Letter 2b: Another Letter to the SHPO Documenting that No Further Identification is Needed 
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) in Fishfall. Pursuant to Section 800.4(a) of the regulations (36 CFR 800) implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), our historic preservation consultants, Bittner Sorenson Associates, have conducted background studies to assess what information we need in order to identify historic properties that may be affected by our proposed new construction. Bittner Sorenson has coordinated these studies with Merlan Little of your staff. A copy of Bittner Sorenson's report, "Background Study of Historic Property Potential for the new Bureau of Dog and Pony Regulation Building in East Antigua, Orebama," has been provided to Mr. Little in draft and final versions, the latter incorporating and addressing his comments. 

Based on environmental, economic, historic preservation, and program considerations, we have tentatively identified the Shetland-Sheepdog site (the block bounded by Shetland, Stalking, Sheepdog and Mongrel Streets) as our preferred alternative. Based on our assessment of information needs, we have determined that no further efforts to identify historic properties are necessary with respect to this alternative. Our rationale for this determination is as follows: 

1. As documented in your files and those of the Fishfall Planning Department, the area of potential effects (APE) of construction on the Morgan-Shepherd site falls within the Upper Downtown Urban Renewal Area, where all buildings and structures were demolished in the 1960s as part of the Fishfall Urban Renewal Program As a result, there are no building, structures, or designed landscapes in the area that might be historic. The City Planning Department records indicate that the buildings were built directly on bedrock, with no basements. 

2. Mr. Little expressed concern about the impacts of increased traffic along Unicorn Avenue between the project site and the Murtagh Freeway. Our contractor's background research and a "windshield" survey of the Unicorn Avenue corridor indicate that all buildings and structures along both sides of the street were constructed during the late 1950s or later. The only possible exception to this generalization, the "General Store" at 792 Unicorn Avenue, was subjected to more detailed research. As documented in the consultants' report, based on records filed with the Fishfall Planning Department and an interview with the "General Store's" owner, it appears that the "General Store" was actually constructed in 1962, despite its antique appearance. None of the buildings along Unicorn Avenue appear to be of sufficient historic, architectural, or cultural merit to justify waiving the National Register criteria exception that excludes properties of recent origin from National Register eligibility. 

3. As part of his Master's Thesis in the Department of Anthropology at the University of Orebama, Nitsua, Don K. Nagata has produced a "predictive model" of prehistoric and historic settlements in the Antigua River Valley (D.K. Nagata: "Settlement Systematics in the Antigua River Valley: 5000 BC to 1900 AD," U. of Orebama, Nitsua 1990). This model suggests that both the Shetland-Sheepdog site and the Unicorn Avenue corridor have low potential as sites of prehistoric or historic settlement. Furthermore, the records of the city Planning Department indicate that when the buildings on the Shetland-Sheepdog site were demolished, there foundations were bulldozed to bedrock, leaving little possibility that either historic or prehistoric sites could have survived. 

3. Background studies of other documentary sources and consultation with knowledgeable parties (see attached lists) have not indicated the likelihood that any other historic properties exist within the APE. 

Based on the above rationale, and pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(a)(2), we have determined that there is no need for further actions to identify historic properties, and that there are no historic properties within the undertaking's area of potential effects. We will document this determination, which satisfies GSA's responsibilities under Section 106, in our Environmental Impact Assessment, which will be provided for your review and made available to all interested parties in accordance with 36 CFR 800.4(d). 

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 

