 Letter 1: A Letter to the SHPO During an Assessment of Information Needs 

Ms. Cynthia Ophs
Orebama State Historic Preservation Officer
Department of Planning and Land Use
106 Process Street
Nitsua, TO 106110 

Dear Ms. Ophs: 

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) in Fishfall. I am writing to request your assistance in identifying historic properties that might be affected by this undertaking. 

Enclosed is a copy of our study of historic structures available to us in Fishfall, which was coordinated with your office last year by our historic preservation consultants, Bittner Sorenson Associates. This study was carried out pursuant to Section 110(a)(1) of the National Historic Preservation Act, and unfortunately documented that no reasonably available historic structures would meet our program needs for at least 600,000 square feet of office space readily accessible to the existing Federal Building and Courthouse, the downtown, and the Garvey Freeway. Accordingly, we are now considering new construction options, and have identified three optional candidate sites for a new building. 

Pursuant to Section 800.4(a) of the regulations (36 CFR 800), we are assessing what information we need in order to identify properties that may be affected by our proposed new construction. We have determined that the area of potential effects (APE) of construction on each of the sites is as shown on the enclosed maps. 

Our historic preservation consultants, Bittner Sorenson Associates, will shortly begin our assessment of information needs through a review of source materials available at local academic institutions, libraries, and other repositories, as well as at the West Antique City Planning Office. A list of repositories and other sources of information our consultants intend to review is attached for your reference. We would appreciate your additions to or comments on this list. We also hope that you will assist us in reviewing the State historic properties inventory and State Historic Preservation Plan. A representative of Bittner Sorenson will be contacting your office shortly to discuss arrangements to review these information sources. 

Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(a)(ii), we would appreciate your views on what further actions we should take, if any, to identify historic properties. Our intention at this time is to limit identification ad this phase of planning to background research and cursory field inspections, designed to allow us to rank the three optional sites on the basis of the likelihood of major adverse effects to likely historic properties. Once a preferred alternative has been selected, partially on the basis of this ranking, we will conduct more detailed studies as needed to identify specific properties subject to effect, to evaluate these using the National Register Criteria (36 CFR 60.4), and to apply the Criteria of Effect and Adverse Effect (36 CFR 800.9) as needed. 

We anticipate that detailed identification studies that may be needed at later stages in planning may include intensive survey of historic structures and the potential for archeological sites on the preferred alternative site, and a reconnaissance of possible historic structures and districts elsewhere in the APE. If the Morgan-Shepherd site becomes the preferred alternative, a study of traditional cultural properties in its APE would be needed, because we understand that the local African-American community has special concerns about traditional lifeways in this area. In the course of our study we would also seek to identify interested parties who may have knowledge of or concerns about historic properties in the area, including Native American groups whom we may need to consult pursuant to the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA). 

All these activities would be carried out in consultation with your office, and would be reported in our Environmental Assessment (EA) or (if determined necessary) in a draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). We would employ the EA or DEIS in our formal coordination with your office and, as necessary, with the National Register and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and modify our findings as needed based on this coordination and on the results of public review. 

We would appreciate your views on the above outline of our proposed approach, together with any other advice you may have. If we do not hear from you within thirty (30) days, we will assume that you concur in our approach and will proceed, but in any event a representative of Bittner Sorenson will be in touch with your office soon to facilitate coordination. 

If you have any questions about this project, please contact Dr. Lynn Pertula of my staff at 106-7800. 

Sincerely, 

Gerald S. Appleton
Regional Administrator 

