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1. Introduction

Regulatory Setting

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303), declares that it is
the policy of the United States Government that special effort should be made to preserve the
natural beauty of the countryside and public park and recreation lands, wildlife and waterfowl
refuges, and historic sites.

Section 4(f) specifies that the Secretary [of Transportation] may approve a transportation
program or project . . . requiring the use of publicly owned land of a public park, recreation area,
or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, State, or local significance, or land of an historic site
of national, State, or local significance (as determined by the Federal, State, or local officials
having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site) only if:

(1) there is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that land; and

(2) the program or project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the park,
recreation area, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or historic site resulting from the use.

Section 4(f) further requires consultation with the Department of the Interior and, as appropriate,
the involved offices of the Departments of Agriculture and Housing and Urban Development in
developing transportation projects and programs which use lands protected by Section 4(f).

Evaluation of Impacts to Section 4(f) Properties

If the use of a Section 4(f) property has changed after the NEPA document, such as the Finding
of No Significant Impact (FONSI), a separate Section 4(f) approval is required (23 CFR
774.9(c)). This can happen despite a good faith effort to consider all impacts to historic
properties during the NEPA evaluation.

Upon completion of the project design, the South Dakota Department of Transportation
(SDDOT) determined the project will result in a rise in the base flood elevation (BFE) of more
than one tenth of a foot. As part of the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) this rise is
regulated by the Federal Emergency Management Administration (FEMA) and requires:

o A Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) and
¢ Flood control mitigation for structures located within the impacted flood plain.

This Section 4(f) evaluation considers the adverse effects to eligible historic properties located
at 5100 N. Timberline Avenue. These adverse effects are a result of mitigation determined
necessary to minimize impacts of future flood events within the floodplain.
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2. Proposed Action

The project, referred to as the Proposed Action for purposes of Section 4(f), is a Federal aid
highway project to construct a new limited-access regional arterial roadway planned to address
future transportation system needs in the Sioux Falls area. The Proposed Action consists of
constructing a paved 17-mile roadway that will connect 1-29 to I-90 (Figure 1). Part of each
alternative, except the no build alternative, includes a crossing of the Big Sioux River.

3. Purpose and Need

The purpose and need for the East Side Corridor Project (SD 100) was first introduced in the
1995 Sioux Falls Regional Transportation Study (Sioux Falls MPO, 1995). It was developed as
a means to address future transportation needs in the area south and east of the current city
limits of Sioux Falls. It was proposed as a 17-mile regional arterial highway to accommodate
forecasted regional travel demand in Lincoln and Minnehaha Counties. This highway includes a
large crossing of the Big Sioux River.

Since 1995, SD 100 has been mentioned, studied, and refined in a host of documents including:

e Sioux Falls Regional Arterial Corridor Analysis-East Side Corridor Study- Phase | (1999)
(City of Sioux Falls 2003);

¢ Final Environmental Assessment, Sioux Falls East Side Corridor Minnehaha and Lincoln
Counties, South Dakota, I-29 (Exit 106) east and north 17 miles to 1-90 (Exit 402), Sioux
Falls, South Dakota (FHWA/SDDOT 2003)

o Year 2025 Long Range Transportation Plan for the Sioux Falls Metropolitan Planning
Area (Sioux Falls MPO 2005);

e Sioux Falls 2015 Comprehensive Development Plan (Sioux Falls Planning and Building
Services 2003)

e Sioux Falls Comprehensive Development Plan: Shape Sioux Falls 2035 (City of Sioux
Falls 2009)

e Direction Sioux Falls MPO Long Range Transportation Plan (Sioux Falls MPO 2010)

¢ Final Supplemental Environmental Assessment and Section 4(f) De Minimis Impact
Finding: East Side Corridor (SD100) I-29/County Road 106 (Exit 73) to South of 26™
Street, Sioux Falls, South Dakota (FHWA/SDDOT 2012)

e South Dakota State Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP) 2014-2017 (SDDOT 2013)

e Environmental Assessment and Section 4(f) De Minimis Analysis for East Side Corridor
(SD100) 1-90 to South of Madison Street, Sioux Falls, South Dakota (FHWA/SDDOT
2014)
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e Federal Highway Administration Environmental Assessment and Section 4(f) De Minimis
Impact Finding, Reevaluation for East Side Corridor (SD100) 1-90 to South of Madison
Street, Sioux Falls, South Dakota (FHWA/SDDOT 2016)

This project is designed to adequately prepare the City of Sioux Falls for needs consistent with
planning decisions and future construction of other public and private infrastructure investments
and it will meet the transportation needs of 2025 and 2035. This project will prevent highway
transportation deficiencies that will occur in the study area if nothing is done including
deficiencies in highway capacity, safety, and access.

4. Description of Section 4(f) Properties

The Section 4(f) de minimis impact finding included in the original EA (FHWA/SDDOT 2014)
documented the projects de minimis impacts to four individual historic properties. New
information has prompted a reevaluation of one of these four historic properties. The following
describes the features, attributes, and activities of 5100 North Timberline Avenue that may be
affected by the Project.

The Olson-Rist-Sunvold farmstead (MH03000001-MHO03000010) located at 5100 North
Timberline Avenue consists of a residential home and nine outbuildings. The parcel and
buildings face west toward North Timberline Avenue and are south and west of a large
agricultural field. The house and outbuildings are set back from the road by a manicured lawn
with several large trees. A gravel driveway partially bisects the property, running east-west from
North Timberline Avenue past the house to the outbuildings. The structures include a primary
residence, two recently constructed garage structures, a barn/shop, open hay storage, and a
number of garage-storage-shop buildings. The Big Sioux River abuts the parcel at its southeast
corner, which also is paralleled by railroad tracks.

The 144 acres (58.27 hectares) property is designated as Government Lots 1 and 2 of Section
30, Township 102N, Range 48W. The property ownership is traced to 1879 until the last private
owner purchased the property in 1979, Mr. Bennett L. Sunvold. Due to the projects proximity to
the property Mr. Sunvold requested the SDDOT purchase the property as part of the project and
in early 2017 SDDOT completed the purchase of the property. Access to the property is from
North Timberline Road and the driveway to the structures. It is a semi-rural farmstead on the
edge of a growing urban area. Similar properties in this area, northeast of Sioux Falls, are
typically associated with one or two agricultural fields and are interspersed with small properties
containing single family homes with no agricultural usage.

The residence was constructed in 1912 and the outbuildings were constructed at various times
by the three twentieth century owners of the property. It is said that the Olson family lived in a
dugout structure on the parcel prior to the 1912 residence construction but no evidence of the
structure was found during the cultural survey, likely due to the several flooding events that
have occurred since that time. The last large flood that clearly affected the structures was in
1973 and while there may have been smaller flooding events since it appears some major
structural repairs were required after 1973. Four of the ten structures located on the parcel
(Figure 2) are considered eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP):
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Building 1 (MH03000001) is the two-story, wood frame foursquare type residence constructed
in 1912. The structure sits on a stone foundation and faces west toward North Timberline
Avenue across the manicured lawn. The house has a pyramidal roof clad with asphalt shingles
and a front facing dormer. Its exterior walls are clad with wood siding, which appears to be
original on all facades except the rear (east). This facade has replacement vertical wood siding
on the lower story. Windows appear to be wood, double-hung sash with one over one lights
(panes of glass). The exception to the original windows is one small vinyl sliding window on the
lower portion of the north facade.

The west facade has an enclosed porch with a flat roof that serves as a balcony for the upper
story. The porch is accessed via three concrete steps with recent wood railings that lead to the
houses front door. There is a wood panel door with an oval light in the center bay flanked by a
double-hung, one over one light wood window on each side. The upper story door accesses the
balcony.

The building has two small additions that are well designed and proportional to the house. On
the south facade is a small one story, gable roof kitchen addition and the east facade contains a
small addition.

Building 2 (MH03000002) is a one-car garage/storage structure estimated of 1920s-30s
construction. The small wood frame structure has a side-gable roof and faces east. Its exterior
walls are clad with wood siding, and its only opening is via double-leaf wood vehicle doors. The
lower portion of the rear (west) facade extends out. This may be the original garage that has
been relocated as it sits on a new concrete foundation and its location is peripheral to the
outbuilding group.

Building 6 (MHO3000006) is a one-car garage/storage structure of estimated 19120s-30s
construction. The wood frame structure sits on a wood sill and faces west. It has a clipped front-
gable roof clad with asphalt shingles. Its exterior is clad with wood siding except for its overhead
metal vehicle door. On the rear (east) facade are a boarded up pedestrian door and a window.
The garage may be the second garage in sequence. Installation of an overhead door likely
occurred in the 1950s-60s.

Building 9 (MHO300009) is a small, wood frame storage building with a square plan and a tall
pyramidal roof. It sits on a concrete block foundation and faces north. Its only openings are a
two-car overhead metal door on the main (north) facade and a glazed panel pedestrian door on
its west facade. At the center of the roof is a tin wind vane. It may be an earlier building
relocated to its current concrete block foundation. This building and the house are the only two
structures with pyramidal roofs. The vehicle door is a modification of the north facade.

These four buildings were determined eligible for listing on the NRHP under National Register
Criteria for Evaluation (National Park Service Bulletin 15), “Criteria A. That are associated with
events that made a significant contribution to the board patterns of our history.” These
structures, although it appears two were moved slightly, likely following the 1973 flood of the Big
Sioux River, remained on the original parcel of land settled under the Homestead Act. This was
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an important period of settlement and development in South Dakota and the original location
and general setting have remained intact for this property (SDSHS 1994).

5. Impacts to the Section 4(f) Properties

Initial cultural resource reviews for the SD100 project did not include the property at 5100 N.
Timberline Ave (the property) as it was outside of the original corridor boundary. It was not until
research for a revised Northern Segment of SD100 in 2012 that a survey was conducted to
include the property. During this survey 4 structures on the property were identified as eligible
for listing on the NRHP. At this time there were no impacts to the Section 4(f) structures as the
preliminary design only indicated a small impact to the front yard (from which the house is set
far back). At that time, the landowners continued to plan to reside in the residence as well as
maintain the property in its original use.

In 2016, at the request of the landowner, the SDDOT agreed to acquire this property. The 2016
Findings of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) re-evaluation (FHWA/SDDOT 2016) included
considerations for changes to the property’s ownership. As part of the re-evaluation SHPO
concurred with the SDDOT that the stipulations originally included in the no adverse effect
determination (July 13, 2016) requiring the property to maintain a direct access to N. Timberline
Ave and calling for additional plantings (screening) were not necessary.

On August 3, 2017, the SDDOT and FHWA were made aware of FEMA's regulatory concerns
regarding the effects a rise in the floodplain would have on the property. Each of the Big Sioux
River crossing alternatives discussed in the EA (FHWA/SDDOT 2016) impact the property in the
same manner and have the same effects to the base flood elevation (BFE). For a projected rise
of 1% annual chance flood event (i.e. a 100-year flood) the water surface elevation (WSEL) will
be approximately 0.32 feet above the current BFE of 3 feet. The difference in potential impacts
to property, natural, cultural, and socioeconomic resources from a flood event of 3 feet and 3.32
feet would be similar. In consultation with SHPO, FHWA obtained concurrence that the
difference in the projected BFE alone, before and after construction, would have no adverse
effect on the property.

On August 23, 2017, FEMA informed the SDDOT that to comply with FEMA regulations for the
National Flood Insurance Program 44 CFR 59-65 and to obtain the necessary CLOMR, the
projected rise in the BFE by 0.32 feet would require flood mitigation for any structure within the
BFE. This included the historic structures at 5100 N. Timberline Avenue. Upon further review
by the SDDOT, it was determined that any crossing of the Big Sioux River that met the project’s
purpose and need would also result in a rise in the BFE of more than 0.10 feet and thus require
flood mitigation.

To meet the requirements for a CLOMR, the structures must be removed from the BFE or flood
proofed. The following table (Table 1) demonstrates a comparison and review of the alternatives
considered to meet the CLOMR requirements as well as evaluate feasible and prudent
avoidance alternatives under Section 4(f).

Section 4(f) Evaluation
SD100 (1-90 to South of Madison Street) Page | 7



Table 1 lays out the options and an evaluation of the challenges associated with flood proofing
the property’s residence and three outbuildings utilizing the following guidance documents put
forth by FEMA:

e “Homeowner’s Guide to Retrofitting: Six Ways to Protect Your Home from Flooding”
(FEMA P-312, 3" edition, June 2014);

¢ “Floodplain Management Bulletin; Historic Structures” (FEMA P-467-2 May 2008);

¢ “Engineering Principles and Practices for Retrofitting Flood-Prone Residential Structures
(Third Edition)” (FEMA P-259 January 2012).

6. Avoidance Alternatives Analysis

Numerous alternatives for SD 100 were evaluated but all required a crossing of the Big Sioux
River with the exception of the no build alternative. Under the no build alternative, the City of
Sioux Falls would be unable to meet the traffic needs for the years 2025 and beyond, therefore
this alternative is not feasible and prudent. The following discussion is a brief synopsis of the
alternative discussion in the “Federal Highway Administration Environmental Assessment and
Section 4(f) De Minimis Impact Finding, Reevaluation for East Side Corridor (SD100) 1-90 to
South of Madison Street, Sioux Falls, South Dakota” (FHWA and SDDOT 2016).

As all the build alternatives evaluated in the EA required a crossing of the Big Sioux River. A
hydrological study was undertaken to evaluate the alternatives for the location of the crossing
and the impacts of a bridge construction project (FEMA application Case Number 17-08-0628R,
August 25, 2017). Alternatives were reviewed to attempt to identify a ‘no rise’ alternative for the
base flood elevation (BFE).

It became apparent that any piers placed in the channel caused an increase in the BFE. Due to
the length of this bridge (between 780 and 1000 feet) and the surrounding topography, piers
within the channel are required. Therefore, it became necessary to look at where the increases
in the rise of BFE occurred and how far upstream and downstream these rises occurred.

Alternatives to the east of the preferred alternative were considered (Alternatives 1, 2, and 3),
these crossing alternatives faced significant constructability challenges with overhead utility
lines. Operational changes have increased the electrical loads carried through the transmission
lines. These increased loads result in additional sag in the power lines. In this case, the
increased sag reduced the clearance between the ground and the power lines by as much as 8
feet. Lack of clearance between the transmission lines and the ground prevent construction
equipment that would be needed to erect the Big Sioux River Bridge, such as cranes, to operate
safely. In addition, changes in utility regulations have made it challenging to obtain approval for
powering down transmission lines during construction. Due to these constraints, these
alternatives did not meet the constructability need of the project and were determined not
feasible and prudent.
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Table 1. Flood Proofing Impacts

Impacts to Section 106 and Section 4(f)
Resources

Challenge

Results/Conclusion

Option 1

Relocate
Structures
outside the
BFE

Relocation of the residential structure, i.e.
MHO03000001, would allow it to maintain
its historic significance under Criteria C
for distinctive characteristics of type,
period, or method of construction
however, it would lose its significance
under Criteria A with changes to the
original location and agricultural setting.

"A property removed from its original or
historically significant location can be
eligible if it is significant primarily for
architectural value or it is the surviving
property most importantly associated with
a historic person or event." NPS Bulletin
15. Properties can even be moved within
a property boundary and retain
significance, such as the 3 outbuildings
did. However once removed from the
original parcel their significance is lost.

Relocation of these structures would
adversely affect the historic properties
and Section 4(f) resources.

Substantial improvements would be
required to make the house structurally
sound prior to relocation. The following
issues were observed:

- Sill plates show significant wear and
some water damage

- floor joists do not meet current code
have some areas of water damage.

- additional cross girders added and are
supported by 4 steel poles bolted to the
concrete floor in the center of the house.
- appears much of this work was done
after 1973 flooding.

- due to the shape of the first floor and
the structure of the home, there is a high
potential for catastrophic failure without
substantial improvements.

Locating a site of similar size and setting
to accommodate the residence and
outbuildings for placement could be
challenging given a rapidly growing
community like Sioux Falls.

There is a high risk that the
residential structure would not
survive relocation without
substantial improvements. Itis
likely reconstruction of the first floor
would be needed as well as
additional wall supports.

Relocation would be an Adverse
Effect under Section 106 of the
NRHP.

The cost for land, structural
rehabilitation, and relocation is not
considered feasible or prudent
under Section 4(f).

Option dismissed.
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Impacts to Section 106 and Section 4(f)
Resources

Challenge

Results/Conclusion

Option 2

Elevate

Structures

above the
BFE

Raising the residential structure may
allow the residential structure to maintain
its historic significance under Criteria C
for distinctive characteristics of type,
period, or method of construction and
significance under Criteria A by retaining
the original location and agricultural
setting. Although retrofitting could cause
an impact to material, feeling, and
potentially the workmanship of a
structure.

Elevating the outbuildings would make
them either unusable for their intended
purpose or substantial improvements
would be required (e.g. lowering the
garage doors from the structure to a new
concrete foundation, rewiring, shoring).
These improvements would detract from
the property's historic setting, feeling,
workmanship, and would compromise the
amount of historic material.

Raising these structures would adversely
affect the historic properties and Section
4(f) resources.

Substantial improvements would be
required to make the residence
structurally sound to withstand an
elevation shift of approximately 5.5 feet
(per Sioux Falls ordinance 156.066). The
following issues were observed:

- Sill plates show significant wear and
some water damage

- floor joists do not meet current code
have some areas of water damage.

- additional cross girders added and are
supported by 4 steel poles bolted to the
concrete floor in the center of the house.
- appears much of this work was done
after 1973 flooding.

- due to the shape of the first floor and
the structure of the home, there is a high
potential for catastrophic failure of this
option.

- both additions to structure would need
to be removed, either permanently or
temporarily.

Elevating the remaining structures would
require a substantial improvements to
make them useable (e.g. lowering the
garage doors from the structure to a new
concrete foundation, rewiring, shoring).

The purpose and need of the new
highway is to provide a limited access
highway restricting entrances to major
intersections. This requires eliminating
the existing approach road to this
property. A new access road would be
required into this property.

There is a high risk that the
residential structure would not
survive being elevated without
substantial improvements.

Elevating the remaining structures
approximately 5.5 feet above the
BFE would require substantial
improvements (i.e. shifting the
garage doors from the structure to a
new concrete foundation). The
appearance of such retrofits would
detract from the setting making this
an Adverse Effect on the properties
setting.

Locating a new access road to the
property would require acquisition
of property from adjacent land
owners and would affect use of
these properties.

For the residence and outbuildings,
significant retrofitting to make the
structures useable at a raised
elevation would have considerable
cost, creating a new use for the
structures separate from their
current use will be challenged and
is not considered feasible or
purdent under Section 4(f).

Option dismissed
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Impacts to Section 106 and Section 4(f)
Resources

Challenge

Results/Conclusion

Option No impacts to Section 4(f) Resources This option is not allowed under FEMA Not an acceptable optionOption

3Dry Flood and National Park Service requirements. | dismissed

Proof

Structures

Option 4 No impacts to Section 4(f) Resources This involves raising utilities, structural Refer to same results and
component (first floor), filling conclusions listed under Option 2.

Wet Flood basement/crawlspace, and contents

Proof above BFE Not an acceptable option

Structures Option dismissed

Due to the need to raise the structural
components approximately 5.5' above the
ground, the entire first floor would need to
be elevated, resulting in similar
challenges to Option 2.

Challenges identified under Option 2 also
apply to this option.
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Impacts to Section 106 and Section 4(f)
Resources

Challenge

Results/Conclusion

Option 5 Construction of a floodwall or levee would | A large floodwall or levee would need to Constructing a floodwall or levee
adversely affect the setting of the be constructed to prevent water from would have an Adverse Effect on
Construct property identified under Criteria C. reaching this property. This would either | the local setting of the historic
Flood Wall need to completely encapsulate the resource and additional Adverse
or Levee There is a potential for adverse impacts property or it would need to extend the Effects on other resources
to additional Section 4(f) and 6(f) length of the river. upstream and downstream.
properties upstream, (two potentially
eligible properties observed during Prevent impacts to other homes and Encapsulating the property would
windshield survey and one 6(f) property potential 4(f) and 6(f) properties in the require blocking access to the
identified), because of rise in the BFE surrounding area or to provide mitigation | property and make the property
due to material being placed within the for the properties would be required for unusable.
floodplain. any additional rise in the BFE that would
result from additional material being A levee would need to extend the
Constructing a floodwall or levee would placed in the flood plain. length of the river which is not
have an adverse effect to the historic feasible and would create an
properties and Section 4(f) resources. additional rise in the BFE.
This alternative is not considered
feasible or prudent under Section
4(f).
Option dismissed
Option 6 The structures would be demolished and | Removal of structure from the floodplain | While an Adverse Effect to the
the property would be returned to green meets FEMA requirements. historic property, this effect is
Demolition | space. mitigated through an MOA with

Adverse Effect would be mitigated with
MOA and Adverse Impact to Section 4(f)
resource could be minimized through
MOA with SHPO.

SHPO. This option is the only
feasible and prudent alternatives
identified under Section 4(f).
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Alternatives further to the west were considered but the number of residences that would be
impacted by the rise in the BFE grew with increased shoreline impacts being required for these
alternatives. The western alternatives would result in an increased hardship for numerous
residences that would have to either be relocated or elevated above the BFE. In addition, a
preliminary review of the plats of these residences and structures indicate a high probability that
they are from the same period as 5100 N. Timberline Ave. Additional impacts to historic
resources, public parks (6(f) resources) would be likely with the most western options and
therefore these alternatives were considered not feasible and prudent.

The other alternatives considered in the EA, Alternatives 4, 4A, and 7 were carried forward for
analysis and have very similar bridge placements and although there is some slight variation in
the BFE and floodplain boundary it does not change the impact on the historic properties at
5100 N. Timberline Ave required due to flood mitigation. These alternatives are considered in
this document. As the impacts for these alternatives are the same, they have been treated as
one construction alternative and reflect the final Alternative chosen in the EA, Alternative 4A.

7. Least Overall Harm Analysis

With no prudent and feasible avoidance alternatives, Alternative 4A was evaluated for measures
to minimize harm to the Section 4(f) resources. Since the project construction requires
compliance with the NFIP 44 CFR 59-65 Flood Management Procedures, options for flood
proofing and minimizing impacts to these eligible historic properties were evaluated. Table 1
identifies the impacts, challenges, and the recommended conclusion for each of these options.

Based on the evaluation in Table 1, the only feasible option is to demolish the structures at 5100
N. Timberline Avenue. FHWA, SDDOT, and the SD SHPO have prepared a draft Memorandum

of Agreement (Attachment 1) intended to mitigate for the loss of historic properties that includes

the following commitments:

1) A comprehensive parcel map will be created of 5100 N. Timberline documenting all of
the structures located on the property, the agricultural fields, driveways, and other
ancillary facilities associated with the property.

2) All mapped structures, features, and facilities will be documented with National Register
quality photographs as described in the “Photography Guidelines for the Purposes of
Section 106 Mitigation” provided by the SD SHPO.

3) If available, aerial views of the farmstead showing the properties development from
establishment to the present will be compiled.

4) The above documentation will be donated to the South Dakota State Archives.

The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) has been provided the opportunity to
participate in resolution of adverse effects to these historic properties. Based on their
September 22, 2017 letter to the FHWA, the ACHP has concluded that Appendix A, Criteria for
Council Involvement in Reviewing Individual Section 106 Cases, of their regulations, “Protection
of Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800), does not apply to this undertaking. Further, they do

Section 4(f) Evaluation
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not believe their participation in the consultation to resolve adverse effects is needed at this time
though they may reconsider this decision if their participation is requested by other consulting
parties.

8. Public Involvement and Agency
Coordination

The SD100 project included public consultation throughout its development and are
documented in in the studies and plans referenced in Section 3. The environmental
assessments and public involvement information since January 2007 was made available on
the SDDOT website:
http://www.sddot.com/transportation/highways/planning/specialstudies/sd100/default.aspx

During the public meeting held on October 21, 2014, project impacts associated with the ROW
and alignment adjacent to 5100 N. Timberline Avenue were discussed and 5100 N. Timberline
Ave. property owner expressed displeasure with the alignment. No other public comments were
received specifically for this property. As plans developed the landowner asked SDDOT to
purchase his property.

Documentation of Section 106 coordination completed to date is in Attachment 2. As the
Project continues forward, additional coordination will be completed.

Since identifying the impacts on 5100 N. Timberline Avenue for the CLOMR there have been no
public meetings. The public was notified in accordance with the SDDOT’s Public Involvement
Procedures to include a request for public review and comment on this Section 4(f) evaluation.
This evaluation was made available through public notice (Attachment 3) and a public website.
In addition, copies of the documents were made available at the South Dakota Department of
Transportation, Sioux Falls Regional Office and the City of Sioux Falls Public Works
Department. In addition an opportunity to request a public meeting regarding these Section 4(f)
resources was provided. No comments were received from the public or State agencies.

Section 4(f) requires consultation with the Department of the Interior and, as appropriate, the
involved offices of the Departments of Agriculture and Housing and Urban Development in
developing transportation projects and programs for all Section 4(f) impacts unless determined
to be de minimis. The Department of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and compliance
has commented that they have no objections to the 4(f) evaluation and concur with the measure
to mitigate the adverse effects of the project through the Memorandum of Agreement with the
South Dakota SHPO (Attachment 4).

Section 4(f) Evaluation
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9. Findings of Section 4(f) Determination

No feasible and prudent avoidance alternatives were identified as a result of this analysis. Of
the alternatives that were evaluated to avoid and minimize impacts to the Section 4(f) properties
were evaluated but deemed infeasible. The FHWA and SDDOT concluded that there are no
prudent and feasible avoidance alternatives, and that the action constitutes an adverse effect
pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (36 CFR
800.5(a)(1)). A Memorandum of Agreement with the SD State Historic Preservation Office
regarding mitigation measures has been executed to mitigate the adverse effects of the project.
Therefore, it has been determined that this alternative will cause the least overall harm to the
Section 4(f) properties after the consideration of mitigation measures.

Section 4(f) Evaluation
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
AND THE
SOUTH DAKOTA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

REGARDING THE

EM-P 0100(101)405 PCN 00T7 MINNEHAHA COUNTY

East Side Corridor, Highway 100 North Segment, from 1-90 to South of Madison Street
Sioux Falls, South Dakota

WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) plans to provide funding to the South Dakota Department of Transportation (SDDOT)
for the construction of the north segment of Highway 100 which is part of the East Side corridor
(undertaking), Federal Aid Project EM-P 0100(101)405 PCN 00T7, Minnehaha County (see
Attachment A: Figure 1); and

WHEREAS, the undertaking consists of construction of a new highway and bridges
including the construction of bridge piers within the Big Sioux River and the associated rise in the
floodplain; and

WHEREAS, the FHWA has defined the undertaking's area of potential effect (APE) as
those areas within the undertaking’s right-of-way (ROW) and any areas outside the ROW
(Attachment A: Figure 1) that are impacted by the change in the flood plain, this area of
increased floodplain includes the lowland areas on the north side of the Big Sioux River up to
1,350 feet east of the North Timberline Bridge; and

WHEREAS, modifications to the floodplain require compliance with the National Flood
Insurance Program per 44 CFR § 60.6, administered through the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA); and

WHEREAS, FEMA delegated lead agency responsibilities for purposes of compliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act to the FHWA per 36 CFR §
800.2(a)(d); and

WHEREAS the FHWA has determined that the undertaking may have an adverse effect
on structures located on the Olson/Rist/Sunvold farmstead located at 5100 N. Timberline
including MH03000001 (residence), MH03000002 (garage), MHO00006 (garage), and
MHO000010 (storage shed) (Attachment A: Figure 2), which are eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places, and has consulted with the South Dakota State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800, the regulations implementing Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. § 470f);and

WHEREAS, the FHWA has consulted with the Three Affiliated Tribes, Ponca Tribe of
Nebraska, Flandreau-Santee Sioux Tribe, Lower Brule Sioux Tribe, Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate
Tribe, Standing Rock Sioux Tribe, and Yankton Sioux Tribe, for which Minnehaha County has
religious and cultural significance and received no comments with regard to the undertaking; and

FHWA SHPO MOA Page 1
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WHEREAS, the FHWA, in coordination with SDDOT, has consulted with Minnehaha
County (Attachment B), regarding the effects of the undertaking on historic structures and has
invited them to sign this MOA as a concurring party; and

WHEREAS, the FHWA, in coordination with SDDOT, has given public notices in the
local newspapers for public meetings and posted the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
documents and Section 4(f) documents on public websites to obtain public comments, and the
Section 4(f) document for this potential adverse effect has been placed on a project website
after public notice in the newspaper with a public comment feature; and

WHEREAS, the SDDOT has participated in the consultation and is an invited signatory to
this MOA; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with 36 C.F.R. § 800.6(a)(1), FHWA has notified the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) of its adverse effect determination with specified
documentation, and the ACHP has chosen not to participate in the consultation pursuant to 36
CFR § 800.6(a)(1)(iii); and

NOW, THEREFORE, the FHWA, SDDOT, Minnehaha County, and the SHPO agree
that the undertaking shall be implemented in accordance with the following stipulations in order
to take into account the adverse effect of the undertaking on historic properties.

STIPULATIONS
FHWA will ensure the following measures are carried out:

I DOCUMENTATION OF THE OLSON/RIST/SUNVOLD FARMSTEAD

SDDOT will submit the following documentation to SHPO for donation to the South Dakota State
Archives. Work will be done by a professional who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualification Standards in Architectural History or History.

A. National Register-quality photographs of each property on the farmstead along
with a photo key. The photographs will comply with the South Dakota State Historical
Society's Photography Guidelines for the Purposes of Section 106 Mitigation

(Attachment C).
B. A map showing the location of all properties on the farmstead:;
C. If available, aerial views of the farmstead showing the property’s development

from establishment to the present.

I DURATION

This MOA will be null and void if its terms are not carried out prior to awarding the construction
contract (anticipated for December 2017). Prior to such time, the FHWA may consult with the
other signatories to reconsider the terms of the MOA and amend it in accordance with Stipulation
V below.

. MONITORING ANDREPORTING
Each year following the execution of this MOA until it expires or is terminated, the SDDOT shall

FHWA SHPO MOA Page 2
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provide all parties to this MOA a summary report detailing work undertaken pursuant to its terms.
Such report shall include any scheduling changes proposed, any problems encountered, and
any disputes and objections received in FHWA's efforts to carry out the terms of this MOA.

Iv. DISPUTE RESOLUTION

Should any signatory or concurring party to this MOA object at any time to any actions proposed
or the manner in which the terms of this MOA are implemented, FHWA shall consult with such
party to resolve the objection. If FHWA determines that such objection cannot be resolved,
FHWA will:

A Forward all documentation relevant fo the dispute, including the FHWA's
proposed resolution, to the ACHP. The ACHP shall provide FHWA with its advice on the
resolution of the objection within thirty (30) days of receiving adequate documentation.
Prior to reaching a final decision on the dispute, FHWA shall prepare a written response
that takes into account any timely advice or comments regarding the dispute from the
ACHP, signatories and concurring parties, and provide them with a copy of this written
response. FHWA will then proceed according to its final decision.

B. If the ACHP does not provide its advice regarding the dispute within the thirty (30)
day time period, FHWA may make a final decision on the dispute and proceed
accordingly. Prior to reaching such a final decision, FHWA shall prepare a written
response that takes into account any timely comments regarding the dispute from the
signatories and concurring parties to the MOA, and provide them and the ACHP with a
copy of such written response.

C. FHWA's responsibility to carry out all other actions subject to the terms of this
MOA that are not subject of the dispute remains unchanged.

V. AMENDMENTS

This MOA may be amended when such an amendment is agreed to in writing by all signatories.
The amendment will be effective on the date a copy signed by all of the signatories is filed with
the ACHP.

VI. TERMINATION

If any signatory to this MOA determines that its terms will not or cannot be carried out, that party
shall immediately consult with the other parties to attempt to develop an amendment per
Stipulation VIII, above. If within thirty (30) days (or another time period agreed to by all
signatories) an amendment cannot be reached, any signatory may terminate the MOA upon
written notification to the other signatories.

Once the MOA is terminated, and prior to work continuing on the undertaking, FHWA must
either (a) execute an MOA pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.6 or (b) request, take into account, and
respond to the comments of the ACHP under 36 CFR § 800.7. FHWA shall notify the signatories
as to the course of action it will pursue.

Execution of this MOA by the FHWA and SHPO and implementation of its terms evidence that
FHWA has taken into account the effects of this undertaking on historic properties and afforded
the ACHP an opportunity to comment.

FHWA SHPO MOA Page 3
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SIGNATORIES:

Federal Highway Administration, South Dakota Division

\
\)\Q\X\K\\“* Q/\(\W\M\ Date: )0 -20~\T)

¥ R. Kirk Fredrichs, FHWA Division Engineer

SOUTH DAKOTA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

QWD-\(ﬂf/ Date: 10— 15-20\7]

,State Hish
Jayu. Vogt, State Historic Preservation Officer

INVITED SIGNATORY:
SOUTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

o alé Date: /{/ﬂe //?

e
Ladrie Schultz, Program Manager
Administration and Local Government Assistance
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Minnehaha County Planning & Zoning
Scott Anderson, Director

September 18, 2017

Federal Emergency Management Agency
C/0: CDM Smith

Attn: Sam Plaza, El
plazasa@cdmsmith.com

RE:  Mitigation Measures for BFE Rise Adjacent to Structures at 5100 N. Timberline Ave, Sloux Falls,
Minnehaha County, SD 57104 - Case No. 17-08-0628R

Dear Mr. Plaza:

This letter is to Inform you of Minnehaha County’s support of SDDOT’s plan to remove ALL structures from the
property at 5100 N. Timberline Ave., Sioux Falls, Minnehaha County, SD, 57104, to mitigate effects from the rise
in BFE. The structures will be removed prior to, or during, the construction of the Hwy 100 project, and will be at
project cost.

Minnehaha County is aware this property Is eligible for listing on the National Historic Register and that prior to
removal of the buildings, SDDOT will provide documentation of each of the individual bulldings located on this
property to the South Dakota State Archives. This documentation may include photographs, maps and aerlals.

Please contact me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

S et A

Scott Anderson, Director

11
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" DAKOTA STATE
HISTORICAL SOCIETY

PHOTOGRAPHY GUIDELINES FOR THE PURPOSES OF SECTION 106 MITIGATION

At a minimum these guidelines reflect the recommendations of the South Dakota Office of the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) when documenting historic properties affected by federal
undertakings. These guidelines cannot be used to circumvent consultation with appropriate consulting
parties as identified in the Section 106 process. These guidelines are based on National Park Service
guidance to ensure consistency in the quality of photographic documentation.

Selecting a Digital Camera
BEST: Six megapixel or greater digital SLR camera
Acceptable: Two — five megapixel point-and-shoot digital camera

Not acceptable: Camera phones, disposable or single-use digital cameras, digital cameras with fewer than
two megapixels of resolution

Taking the Picture
Image file format (Set the camera for highest image quality).

BEST: Tag Image File format (TIFF) or RAW format images. This allows for the best
image resolution.

Acceptable: JPEGs converted to TIFFs, by a computer conversion process, are acceptable;
however, JPEGs must not be altered in any way prior to conversion (other than renaming them).

Do not use the JPEG setting on the camera, if a higher quality setting is available.
RGB color digital TIFFs are preferred.

Digital Camera Resolution (Set the camera to the maximum or largest pixel dimension the camera
allows).

BEST: Six megapixels or greater (2000 x 3000 pixel image)

Acceptable: Minimum two megapixels (1200 x 1600 pixel image)
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Renaming the digital TIFF image

All digital image files must be renamed using a standard naming format.

The TIFF file name must include:

State_county_property name (or district name or SHPO ID) 0001
(Use zeros in image numbers to create 4 digit number, e.g. 0002, 0003, etc.)

Example for individual properties:
SD_PenningtonCounty ElizabethBrown House 0001

Example for district and farmstead labels:
SD_PenningtonCounty_RapidCityCommercialHistoricDistrict 0125

Example for individual properties using SHPO ID labels:
SD_PenningtonCounty PN00000123

Example for districts and farmsteads using SHPO ID labels:
SD_PenningtonCounty PN00400001
SD_PenningtonCounty PN00400002

Burning the Images onto an Archival Disk

A CD/ DVD must contain all TIFF images, the photograph log and sketch map. The photograph log and
sketch map must be saved as a PDF/A or PDF file.

Reminder: JPEGs converted to TIFFs, by a computer conversion process, are acceptable; however,
JPEGs must not be altered in any way prior to conversion (other than renaming them). When image is
open on your computer, right click and you will see the image properties (Dimensions, dpi, etc.).
Acceptable: CD-R, DVD-R, or any disk obtained from a commercial photo processor.,
Not acceptable: CD-RW or DVD-RW (if packaging says “rewriteable” do not use).

Labeling the Disk

Best: Labels printed directly on the disk by laser printer (non-adhesive),

Acceptable: Hand-written labels using CD/DVD safe markers OR other markers (Sharpies)

Not Acceptable: Ammonia/solvent-based markers or adhesive stickers

Elizabeth Brown House
Rapid City, Pennington Co.
SD

SHPO Project No.
1501250002F
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Photograph Log Page

The photograph Log and sketch map must be saved to the CD/DVD

Example of acceptable photo pages

Name of Property: Henderson House

City or Vicinity: Pierre

County: Hughes County

State: SD

Name of Photographer: Mary Smith

Date of Photographs: April 2015

Location of Original Digital Files: 411 E. 6th St., Rapid City, SD 57501
Photograph Number: 0001

SHPO Project Number: 150415001F

Photo #1 (SD_HughesCounty_HendersonHouse 0001)
South fagade (left) and east elevation (right), camera facing northwest.

Sketch Map
Photographs must be keyed to a sketch map, see Attachment 1 for sample.
Use of Photographs
All photographs submitted in accordance with the terms of a Memorandum of Agreement or

Programmatic Agreement will be submitted by the SHPO as official documentation to the South Dakota
State Archives for public use and reproduction.

Guidelines for Photographic Coverage
Photographs submitted as official documentation should be clear, well-composed, and provide an accurate
visual representation of the property and its significant features. They must illustrate the qualities that
make the property eligible for the National Register. Photographs should show historically significant
features and any alterations that have affected the property’s historic integrity.
The necessary number of photographic views depends on the size and complexity of the property. Submit
as many photographs as needed to depict the current condition and significant features of the property. A
few photographs may be sufficient to document a single building or object. Larger, more complex
propetties and historic districts will require a number of photos.

Buildings, structures, and objects:
Photographs need to show the principal facades and the setting in which the property is located.
Additions, alterations, intrusions, and dependencies need to appear in the photographs.

Include views of interiors, outbuildings, landscaping, or unusual features if they contribute to the
significance of the property.
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Historic and archaeological sites:

Photographs need to show the condition of the site and any above-ground or surface features and
disturbances.

If relevant to the evaluation of significance, include drawings or photographs illustrating artifacts that
have been removed from the site.

At least one photograph must show the physical environment and topography of the site.

Architectural, Historic Districts and Farmsteads (key all photographs to the sketch map for the
district):

Submit photographs showing major building types and styles, pivotal buildings and structures, and
noncontributing resources.

Streetscapes and landscapes are recommended. Acrial views may also be useful. Views of significant
topographic features and spatial elements should also be submitted.

Views of individual buildings are not necessary if streetscape views clearly illustrate the significant
historical and architectural qualities of the district.

Archaeological Districts:

Submit photographs of the principal sites and site types within the district following the guidelines for
archaeological sites (see above).
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Photo Key

Name of Property: Henderson House
City/Vicinity: Pierre

County: Hughes

State: South Dakota
Name of Photographer: Mary Smith

Date of Photographs: April 2015
Number of Photos: 15

Section 106 Project #: 150415001F

April 17,2015 5






ATTACHMENT 2

Section 106 Coordination





Preserving America’s Heritage

September 22, 2017

Ms. Marion Barber
Environmental Engineer

Federal Highway Administration
South Dakota Division

116 East Dakota Avenue, Suite A
Pierre, SD 57501

Ref:  Proposed East Side Corridor (Highway 100-North Segment) Construction Project
Sioux Falls, Minnehaha County, South Dakota

Dear Ms. Barber:

The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) has received your notification and supporting
documentation regarding the adverse effects of the referenced undertaking on a property or properties
listed or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Based upon the information
provided, we have concluded that Appendix A, Criteria for Council Involvement in Reviewing Individual
Section 106 Cases, of our regulations, “Protection of Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800), does not
apply to this undertaking. Accordingly, we do not believe that our participation in the consultation to
resolve adverse effects is needed. However, if we receive a request for participation from the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPQ), affected Indian tribe,
a consulting party, or other party, we may reconsider this decision. Additionally, should circumstances
change, and it is determined that our participation is needed to conclude the consultation process, please
notify us.

Pursuant to 36 CFR 8800.6(b)(1)(iv), you will need to file the final Memorandum of Agreement (MOA),
developed in consultation with the South Dakota State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), and any
other consulting parties, and related documentation with the ACHP at the conclusion of the consultation
process. The filing of the MOA, and supporting documentation with the ACHP is required in order to
complete the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Thank you for providing us with the notification of adverse effect. If you have any questions or require
further assistance, please contact Maryann Naber at (202) 517-0218 or at mnaber@achp.gov.

Sincerely,

AL i Gorhmson

LaShavio Johnson
Historic Preservation Technician
Office of Federal Agency Programs

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION

401 F Street NW, Suite 308 ® Washington, DC 20001-2637
Phone: 202-517-0200 ® Fax: 202-517-6381 ® achp@achp.gov ® www.achp.gov





Minnehaha County Planning & Zoning
Scott Anderson, Director

September 18, 2017

Federal Emergency Management Agency
C/0: CDM Smith

Attn: Sam Plaza, El
plazasa@cdmsmith.com

RE: Mitigation Measures for BFE Rise Adjacent to Structures at 5100 N. Timberline Ave, Sioux Falls,
Minnehaha County, SD 57104 = Case No. 17-08-0628R

Dear Mr. Plaza:

This letter is to inform you of Minnehaha County’s support of SDDOT's plan to remove ALL structures from the
property at 5100 N. Timberline Ave., Sioux Falls, Minnehaha County, SD, 57104, to mitigate effects from the rise
in BFE. The structures will be removed prior to, or during, the construction of the Hwy 100 project, and will be at
project cost.

Minnehaha County is aware this property is eligible for listing on the National Historic Register and that prior to
removal of the buildings, SDDOT will provide documentation of each of the individual buildings located on this
property to the South Dakota State Archives. This documentation may include photographs, maps and aerials.

Please contact me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

S et ~Aondls

Scott Anderson, Director

11
L - . . ) o r: (605)367-4204
Administration Building, 3 Floor
i 7-47
miNNEHHHﬁ 415 N. Dakota Avenue, Sioux Falls, SD 57104 F (6[_)5)36 13
COUNTY minnchahacounty.org
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J STATE HISTORICAL SOCIETY

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

September 12,2017

Alice Whitebird

Department of Transportation
700 E Broadway Ave

Pierre SD 57501-2586

SECTION 106 PROJECT CONSULTATION

Project: 131022001F — EM-P 0100(101)405 PCN 00T7 — Highway 100 — North Segment, N.
Timberline Avenue — Olson/Rist/Sunvold Structures — Revised Effects Determination
Location: Minnehaha County

(FHWA/DOT)

Dear Ms. Whitebird:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above referenced project pursuant to Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 (as amended). The South Dakota
Office of the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) concurs with the following
determination concerning the effect of your proposed undertaking on the non-renewable cultural
resources of South Dakota.

SHPO has made this decision based on the information provided in your correspondence,
received on September 12, 2017. Due to the anticipated rise in the 100-year flood plain, as
projected by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), we understand that the
Olson/Rist/Sunvold Structures cannot remain unaltered as was previously proposed. Various
alternatives to avoid or minimize the impact to the historic properties were considered; however,
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and South Dakota Department of Transportation
(SDDOT) have determined that the historic properties at 5100 N. Timberline Ave. must be
demolished and that their demolition will result in an Adverse Effect. Given the above, SHPO
concurs with your determination of Adverse Effect for the demolition of sites MH03000001,

MHO03000002, MH03000006, and MH03000010.

Pursuant to 36 CFR part 800.6, we look forward to continuing consultation with your agency.
Please be sure to notify the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation of the Adverse Effect.
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Finally, as we work together to develop a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) to mitigate the
loss of these historic properties, the SHPO suggests that FHWA/SDDOT undertake
documentation of the Olson/Rist/Sunvold farmstead that can be donated to the South Dakota
State Archives. This documentation might include National Register-quality photographs of all
properties at the farmstead along with a photo key; a map showing the location of each property
on the farmstead; and acrial views, if available, showing the property’s development from its
establishment to the present.

Should you require any additional information, please contact Kate Nelson at (605) 773-6005.
We appreciate your concern for the non-renewable cultural heritage of our state.

Sincerely,

Jay D. Vogt
State Historic Preservation Officer

/d Ty, ’?léf dn—

Kate Nelson
Restoration Specialist
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Department of Transportation

Environmental Office
700 E Broadway Avenue

Pierre, South Dakota 57501-2586
605/773-4336

September 12, 2017

Ms. Jenna Carlson Dietmeier, Review & Compliance Archaeologist
State Historic Preservation Office

Cultural Heritage Center

900 Governors Drive

Pierre, SD 57501-2217

RE: EM P 0100(101)405 PCN 00T7 MINNEHAHA COUNTY
HWY 100 — North Segment, N. Timberline Avenue — Olson/Rist/Sunvold Structures
Sites MN030000001 (Residence), MH3000002 (Garage), MH3000006 (Shed), MH03000009
(Shed) - Revised Effects Determination

Dear Ms. Carlson Dietmeier:

In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing
regulations, 36 CFR Part 800, we are seeking your concurrence in a revised effects
determination for the above four structures, which were determined eligible for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Previously, these buildings were to remain
unaltered and SHPO concurred with the No Adverse Effect determination on August 22, 2017.
However, through more recent coordination with Federal Emergency Management
Administration (FEMA), it was determined the structures cannot remain unaltered due to a
projected rise in the 100-year flood plain. This letter is to request SHPO’s concurrence in a
revised Section 106 determination of Adverse Effect for the structures.

The existing flood plain is approximately 3-feet above the ground elevation surrounding the
eligible properties. After construction, the flood plain is anticipated to be approximately 3.3-
feet above the ground elevation. With a projected rise of more than a tenth of a foot, FEMA is
responsible for implementing regulations under the National Flood Insurance Program
requirements and to certify no structures will be impacted by the project.

Several alternatives were consideration to avoid or minimize impacts to the eligible properties.
Consideration was given to constructing a berm around the property to protect the structures
from a rise in the flood plain. The berm however would eliminate the ability to access the





Ms. Jenna Dietmeier
September 12, 2017
Page 2

property therefore making the property unusable. Consideration was also given to raising or
relocating Site MN030000001 (residence); however, it was determined not feasible or prudent

due to the stone foundation.

The residence at 5100 N. Timberline is vacant and there are no plans for its future utilization.
Having reviewed the feasible and prudent alternatives available for preserving the sites, Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) and the SDDOT have determined demolishing of the structures
at 5100 N. Timberline is the only viable alternative that will reduce impacts to the floodplain
and reduce the potential for future damage to other structures within the floodplain.

Upon your concurrence, FHWA will submit notification to the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation in accordance with 36 CFR 800.6(a)(1) and we will work with SHPO to develop a
Memorandum of Agreement with stipulations to resolve the adverse effects.

Please feel free to contact me if further information is needed.

Sincerely,

Gl a, LD(-;rlzJ::l

Alice Whitebird
Environmental Scientist |1l

605-773-3309
Alice.whitebird @state.sd.us
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South Dakota

ﬁ’”@&—@—' ! ] SHPO
BOT smum Department of Transportation
Environmental Section
700 E Broadway Avenue
Pierre, South Dakota 57501-2586 SECTION 106 DETERMINATION
605/773-4336 Based upon the Information provided to the South Dakota
State Historkc Preservation Office on__O% 192 /30\7 |

we concu with your agency’s determination of *No Adverse

August 22, 2017 Effect” for this undertaking.
aut- D, Vouts

Jenna Dietmeier, Review & Compliance Archaeologist Statp Hﬂtoﬁm%ejgv%ogomcer (SHPO)
State Historic Preservation Office By:__junns T
Cultural Heritage Center Dm [53]8.017 131005

; ate SHPO Project #
900 Governors Drive
Pierre, SD 57501-2217

Received

RE: Project 131022001F — EM-P0100(101)405, PCN 00T7, Minn¢isth@ p@dronmental
190/Timberline Exchange - North Segment SD100
Sunvold Property, Floodplain adjustment AUG 24 2017

Dear Ms. Dietmeier:

Per our discussions over the last week with you and Kate Nelson, SDDOT is submitting this
letter to obtain official SHPO concurrence on the activities proposed to occur on the Sunvold
property. There are slight adjustments occurring with the Slip Up Creek’s 100 year flood
plain elevation of three inches. This is considered an affect based on FEMA's definition in 44
CFR 60 Subpart A, Requirements for Flood Plain Management Regulations.

)

The National Register Eligible Properties at the Olson-Rist-Sunvold properties include SHPO
IDs MH03000001(residence), MH03000002 (bldg. 2 - garage), MH03000006 (bldg. 6 - shed),
and MH03000009 (bldg. 9 - shed). The other structures on the property are listed as not
eligible. The original concurrence letter to SDDOT committed to all structures on the
property being retained, however due to the FEMA regulations, we would request that the
not eligible properties be removed and only the eligible properties (Buildings 1, 2, 6, and 9)
be retained. If our findings are concurred with, a qualified cultural resource specialist will be
present during the demolition of the not eligible structures to ensure the safety of the

eligible structures.

SDDOT requests a Section 106 concurrence with the finding that the very small change in
the modeled 100 year flood plain, and the retention of all NRHP eligible structures results in

a No Adverse Effect finding for this project. R
Pursuant to 36 GFA part 50,1y, if historic

. ) propertias are discovered or unanticipated

Please feel free to contact me with any comments or questions. effects on historic propertias found after the
agency official has completed the Section 106
process, the agency official shall avoid, mini-

Sincerely, mize or mitigate the adverse effects to such
- . properties and notify the SHPO/THPO, and
7 / S, Indlian tribes that mignt attach religious and

cultural significance to the affected property
within 48 hours of the discovery.
Tom Lehmkuhl

Environmental Engineer Manager .
605.773.3721 SECTION 106 CONSULTATION
Concurrence of the State Historic Preservation
Office does not relieve the federal agency
official from consulting with other appropriate
parties, as descriozd in 36 GFR Part 800.2(c).
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July 13,2016

Mr. Tom Lehmkuh]
Department Of Transportation
Office of Project Development-Environmental

700 E Broadway Avenue
Pierre SD 57501-2586

SECTION 106 PROJECT CONSULTATION —EVALUATION/EFFECT
Project: 07 1009009F —SD 100 in Sioux Falls —East Side Corridor

Location: Multiple Counties

(FHWA/DOT)

Dear Mr. Lehmkuhl:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above referenced project pursuant to Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (as amended). The South Dakota Oftfice of
the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) concurs with your agency’s determination
regarding the effect of the proposed undertaking on the non-renewable cultural resources of

South Dakota.

On June 16, 2016, the SHPO received your correspondence regarding the changes to structure
number MHO3000001 the eligible property at 5100 N. Timberline Ave, Brandon. Based upon
your correspondence and the additional information, the SHPO mantains concurrence with  the
original determination of No Adverse Effect. Activities occurring in areas not identified in your
request will require the submission of additional documentation pursuant to 36 CFR part &00Y4

Ifhistoric properties are discovered or unanticipated effects on historic properties are found
after the agency official has completed the Section 106 process, the agency official shall avoid,
minimize or mitigate the adverse effects to such properties and notify the SHPQ/ THPO and
Indian tribes that might attach religious and cultural significance to the affected property
within 48 hours of the discovery, pursuant to 36 CFR part  800.13.






Concurrence of the SHPO does not relieve the federal agency official from consulting  ih

other appropriate parties, asdescribed in 36 CFR part 800.2(c).

Should you require additional information, please contact Amy Rubingh at (605) 773 -8370.
Your concern for the non-renewable cultural heritage of our state is appreciated.

Sincerely,

Jay D. Vogt
State Historic Preservation Officer

oo g
D AT

0
Amy Rubingh L
Review and Compliance Archaeologist





Department of Transportation

- = W ] Office of Project Development
S Fe F Environmental Office

700 E Broadway Avenue
Pierre, South Dakota 57501-2586
605/773-3268 Fax: 605/773-6608

Connecting South Dakota and the Nation

June 13, 2016

Amy Rubingh, Review & Compliance Archaeologist
State Historic Preservation Office

Cultural Heritage Center

900 Governors Drive

Pierre, SD 57501-2217

RE: SD100 — SHPO Project #131022001F

Dear Ms. Rubingh:

Proiect Inf "
Project No: IM 0909(75)402, PCN 00WN (I-90 Interchange)

NH 0100(104), PCN 00X8 (I-90 to Rice)

NH 0100(105), PCN 01V5 (Maple to Rice)

NH 0100(103), PCN 00KB (Madison to Maple)
County: Minnehaha County
Project Location: From I-90/Timberline Avenue Interchange to south of Madison Street
Description: East Side Corridor

The purpose of this letter is to coordinate additional Study Areas for the Reevaluation of the
Environmental Assessment (EA) and FONSI being completed for the Northern Segment of
Hwy 100 (I-90 to Madison Street) (the Project) and to update the conditions for the effect
determination for the eligible structure at 5100 N. Timberline Avenue. Coordination has
occurred with your office throughout the Project. This letter is to request SHPO concurrence
of an effect determination for the Project that incorporates the results of the previous survey
conducted within the additional Study Areas and the updated conditions for 5100 N.
Timberline Avenue.

Additional Study Area

The additional Study Areas include two areas: one 15-acre area in Section 6, TI01IN, R48W,

and a second 11-acre area in Section 31, T102N, R48W (see attached Figure 1). A
background record search was conducted for the Project by the State Archaeological
Research Center on 5/22/2013. The additional Study Areas fall within the survey area of a
previous Level III cultural resources survey conducted in 1995 by Lueck and Winham. For
additional information on this previous survey, see the attached report: An Intensive Cultural
Resources Survey of Projected Development Lands in the Sioux Falls Area - 1994 Lower Big
Archaeological Sioux Region, Minnehaha County, South Dakota. The previous survey did not
identify any NRHP eligible cultural resources within the additional Study Areas. One

1|Page





archaeological site (Site 39MH0162) was identified within one additional Study Area and is
not eligible. Site 39MH0162 is described as a prehistoric artifact scatter. No other cultural
resources were identified within the additional Study Areas.

5100 N. Timberline Avenue

The previous coordination with your office included the following conditions for 5100 N.
Timberline Avenue:

1) No building or structure will be demolished, relocated, or modified due to this Project.

2) This residence will continue to have direct access to N. Timberline Avenue.

3) SDDOT will work with the property owner to plant trees and/or other landscaping to
provide a buffer of the house to the road.

Due to the Project changes described below, we propose to remove conditions 2 and 3 and
update the conditions to the following:

1) No building or structure will be demolished, relocated, or modified due to this Project.

The residence at 5100 N. Timberline Avenue will be acquired by the SDDOT for the Project;
therefore, access to N. Timberline Avenue and a landscape buffer will no longer be needed.
This was updated after a comment received from Bennett Sundvold on November 6, 2014
(see attached). As noted in a previous report prepared for the Project, the house is
significant for its architectural and historical associations, and even with the proposed road
widening, it would retain its integrity of location, design, materials, workmanship, feeling,
setting, and association®.

Based on the effects to the eligible sites previously coordinated, and no adverse impacts to
eligible sites, a determination of No Adverse Effect is recommended for this Project. This
recommendation is due to the Project’s effects not meeting the criteria for an adverse effect
(36 CRF 800.5) or the Project has conditions imposed to avoid adverse effects. The SDDOT
requests SHPO concurrence of a Section 106 determination of No Adverse Effect for this
Project.

Sincerely,

i (el

Tom Lehmkuhl
Environmental Supervisor
605.773.3721

Attachments

(1) Figure 1. Additional Study Areas

(2) An Intensive Cuftural Resources Survey of Projected Development Lands in the
Sioux Falls Area - 1994 Lower Big Archaeological Sioux Region, Minnehaha
County, South Dakota [on cd]

(3) Bennett Sundvold comment card received on November 6, 2014.

1HDR, 2013, An Addendum Report to: A Level Il Cultural Resources Evaluation of the Proposed South Dakota Department of
Transportation Eastside Highway Corridor (SD100) Realignment Project Alterations, Sioux Falls, Minnehaha and Lincoln
Counties, South Dakota: Addendum No. 3 (Project No. EM-P 0100(101)405, PCN 00T7).

2|Page
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January 25, 2016

Tom Lehmkuhl

Department of Transportation
700 E Broadway Ave

Pierre SD 57501-2586

SECTION 106 PROJECT CONSULTATION

Project: 131022001 F—EM-P 0100(1 01)405 PCN 00T7 —190/ Timberline Ave Interchange to
Madison St. —Fast Side Corridor —North Segment —Borrow Areas and Design Changes
Location: Minnehaha County

(FHWA/DOT)

Dear Mr. Lehmkuhl.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above referenced project addendum pursuant to
Scction 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 (as amended). The South
Dakota Office of the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) still concurs with your
determination concerning the effect of your proposed undertaking on the non-renewable cultural
resources of South Dakota.

SHPO has wade this decision based on the information provided in your correspondence and the
report “A Level Il Cultural Resources Survey of the Proposed Borrow Areas and Access Roads
Associated with Highway 100 in Sioux Falls in Minnehaha County, South Dakota™ by Troy Kogel,
received January 20, 2016. Based on the information provided, SHPO still concurs with your
determination of “No Adverse Effect” provided the following stipulations: I) all construction and
project activities avoid elig'ble structures MH03000001-10 and el,gble property 39MH231. This
includes avoidance by all staging and borrow areas. 2) activities occurring in areas not identified in
the original request, including all staging and borrow areas, will require the submission of
additional documentation pursuant to 36 CFR part 800.4.

If historic properties are discovered or unanticipated effects on historic properties are found after the
agency official has completed the Section 106 process, the agency official shall avoid, minimize or
mitigate the adverse effects to such properties and notify the SHPO/ THPO, and Indian tribes that
might attach religious and cultural significance to the affected property within 48 hours of the
discovery, pursuant to 36 CFR part 800.13.





Concurrence of the SHPO does not relieve the federal agency official from consulting with other
appropriate parties, as described in 36CFR Part 800.2(c).

Should you require any additional information, please contact Amy Rubingh at (605) 773-8370. We
appreciate your concern for the non-renewable cultural heritage of our state.

Sincerely,

Jay D. Vogt
State Historic Preservation Officer

N

<7‘K-V\m;~,‘;\\‘;\l S\V\\'W\

Amy Rubjinglh Q
Review and Compliance Archaeologist





| VT
i |

SOUTH DAKOTA

STATE HISTORICAL SOCILTY

DEPARTMENT OF TOURISM

April 17,2014

Tom Lehmkuhl

Department of Transportation
700 E Broadway Ave

Pierre SD 5750 1-2586

SECTION 106 PROJECT CONSULTATION

Project: 131022001F —EM-P 0100(101)405 PCN 00T7 —90/ Timberline Ave Interchange to
Madison St.—Fast Side Corridor —North Segment - Addendum

Location: Minnehaha County

(FHWA/DOT)

Dear Mr. Lehmkubhl:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above referenced project pursuant to Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 (as amended). The South Dakota Office
of the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) concurs with the following determination
concerning the effect of your proposed undertaking on the non-renewable cultural resources of
South Dakota.

SHPO has made this decision based on the information provided in your correspondence and the
report “A Level III Cultural Resources Survey of the Proposed South Dakota Highway 100

Corridor Changes Near Sioux Falls in Minnehaha County, South Dakota™ by Troy Kogel, received
April 14, 2014. Based on the information provided, SHPO concurs with your determination of*No
Adverse Effect” provided the following stipulations: 1) all construction and project activities avoid
eligible structures MH03000001-10 and eligible property 39MH23 1. This includes avoidance by all
staging and borrow areas. 2) activities occurring in areas not identified in the original request,
including all staging and borrow areas, will require the submission of additional documentation
pursuant to 36 CFR part 800.4.

If historic properties are discovered or unanticipated effects on historic properties are found after the
agency official has completed the Section 106 process, the agency official shall avoid, minimize or
mitigate the adverse effects to such properties and notify the SHPO/ THPO, and Indian tribes that
might attach religious and cultural significance to the affected property within 48 hours of the
discovery, pursuant to 36 CFR part  800.10 .

GOVERNOKS ORCFIERRESSD 57501 =P {605 7732458} r1605°773+6041}ISTORY.SD.GOV

DEPARTMERNT OF TOURISM {'IUl_-i'\'F‘:*‘-l.:‘ll-‘.'il’.)\"!'





Concurrence of the SHPO does not relieve the federal agency official from consulting with other
appropriate parties, as described in 36CFR Part  800.2(c).

Should you require any additional information, please contact Amy Rubingh at (605) 773-8370.
We appreciate your concern for the non-renewable cultural heritage of our state.

Sincerely,

Jay D. Vogt
State Historic Preservation Officer

Amy Rubingh
Review and Compliance Archaeologist
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From: Almlie, Liz

Sent: Thursday, November 07, 2013 11:27 AM

To: '"Nowick, Marjorie I

Cc: Rubingh, Amy

Subject: RE: SD100 Project/SDDOT/Minnehaha County
Marjorie,

| have reviewed and approved the records with the following  changes:

e 5400 NTimberline already had records from a 2007 survey —MH-020-00001 and MH-020-00002 so | have updated
the first record with your notes. JI you would, review MH02000001 (Site ID 46194) tomake sure that | copied the
information correctly. You can query by address, SHPO ID, or Site ID on our GIS system: http://arceis.
sd.gov/server/dtsd/shpoCRGRID/Default.aspx. When you Jet me know it's ok, Iwilldelete your
record for 55886.

e The NRstaff reviewed the homestead records for 5100 N Timberline and thought that the older ga rages even if at
new locations can contribute to the history of the house even with the swap-out of some of the doors so buildings 2,
6, and 9have been changed to eligible. Relocation is usually a loss of setting and association, yes, butyou indicate
that they were relocated within the same farmstead and therefore the setting and association is retained enough for
them to contribute. We debated the significance of the mid-century additions tothe property and decided that
without research on the Rist family, how the ag operations changed upon their ownership, and how those changes
reflect trends in the Brandon area, we didn't physically see aclear significance to the buildings of that eraso Jjust
made a note to that effect when |signed & dated them.

The SHPO IDsare:

5400 NTimberline: MH02000001

5100 N Timberline: MH03000001 through MH03000010
5705 E 60": MH03100001 through MH03100002
5701 E 60": MH00002268

If you need the new forms, pdfs can be found by searching the SHPO IDs on the GIS website above. Let me know when
you've checked outthe MH0200000 1/5400 N Timberline record.
- Liz

Liz A/m //e Historic Preservation Specialist
South Dakota State Historical Society
State Historic Preservation Office

900 Governors Drive

Pierre SD 57501-2217

(605) 773-6056

(605) 773-6041 (fax)
liz.almlie@state.sd.us

visit our website

From: Nowick, f4arjorie |[mailto:Marjorie.NowickAhdrinc.co ml
Sent: Wednesday, November 06, 2013 6:25 PNI






To: Almiie, Liz; Rubingh, Amy
Subject; 00 Project/SDDOT/Minnehaha County

We have entered the structures surveyed for the SD100 project into you database. Itisa SDDOT road project in Brandon,
Minnehaha County. The complete survey repart should be your office, and ready to be reviewed {hopefully). It

has more information abo ut the local history, buildings, photos, maps etc. The structures are entered intoyou dat» b» ¢

under my fogin account. {Login HDREQC; lam listed as surveyor in the database). Please let me know if yolJ have any questions,
or if there issomething more needed. Than k you fo r your help.

Margie Nowick

MARAQRIE NOWICK i HDR Environmenta [, Operations and Construction, Inc,
flisto i ¢ Architec tur€ N story Progra rnManCgur

G563 South Kingszon Court, Suite 200 | Engliewood, Colorado, 20112
307944200, axt. 282 | £ 304.721.59202
Marjarie.Nowick@ hdrinc com | hdrine com





Department of Transportation

Office of Project Development
Environmental Office

. ‘ ‘ 700 E Broadway Avenue SEP 19 201
Connecting South Dakota and the Nation Pierre, South Dakota 57501-2586 SOUth Dakota
605/773-3268 Fax: 605/773-6608 SHPO

September 15, 2011

Project Information SECTION 106 CONSULTATION

] . ] . o— Concurrence of the State Historic Preservation
Pro;!ect No: E_M P 0011(49)68. PCN: 00CP County: Minnehaha (ice does not reieve the faderal agency
Project Location: SD100 corridor official from consulting with other appropriate
Description: Proposed Borrow Location parties, as described in 36 CFR Part 800.2(c).
SW 4 of Sec. 36 Township 101N Range 49W

Include: Area of Potential Effect (APE). Attach Copy of U.S.G.S. 7.5 Minute Topographic Quadrangle
Showing APE. See attached Files Search dated 09/15/2011 from Jim Donochue.

Identification of Historic P rties

[[] Historic Properties are located within the project APE per 36 CFR 800.4. Attach supporting
materials. (List all properties located and Determinations of Eligibility)

X Historic Properties are not located within the project APE per 36 CFR 800.4. Attach supporting
materials.

Determinati

Xl No Historic Properties Affected — no historic properties are present or that the project will
have no effect upon the properties as defined in Sec. 800.16(i). Attach necessary documentation,
as described at 36 CFR 800.11.

[] No Adverse Effect — the project’s effect does not meet the criteria for an adverse effect (36 CFR
800.5) or the project is modified or conditions are imposed to avoid adverse effects. Attach
necessary documentation, as described at 36 CFR 800.11.

[C] Adverse Effect — the project may alter, directly or indirectly, any characteristics of a historic

property that qualify the property for inclusion in the National Register. Attach necessary
documentation, as described at 36 CFR 800.11.

Please call me at 773-3180 if further information is needed. £95830RQTD T
s58858223¢
_ SECTION 106 DETERMINATION 55580238895
Sincerely, Based upon the information provided to the South Dakota o IE 3 o5 Seo=
State Historic Preservation Office on _“{ |\ IEQLETISYE
-—'r—"' LW we concur with your agency's determination of *No Historic = 2980 ; % B =W
. Properties Aﬁected{;’urmis undertaking. o frs! ;é B
au. D Vozt 223833000
Tom Lehmkuhl Stdt Historic Preervation Officer (SHPO) OEER2aT L 2
Environmental Engineer B{; e @K Joeng Gxzag 3% qp
Office of Project Development A\l o © O WA BASE 2n302300
Date SHPO Project # Bg50 w8 550
CETgefcae
Attachments <agSQFrszgze
P = Q s S =
oQ L% pazo
© 0 859.0 p O
g 5 'm o % gg §
83535 =85
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Department of Transportation

Division of Planning/Engineering

Office of Project Development
700 E Broadway Avenue

Pierre, South Dakota 57501-2586
605/773-3268 Fax: 605/773-6608

Conneeting South Dakot:s and the Nafion

MAY 10 2010
May 6, 2010 South Dakota
Presusni o 46 C-R part 800.1 S HR&bric
gropenies 7iv discovered or unanticlpated
; . . . cifact: o1 hist iric properties found after the
Amy Rl{blngh, Review & Compliance Archaeologist ~goney ofireial nas completed the Sectlon 106
State Historic Preservation Office peoosas, 1t &, a{;‘c‘y cgﬁclai shf?él c?:?gjs, urglrr:l-
i mize ¢ mitios‘y the adverse e
ggglgai Herinagg 'Center prananies <no notlfy the SHPO/THPO, and
3 overnprs rive fncitans tribic - 1M at might attach religious and
Pierre, SD 57501-2217 culturad siynt cance to the affected property

_ Al 44 Yows of the discovery.
RE: Continuation of Project 071009009F Evaluation/Effect
EM-P 0100(101)405, PCN 00T7, Minnehaha and Lincoln Counties
East Side Corridor (SD100)

Dear Ms. Rubingh:
SHPO concurrence on a determination of No Adverse Effect was approved to this project

on November 6, 2007. At that date various parcels of land tied to this project were not
investigated.

The Archeology Laboratory, Augustana College (ALAC) has conducted ‘An Addendum to
the Report:| A Level IIT Cultural Resources Evaluation of the Proposed South Dakota
Department} of Transportation Eastside Highway Corridor (SD100) Realignment Project
Alterations, Sioux Falls, Minnehaha and Lincoln Counties, South Dakota’ dated April
2010. This addendum to the report is to augment the parcels that were not available for
investigation with the previous Level III Evaluation Report dated July 24, 2007. A copy
of the April 2010 report is attached for your information.

An additional forty-four (44) land parcels were investigated in a manner analogous to
that employed during the previous investigations. No historic properties were
documented during this most recent survey and no further archaeological work is
recommended.

Based on the April 2010 report and the information referenced above, I am requesting

=

SHPO’s concurrence on the determination of No Adverse Effect incorporate §hg = ‘é’ w
additional 44 parcels. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. gpwgd
zggsd
Sincerely, | SECTION 106 DETERMINATION =338 0
B--= *.s0on the Information provided to the uu:l;nakola @ § zaZ
-} 7 7 4% - <lorc Preservation Office on Tg-xl 0.,1\__. =@ TS
o éf_,(:_{i 1.+ . urwith your agency's determination of “No Adverse § ES 2 % 8
E - lorthis undertaking. s= 2 8

. = w
Tom Lehmkuhl _L £ FE2.x0
Environmental Engineer : rvation Offcer (SHPO) 3285

= —
Office of Project Development - = — S28aC
605.773.31 2\ AN fl_lf‘) \F 5 ; ® o~
wiis Lo SHPO Project # =g sz

(13
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LUPY
US. Department

of Transportation South Dakota Division 116 Easl Dakota Avenue, Suite A

i 7501
Federal Highway Pierre, South Dakola 5§75

Administration August 8, 2007

See Enclosed List In Reply Refer To: HDA-SD

Dear Chairman/Chairperson/President:

The South Dakota Department of Transportation (SDDOT), in cooperation with the South
Dakota Division of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), is proposing to preserve a
corridor for a four-lane limited-access highway south and east of Sioux Falls, SD. South Dakota
Highway 100 (SD100), also referred to as the East Side Corridor, will connect Interstate 29 with
Interstate 90. A preferred alignment for SD100 was selected using the National Environmental
Palicy Act process and an Environmental Assessment (EA) was approved on March 20, 2003,
with a Finding of No Significant Impact approved by FHWA on July 16, 2003. A Supplement to
the EA was issued June 2005 addressing changes to the alignment of SD100 from 26" Street to
Madison Street.

Due to proposed modifications to the preferred alignment, an additional Supplemental EA for
the SD100 corridor will be prepared to assess potential environmental impacts. The
Supplemental EA will consider the difference in impacts of the 2003 preferred alignment and the
proposed realignment. The enclosed map shows the EA preferred alignment along with the
proposed alignment changes.

For purposes of the National Historic Preservation Act, we are initiating consultation with your
organization to assist us in identifying properties that may be of traditional, religious, and/or
cultural importance to your Tribe. We are requesting any comments you may have about the
project due to your Tribe's potential presence in the project area.

If you have any questions or comments, or would like to discuss the proposed project, | can be
reached at the above address or at (605) 224-8033, or Dave Graves with SDDOT can be
reached at (605) 773-5727.

Sincerely,

% N
C™pnciamia s ¥V )
L e B . b \_.'r(\_‘ | /

(e WEY KW

Ginger R. Massie, P.E.
Environmental Engineer
Enclosure

CC: *Dave Graves, SDDOT (w/o enclosurg)
See Enclosed List
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JOSH WESTON, PRESIDENT
FLANDREAU SANTEE SIOUX TRIBE
P.O. BOX 283

FLANDREAU, SD 57028

MICHALL G. JANDREAU, CHAIRPERSON ce: SCOTT JONES

LOWER BRULE SIOUX TRIBE CULTURAL RESOURCES OFFICE
187 OYATE CIRCLE 187 OYATE CIRCLE

LOWER BRULE SD 57548 LOWER BRULE, SD 57548

E. BERNADETTE HUBER, CHAIRPERSON
[OWA TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA

RR 1, BOX 721

PERKINS, OK 74059

ATTN: HISTORICAL PRESERVATION OFFICE

MIKE SELVAGE, CHAIRMAN cc: DIANNE DESROSIERS, THPO
SISSETON-WAHPETON SIOUX TRIBE SISSETON-WAHPETON OYATE
P O BOX 509 P O BOX 907

AGENCY VILLAGE SD 57262 SISSETON SD 57262

RON HIS-HORSE-IS-THUNDER, CHAIRMAN ce:  TIM MENTZ, THPO

STANDING ROCK SIOUX TRIBE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
POBOXD POBOXD

FORT YATES ND 58538 FORT YATES ND 58538
MARCUS WELLS JR., CHAIRMAN cc:  ELGIN CROWS BREAST, THPO
THREE AFFILIATED TRIBES THREE AFFILIATED TRIBES
404 FRONTAGE ROAD 404 FRONTAGE ROAD

NEW TOWNND 38763 NEW TOWN ND 58763

ROBERT COURNOYER, CHAIRMAN
YANKTON SIOUX TRIBE

P.O. BOX 248

MARTY, SD 57361

GRMassic/S/GRM/TribalconsultSD 100





Flandreau Santee Sioux Tribe
Office of Cultural Preservation/Tribal NAGPRA Office
Sam Allen-Cultural Preservation Officer
Ray Redwing-Cultural Preservation Officer
Martin Bernard-Cultural Preservation Officer

Reference Number: /’/Uﬂ— 5 5/)

Project Number:

Date: g e -@ ,2007

We have no interest in this area geographically
We have no comment on the proposed undertaking

_XNO objections. However, if human skeletal remains and/or any objects falling
under NAGPRA are uncovered during construction, please stop immediately and notify
the appropriate persons (state & tribal NAGPRA representatives)

We have an objection or require additional project information. Please send the
following to Sam Allen, Cultural Preservation Officer, FSST, P.O. Box 283, Flandreau,
SD, 57028

e Wl G

Signature: SoumAllew -by cgr
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Public Notice
Affidavit of Publication





EBs: 10020533 |
Task. 222049~ ool
Dok’ 10fob]17

CUSTOMER

NUMBER: 051494 Argus Leader

[TNVOICE

NUMBER: 2449665 P.O. Box 677349, Dallas, TX 75267-7349

RUN DATES: 10/5, 10/6, 2017 [ AMOUNT pUE:[$112.14

HDR INC-NAS RECRUITMENT
6300 S. OLD VILLAGE PL., STE 100
SIOUX FALLS, SD 57108

DETACH THIS STUB AND RETURN WITH PAYMENT

Notice of Public Comment Period

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION-
Customer Number: 051494
Invoice Number: 2449665

HDR INC-NAS RECRUITMENT

Argus Leader
AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

COUNTY OF MINNEHAHA  } ss

Sara Kruse being duly sworn, says: That the Argus Leader is, and
during all the times hereinafter mentioned was, a daily legal newspaper
as defined by SDCL 17-2-2.1, as amended published at Sioux Falls,
Minnehaha County, South Dakota; that affiant is and during all of said
times, was an employee of the publisher of such newspaper and has
personal knowledge of the facts stated in this affidavit; that the notice,
order or advertisement, a printed copy of which is hereto attached, was
published in said newspaper upon

Thursday ,the 5 dayof October 2017
Friday .the 6 dayof October 2017

, the day of 2017

, the day of 2017

, the day of 2017

, the day of 2017

, the day of 2017

andthat  $112.14  was charged for publishing the same

SO A

Subscribed and sworn to before me 10/6/17

Notary Public, South Dakota

My Commission expires March 11,2022
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SOUTH DAKOTA
DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PUBLIC
COMMENT PERIOD AND
OPPORTUNITY FOR
PUBLIC MEETING
On Droft Section Alf) Evalu-
oflon Northern Segment of
Hwy 100 South of Madison
Sireet 1o |90
Minnehoha County
The South Dakota Depart-
menl of Tronsporfalion
(SDDOT) i moking o Draft
Section  A4(f) evaluaiion

avolioble for public review ¢,

and comment and providing
an opportunity for public
| meeting on the above prol-

ect,

Sectlon 4(f) of the Depart-
ment of Transportation Act
Iof 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303) re-
quires: o special effor! be
made 1o preserye
notural beauty of the coun-
\ryside and public park ond
recreation londs, wildlife
and walerfowl refuges, ond
historic sites. Tha Droft
saction A(H) document lden:
Vifles new Impocts 1o histor-
ic structures located ot 5100

PAYMENT BUE UPON RECEIFT,

Morth Timberline Avenue,
Sloux Falls, SD.

The prolect Includes @
bridge crossing the Blg
sloux River with bridge
plers located fn the flood-
plain, The piers will cause
on Increose in Ihe Bose
Flood Elevatlon (BFE) be-
tweep 1,450 feet upsiream fo
approximately 4100 feet
downstream of ihe exlsting
Timberline  Bridge. This
type of change to the flood-
plain Is regulaled by the:
Federal Emergency Man-
agement - Administration
(FEMA). To address flood-
plain_impacts, SDDOT has
examined alfernatives to
avolding floodplaln Impacts
and determined there Is no
alternative that will ovold
the rise In BFE. Further,
removal of historic struc-
tures identifled in the Draft
Sectlon 4(f) evaluation is
the only alternative avallo-
ble for minimizing Impacts
durlng a flood event.

The Draft Section 4(f) eval-
uatlon Is avallable for pub-
llc review at the webslte ww
w.5D100slouxfalls.com. A
printed copy may be re-
viewed at the following lo-
cations:

SDDOT Sioux Falls Area Of-
fice

5316 W 60th Street North,
Sioux Folls, SD -

Clty of Sloux Falls Public
Works Admin.

224 W, Ninth Street, Sioux
Falls, SD

Comments on the Draft Sec-
tlon 4(f) or o request for
public meeting will te oc-
cepted through the prolect
website, by emall of meg.th
orntonfhdrinc.com, or post-
al service at:

Meg Thornton
OR, lnc :
4300 S. O1d Village Place,
ite 100
Sfoux Falls, SD 57108
To be considered In the Fi-
niol Section 4(f) decision,
comments miust be recelved
by November 8 2017.

For further information

the pleose contoct Meg Thorn-

ton, HDR ol (605) 9777756
or Tom Lehmkuhl, SDDOT
of (605) 773-3121.

Molice published twice of
the lolel opproximote cost
of $I1204

2447665 Ocl, 5 & 6, 2017











ATTACHMENT 4
Department of Interior
Concurrence with

Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation Determination





United States Department of the Interior
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
Denver Federal Center, Building 67, Room 118
Post Office Box 25007 (D-108)
Denver, Colorado 80225-0007

ER 17/0453

Ms. Marion Barber

Federal Highway Administration
South Dakota Division

116 East Dakota Avenue, Suite A
Pierre, South Dakota 57501

Dear Ms. Barber:

The Department of the Interior (Department) has reviewed the Section 4(f) Evaluation for the
East Side Corridor (SD100) project in Sioux Falls, South Dakota (project). The purpose of the
project is to accommodate forecasted regional travel demand in Lincoln and Minnehaha
Counties, through construction of a 17-mile regional arterial highway and a large crossing of the
Big Sioux River. The river crossing includes bridge piers that change the floodmapping near the
project. The project area of potential effect now includes four structures determined eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The project sponsors are the South
Dakota Department of Transportation (DOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).

The document considers effects under Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of
1966 (codified at 49 U.S.C. 303) associated with the project. The Department offers the
following comments and recommendations for your consideration:

Section 4(f) Comments

The Section 4(f) Evaluation (document) describes the historic resources within the area of
potential effect and their relationship to the project area. The Olson-Rist-Sunvold farmstead,
located at 5100 North Timberline Avenue, consists of a residential home and nine outbuildings.
The home and three of the outbuildings have been determined eligible for listing on the NRHP
under Criterion A: “structures associated with events that made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of our history.” These structures are on a parcel of land originally settled under
the Homestead Act, and the original location and general setting have remained intact for this
property. In order to meet floodplain mitigation requirements for the project, these structures
must be modified, relocated, or removed. Under the selected alternative, the four structures
would be documented and demolished.

Other options to elevate or relocate the structures were evaluated but deemed infeasible. The
FHWA and South Dakota DOT concluded that there are no prudent and feasible avoidance





Ms. Barber 2

alternatives, and that the action constitutes an adverse effect pursuant to Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (36 CFR 800.5(a)(1)). The Department concurs
with the determination that the project’s selected alternative constitutes an adverse effect on
historic resources, that it will cause the least overall harm to Section 4(f) properties after
consideration of mitigation measures, and that there is no feasible or prudent alternative that
would meet the purpose and need of the project and avoid the use and impact of the Section 4(f)
properties.

The FHWA, South Dakota State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), and South Dakota DOT
have initiated an agreement regarding mitigation measures to be included in the project. The
Department determines that if the Memorandum of Agreement with the SHPO is fully executed,
it will have no objection to the 4(f) evaluation and concur with the measures to mitigate the
adverse effects of the project.

The Department has a continuing interest in working with the FHWA and the South Dakota
DOT to ensure impacts to resources of concern are adequately addressed. For issues concerning
Section 4(f) resources, please contact Tokey Boswell, Chief, Planning and Compliance Division,
Midwest Regional Office, National Park Service, 601 Riverfront Drive, Omaha, Nebraska
68102, or by telephone at 402-661-1534.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments.

Sincerely,

) ’ —
(,Ou’.im ) L "4@0\)1)

Courtney Hoover
Regional Environmental Officer
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance







