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1. Do Nothing Alternative. The Do

othing Alternative is not feasible and -

rudent because: (a) It would not correct
‘existing or projected capacity
deficiencies; or (b) it would not correct
existing safety hazards: or (c) it would
not correct existing deteriorated
conditions and maintenance problems;
and (d) not providing such co:rection
would constitute a cost or community
impact of extraordinary magnitude, or
would result in truly unusual or unique
problems, when compared with the
proposed use of the Section 4(f) lands.
2. Improvement Without Using the
Adjacent Section 4(f) Lands. It is not
feasible and prudent to avoid Section
4(N lands by roadway design or
transportation system management
techniques (including, but not limited to,
minor alignment shifts, changes in
geometric design standards, use of
retaining walls and/or other structures,
and traffic diversions or other traffic
management measures) because
implementing such measures would-
result in: (4) Substantial adverse.
communily impacts to adjacent homes,
businesses or other improved propertics;
or (b} substantially increased roadway
or structure cost; or (c) unique
enginecring, trafiic, maintenance, or
safety problems: or {d) substantial
adverse social. economic, ot

nvironmental impacts; or (e) the project
not meeting identified transportation
nceds: and (f} the impacts, costs. or
problems would be truly unusual or
unique. or of extraordinary magnitude
when compared with the proposed use
of Scction 4(f) lends. Flexibility in the
application of American Association of
State Highway and Transportation
Officials (AASHTO) gcometric
standards should be exercised, as -
-permitted in 23 CFR Part 625, during the
analysis of this alternative.

-8. Alternatives on New Location. It is
not feasible and prudent to aveid
Secction 4(f) lands by constructing on
new alignment because (a) the new
locatior: would not solve existing
transportation, safety: or maintenance
problems;-or (b) the new location would
result in substantial adverse social,
economic, or environmental impacts
(including such impacts us extensive
severing of productive farmlands,

displacement of a substantial number of

families or businesses, serious

disruption of established travel patterns, "~

substantial damage to wetlands or other
acnsitive natural areas, or greator
impacts to other Section 4(f) londs): or
(c) the new location would substantially
increase cosls or engineering difficulties
{such as an inability to achieve

the requirements of various permitting
agencies such as those involved with
navigation, pollution, and the
environment); and (d) such problems,
impacts, costs, or difficulties would be
truly unusual or unique, or of
extraordinary magnitude when
compared with the proposed use of
Seclion 4(f) lands. Flexibilily in the
application of AASHTO geometric
standards should be exercised, as
permitted in 23 CFR Part 623, during the
analysis of this alternative.

Measures to Minimize Harm

This programmatic Section 4{f)
evaluation and approval may be used
only for projects where the FHWA
Division Administrator, in accordance
with this evaluation, ensures that the
proposed action includes all possible
planning to minimize harm. This has
occurred when the oflicials having
jurisdiction over the Section 4{f)
property have agreed. in writing, with
the assessment of impacts resulting from
the use of the Section 4([] property and
with the mitigation measures to be
provided. Mitigation measures shail
include one or more of the following:

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

2. Replacement of [acilities impacted
by the project including sidewalks,
paths, benches, lights, trees, and other
faciliiies.

3. Restoration and landscaping of
disturbed arcas.

4. Incorporation of design features
{e.g.. reduction in right-of-way width,
modifications o the roadway seclion,
retaining walls, curb end gutter sections,
and minor alignment shifts); and habitat

‘Teatures (e.g., construction of new. or

enhancement of existing, wetlands or
other special habitat types); where
necessary to reduce or minimize impacts
to the Seclion 4(f) property. Such
features should be designed in a manner
that will not adversely aficct the safety.
of the highway facility. Flexibility in the
application of AASHTO geometric
standards should be exercised. us
permilted in 23 CFR Parl €25, during
such design. .

5. Payment of the fair market value of
the land and improvements taken or
improvements to the remaining Section
4(0 site equal to the fair markel value of
the land and improvements taken.

6. Such additional or allernative

-mitigation measures as may be

determined necessary based on
consultation with the officials having
jurisdiction over the parkland,

11y, A.crecreation area, or wildlife or waterfowl:
Yewrmu:MiNimum, design standards.or to meet ;- reluge, -~ o 1 et s 4n

Il the project uses Section 4(f) lands
that are encumbered with a Federal
interest (see Applicability), coordination
Is required with the appropriate agency
lo ascertain what special measures to
minimize hurm, or other requirements,
may be necessary under that agency's
regulations. To the extent possible,
commitments lo accomnplish such special
meusures and/or requirements shall be
included in the project record.

Coordination

Each project will require coordination
in the early stages of project
development with the Federal, State
and/or local agercy officials having
jurisdiction over the Section 4(f] lands.
In the case of non-Federal Section 4([)
lands, the official with jurisdiction will
be asked to identify any Federal
encumbrances. Where such
encumbrances exist, coordination will
be required with the Federal agency
responsible for the encumbrance.

For the interests of the Department of
Interior, Federal agency coordination
will be initiated with the Regional
Directors cf the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, the National Park Service. and
the Bureau of Reclamation: the State
Directors of the Burcau of Land
Management; and the Area Directors of
the Bureau of Indian Affaizs. In the cese
of Indian lands. there will also be
coordination with appropriate Indian
Tribal officials.

Bcfore applying this programmatic
evaluition to projects requiring an
individual bridge permit, the Division
Administrator shall coordinate with the
U.S. Coast Guard District Commander.
. Copies of the final written analysis
and determinations required under this
programmatlc Section 4(f) evaluation
shall be provided (o the officials having
jurisdiction over the involved Section
4(f) area and to other parties upon
request. :

Approval Procedure

This programmatic Section 4(f)
approval applies only after the FH\WA
Division Administrator has:

1. Determined that the project meets
the applicability criteria set jorth above;

2. Delermined that a!l of the
alternatives set forth in the Findings

~ section have been fully evaluated;

3. Determined that the findings in this
document {which conclude that there
are 10 leasible and prudent alternatives

<:. to the use of the publicly owned public

. purk, recrcation area, or wildlife or ;
cwwalerfowl refuge) are clearly applicabile
S gudoon to the projecty
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