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	WISCONSIN
	FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
PROGRAMMATIC SECTION 4(f) DETERMINATION AND APPROVAL
	UNDER THE
	NATIONWIDE 4(f) EVALUATION FOR
	NET BENEFIT TO SECTION 4(f) PROPERTY
	(April 20, 2005)

Description/Location of Project:

WISDOT ID:  
Route:  
Termini:  
County:  
Name of Resource:   

Consult the Nationwide Section 4(f) Evaluation as it relates to the following items.  Complete all items.  Any response in a shaded box requires additional information prior to approval.  This determination will be attached to the applicable Environmental Document. 

	
Applicability Criteria
	YES
	
NO

	
1.	The proposed transportation project uses a Section 4(f) park, recreation area, wildlife or waterfowl refuge, or historic site.
	
X
	


	
2.	The proposed project includes all appropriate measures to minimize harm and subsequent mitigation necessary to preserve and enhance those features and values of the property that originally qualified the property for Section 4(f) protection.
	

X
	





	
3a.	For historic properties, the project does not require the major alteration of the characteristics that qualify the property for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) such that the property would no longer retain sufficient integrity to be considered eligible for listing.  (Consultation as in 36 CRF part 800)
	
X
or
NA
	




	
3b.	For archeological properties, the project does not require disturbance or removal of the archaeological resources that have been determined important for preservation in place rather than for the information that can be obtained through data recovery.     (Consultation as in 36 CRF part 800)
	
X
or
NA
	


	
4.	For historic properties, an agreement has been reached amongst the SHPO or THPO, the FHWA and the Applicant on measures to minimize harm when there is a use of Section 4(f) property.  Mitigation and measures to minimize harm have been incorporated into the project. (See following section on “Mitigation and Measures to Minimize Harm.”) 
	
X
or
NA
	


	5.	The officials with jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) lands agreed in writing with the assessment of impacts; the proposed measures to minimize harm; and the mitigation necessary to preserve, rehabilitate and enhance those features and values of the Section 4(f) property; and that such measures will result in a net benefit to the Section 4(f) property.
	
X

	


	
6.	If Federal funds have been used in the acquisition or improvements of the 4(f) site, the land conversion/transfer has been coordinated with the appropriate Federal agency, and they are in agreement with the land conversion or transfer.
Documentation is attached
	X
or
NA 
	





	
Alternatives Considered
	
YES
	
NO

	
1.	The "Do Nothing" alternative has been evaluated and is considered not to be feasible and prudent because it would neither address nor correct the transportation need that necessitated the project.
	
X
	


	
2.	An alternative has been evaluated to improve the transportation facility in a manner that addresses the project’s purpose and need without use of the Section 4(f) property and is considered not to be feasible and prudent.
	
X
	


	
3.	An alternative has been evaluated to build the transportation facility at a location that does not require use for the Section 4(f) property and is considered not to be feasible and prudent.
	
X
	







	
Mitigation and Measures to Minimize Harm
	
YES
	NO

	
1.	The proposed action includes all possible planning to minimize harm.
	
X
	


	
2.	Mitigation measures include one or more of the following:
(Check applicable mitigation measures.)
	

	


	
a. Replacement of lands used with lands of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location, and of at least comparable value.
	

	


	
b. Replacement of facilities impacted by the project including sidewalks, paths, benches, lights, trees, and other facilities.
	

	


	
c. Restoration and landscaping of disturbed areas.

	

	


	d. Special design features. (Briefly describe.)

	
	

	
e.   Payment of the fair market value of the land and improvements taken.
	
	


	
f.    Improvements to the remaining 4(f) site equal to the fair market value of the lands and improvements taken.
	

	


	
g.   Other measures. (describe briefly)

	

	





	
Coordination
	YES
	
NO

	
1.	The proposed project has been coordinated with the Federal, State, and/or local officials having jurisdiction over the 4(f) lands.
	
X
	


	
2.	Land is unencumbered by other Federal actions or coordination with the Federal Agency responsible for the encumbrance has been complete.  (Land and Water Conservation Fund Act, 16 USC 460/(8)(f)(3)
	
X
	


	3.       The Applicant (WisDOT) and the official(s) with jurisdiction
     agree that;
a. use of the property does not result in a substantial
diminishment of the function or value that made the property eligible for Section 4(f) protection
b. the project includes all possible planning to minimize 
      harm, including mitigation; and 
c. that the cumulative result is an overall improvement and  
      enhancement of the Section 4(f) property when compared to the       both the future do-nothing or avoidance alternative and the               present condition of the Section 4(f) property.
Documentation is attached. (MOA, correspondence)
	
X
	


	4.        Public involvement activities have occurred, consistent with
     the specific requirements of “23 CFR 771.111, Early       coordination, public involvement and project development” .

	
X
	

	5.         For a project where one or more public meetings or hearings were held, information on the proposed use of Section 49f) property was communicated at he public meeting(s) or hearings(s).   Documentation is attached.

	
X
	







Determination and Approval:

Description/Location of Project:
 	
WISDOT ID:	
Route:	
Termini:	
County:	
Name of Resource:	

Based on the environmental documentation, the results of public and agency consultation and coordination as evidenced by the attachments to this document, the FHWA has determined that:

The project meets all applicable criteria in the Nationwide Section 4(f) Evaluation and Determination for the Federal-Aid Transportation Projects That Have a Net Benefit to a Section 4(f) Property approved April 20, 2005.

That alternatives set forth in the Alternatives Considered section of the above Nationwide Section 4(f) Evaluation have been fully evaluated.

The findings in the Alternative Considered Section conclude the recommended alternative is the only feasible and prudent alternative and results in a clear net benefit to the Section 4(f) property.

The project complies with the Mitigation and Measures to Minimize Harm Section of the above Nationwide Section 4(f) Evaluation and there are assurances that the measures to minimize harm will be incorporated in the project.

The coordination and public involvement efforts required in the above Nationwide Section 4(f) Evaluation have been successfully completed and necessary written agreements have been obtained.

Accordingly, the FHWA approves the proposed use of the subject lands under the above Nationwide Section 4(f) Evaluation issued on April 20, 2005.



	
Date Approved
	

	
Federal Highway Administration



