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	Review the processing guidance for FHWA Federal-Aid projects, including:

· First Amended Programmatic Agreement…Regarding Implementation of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act for the Federal-Aid Highway Program in Alaska (Section 106 PA).  Appendix D Delegated Section 106 Process describes the consultation process. Appendix J, Historic Roads Consideration, has additional information for addressing historic roads during consultation.  See the DOT&PF Historic Properties webpage at http://www.dot.state.ak.us/stwddes/desenviron/resources/historicproperties.shtml. 
· If applicable per Section 106 PA Appendix J, review Alaska Roads Methodology for Assessing National Register of Historic Places Eligibility, Mead & Hunt, December 2014 (Alaska Roads DOE Methodology).
· Program Comment on Common Post-1945 Concrete and Steel Bridges (77 Federal Register 68790-68795, November 16, 2012 notice), retrieve from http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-11-16/pdf/2012-27866.pdf.   See additional DOT&PF guidance Applying the FHWA Program Comment on Common Post-1945 Concrete and Steel Bridges at DOT&PF Historic Properties webpage http://www.dot.state.ak.us/stwddes/desenviron/resources/historicproperties.shtml
Template instructions: 

· Indicate below the letter date whether or not the submission contains determinations of eligibility.  (This is to assist the SHPO DOE Committee.)    

· If the project is not assigned under 23 U.S.C. 327, contact an SEO PQI for adjustments to the opening two paragraphs of the letter.
· Consult with a NEPA manager before sending a letter containing Section 4(f) language, per the Environmental Procedures Manual Chapter 8, since this language will not always apply. Note that Section 4(f) language should only be included in letters to SHPO, who is the Section 4(f) Official with Jurisdiction for historic properties.
· Include a completed Office of History and Archaeology Coversheet with the SHPO letter when transmitting a report (literature review or survey).  

· The DOT&PF PQI will review the package for sufficiency before it is accepted for letter signature.  There are two signature processing options:
1. The DOT&PF Regional PQI approves and signs the letter.

2. A DOT&PF PQI from another Region or Statewide approves and signs the letter.
· The Region mails the letter and enclosures to SHPO.  The Region provides the DOT&PF staff on the cc list with electronic file documentation of the letter and enclosures.

· The Region provides electronic copies of any responses received to the cc listed DOT&PF staff. 


In Reply Refer To:

[Project Name]

[Fed/State project #]

No Adverse Effect
[Date]

ATTENTION:  This finding contains no [or indicate number of] DOE(s)

Ms. Judith Bittner

State Historic Preservation Officer

Alaska Office of History and Archaeology

550 W. 7th Avenue, Suite 1310

Anchorage, AK  99501-3565

Dear Ms. Bittner:

Opening two paragraphs for assigned projects: The Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT&PF) has assumed the responsibilities of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) under 23 U.S.C. 327, and is proposing to [identify the name of the proposed project; indicate its location by reference to the section(s), township(s), range(s), Meridian, and USGS topographical map; and reference and provide at least one figure that illustrates the APE (as discussed below)].  The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by DOT&PF pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of Understanding dated April 13, 2023, and executed by FHWA and DOT&PF.
Consultation for this project is being conducted in accordance with the 2017 First Amended Programmatic Agreement… for the Federal-Aid Highway Program in Alaska.  The DOT&PF, acting as a Federal agency, finds no adverse effect on historic properties by the proposed project pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(b), implementing regulations of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.  This submission provides documentation in support of this finding, as required at 36 CFR 800.11(e).
The project consists of:  [Describe the proposed project; briefly, but adequately, in an understandable manner.  Include all elements that may have potential to affect historic properties.  Enclose figures as necessary to aid the project description.]  

[Define the Area of Potential Effect (APE), and explain the rationale for the APE boundary.  The APE should include the direct footprint (i.e., project area, staging areas, and material sources) and also include adjacent/neighboring parcels/outlying areas that may have potential to experience other effects of the project (i.e., noise, visual, traffic changes, etc.).  Provide appropriate illustrations or figure details of the APE.  Depending on scope of the project, it may be possible to include the APE on the earlier referenced figure.]  

[Briefly summarize the results of historic property identification (including the most recent date the Alaska Heritage Resources Survey list was reviewed and a reference to the survey report, if one was prepared). Be aware that roads would not need to undergo a formal historic property identification process if the project is covered under the Section 106 PA’s Appendix J, section I.]  

[For properties in the APE which already have an adequate DOE with SHPO concurrence, indicate their status. If determinations of eligibility (DOEs) are submitted as part of historic property identification, also summarize each DOE pursuant to the criteria in 36 CFR 60.4. (When a DOE is for a road, summarize its conclusions based on the Alaska Roads DOE Methodology, as applied in the Section 106 PA’s Appendix J. If the DOE is for a Category 1 road, also include this information here.) If a consultant or in-house report is the basis for DOT&PF’s determination, include sufficient references to the key information in the report. Following the DOE summary, state “The DOT&PF has determined that {insert AHRS #s} {are/are not} eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.” Provide a figure with the locations of properties being evaluated for eligibility, or reference such a figure(s) in the enclosed report. NOTE: DOE summaries should only cover properties for which a DOE is currently being submitted.]
[Before addressing finding(s) of effect, below, ensure that the letter clearly states exactly which NRHP-eligible properties, if any, are present in the project APE (a table may be helpful). This must include properties/sites which have previously been determined eligible, along with any properties the DOT&PF has determined eligible in the current submission.  Provide a figure with the locations of eligible properties and their boundaries with regard to the project APE.  Be aware of restrictions on the release of information pertaining to archaeological resources.]
[Provide a finding of effect for each eligible resource and for the overall project and explain the basis for the findings.  For example, the basis for the finding of “no adverse effect” is that the project does not have any adverse effect on the characteristics that qualify the property(ies) for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. If an NRHP-eligible road is in the APE, and the Section 106 PA’s Appendix J.I does not apply, assess effects following the Section 106 PA’s Appendix J.III.]  

[If the NEPA Manager anticipates that a Section 4(f) de minimis finding will be made for an NRHP-eligible property, the following language is to be included in the SHPO findings letter: “It is DOT&PF’s intent to make a Section 4(f) de minimis impact finding premised on your written concurrence that the project will not adversely affect the {identify the historic property}.”  
[If the NEPA Manager anticipates that archaeological sites in the APE will be subject to Section 4(f) approval under 23 CFR 774.13(b), consultation with SHPO should state, if applicable, “The DOT&PF believes that [identify the archaeological site] is important chiefly for what can be learned through data recovery and that the site has minimal value for preservation in place.”]
NOTE: before including any other Section 4(f) language in this letter, including temporary occupancy, consult with SEO PQI(s).
[Summarize the previous consultation efforts and identify the consulting parties that are involved with this project.  Address input received from Tribe(s) (provided there is no confidentiality issue) and other consulting parties that resulted in the identification of historic properties.]

Please direct your concurrence or comments to me at the address above, by telephone at 907-[xxx-xxxx], or by e-mail at [e-mail address].  
Sincerely,

[Name] 

[Title of DOT&PF Professionally Qualified Individual] 

Enclosures:
[List enclosures (do not say “as stated”)]

[If transmitting a report] Office of History and Archaeology Coversheet

Electronic cc w/ enclosures:

[Name, P.E., DOT&PF (Identify Region), Project Manager]

[Name, DOT&PF (Identify Region), Regional Environmental Manager]

[Name and title of appropriate DOT&PF Statewide NEPA Manager]
 [If letter is signed by a Regional PQI, the name and title of appropriate DOT&PF Statewide cultural resources representative]


[If letter is signed by a SEO PQI, the name and title of appropriate Regional PQI] 
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