Content of a Section 4(f) Evaluation

The draft Section 4(f) evaluation must include the information described below. 

1. Proposed Action—describe the proposed project and explain its purpose and need. 

2. Section 4(f) Property—describe each Section 4(f) resource that any alternative under consideration would impact. Must include: 

a. Detailed map or drawing of appropriate scale to identify the relationship of the alternatives to the Section 4(f) property 

b. Ownership (city, county, state, etc.) and type of Section 4(f) property (park, recreation, historic, etc.) 

c. Location (maps or other exhibits such as photographs, sketches, etc.) of the affected Section 4(f) property and for parks, size (square feet or acreage) of the property 

d. For Section 4(f) historic properties, description of the property’s significant features and explanation of the property’s significance, including applicable NRHP criteria 

e. For publicly owned parks, recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, describe
1) Function of or available activities on the property (swimming, golfing, etc.) and description and location of all existing and planned facilities (ball diamonds, tennis courts, etc.); 

2) Access (pedestrian, vehicular) and usage (approximate number of users/visitors, etc.); 

3) Relationship to other similarly used lands in the vicinity; 

4) Applicable clauses affecting the ownership, such as lease, easement, covenants, restrictions, or conditions, including forfeiture; 

5) Unusual characteristics of the Section 4(f) property (flooding problems, terrain conditions, or other features) that either reduce or enhance the value of all or part of the property; and 

6) Any other sources of federal funding. 

3. Impacts on the Section 4(f) Property—discuss the impacts of each alternative on the Section 4(f) property. Where an alternative uses land from more than one Section 4(f) property, include a summary table to compare the various impacts of the alternatives. Quantify impacts that can be quantified, such as noise, and describe other impacts (such as visual intrusion) that cannot be quantified. 

4. Avoidance Alternatives—identify and evaluate, including a cost comparison, location and design alternatives that would avoid the Section 4(f) property. Generally, this would include alternatives to either side of the property. Where an alternative would impact more than one Section 4(f) property, the analysis needs to evaluate alternatives that avoid each and all such properties. The design alternatives must be in the immediate area of the property and include minor alignment shifts, a reduced facility, retaining structures, etc. individually or in combination, as appropriate. 
5. Measures to Minimize Harm—discuss all possible measures that are available to minimize the impacts of the proposed project on the Section 4(f) lands. Detailed discussions of mitigation measures included in the EA or EIS may be referenced and appropriately summarized rather than repeated. 

6. Coordination—discuss the results of preliminary coordination with the public officials having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) property, the regional (or local) offices of the U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI), the Forest Supervisor of the affected national forest (U.S. Forest Service) where appropriate and, for 4(f) resources where U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) funding was used, the regional office of HUD. Generally, this coordination will include discussion of avoidance alternatives, impacts to the property, and measures to minimize harm. In addition, the coordination with the public official having jurisdiction shall include, where necessary, a discussion of the significance and primary use of the property. 

The appendices should include agency correspondence and, if applicable, a Draft Memorandum of Agreement (MOA).
NOTE: The conclusion that there are no feasible and prudent alternatives is made only after the draft Section 4(f) evaluation has been circulated and coordinated and any identified issues adequately evaluated. “There appear to be no feasible and prudent alternatives” or similar wording is suggested for use in the draft Section 4(f) evaluation. 

A final Section 4(f) Evaluation must contain: 

1. All the previously mentioned information for a draft evaluation. 

2. A discussion of the basis for concluding that there are no feasible and prudent alternatives to the use of the Section 4(f) land. The supporting information must demonstrate that “there are unique problems or unusual factors involved in the use of alternatives that avoid these properties or that the cost, social, economic, and environmental impacts, or community disruption resulting from such alternatives reach extraordinary magnitudes.” The document shall include this language as well as the supporting information. 

3. A discussion of the basis for concluding that the proposed project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the Section 4(f) property. When there are no feasible and prudent alternatives that avoid the use of Section 4(f) land, the final Section 4(f) evaluation must demonstrate that the preferred alternative is a feasible and prudent alternative with the least harm on the Section 4(f) resource(s) after considering mitigation to the resource(s). 

4. A summary of the appropriate formal coordination with the headquarters offices of DOI (and/or appropriate agency within DOI) and, as appropriate, the involved offices of the U.S. Forest Service and HUD. 

5. Copies of all formal coordination comments and a summary of other relevant Section 4(f) comments received and an analysis and response to any questions raised. Where new alternatives or modifications to existing alternatives are identified and will not be considered further, the basis for dismissing these alternatives must be provided and supported by factual information. 

6. Concluding statement, “Based upon the above considerations, there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use of land from the [identify Section 4(f) property] and the proposed project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the [identify the Section 4(f) property] resulting from such use.” 
The final Section 4(f) evaluation appendices should include agency correspondence and, when applicable, an executed MOA.
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