level at the property is [number] dBA LEQ.  The no‑build noise level at the property is [number] dBA LEQ.  The build noise level (design year [year]) at the resource is [number] dBA LEQ.  This [number] decibel increase would occur over twenty years and would/would not be perceptible to the human ear.  If perceptible, state whether or not substantial - (0-4 decibel increase not perceptible), (5-14 decibel increase perceptible but not substantial), (15 decibel or greater increase substantial).   Also, the build noise level would/would not approach or exceed the FHWA noise abatement criterion of 67 dBA LEQ established for residential land use or 72 dBA LEQ established for commercial land use.(If noise levels exceed these federal criteria, the effect to the resource is not necessarily adverse.  Refer to the GDOT Guidelines for Determining Noise Impacts to Historic Resources for guidance and examples). 

If applicable (build noise level exceeds 14 decibels) …The construction of a noise abatement wall was considered to minimize the audible impact.  However, this wall would be [number] feet tall and located [number] feet from the front of the resource.  The visual intrusion of this wall would introduce an element adversely out of character with the visual setting of this historic building.  Also, the driveway opening required to permit access to the resource would diminish the effectiveness of this barrier.  Therefore, this wall is not a prudent means of minimizing project effects.  Refer to GDOT Guidelines for Determining Noise Impacts to Historic Resources for guidance and other minimization recommendations.
NOTE:  Omit these last two paragraphs if this is a GEPA document.  Noise not considered under GEPA.

Project implementation [is/is not] anticipated to affect indirectly the [name of property].  Justify.   Discuss all that apply to the specific property:  any change in traffic patterns resulting from the creation of additional access or the removal of current access to an existing transportation facility, the creation of new intersections on a new location facility and the proximity of those intersections to the historic property, existing and planned development/zoning in the area of the property, the future viability of the property following project implementation.

Repeat for each additional resource.

SUMMARY [Included if more than one property discussed]
Implementation of the proposed project would result in a finding of [No Adverse/Adverse Effect]  for the [Name of Property]. OR Implementation of the proposed project would result in a finding of No Adverse Effect for the [Name of Property] based on conditions imposed on the proposed project which have already been incorporated into the construction plans and through stipulations included in the proposed Statement of Conditions for No Adverse Effect.

Note:  If more than five historic properties are discussed, prepare a summary table, refer to it here and append to report.  

ALTERNATIVES TO AVOID ADVERSE EFFECT

[Detail Avoidance Alternatives that were investigated.]

NOTE:    ‑ If Adverse Effect is due to a use of land and this is a federal aid project, Alternatives will be authored by the NEPA writer.  If Adverse Effect is due to impacts other than physical alteration OR if 106 is through the COE, then Historian and/or Archaeologist will author.  Useful discussion may be found in GEPA EER.

PLANNING TO MINIMIZE HARM AND (if applicable for your project) PROPOSED MITIGATION AND/OR PROPOSED CONDITIONS FOR NO ADVERSE EFFECT
Planning to minimize harm was taken into consideration to the extent possible during project development.  [Discuss alignment shifts, reduced typical section, construction of a retaining wall or anything else that was considered to obtain a finding of No Effect/No Adverse Effector to minimize the impact to an adversely affected property and state whether or not the measures were incorporated into project design.  If they were not, state why.]
The following mitigation measure(s) is/are proposed for discussion at consultation between the FHWA and the SHPO: 

1)
Stipulation(s)
NOTE:  Mitigation is proposed if effect is adverse 

DETERMINATION UNDER GEPA

In compliance with the GEPA Manual of Guidance (MOG) dated July 25, 1991, the above study was conducted to determine the potential effects to historic resources.  The effects discussed above are not adverse because . . . OR while adverse, are not considered to be significantly adverse because . . . [e.g. the future viability of the resource will not be lessened] OR the adverse effects are considered to be significantly adverse because . . . [e.g. the resource will be destroyed or so severely modified as to call into question the future viability of the property].

APPENDICES

APPENDIX A

NOTIFICATION

AND

EARLY CONSULTATION CORRESPONDENCE

APPENDIX B

PROPERTY INFORMATION FORMS [Eligible properties only]
AND

NATIONAL REGISTER NOMINATION FORM(S)[Delete if not applicable]
APPENDIX C

SUMMARY TA BLE
Delete this appendix if not applicable (five or fewer resources in AOE)
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