Letter 13: Letter to SHPO Simultaneously Applying the Criteria of Effect and Adverse Effect 
Ms. Cynthia Ophs
Orebama State Historic Preservation Officer
Department of Planning and Land Use
106 Process Street
Nitsua, TO 106110 

Dear Ms. Ophs: 

As you know, the General Services Administration (GSA) is planning construction of a new headquarters building for the Southnorthern Regional Office of the Bureau of Dog and Pony Regulation (BDPR) on the Clydesdale-Collie site in Fishfall, Orebama. This undertaking and its effects are described in the enclosed Environmental Assessment (EA). We have been consulting with Merlan Little of your staff regarding this undertaking, as well as with the Senemanche Tribe and the Fishfall Historic Preservation Office (WAHPO). 

The new BDPR headquarters will occupy the Purebred Department Store building, which GSA will rehabilitate for such adaptive use. As you know, we have agreed that this building is eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. The project also falls within the Lower Horseshoe Historic District, which we agree is eligible for inclusion in the National Register. 

Having applied the Criteria of Effect and Adverse Effect (36 CFR 800.9) in consultation with Mr. Little and the other consulting parties we have determined that construction of the BDPR building on the Clydesdale-Collie site will have an effect on historic properties, but that this effect will not be adverse. The rationale for our determination is spelled out in the enclosed proposed letter to the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) and in the enclosed EA at the following locations: 

a. Description of the undertaking (Section 1-3). 
b. Alternatives considered (Section 2). 
c. Description of our efforts to identify historic properties and consult concerned parties (section 3-4; pages 3-27 through 3-31). 
d. Description of the historic properties subject to effect (Section 3-4, pages 3-31 through 3-35 (see also Appendix D). 
e. Discussion of how we have applied the Criteria of Effect and Adverse Effect, together with our rationale for determining that the undertaking will have no adverse effect (restated above). 
f. Comments of interested parties, and GSA's responses (Appendix G, comments 5, 7, and 12). 

If you concur in these determinations, please sign the concurrence line at the bottom of our proposed letter to the ACHP and return it to me, attention Dr. Lynn Pertula, Planning Staff. We will then forward documentation to the ACHP. Upon receipt of the ACHP's concurrence, we will proceed with the undertaking in accordance with the terms set forth in the letter and EA. 

If there are any questions, please contact Dr. Lynn Pertula of my staff at (110) 106-7800. 

Sincerely, 

Gerald S. Appleton
Regional Administrator 

