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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), proposes to make roadway improvements to address current safety issues along State Route (SR)
10 between mileposts (MP) 65.4 and 67.5. The proposed improvements are subject to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (Section
4(f)), and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) because they will utilize federal
funds administered by the FHWA under the Federal-Aid Highway Program.

The proposed improvements are within a category of actions designated by the FHWA as Categorically
Excluded (CE) under NEPA. UDOT is responsible for processing CEs under the FHWA/UDOT NEPA CE
Assignment MOU (see Second Renewed Memorandum of Understanding between Federal Highway
Administration, Utah Division and the Utah Department of Transportation, State Assumption of
Responsibility for Categorical Exclusions (June 30, 2014)). As part of the MOU, UDOT is also responsible
for complying with Section 106 of the NHPA as well as Section 4(f).

This Section 4(f) evaluation has been prepared in conjunction with the CE being prepared for the planned
improvements to SR-10. This evaluation relies, in part, on information generated by UDOT’s compliance
with NHPA Section 106 for the proposed action.

2.0 Proposed Action

This section summarizes the project purpose and need and the Proposed Action.

2.1 Study Area
The proposed project is located south of Price, Utah in Carbon County. The study area is on SR-10, between

approximate MP 65.6 and MP 67.5 (see Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Study Area
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2.2 Purpose and Need

The purpose of the project is to improve the roadway and safety along the corridor. Crash data shows an
increase in crashes along SR-10 as the corridor narrows from four lanes to two lanes (approximately from
1450 South to 3000 South). This is likely due in part to insufficient width (e.g., no center turn lane and
narrow shoulders) for vehicles trying to make necessary movements (i.e., slow down to turn left or right)
to and from adjoining properties. A three-lane section with wider shoulders would provide additional lane
width, as well as provide separation between opposing traffic and turning vehicles. (Avenue Consultants
2013)

There is currently no sidewalk along the corridor; pedestrians walk on the roadway shoulder. Adding

sidewalks would improve pedestrian safety.

The sight distance on the vertical curve near MP 67.0 is at the minimum standard; reconstructing the
vertical curve will improve sight distance and safety. The pavement section along SR-10 is starting to fail
due to the large volume of passenger vehicles and truck traffic. A new pavement section is needed to allow
the corridor to function to the 20-year design life. The roadway drainage system is also deficient and needs

to be upgraded to capture roadway runoff. (Lochner 2004)

2.3 Proposed Action
The Proposed Action is to reconstruct SR-10 from approximate MP 65.6 to MP 67.5 (see Figure 1).
Reconstruction of SR-10 would include the following elements:
* Widening to accommodate a 14-foot-wide center turn lane, two 12-foot-wide travel lanes (one
south bound and one north bound), and 6-foot-wide shoulders in both directions
* Adding curb, gutter, and 6-foot-wide sidewalks on both sides to serve pedestrians
* Replacing granular borrow, untreated base course, and pavement to extend the life of the
pavement section
e Adding turn lanes at Roberson Road, 2750 South, and 3000 South
* Replacing driveways and matching elevation of side streets
* Relocating utilities, as needed
¢ Installing a new drainage system, including pipes, manholes, and inlets to collect roadway runoff
e Extending or replacing pipe and box culverts, and installing new headwalls and rip rap

¢ Lowering the profile at the vertical curve near MP 67.0 to improve sight distance.

The Proposed Action would widen SR-10 on both sides of a meandering alignment to minimize impacts to
adjacent properties. Figure 2 illustrates the proposed typical cross section and Figure 3 shows the alignment
of the Proposed Action.
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Figure 2. Typical Cross Section
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Figure 3. Proposed Action (1 of 6)
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Figure 3. Proposed Action (2 of 6)
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Figure 3. Proposed Action (4 of 6)
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Figure 3. Proposed Action (5 of 6)
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Figure 3. Proposed Action (6 of 6)
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3.0 Regulatory Setting

The proposed project is expected to utilize federal funding through the Federal Aid Highway Program
administered by FHWA; therefore, the project must comply with Section 4(f). Section 4(f) refers to the
original section in the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 which established the requirement
for consideration of park and recreational lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites in
transportation project development. The law, now codified in 49 U.S.C 303 and 23 U.S.C. 13§, is
implemented by the FHWA through the regulations in 23 CFR Part 774 and through a guidance document
that supplements the regulations, titled the “Section 4(f) Policy Paper” (FWHA, July 2012). Pursuant to the
FHWA/UDOT NEPA CE Assignment MOU, UDOT has responsibility for implementing Section 4(f), 23
CFR Part 774 (Regulations) and the Section 4(f) Policy Paper for the proposed project.

3.1 Regulatory Requirements for Section 4(f) Evaluation and Approval of Section 4(f) Uses

Under Section 4(f), a transportation project may not cause the “use” of a “Section 4(f) property” unless
specific requirements are met. As defined in Section 774.17 of the Regulations, a Section 4(f) property
“means 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.” The “use” of a

Section 4(f) property occurs when:

1. Land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. There is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute’s preservation
purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR 774.13(d); or

3. Thereis “constructive use” of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR 774.15.

Section 4(f) prohibits UDOT, as FHWA'’s delegate, from approving the use of any Section 4(f) property for
a transportation project except as follows (see 23 CFR Section 774.3):

o First, the use of Section 4(f) property can be approved upon a finding that the use would have only
a de minimis impact on that property. When a finding of de minimis impacts is made, there is no
requirement to seek alternatives that would avoid the use of that property.

e Second, a use with a greater than de minimis impact on a Section 4(f) property (hereafter referred to
as a “greater than de minimis use”) can be approved upon a determination that 1) there is no feasible
and prudent alternative to the use of land; and 2) the action includes all possible planning to
minimize harm to that property.

e Third, where there are greater than de minimis uses and no feasible and prudent avoidance
alternative can be identified, UDOT may approve only the alternative that 1) causes the least
overall harm in light of the statute’s preservation purpose; and 2) the alternative selected must
include all possible planning, as defined in 23 CFR 774.17, to minimize harm to the Section 4(f)

property.
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An alternative is not “feasible” for purposes of Section 4(f) if it “cannot be built as a matter of sound

engineering judgement.” An alternative is not “prudent” if it:

e Compromises the project to a degree that is unreasonable to proceed with the project in light of its
stated purpose and need;
e Results in unacceptable safety or operational problems;
e After reasonable mitigation, still causes:
o Severe social, economic, or environmental impacts;
o Severe disruption to established communities;
o Severe disproportionate impacts to minority or low income populations; or
o Severe impacts to environmental resources protected under other Federal statutes (see 23
CFR 774.17).

When no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative for a greater than de minimis use can be identified, the

alternative with the “least overall harm” is determined by balancing the following factors:

e The ability to mitigate adverse impacts to each Section 4(f) property (including any measures that
result in benefits to the property);

e The relative severity of the remaining harm, after mitigation, to the protected activities, attributes,
or features that qualify each Section 4(f) property for protection;

o The relative significance of each Section 4(f) property;

e The views of the official(s) with jurisdiction over each Section 4(f) property;

e The degree to which each alternative meets the purpose and need for the project;

e After reasonable mitigation, the magnitude of any adverse impacts to resources not protected by
Section 4(f); and

e Substantial differences in costs among the alternatives (see 23 CFR 774.3(c)).

If the assessment of overall harm finds that two or more alternatives are substantially equal, UDOT can

approve any of those alternatives (Section 4(f) Policy Paper 3.3.3.1).

3.2 De Minimis Section 4(f) Impact

As noted above, upon finding that a Section 4(f) use would have only a de minimis impact on a Section 4(f)
resource, that use can be allowed and does not require further analysis of potential avoidance alternatives.
For Section 4(f) properties that are parks, recreation areas, or refuges, a finding of de minimis impact applies
only if the transportation program or project will not adversely affect the activities, features, and attributes
of the park, recreation area, or wildlife or waterfowl refuge. This finding requires the concurrence of the
official with jurisdiction over the resource, after the public has been given an opportunity to comment (23
CER Sections 774.5(b)(2) and 774.17).

For Section 4(f) resources that are historic properties, a finding of de minimis impact applies only if the
transportation program or project will have either no effect or no adverse effect on the historic property. These
findings require the concurrence of the Utah State Historic Preservation Office (USHPO), which has
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jurisdiction over historic properties in Utah, and must be developed in coordination with any consulting
parties involved in the NHPA Section 106 process (as further described below) (see 23 CFR 774.5(b)(1)).

3.3 Temporary Occupancy
Temporary Occupancy is identified in 23 CFR 774.13(d) as an exception to the Section 4(f) approval

requirement, if the following conditions are met:

1. Duration must be temporary, i.e., less than the time needed for construction of the project, and
there should be no change in ownership of land;

2. Scope of the work must be minor, i.e., both the nature and the magnitude of the changes to the
Section 4(f) property are minimal;

3. There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor will there be interference with
the protected activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent
basis;

4. Theland being used must be fully restored, i.e., the property must be returned to a condition which
is at least as good as that which existed prior to the project; and

5. There must be documented agreement of the official(s) with jurisdiction over the Section 4(f)

regarding the above conditions.

4.0 Identification of Section 4(f) Properties and Determinations of Use
This section describes the Section 4(f) properties within the study area that could be affected by the
proposed action alternative. The study area was examined for publicly owned parks, recreational areas,

wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic properties.

4.1 Publicly Owned Parks, Recreation Areas, Wildlife and Waterfowl Refuges
File searches, field reviews, and correspondence with city and county officials took place to identify
potential Section 4(f) properties in the study area. There are no publicly owned parks, recreation areas, or

wildlife and waterfowl refuges in the study area.

4.2 Historic Properties

An historic property is considered significant, and is protected under Section 4(f), if it is listed on or is
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NHRP) (see 23 CFR 774.17). The
determination of eligibility, and the evaluation of project effects on listed and eligible properties, is made
by UDOT in consultation with the USHPO as part of the delegated NHPA Section 106 process.

As part of the Section 106 process, literature searches and field surveys for architectural and archaeological
properties were conducted to determine whether historic properties are located in the study area.
According to the Section 106 implementing regulations (36 CFR 800.16) the geographic area or areas within
which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic

properties is defined as the Area of Potential Affect (APE). The APE for the project is shown on Figure 1.
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The architectural survey (Literature and Field Verification of Utah Department of Transportation’s State Route 10
Road Widening Between MP 65.27 and MP 67.5; South Price to Ridge Road, Carbon County, Utah (March 3, 2016))
identified 31 eligible historic architectural properties within the study area.

A survey was also undertaken to locate archaeological resources within the study area (Site Verification and
Class III Inventory of Utah Department of Transportation’s State Route 10 Road Widening Between MP 65.27 and
MP 67.5; South Price to Ridge Road, Carbon County, Utah (March 6, 2016)). The survey located four eligible
archaeological sites in the study area. None of the four eligible archaeological sites warrant preservation in

place and, therefore, Section 4(f) does not apply.

4.3 Determination of Use

Twenty-seven eligible historic architectural properties would be impacted by the Proposed Action.
Pursuant to the Section 106 process, a finding of no adverse effect has been made for 18 of these properties,
with a finding of adverse effect for the other nine properties. The impacted properties, and their

determination and description of effects, are identified in Table 1.

USHPO has given its written concurrence with these findings, and has been informed by UDOT that it
intends to make Section 4(f) de minimis impact determinations for 17 of the 18 no adverse effect properties.
The remaining no adverse effect property would be a Section 4(f) temporary occupancy (see Determination
of Eligibility/Finding of Effect (DOEFOE) in Appendix A). The temporary occupancy of 1777 S. Highway
10 was determined based on the criteria listed in Section 3.3. A temporary construction easement would be
required to construct a side slope from the widened roadway elevation to the existing ground elevation.
As such, construction efforts would be shorter than the timeframe to needed to construct the project;
ownership would not change; there would be no permanent adverse effects nor interference with protected

activities, features, or attributes; and the area would be fully restored.

Table 1. Impacts to Section 4(f) Properties (square footage is approximate)

Address Date Style/Type Finding of Effect | Section 4(f) Use
1-story service Adverse Effect;
. y, Structure will be | Greater than de
1944 station in Post- demolished by the minimis
WWIL: other ) y
project
Adverse Effect;
1940 1-story foursquare / | Structure willbe | Greater than de
20t century other | demolished by the minimis
project
SR-10; 3200 South to 1150 South, Price 14

Section 4(f) Evaluation



Table 1. Impacts to Section 4(f) Properties (square footage is approximate)

Address Date Style/Type Finding of Effect | Section 4(f) Use
2044 S. Highway 10
Adverse Effect;
1940 1-story foursquare / | Structure willbe | Greater than de
20t century other | demolished by the minimis
project
Adverse Effect;
tructu ill b ter than d
1941 Ranch/rambler 5 ractre Wit e Crea er than de
demolished by the minimis
project
Adverse Effect;
1941 20t century other / Structure will be | Greater than de
other residential demolished by the minimis
project
L-storv sinele Adverse Effect;
1946 dwelliny di 5 od Structure will be | Greater than de
& ¢1PP demolished by the minimis
ol gable cottage .
: o project
72188 S. Highway
1-storv sinele Adverse Effect;
1947 dwelliny di 5 od Structure will be | Greater than de
& ¢1PP demolished by the minimis
gable cottage )
project
1/2 story single Adverse Effect;
1947 dwelling post- Structure will be | Greater than de
WWILI: other demolished by the minimis
project
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Table 1. Impacts to Section 4(f) Properties (square footage is approximate)

=~

2098 5. Highway 10

mobile home

Partial Acquisition:
2,093 sq. ft.

Address Date Style/Type Finding of Effect | Section 4(f) Use
2305 S. Highway 10
Adverse Effect;
1970 1-story single-gable | Structure willbe | Greater than de
ranch/rambler demolished by the minimis
project
No Adverse Effect;
Temporary
1-story foursquare / Construction
1920 Post-WWILI: other / Easement (TCE): de minimis
20t century: other | 1,488 sq. ft.; Partial
Acquisition: 116 sq.
ft.
1-story side-gabled I\,Il%gd; iz;sge Eff;ztc.t;
1960 Post-WWIL: other / o sq 7 de minimis
. . Partial Acquisition:
other residential
6,974 sq. ft.
1-story hip-roofed | No Adverse Effect;
1950 single dwelling Partial Acquisition: de minimis
2 = ranch/rambler 359 sq. ft.
45 E. Roberson Road
(2000 S.)
“T——_ o - No Adverse Effect;
l.‘“““ﬂ“mﬂ i b | 1970 Mobile home / TCE: 408 sq. ft. de minimis
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Table 1. Impacts to Section 4(f) Properties (square footage is approximate)

Section 4(f) Evaluation

Address Date Style/Type Finding of Effect | Section 4(f) Use
1/2-story single No Adverse Effect;
1954 dwelling Cape Cod TCF: 4,413 5. .ft.; de minimis
/ Partial Acquisition:
WWII-era cottage 1,813 sq. ft.
1-story WWIl-era | No Adverse Effect;
1930 cottage / 20th TCE: 3,512 sq ft. ; de minimis
century: other Partial Acquisition:
976 sq. ft.
I-story single No Adverse Effect;
1945 dwelling clipped TCF: 2,219 1 _ft'; de minimis
able cottage Partial Acquisition:
gable cotlag 1,111 sq. ft.
No Adverse Effect;
1958 1-story single-gable T(?E: 781 sc'l.'fF.; de minimis
early ranch/rambler | Partial Acquisition:
244 sq. ft.
11/2-story front- | No Adverse Effect;
1944 gab.led ojcher TCF: 5,187 sq .ft.; de minimis
residential / Partial Acquisition:
Post WWILI: other 505 sq. ft.
-story other No Adverse Effect;
- 1925 residential / 20th T(_ZE: 950 S(_]'_ff"' de minimis
3 century other Partial Acquisition:
g ! | 704 sq. ft.
2289 S. Highway 10
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Table 1. Impacts to Section 4(f) Properties (square footage is approximate)

Section 4(f) Evaluation

Address Date Style/Type Finding of Effect | Section 4(f) Use
traditional stvle No Adverse Effect;
aditionat sty TCE: 4,331 sq. ft.; o
1946 single dwelling _ o de minimis
WWIL-era cottase Partial Acquisition:
acottag 1,696 sq. ft.
dj;:ltﬁ;}g; Sl?pg}ii d No Adverse Effect;
1939 roof WWII-era TCE: 6,625 1 _ft'; de minimis
Partial Acquisition:
cottage / 20th
1,400 sq. ft.
century: other
Ml/nllnslta;rt;as?;’;):al No Adverse Effect;
1935 dwelling hipped- TCF: 2,247 1 _ft'; de minimis
Partial Acquisition:
roof WWII-era
435 sq. ft.
cottage
1-story WWIl-era | No Adverse Effect;
1945 cottage / post WW TCF: 1,212 5. 'ft.; de minimis
II: other Partial Acquisition:
1,474 sq. ft.
No Adverse Effect;
1-story TCE: 954 sq. ft.; L
1955 ranch/rambler Partial Acquisition: de minimis
850 sq. ft.
No Adverse Effect;
1957 2—.st0ry split l'evel TCF: 1,935 5. .ft.; de minimis
single dwelling Partial Acquisition:
e 3,827 sq. ft.
2767 S. Highway 10
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Table 1. Impacts to Section 4(f) Properties (square footage is approximate)
Address Date Style/Type Finding of Effect | Section 4(f) Use

No Adverse Effect;
TCE: 631 sq. ft.;
Partial Acquisition:
1,555 sq. ft.

11/2 story Cape
1959 Cod type minimal de minimis
traditional

1-story central block
1930 | with projecting bays
/ 20t century: other

No Adverse Effect; Temporary
TCE: 1,056 sq. ft. Occupancy

PE et

1777 S. Highway 10

Implementation of the Proposed Action would result in a greater than de minimis use of nine properties, all
of which are located on SR-10 (three on the east side and six on the west side). These properties would be

acquired and the buildings would be demolished to widen SR-10 (see Figure 4).

Implementation of the Proposed Action would result in a de minimis use of 17 properties. Seventeen
properties are located on SR-10 (eight on the east side and eight on the west side). These parcels would be
affected by the partial acquisition of property to widen SR-10. A partial acquisition is required from one

property located on Roberson Road, west of SR-10 to allow SR-10 to tie into Roberson Road (see Figure 4).

One property on the east side of SR-10 would be affected by a temporary construction easement, which

would result in a temporary occupancy.

5.0 Avoidance Alternatives, Least Overall Harm Analysis, and Measures to Minimize
Harm

This section describes the consideration of potential total avoidance alternatives, a determination of the
alternative with least overall harm, and measures to avoid and minimize impacts to individual Section 4(f)

properties.

5.1 Avoidance Alternatives

Before UDOT can approve a greater than de minimis use of a Section 4(f) resource, feasible and prudent
alternatives to avoid that use must be considered. Where an action would cause de minimis uses of some
properties and greater than de minimis uses for others, avoidance alternatives need not be considered for
the properties with de minimis impacts (Section 4(f) Policy Paper 3.3.3.1).

SR-10; 3200 South to 1150 South, Price 19
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There are no feasible and prudent location alternatives (i.e., the re-routing of the entire project along a
different alignment) or alternatives using different transportation modes to avoid the use of Section 4(f)
resources because the purpose of the project is to improve vehicular and pedestrian safety, and replace the
pavement section to extend the operational life of SR-10. The No-Action Alternative would leave the safety
problems and operational life of SR-10 unaddressed and would not meet the purpose and need of the
project. Therefore, the only potential avoidance alternatives would be alignment modifications that might
avoid Section 4(f) properties.

Using the same cross section as the Proposed Action (see Figure 2), two potential avoidance alternatives

were developed: Widen East and Widen West (see Figure 4).

The Proposed Action is a meandering alternative that widens SR-10 on both sides to minimize property
impacts. It would result in greater than de minimis uses of nine Section 4(f) properties, one temporary
occupancy, and 17 de minimis uses. The Proposed Action would also result in full acquisition of two

properties and partial acquisition of 38 properties that do not qualify for protection under Section 4(f).

The Widen West Alternative would hold the existing right-of-way at the existing location on the east side
and widen to the west of SR-10. It would result in greater than de minimis uses of 10 Section 4(f) properties,
temporary occupancy of 11 properties, and 6 de minimis uses. It would also result in full acquisition of 7

properties and partial acquisition of 19 properties that do not qualify for protection under Section 4(f).

The Widen East Alternative would hold the existing right-of-way at the existing location on the west side
and widen to the east of SR-10. It would result in greater than de minimis uses of eight Section 4(f) properties,
temporary occupancy of 16 properties, and four de minimis uses. It would also result in full acquisition of

five properties and partial acquisition of 12 properties that do not qualify for protection under Section 4(f).
Table 2 summarizes the Section 4(f) and right-of-way impacts for the Proposed Action, Widen West
Alternative, and Widen East Alternative. It is not possible to modify the alignment of SR-10 to avoid the

use of all Section 4(f) properties.

Table 2. Comparison of Section 4(f) and Right-of-Way Impacts

Type of Use / Property
Acquisition Proposed Action Widen West Widen East

Greater than de minimis 9 10 8

De Minimis 17 6 4

Temporary Occupancy 1 11 16
Non—é.J:(.f)'Full » . 5

Acquisition

Non—é.L(.f).Partlal 18 19 1
Acquisition
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Figure 4. Right-of-way Impact Comparison of Section 4(f) Resources (2 of 3)
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Figure 4. Right-of-way Impact Comparison of Section 4(f) Resources (3 of 3)
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5.2 Least Overall Harm Analysis

Because there is not a feasible and prudent avoidance alternative, an analysis was conducted to determine
which of the alternatives considered would result in the least overall harm. This analysis first addresses
and, where possible, quantifies the least harm factors for each alternative. Then, the analysis compares the

alternatives to determine the least overall harm.

5.2.1 Significance, Mitigation, and Severity of Section 4(f) Harm

Because all of the Section 4(f) properties potentially used by the alternatives are historic, their significance
was determined using criteria set forth in 36 CFR 60 and National Register Bulletin 15 in conjunction with
the USHPO ratings for architectural properties (Andrus 1990, rev. 2002). Consultation between UDOT and
the USHPO staff regarding historic properties was held throughout the environmental process. All
archaeological or historic architectural resources must be evaluated under four specific criteria and with
consideration of seven elements of integrity to be considered significant and thus eligible for inclusion on
the NRHP. An archaeological or historic architectural resource may be considered eligible for inclusion on

the NRHP under one or more criteria:

A. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history; or

B. Is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

C. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or
represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or represents a significant
and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

D. Yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important to prehistory or history.

Sites and buildings considered significant, and potentially eligible for the NRHP under one of the four
aforementioned criteria must also be evaluated for integrity of location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association. To be eligible for the NRHP, a site/building must possess integrity

of those elements directly related to the criterion or criteria under which it would be determined eligible.

Because all Section 4(f) properties in the study area are historic homes, the relative significance of the
eligible properties potentially impacted by the alignments was determined using USHPO ratings. These
ratings are ES (Eligible-Significant), EC (Eligible-Contributing), and NC (Non-Contributing). The majority
of eligible homes in the APE date from 1940 to 1959. These homes are overwhelmingly simple, one-story
structures with gable roofs, closed eves, and minimal architectural detail. Homes pre-dating 1940 are
simple, one-story foursquare structures, the majority of which were relocated along SR-10 from nearby
mining towns, such as Hiawatha, after coal mines were closed. Other architectural styles along SR-10
include ranch, split-level, basement, Cape Cod, and clipped-gable cottage. All properties in the study area
warranted an EC rating. There is no difference in significance between the properties subject to a greater

than de minimis use.
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Mitigation will be completed for the historic properties incurring greater than de minimis uses. Mitigation
was determined through consultation between UDOT and USHPO, and formalized in a Memorandum of
Agreement (MOA) signed on November 7, 2016 (see Appendix A). Mitigation includes documenting the
affected properties according to the Utah State Intensive Level Survey Standards. The mitigation will
reduce the severity of the Section 4(f) harm, but not to the extent that it will no longer be a greater than de
minimis use. It is not expected that mitigation for the affected properties will differ in a way that makes the

remaining impacts more or less severe for any of these properties.

Based on the above information, the Widen East Alternative would result in the fewest Section 4(f)
properties subject to a greater than de minimis use (8) followed by the Proposed Action (9) and Widen West
Alternative (10); therefore, the Widen East Alternative would cause slightly less harm to Section 4(f)

properties.

5.2.2 Views of the Official with Jurisdiction

The official with jurisdiction over all Section 4(f) properties is the USHPO. The USHPO expressed its views
on the project and agreed to the determinations regarding the Proposed Action through written
concurrence documented in the DOEFOE letter dated October 17, 2016 and the amendment letter signed
on November 9, 2016 (see Appendix A).

5.2.3 Purpose and Need and Cost

All of the alternatives, except the No-Action Alternative, would equally fulfill the project’s purpose and
need. The Widen West Alternative would be the least expensive alternative with a total cost of
approximately $18.6 million (in 2016 dollars) followed by the Proposed Action (approximately $18.9
million) and Widen East Alternative (approximately $19.4 million) (see Table 3). These differences are
primarily attributable to varying right-of-way costs associated with the number of partial and full
acquisitions required to widen SR-10. Considering the overall cost of the project, these cost differences are

not substantially different.

Table 3. Comparison of Costs'

Proposed Action Widen West Widen East
Total (millions) $18.9 $18.6 $19.4
Difference Compared
. NA -1.6% 2.6%
to Proposed Action

1. Costs were estimated using 2016 dollars.

5.2.4 Non-Section 4(f) Impacts

The only difference in the non-Section 4(f) impacts between the alternatives is the number of property
acquisitions and the resulting impacts on property owners (see Table 2). Overall, the Proposed Action has
the fewest number of full acquisitions of non-Section 4(f) properties (2), followed by the Widen East
Alternative (5) and Widen West Alternative (7).
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The Widen East Alternative also has notable impacts to parcels that would be partially acquired. Widening
to the east would require shortening the driveway to the front door of the Seventh Day Adventist meeting
house at 2821 S. Highway 10 by approximately 10 feet. The Widen East Alternative would also result in the
loss of parking stalls and reconfiguration of the parking lot associated with PacifiCorp’s maintenance
facility. 1850 South would be moved to the east to increase the turning radius onto SR-10. As a result, one
agricultural structure would be removed. In addition, overhead electric distribution and communication

lines would be relocated closer to homes that would not be fully acquired and relocated.

5.2.5 Least Overall Harm

By comparing all alternatives to the least overall harm criteria, it has been determined the Proposed Action
would result in the least overall harm. The Proposed Action represents the best design for minimizing
right-of-way impacts along both sides of the corridor. Where possible, the alignment meanders to take
advantage of vacant or agricultural fields to avoid the full acquisition and relocation of property. As a
result, the Proposed Action would require more partial acquisitions (combination of non-Section 4(f) partial
acquisitions and de minimis impacts to Section 4(f) properties) but fewer total full acquisitions than the other
alternatives. The Proposed Action would result in 11 full acquisitions compared to 17 for the Widen West
Alternative and 13 for the Widen East Alternative. The Proposed Action performs better than the Widen
West alternative because it has fewer greater than de minimis uses and full acquisitions of non-Section 4(f)

properties.

Although the Proposed Action would result in one additional greater than de minimis use compared to the
Widen East Alternative, it would require fewer full acquisitions overall and would cost less. The Proposed
Action also performs better because it would not require the realignment of 1850 South and removal of one
agricultural structure. In addition, the Proposed Action would not impact the driveway to the Seventh Day
Adventist meeting house nor would it reconfigure the PacifiCorp parking lot. Although the Proposed
Action would relocate overhead utilities along the east side of SR-10, the Widen East Alternative would

relocate these utilities closer to residences not fully acquired and relocated.

In summary, the Proposed Action has fewer greater than de minimis uses of Section 4(f) properties
compared to the Widen West Alternative. Although the Proposed Action has one more greater than de
minimis use compared to the Widen East Alternative, it would not have the additional and relatively
significant impacts associated with the Seventh Day Adventist meeting house, PacifiCorp property, the
agricultural structure at 1850 South, and full acquisition of three additional properties; therefore, it was

determined the Proposed Action has the least overall harm.

Relative significance was not a determining factor because all properties in the study area warranted an EC
rating. The number of de minimis impacts was also not a determining factor because the impacts would be

negligible.
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5.3 Measures to Minimize Harm/All Possible Planning

Appropriate design modifications were applied to minimize impacts to Section 4(f) properties while still
ensuring pedestrian and vehicular safety. These modifications included reducing the width of shoulders
from 10 feet to 6 feet and additional right-of-way needed for overhead utilities from 15 feet to 7 feet;
eliminating three-foot wide park strips; and meandering the alignment of SR-10 approximately 10 feet to
the west north of Roberson Road and approximately 10 feet to the east south of the unnamed wash
(approximately 2305 South). These minimization measures, together with the mitigation that will be
implemented for the greater than de minimis uses discussed in Section 5.2.1, demonstrate compliance with
the “all possible” requirements of the Section 4(f) regulations (see 23 CFR 774.3(a)(2)).

6.0 Coordination

Section 4(f) implementing regulations state that coordination with both the official with jurisdiction over
the Section 4(f) property and with the Department of Interior must occur (23 CFR 774.5(a)). Because the
Section 4(f) properties affected by the proposed action are historic properties, the USHPO is the official
with jurisdiction that must be consulted. UDOT, on behalf of FHWA, has consulted with the USHPO
regarding the proposed properties being used for transportation purposes, including their eligibility on the
NRHP, and the Section 106 effects of the Proposed Action. The USHPO has signed the DOEFOE, which
includes an assessment of these factors. Correspondence with the USHPO, including the MOA, is attached
as Appendix A. Coordination with the USHPO is ongoing..

This Section 4(f) evaluation will be submitted to the Department of Interior for review and comment as
required by the Section 4(f) regulations. Coordination between Carbon County and affected property
owners, though not required for Section 4(f) purposes, is ongoing through letters, individual landowner
meetings, and a public meeting. UDOT also informed and solicited views from Price City — a certified local
government (CLG) — regarding the adverse effects the Proposed Action would have on eligible historic

properties (sent October 25, 2016). No additional information was received from the CLG.

As part of the Section 106 consultation process, UDOT initiated consultation with Native American Tribes
including the Pueblo of Hopi, Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah, Uintah and Ouray Ute Tribes, Cedar Band of
the Paiute Indians, and Shivwits Band of the Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah (sent December 18, 2015). The
Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah was the only tribe that responded. The tribe has no objections to the project.

The public was notified of the Proposed Action’s potential effect on historic properties at an open house
held on November 17, 2016, through a public notice published in the Sun Advocate on November 10, and
November 17, 2016, and individual mailers sent to property owners affected by the project, as well as
interested parties. Display boards explaining the Section 106 and Section 4(f) processes as well as a map
showing the location of greater than de minimis uses under the Proposed Action were available for viewing
at the meeting. Copies of the meeting materials and public notices are included in Appendix B. No public

comments were received regarding impacts to historic properties.
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7.0 Summary 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, the Proposed
Action would have the least overall harm for the purposes of Section 4(f) while meeting the project’s
purpose and need. After all possible planning to minimize harm, the Proposed Action would result in
greater than de minimis use of nine Section 4(f) properties, temporary occupancy of one Section 4(f)
property, and de minimis impacts to 17 properties. However, the Proposed Action would result in the fewest
number of full acquisitions overall. Impacts to Section 4(f) properties will be further minimized and
mitigated through an MOA executed by UDOT and the USHPO pursuant to Section 106 of the NHPA.
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Memorandum of Agreement (November 7, 2016)
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Mr. Cory Jensen

Senior Historic Preservation Specialist
Utah Division of State History

300 Rio Grande

Salt Lake City, UT 84101-1182

RE: UDOT Project No. F-0010(75)66, SR-10, US-6 to Ridge Road, Carbon County, Utah (PIN 13664).
Determination of Eligibility and Finding of Adverse Effect.

Dear Mr. Jensen:

The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is preparing to undertake the subject federal-aid project. In
accordance with Stipulation 11, Part A and Appendix B of the Memorandum of Understanding, State Assumption of
Responsibility for Categorical Exclusions (23 USC §326) (executed June 30, 2011), the UDOT assumes
responsibility, assigned by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), for ensuring compliance with Section 106
of the NHPA and with Section 4(f) of the DOT Act of 1966, as amended. In accordance with the Second Amended
Programmatic Agreement among the FHWA, the Utah State Historic Preservation Officer, the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, the USACE Sacramento District, and the UDOT Regarding Section 106 Implementation for
Federal-Aid Transportation Projects in the State of Utah (executed June 3, 2013), Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U.S.C. § 300101 et seq.), and U.C.A.9-8-404, the UDOT has
taken into account the effects of this undertaking on historic properties, and is affording the Utah State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) an opportunity to comment on the undertaking. Additionally, this submission is in
compliance with Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, 23 U.S.C. § 138 (as amended) and
49 U.S.C. § 303 (as amended).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This project proposes to construct improvements to SR-10 south of Price, in Carbon County, Utah. The project
extends from approximately M.P. 65.4 to 67.5. This project includes widening to accommodate a center turn lane,
adding curb, gutter and sidewalk in areas where there is a need to serve pedestrians, extending or replacing pipe and
box culverts, lowering the profile at the vertical curve near M.P. 67, rehabilitating pavement, relocating utilities and
rehabilitating culverts and installing headwalls, and adding turn lanes at critical intersections.

The area of potential affects (APE) has been defined as a 2.1-mile-long corridor along SR-10 that extends 200 feet
from the current roadway centerline. The APE has been entirely previously surveyed for archaeology and therefore
work for this project consisted of a reconnaissance level survey and field verification of known sites. This Class II
inventory was conducted by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants, under State Antiquities Project Number U-
15-MQ-0493s, and the results are reported in Site Verification and Class Il Inventory of Utah Department of
Transportation’s State Route 10 Road Widening Between MP 65.27 and MP 67.5; South Price to Ridge Road,
Carbon County, Utah (see enclosed report). A selective reconnaissance level survey was conducted to record
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architectural properties abutting the APE, and the results are reported in Cultural Resources Survey State Route 10;
South Price 1o Ridge Road, Milepost 63.276 to 76.5, Carban County, Ufah, prepared by Bee Lufkin for Montgomery
Archacological Consultants, Inc. (see enclosed report).

The SR-10 surveys resulted in the location of 11 previously documented archaeological sites and 48 architectural
properties. Of these, 4 archaeological sites and 31 architectural properties are eligible to the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP). No known traditional cultural properties or palecontological resources are located in the
APE. The Determinations of Eligibility and Findings of Effects is provided in Table 1 for archaeological resources
and in Table 2 for architectural properties.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Table 1. Determinations of Eligibility and Findings of Effect for Archaeological Resources

Name or Warrants Section
Site L NRHP Eligibility Finding of Effect preservation
Description . 4(f) Use
in place
42C131040 Carbon Canal ];]lgzb]e’;n((.lrgerlon A No Adverse Effect No NA
42CB1270 Old SR-10 Eligible, Criterion A No Adverse [ ffect No NA
. . e . . et No Historic
42C131435 I'rash Scalter Not Lligible Properties AlTectod NA NA
N . e et No Historice
42CB1436 Trash Scatter Eligible, Criterion D Propertics Affccted No NA
42CB1437 Trash Scatter Not Eligidle No Historic NA NA
o ! Properties Affected
R s . e No Historic
s el oy o 2 A 1
42CB2139 [rrigation Ditch Not Eligible Properties Alfected NA NA
420132140 | Ierigation Ditch Not Eligible No Hlistoric NA NA
- ’ Properties Alfected
42C1B32141 Trash Scalter Eligible, Criterion I3 No Adverse ElTect No NA
PCR2142 Dismantied Not Eligible No Historic NA NA
Biliboard e Properties Affected
Abandoned Road e No Historie
A2CB2143 Segment Not Eligible Properties Affected NA NA
42CB2144 Trash Scatter Not Eligible No Historic NA NA
Properties Affected

Description of Effect to Site 42CB1040: The proposed project includes extending the culvert that carries the Carbon
Canal under SR-10 on both the inlet and outlet ends. The original section of the culvert directly under the highway
will not be touched. The project will affect a relatively small portion of the site and will not substantiaily impact or
ajter any conifributing elements of the site or any of the character-defining features for which it was determined
eligible for the NRHP. Thus, the proposed project will result in a finding of No Adverse Effect.
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Description of Effect to Site 42CB1270- This proposed project includes adding headwalls and riprap at the inlet and
outlet ends to the original cutvert pipe that channels Drunkard Wash, but the pipe will remain in place. This culvert
is all that remains of old SR-10 in this location. The project will affect a relatively small portion of the site and will
not substantially impact or alter any contributing elements of the site or any of the character-defining features for
which it was determined eligible for the NRHP. Thus, the propesed project will result in a finding of No Adverse
Effect.

Description of Effect to Site 42CB2141: The proposed project will remove a strip of the site closest to the SR-10
edge-of-oil on the east side of the highway near MP 67.1. Site 42CB2141 comprises multiple historic time-period,
single episode trash dumps. None of the documented concentrations will be touched by this construction proposal.
The project will affect a relatively small portion of the site and will not substantially impact or alter any contributing
elements of the site or any of the character-defining features for which it was determined eligible for the NRHP.
Thus, the proposed project will result in a finding of No Adverse Effect.

ARCHITECTURAL PROPERTIES
Ms. Lufkin documented and evaluated 48 architectural properties that could be impacted by the project. All 48 are

buildings, and of these, 31 are eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. The impacts are described in the
paragraph following Table 2.
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Description of Effects: This proposed project requires right of way acquisitions of approximately 2 to 15 feet for 17
properties evaluated as eligible to the NRHP and whose impact is considered “No Adverse Effect. The project wili
have an Adverse Effect, requiring the acquisition of the building, for 9 properties. Thus, the proposed project will
resuft in a finding of Adverse Effect and a Section 4(f) Greater than de minimis impact for each adversely affected

property.

CONSULTATION EFFORTS

Native American consultation was initiated through letters sent to the Uintah and Ouray Ute Tribes, Shoshone-
Bannock Tribes, and Northwestern Band of Shoshone Nation {sent December 16, 2015). The UDOT is continuing
consultation with the Price Certified Local Government. An open house will be held so that the public will be
notified of the impacts to cultural resources among other considerations.

SUMMARY

To summarize, the project will result in a finding of Adverse Effect for 9 architectural properties, a finding of No
Adverse Effect for 3 archaeological sites and 17 architectural properties, and a finding of No Historic Properties
Affected for all remaining architectural properties and archagological sites. The project will also result in 9 Section
4(f) Greater than de mininis uses, 16 Section 4(f} de minimis uses, and 1 Section 4(f} temporary occupancy use.
Therefore, the Finding of Effect for the proposed UDOT Project No. F-0010(75)66, SR-10, US-6 to Ridge Road,
Carbon County, Utah, is Adverse Effect.

Please review this document and, providing you agree with the findings contained herein, sign and date the signature
line at the end of this letter. Should you have any questions or necd additional information, please feel fiee to
contact l.iz Robinson at 801-910-2035 or lizrobinson@utah.gov; Elizabeth Giraud at 801-963-4917 or
egiraud@@utah.gov, or Pam Higgins at 435-253-2524 or phiggins@utah.gov.

Sincerely,
. Eliza beth ggila{l}\y signed by Elizabeth
M Irau
“ H ON: en=Elizabeth Giraud
g&]’d/q:&" VWL" Giraud Dale, 5016.10.05 1631737 0600
Liz Robinson, M.A., RPA Elizabeth Giraud, AICP
Cultural Resources Program Manager Architectural Historian
UDOT Environmental Services UDOT Environmental Services
ey = Pam Higging
e § s 06t520164:22 PM
h"““*"" \\\ "%S h g

Pamela Higgins
NEPA/NHPA Specialist, Region 4 Area
UDOT Environmenta$ Services

Enclosures

ce: Troy Torgersen, Project Manager
Eric Hansen, Environmental Manager
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Regarding UDOT Project No. F-0010(75)66, SR-10, US-6 to Ridge Road, Carbon County, Utah, I concur with the
Determination of Eligibility and Finding of Effect, submitted to the Utah State Historic Preservation Office in
accordance with the Second Amended Programmatic Agreement, Section 106 of the NHPA, and U.C.A. 9-8-404,
which states tha OT has determined that the finding is Adverse Effect.

(o)1 20iLe

7
Date

Cory Jensen J
Senior Historic Pregervatidn Specialist
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DEPARVMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

CARLOS M. BRACERAS. RIL
Fvecnrive Divectonr

SHARNE M MARSIIALL, P
Depnne Divector

State of Utah

GARY L HERBERT

(nvesthar

SPENCER 1 COX
Lietetossnf {favenng

November 7, 2016

My, Cory lensen

Senigr Historic Preservation Specialist
Utah Division of State History

300 Rio Grande

Salt Lake City, UT 84101-1182

RE: UBOT Project No. F-0010{75}66, SR-18, US-6 t0 Ridge Road, Carbon Connty, Ytah (PIN
13664, Amended Determination of Eligibility and Finding of Adverse Effect,

Dear M1, jensen:

The Utah Department of Transportation {UDOT) is preparing to undertake the subject federal-aid
project. In accordance with Stipulation [} Part A and Appendix B of the Memorandum of
Undersianding, State Assnmption of Responsibility for Categorics) Exclusions (23 USC §326)
{executed June 30, 2011), the VDOT assumes regponsibility, assigned by the Federal Righway
Administration {FIEWA), for ensuring compliance with Section 106 af the NHFA and with Section 4(f)
of the DOT Act of 1966, as amended. In accordance wilh the Second Amended Programmatic
Agreement omong the FHWA, the Utah State Historic Preservation Officer, the Advisory Council an
{Hstoric Preservation, the USACE Sacramento District, and the UDOT Regarding Section 106
Implementation for Bederah Ald Transportetion Projects in the State of Utah {executed fune 3, 2013),
Section 106 of the National Histeric Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (54 U 5.C § 300101 et
seq ) and 1.C.A.9-8-404, the UDOT has taken into account the effects of this undevtaking on historic
properties, and is affording the Utah State Historie Pregervation Officer (SHPO)} an opportunity te
comment on the undertakirg. Additionally, this submission is in compliance with Section 4{f} of the
Departiment of Trangportation Act of 1966, 23 U.S.C. § 138 {as amended) and 49 US.C.§ 303 {as
amended).

PROIECT DESCRIPFION

This project proposes te construct improvements to SR-10 south of Price, in Carbon Caunty, Utah.
The project extends from approximately M.P. 65,4 to 67.5. This project includes widening to
accommodate 2 center turn Jane, adding curb, gutter and sidewalk in areas where thereis a need ko
serve pedestrians, extending or replacing pipe and hox culverts, lowering the profile at the vertical
cuwrve near M.P. 67, rehabilitating pavement, retocating utilities and rehabilitating culverts and
installing headwalls, and adding turn Janes af critical intersections.

Environawnlal Serviees Dividon © Talephone (801) 9654173 » Facsimibe 180E) 905-4786 0 www.ndolalih.pov
Crdvin Zampton Compiex + 4501 Swrly 2700 West + Mailing Address PG Box 148450 + Sah Lake City, Ul B11 148430




PREVIOUS CONSULTATION WITH THE UTAH SHPO

Thig letter is an addendum o the Determination of Lligibility and Findings of Effect submitted on
October 7, 2016, UDOT submitted g request for consuliation, making determinations of eligibility for
11 previously docomented archaeological sites and 48 architectural properties. The UDOT
determined that the Proposed Action would resuitin a finding of Adverse Effect and Section 4{f)
greater than de minfmis impact for 9 architectural properties. The determination of cligibility of the
properties and the effects of the project were included in a table subimitted as part of the DOEFOE
{"Table 2.

DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY AND FINDING OF EFFECT FOR AN ADDITIONAL PROPERTY

One eligible property, located ar 72218 8. Highway 10, was inadvertently excluded from Table 2. 'The
primary stracture associated with the property is a residential building constructed in 1958 and is an
exzmple of Early Ranch/Rambler style. The building is inchided in the historic architectural resource
survey that accompanied the afore-mentioned DOEFQE. The project would reguire the acquisition of
1,111 sq. ft. along the jroperty frontage and 781 sq. ft. for a Temporary Construction Basement
[TCE}, and thus the impact of the project on the praperty would be No Adverse Effect. This impact
will result in a de minimis Section 4{f] use. A map of the affected property and the covrecttabie is
included.

SUMMARY

Ta summarize, the tetal number of architectral resowrces reviewed has changed from 468 to 49. The
number of architectural properties that will be adversely affected by the project remains at 9 and the
finding of No Adverse Bffect vemains at 3 for archacological properties. The numbey of architectural
properties categorized as No Adverse Bffect by impacts of the project has changed from 17 to 18, and
the finding of No Historic Properties Affected far all remaining architectural properties and
archaeological sites remains wnchanged from the previous DOEFCGE. The project continues to result
in ¢ Section 4{f) greater than de minimis uses and t Seetion 4{f) temporary occupancy use. The
number of properties categorvized as Section 41F) de minimis uses has ehanged from 16 to 17, The
Finding of Effect for the proposed UDOT Project No. F-0010{75)66, SR-10, US-6 to Ridge Road,
Carbon County, Utah, remains Adverse Bffect.

Please review this document and, providing you agree with the findings contained herein, sign and
date the signature line at the end of this letter. Should you have amy gnestions or nead additional
information, please feel free to contact Liv Robinsan at 801-910-2635 or lizrobinson@utah.gov,
Elizabeth Givaud at 801-965-4917 or egivaud@uiah.gov,

Sincerely,

Dtk 1
Liz Robinson, MA., RPA

Cultuval Resources Program Manager
oot Environmental Services UBOT Environmental Services

Enclosures









VN so11ad01] SLOSIH ON SIqIBIPUL/SN | pojqes-ssom Kx038-7/L L | Ovel | 01 4emuBIH 56681
2y bS 369 {EOUSPISa B |
ST 3P wonsmbIy feureg 1y bs qIeE/ oA D30 /L0 TIAMAM 3] p1 Aemuydiy s (981 [ |
B1T'C DL P33F 25313aPY ON | 1504 parqeS-ops L1ois-|
i we o Gz LT
. 33 °be S (o0 Tursslod CosnuSiLy -
St op Gt T Aaenin ssmany ony | SASUEDT |/ sdeq Bumaloid i 0061 o1 femySi s 4241 L
9E0°T THIL 1993 ASIBAPY ON 901G (B0 K08 ]
"33 'bg Byo amuss |
sttt op 911 suonsmboy fented My bs | oaraiyn/on | w07/ SW0 IMa-sod 0zH1L 01 femyfiy g 41 I
88F'T AL 102337 ISIAPY ON j orenbeino} Aroys-]
PRIRI1Y . o | ATMURD GO B[ IO | - ComuSiny o
/N sonadon] SoISI ON SABBUUON | 0o Conuas 07 9961 | cgsT/grsl | o1 SemuSig s 00/
poanY o R R €SS W PN oGy
VIN $RRA0IT PLIOISI] ON SHESIPAION J IR0 ATIIRD 0T 91e] niel OF ABBHEIH S 591
. PO N IPJqWIET el - oy
VIN son10d0i] SO ON ABBLON | o paapssod 0s6L | 01 KenuSi s ze9
QAT AMIU2D (37 2I8] B0} ] i o
K Vil : - pp b e T
¥iN soisadoig OIS ON 2IQTABU N Sqad/ RN U0 £561/5861 01 AewyBI S st
o PRIV | N IS{QUERILDURL e }
| ViN so05d0.1] SUOISIE] O s8N/ S J 1puex dgie $v6T 01 femySiy S zeel
N PRy L o q KAINyuad y07 238 o . B ]
VIN sousodos O 0N | SBIPUY DN st 100 Taasog | S5O0 o1 AesySipy S 0TSNE
_ - . “ B I bt
! w PRIV e q AITTAD (37 318 L . o _m
WIN sarpadol [ JLIOSTE] ON] BQIALRUE DN WO | 10 LA M350 | S961 01 AemayBiH g goel _w
{ .  pepayy . £IOTURD (7 918 - o
VN s50149d04,] JLIOISILE ON _ a1qi8ig/oa B0 180 TEA M50 BI6L 01 ABMIUDIE] "G 98T
. paapy ot B0 MM 1560 PR
VIN sanrador ] SUI0ISIEY ON PR/ / aaenbsinoy A1035-1 VOL . OLASSURIH S 99TL
e PRy . mteD w07 ey 0ROy
! VIN T T e : .
i IN seniadas] MI0ISIL] ON “ REEISE IS0/ IBI0 A M-S0 8pol SpUNoISNe T G 671
aefy (v uondsg 12243 1o Buipuld TR adA ) PG sleq ! S5RIPPY aunbd
m L dkanyBuney _.
m L Ddus ! m

saftedotd {2 Y31y 10] 198 Jo SBUIRUL pue ANHGIBNT JO SUCTEILLSIS) 7 BGEL



‘ Py : 3 i , Suppesmp 215LIS P T
VIN soniadold SIS ON SPHIVON [ se{quierppuer £1035-1 Lv61 Ot [ "5 00t
m : papeny - b e ,. IFIO ALNEUERD v Aemudiny Q ganr
/N sonadon] SO ON SABIPUON | onbemoy Aoy | O6F 01 SemuBi 5 6602
13 bs €50’z S0y
; i ‘uomsinb: e g b /e - " 1 1 LemySig S 8807
STHIYE 0P so:_méw% tenate g g bs BMAOT o owoyopgqopy | 040 o1 SeaySry S 3507 9
$0% THDL 10955 SSI2APY ON
] patoxd a1y Ag paisiowap aq P 4 Mwmmwﬂw@,ﬂ L e - 5
ap uel Lorears) [ftm 2IONNG 199117 8I2ADY IS0 | IO SITUU8D (T |
YiIN peev ! DQIBIRULDON | MM 150 [ [eRUapISay 3¥6l 01 femyBIr S 8407
_ s1Iador ] SLIOSIL ON o T o e ’ ”
o 20016 3 40 PSP 34 |03 BlQueApRy 1361 01 AeamySIH °g 2902 S
PP UBLD 191920 [jM JERJONILG D3)JH ISIAADY :
ST Pelord a3 &g paUSIOWR] aq - D0 AIDURD s . .
Finhit i : ; = Sy - ) P H F I3 - 3
2p UL 133EDLD) [{IM SIUONTG 328517 9512ADY SLArtiE/ A w0F | aaenbsinoy 410181 rbl (1 AEMUBIH "5 9902 4
,,,,,,, SHsInI Pafoxd au3 4q paysiowap ag 1OY0 AMUED M S :
: j EYN vt Tag feMUBIL] S by i
2p LByl Iajeslsy 1{ian 8INIONLE 10311Y 9512ADY ABNL/OI N Emzmumpsow M_Qo#mrm OF6E 0T ABMUSIEL'S $H0T k
) PRIy T U0y iy o oS G 7o
_m /N son1ad6 ] OIS ON HGIB D 71O / BUIOY B[O L9861 01 ARMUBIE] 'S 7C0E
ad 4y [rutapisal
i . .
" PRIy - 1BUIO [ BU0 MM . P
VIN . sanzadol,] MIoIETH ON cralshuoN 180, 1 Su[pmp a13us 1e6L UL ABMUSIH "5 7202
_ Lroys-1 pa(qEB-apig
TR DURY :
: 44 b qitere o
L s op A :Mwwwsvé S1q123/03 Sutpmp 0861 Mw 000) €
: 20357 88 T RS T YT T
| fEhaed 33 PV ON siBus pajour-diy Arors-y PEOH LOSR408 " §¥
j sty polord our Aq pavsijotuap ag 1210 JIAA M-S0 .
; - . 3 ._Mr .h<.._<n v .,.wu__ ﬁb..:.4|. . -
P op uep 193enIc) [[lM SINPOTLIG 40911 SSIBADY P1atslE/o8 U1 OIS DI1Ass 10381 76l OL ABMUSIEL 'S 010% E
A LSO M-S0 acaars |
, PRy 1 38R0 2RI MM
as {1l uonoeg 1817 Jo Bulpll4 AiqiBrz ELINVETS S seq | ssaippy 2unbi
dHuN/BuRY
QeHS

sansatiol] Feimasyary 10} 1994 10 sbumuly pug A

WNaiBiE J0 SUCHEULIBIOG 7 5108 L







SHATUIN 3P GEETT AL 10e3] 0SAPY ON | olaisua/od | ofsws Paafdids Lxois-7 | g6l | pLAemuSuy /947 61
T Mm .U._..w H
Snuz 3P oog uomsinboy enied 4 bs 21q18119/ 3 Plquel/youel A:015-1 Scat 0f AemyBiLs G a7 Q1
56 “ADL P2IT BEADPY ON
o FuBMD
V/IN son1s QMM%M M&.W on PGESRU/ON Em:mm T[GUEI/UIUES z¢61 01 AemySir § 0147
Artea £1018-1
. ByIo -
VIN . mw.m Wmﬁ&.ﬂ on AABHPMY/ON | e HIOT / 940 06l CL AemuSi 'S 089z
““ Bunpmp a18uis AL0)s-1
STMIREY 2P 101 BQHU&W ww.m“w i3 bs a1qi51 A G 1 AemyBing g 11T L1
w2 NH.N.M wq r uw&mmw%mwwd\ .oz GleHElox 11 s ssocd/ o> Gr6L o1 femyBig g Lige £
o B BI-TIAAA AFOIS-]
e palaany o ; M &mmm,ﬂ.mhwm - £ St e rree i
Wi sonradoi] FLOII Opy SESHAU/ TN uEmMMwMMMMMHEH [AGH 01 SEMUSHH G208 |
| REATET . _m
210971V LRI AT i) ! i :
VN sono awmumw Mﬁm on | sliSisulioN &wawh%ﬂﬂwge ¢epl 01 AemyBing g 2057 m
Suipmp B L1051 |
SHUTHI 1elord sy Ag paysifoiusp ag N IRIQUUIBRI/ IR : . . !
27 LB Ta1RaI0y M DINIONLNG 109157 2SIRADY S RHEIRE mmmmmwﬂmﬁmkﬁﬁm; , 06t 01 AemyBin 5 77 M o i
2821100 _, - j M
STUTHIM 77 COP L0 .BMM .wx,,. 1 EE aerBay/ B TIMAM J00-paddy , - A BNy S 01T -
ST I mmm Mwuwﬁwwmwwmwmwwom ANAESE/ DY Sutipmp 212urs A13s SEs1 01 ABMUSIH "G O1¥E g1
: -1/ [euonIpen feuwuy
) i TN
Y bs 0opL {ampuan iz / ofenon |
uonistnboy [enre 3 bs RI-{IMAM J001 paddly m
as(] {jy vonoag 39843 jo Buiput LTITERTE adh P10 | diEg S33IPPY - ednbig
dHyNBuney |
GdHS | _

seiiod0sd |BINosUDIy 1] Jo00S 16 SBUIPLI PUE AGIaIBIE J0 SUOTRUILLEIOH 7 S12]



13 bsgegy rewonipen
ST ap uonISMboy [enae] 13 -bs ISy reuunr od Ay 5G61 01 AeamiE] g resy o7
160 T30 1094 T ISIBAPY ON ponyaden LIS 7j1 i
D103 LIDLRG AINILED I 218 . -
viN &Eﬁ% J uwmmm.,w on: RIQIBIPUIIN EMB - %,,”_m_.o%,mg mm\ 5561 01 AemyBIH $ 8647
. pIDaAnY ) .s -\ Susap . 3
W/N sonadon ] S0y Op SIGIBIPW/ON | 2Buls moiquuri/pue: 7a61 01 ABMYBI 'S 9447
.ﬁ.ﬁmw AROIS-T
DTy b e
[ uonsmboy peitey 31 bs Bunjamp
853 i}y uoyosg | 12847 J0 Bupuiy Kby edfyeifis BIEN $881ppY 0inBid
cHN/Buey
- OdHs

59119004,] FRHMDBIRIDLY 104 3004)3 30 SBupuL pue /

QGBI 6 SuoHBuIiIoNg 7 o1a8L




MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
AMONG
THE UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
AND THE UTAH STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER

REGARDING

PROJECT #: F-0010(75)66;
SR-10, 3200 South to 1150 South, Price, Carbon County, Utah

WHEREAS, the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) proposes to use federal funds to undertake
PROJECT #: F-0010(75)66; SR-10, 3200 South to 1150 South, Price, Carbon County, which proposes
improvements to SR-10 south of Price, in Carbon County, Utah; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with Stipulation 1I, Part A and Appendix B of the Memorandum of
Understanding, State Assumption of Responsibility for Categorical Exclusions (23 USC §326) (executed
June 30, 2011), the UDOT assumes responsibility, assigned by the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), for ensuring compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA and with Section 4(f) of the DOT Act of
1966, as amended; and

WHEREAS, the UDOT has taken into account the effects of PROJECT #: F-0010(75)66; SR-10, 3200
South to 1150 South, Price, Carbon County, on historic properties and has determined that this
undertaking will have an adverse effect on nine architectural properties eligible for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places. UDOT has consulted with the Utah State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO) pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800, regulations implementing Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470f); and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Second Amended Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal
Highway Administration, the Utah Department of Transportation, the Utah State Historic Preservation
Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Regarding Section 106 Implementation for
Federal-Aid Transportation Projects in the State of Utah (executed June 3, 2013) and in accordance with
36 CFR 800.6(a)(1), the UDOT has notified the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Council) of its
adverse effect determination with specified documentation and the Council has chosen not to participate
in the consultation pursuant to 36 CFR 800.6(a)(1)(iii); and

WHEREAS, the FHWA and the UDOT have consulted with the Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah, the Uintah &
Ouray Ute Indian Reservation, the Hopi Pueblo, the Cedar Band of the Paiutes, and the Shivwits Band of
Paiute Indians; and the Tribes have been afforded an opportunity to review the project and have not
responded with objections; and

WHEREAS, the UDOT has consulted with the Price Certified Local Government and Price City, which
has not responded with objections; and

NOW, THEREFORE, the UDOT and the Utah SHPO agree that upon UDOT’s decision to proceed with
the undertaking, UDOT shall ensure that the following stipulations are implemented in order to take into
account the effects of the undertaking on historic properties, and the stipulations shall govern the
undertaking and all of its parts until this MOA expires or is terminated.



STIPULATIONS
The UDOT shall ensure that the following measures are carried out:

I. MITIGATION OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS
UDOT shall be responsible for the documentation of the following buildings in Price, Utah

72010 S. Highway 10
2044 S. Highway 10
2066 S. Highway 10
2067 S. Highway 10
2088 S. Highway 10
72188 S. Highway 10
2198 S. Highway 10
2305 S. Highway 10
2433 S. Highway 10

® & & & © o & o @

The buildings will be documented according to the Utah State Intensive Level Survey Standards (ILS) as
required by SHPO. Documentation will include a completed ILS Historic Site Forms, which will be based
partly on title searches and obituary research, photographs of the exterior of the buildings, photographs
burned onto a gold CD, a sketch map of the property layout, aerial photograph maps indicating the
location of the buildings, and a U.S. Geological Survey may (scale: 1:24,000) indicating the location of the
buildings.

Il. REPORTING: The UDOT shall ensure that any/all reports on activities carried out pursuant to this
agreement are provided to the SHPO, the Council, the signatories to this MOA, and upon request, to any
other interested parties.

lll. PERSONNEL QUALIFICATIONS: The UDOT shall ensure that all historic work carried out pursuant
to this agreement is completed by or under the direct supervision of a person or persons meeting or
exceeding the Secretary of the Interior's Historic Preservation Professional Qualification Standards for
History (36 CFR 61 Appendix A).

IV. DURATION: This agreement will be null and void if its terms are not carried out within five (5) years
from the date of its execution. Prior to such time, the UDOT may consult with the other signatories to
reconsider the terms of the agreement and amend it in accordance with Stipulation VIl below.

V. DISCOVERY: The following measures regarding inadvertent discoveries of historic properties,
archaeological sites, and paleontological resources will be implemented:

A. In accordance with Stipulation XI.B of the Second Amended Programmatic Agreement
among the FHWA, the Utah State Historic Preservation Officer, the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, the USACE Sacramento District, and the UDOT Regarding Section
106 Implementation for Federal-Aid Transportation Projects in the State of Utah
(executed June 3, 2013), and pursuant to 36 CFR 800.13(b), the UDOT is providing for
the protection, evaluation, and treatment of any historic property discovered prior to or
during construction. Should a discovery occur, construction will stop immediately and the
UDOT will consult with the SHPO, Native American tribes, and any other identified
interested parties, toward developing and implementing an appropriate treatment plan
prior to resuming construction. If neither the SHPO nor a Tribe files an objection within 72
hours to UDOT’s plan for addressing the discovery, UDOT may carry out the
requirements of 36 CFR 800.13 on behalf of FHWA, and the Council does not need to be
notified.

SR-10, 3200 South to 1150 South , Price MOA, 2



B. UDOT Standard Specifications Section 01355, Part 3.8, Discovery of Historical,
Archaeological or Paleontological Objects, Features, Sites, or Human Remains, will be
enforced during this project. This specification stipulates procedures to be followed
should any archaeological, historic, or paleontological resources be discovered during
construction of the project. These procedures are as follows:

1) Immediately suspend construction operations in the vicinity of the discovery if a
suspected historic, archeological or paleontological item, feature, or site is
encountered or if suspected human remains or encountered.

2) Verbally notify the engineer of the nature and exact location of the findings.

3) The Engineer contacts the UDOT region staff archaeologist, who will assess the
nature of the discovery and determine the necessary course of action.

4) Protect the discovered objects or features and provide written confirmation of the
discovery to the Engineer within two calendar days.

5) The Engineer keeps the Contractor informed concerning the status of the restriction:
1) the time necessary for the Department to handle the discovered item, feature, or
site is variable, dependent on the nature and condition of the discovered item; and 2)
the Engineer will provide written confirmation when work may resume in the area.

VI. DISPUTE RESOLUTION: Should any party to this agreement object at any time to any actions
proposed or the manner in which the terms of this MOA are implemented, the UDOT shall consult with the
objecting parties to resolve the objection. If the UDOT determines, within 30 days, that the objection(s)
cannot be resolved, the UDOT wiill:

A. Forward all documentation relevant to the dispute to the Council in accordance with 36
CFR 800.2(b)(2). Upon receipt of adequate documentation, the Council shall review and
advise the UDOT on the resolution of the objection within 30 days. Any comment
provided by the Council, and all comments from the parties to the MOA, will be taken into
account by the UDQOT in reaching a final decision regarding the dispute.

B. If the Council does not provide comments regarding the dispute within 30 days after
receipt of adequate documentation, the UDOT may render a decision regarding the
dispute. In reaching its decision, the UDOT will take into account all comments regarding
the dispute from the parties to the MOA.

C. The UDOT'’s responsibilities to carry out all other actions subject to the terms of this MOA
that are not the subject of the dispute remain unchanged. The UDOT will notify all parties
of its decision in writing before implementing that portion of the undertaking subject to
dispute under this stipulation. The UDOT’s decision will be final.

D. Further, at any time during implementation of the measures stipulated in this agreement
should an objection to any such measure be raised by a member of the public, the UDOT
shall take the objections into account and consult as needed with the objecting party, the
SHPO, or the Council to resolve the objection.

VIl. AMENDMENTS AND NONCOMPLIANCE: If any signatory to this MOA, including any invited
signatory, determines that its terms will not or cannot be carried out or that an amendment to its terms
must be made, that party shall immediately consult with the other parties to develop an amendment to
this MOA pursuant to 36 CFR 800.6(c)(7) and 800.6(c)(8). The amendment will be effective on the date a
copy signed by all of the original signatories is filed with the Council. If the signatories cannot agree to
appropriate terms to amend the MOA, any signatory may terminate the agreement in accordance with
Stipulation VIII, below.

VII. TERMINATION: If an MOA is not amended following the consultation set out in Stipulation VII and

Stipulation VIII, it may be terminated by any signatory or invited signatory. Within 30 days following
termination, the UDOT shall notify the signatories if it will initiate consultation to execute an MOA with the

SR-10, 3200 South to 1150 South , Price MOA, 3



4

signatories under 36 CFR 800.6(c)(1) or request the comments of the Council under 36 CFR 800.7(a)
and proceed accordingly.

IX. EXECUTION: Execution of this Memorandum of Agreement by the UDOT and the Utah SHPO and
the submission of documentation and filing of this Memorandum of Agreement with the Council pursuant
to 36 CFR 800.6(b)(1)(iv) prior to UDOT’s approval of this undertaking, and implementation of its terms,
serves as evidence that the UDOT has taken into account the effects of this undertaking on historic
properties, and has afforded the Council an opportunity to comment on PROJECT#: F-0010(75)66; SR-
10, 3200 South to 1150 South, Price, Carbon County.

SIGNATORIES:

UTAH,BEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

A /3/8/{//43

Rick'Torger?en, UDfﬁT Region Director Date

UTAH STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

N Ve YT

P. Bradford West#@od, Utah §APO Date

SR-10, 3200 South to 1150 South , Price MOA, 4




DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, PE.
Executive Director

SHANE M. MARSHALL, PE.
Depuiy Director

State of Utah

GARY R. HERBERT
Governor

SPENCER J. COX
Lieutenant Governor

October 25, 2016

Mayor Joe Picolo, Price City
PO Box 893
Price, UT 84501

RE: F-0010(75)66, SR-10; US-6 to Ridge Road CMGC, Carbon County (PIN 13664)
Notification of Project Adverse Effect to Historical Buildings

Dear Mayor Picolo:

Approximately a year ago, | communicated with you regarding a Utah Department of Transportation
(UDQOT) proposal to improve State Route (SR) 10 between milepost (MP) 65.4 and MP 67.5, south of
Price, Carbon County, Utah. The project design is now nearing completion. Construction of the final road
widening will result in adverse effects to nine buildings eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP).

This notification only concerns the implementation of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
regarding the preservation of historical properties. The Environmental Division of UDOT cannot address
questions regarding acquisition of property or construction dates. Nevertheless, if you have any questions
or concerns regarding the adverse construction effects to historical buildings, please contact Elizabeth
Giraud, UDOT Architectural Historian at 801-965-4917, egiraud@utah.gov or myself at 435-253-2524,
phiggins@utah.gov. Thank you for your interest in UDOT projects.

Sincerely,

Pamela Higgins, NEPA/NHPA Specialist
UDOT Environmental, Region 4

PH

C: Mr. Nick Tatton, Price City, PO Box 893, Price, UT 84501



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, PE.
Executive Director

SHANE M. MARSHALL, PE.
Depuiy Director

State of Utah

GARY R. HERBERT
Governor

SPENCER J. COX
Lieutenant Governor

October 25, 2016

Mr. Nick Tatton

Price City Building Development Planning and Zoning
P.O. Box 893

Price, UT 84501

RE: F-0010(75)66, SR-10; US-6 to Ridge Road CMGC, Carbon County (PIN 13664)
Notification of Project Adverse Effect to Historical Buildings

Dear Mr. Tatton:

Approximately a year ago, | communicated with you regarding a Utah Department of Transportation
(UDQOT) proposal to improve State Route (SR) 10 between milepost (MP) 65.4 and MP 67.5, south of
Price, Carbon County, Utah. The project design is now nearing completion. Construction of the final road
widening will result in adverse effects to nine buildings eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP).

This notification only concerns the implementation of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
regarding the preservation of historical properties. The Environmental Division of UDOT cannot address
questions regarding acquisition of property or construction dates. Nevertheless, if you have any questions
or concerns regarding the adverse construction effects to historical buildings, please contact Elizabeth
Giraud, UDOT Architectural Historian at 801-965-4917, egiraud@utah.gov or myself at 435-253-2524,
phiggins@utah.gov. Thank you for your interest in UDOT projects.

Sincerely,

Pamela Higgins, NEPA/NHPA Specialist
UDOT Environmental, Region 4

PH

C: Carbon County Certified Local Government, 120 East Main Street, Price, UT 84510-3057



Preserving America’s Heritage

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Electronic Section 106 Documentation Submittal System (e106) Form
MS Word format

Send to: el06@achp.gov

|. Basic information

1. Name of federal agency (If multiple agencies, state them all and indicate whether one is the lead
agency):

In accordance with Stipulation 1X (D)(4)(e) of the Second Amended Programmatic Agreement
among the FHWA, the Utah State Historic Preservation Officer, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the USACE Sacramento District, and the UDOT Regarding Section 106 Implementation
for Federal-Aid Transportation Projects in the State of Utah (executed June 3, 2013), the Utah
Department of Transportation (UDOT) has been delegated the responsibility of notifying the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation of findings of adverse effects.

2. Name of undertaking/project (Include project/permit/application number if applicable):
UDOT Project No. F-0010(75)66, SR-10, US-6 to Ridge Road, Carbon County, Utah (PIN 13664)

3. Location of undertaking (Indicate city(s), county(s), state(s), land ownership, and whether it would
occur on or affect historic properties located on tribal lands):

The project is located along SR-10 from approximately M.P. 65.4 to 67.5, near Price, Carbon County,
Utah. The majority of the project will be within the UDOT ROW but some private lands are also
involved.

4. Name and title of federal agency official and contact person for this undertaking, including email
address and phone number:

Bryan Dillon, FHWA Area 2 Engineer Liz Robinson, UDOT Cultural Resources Manager

Email: Bryan.Dillon@dot.gov Email: lizrobinson@utah.gov

Phone: (801) 955-3517 Phone: (801) 910-2035

Address: 2520 West 4700 South, Suite 9A  Address: 4501S. 2700 West, Box 148450
Salt Lake City UT 84129 Salt Lake City UT 84114

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION

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



5. Purpose of notification. Indicate whether this documentation is to:

UDOT is providing notice to the ACHP of a finding that an undertaking may adversely affect historic
properties.

Il. Information on the Undertaking*

6. Describe the undertaking and nature of federal involvement (if multiple federal agencies are
involved, specify involvement of each):

UDOT proposes to use federal funds to construct improvements to SR-10 from approximately M.P.
65.4 to 67.5 in Carbon County. This project includes widening to accommodate a center turn lane,
adding curb, gutter and sidewalk in areas where there is a need to serve pedestrians, extending or
replacing pipe and box culverts, lowering the profile at the vertical curve near M.P. 67, rehabilitating
pavement, relocating utilities and rehabilitating culverts and installing headwalls, and adding turn
lanes at critical intersections.

7. Describe the Area of Potential Effects:
The area of direct potential affects (APE) has been defined as a 2.1-mile-long corridor along SR-10
that extends 200 feet from the current roadway centerline, approximately 51 acres of land. The APE
for indirect effects included all land parcels adjoining the ROW.

8. Describe steps taken to identify historic properties:

The APE has been entirely previously surveyed for archaeology and therefore work for this project
consisted of a reconnaissance level survey and field verification of known sites. A selective
reconnaissance level survey was also conducted to record architectural properties abutting the APE.
This work was completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants in 2016.

9. Describe the historic property (or properties) and any National Historic Landmarks within the APE
(or attach documentation or provide specific link to this information):

The SR-10 surveys resulted in the location of 11 previously documented archaeological sites and 48
architectural properties. Of these, 4 archaeological sites and 31 architectural properties are eligible to
the NRHP. See attached Determination of Eligibility/Finding of Effect for details on these resources.

10. Describe the undertaking’s effects on historic properties:

Archaeological historic properties and project effects.

Site D’g‘sirpigt"ign NRHP Eligibility Finding of Effect
42CB1040 Carbon Canal Eligible, Criterion A and C No Adverse Effect
42CB1270 Old SR-10 Eligible, Criterion A No Adverse Effect
42CB1436 Trash Scatter Eligible, Criterion D No Historic Properties Affected
42CB2141 Trash Scatter Eligible, Criterion D No Adverse Effect




Site 42CB1040: The proposed project includes extending the culvert that carries the Carbon Canal under SR-10 on
both the inlet and outlet ends. The original section of the culvert directly under the highway will not be touched.

Site 42CB1270: This proposed project includes adding headwalls and riprap at the inlet and outlet ends to the
original culvert pipe that channels Drunkard Wash, but the pipe will remain in place. This culvert is all that remains
of old SR-10 in this location.

Site 42CB1436: Site will be avoided
Site 42CB2141: : The proposed project will remove a strip of the site closest to the SR-10 edge of the pavement on

the east side of the highway near MP 67.1. Site 42CB2141 comprises multiple historic time-period, single episode
trash dumps. None of the documented concentrations will be touched by this construction proposal.

Architectural historic properties and project effects.
SHPO
Rating/NRHP
Address Date Style/Type Eligibility Finding of Effect
1275 S. Fairgrounds 1948 POSt'WW”ti] other / other late EC/Eligible No Historic Properties Affected
Road 20" century
: 1-story foursquare / Post- _ N .
?
21266 S. Highway 10 1946 WWII: other EC/Eligible No Historic Properties Affected
1288 S. Highway 10 1948 POSt'WV\égtﬁ (():tehnetu;ther late EC/Eligible No Historic Properties Affected
1332 S. Highway 10 1948 Barly ranch / early EC/Eligible No Historic Properties Affected
ranch/rambler
1-story foursquare / Post- ) . .
1767 S. Highway 10 | 1920 | WWII: other / 20" century: EC/Eligible No Ad"e.rfe Effect; TCE: 1,438 a ft;
other Partial Acquisition: 116 sq. ft.
1-story central block with
1777 S. Highway 10 1930 projecting bays / 20" EC/Eligible No Adverse Effect; TCE: 1,056 sq.ft.
century: other
1-story side-gabled Post- . . .
1867 S. Highway 10 | 1960 WWII: other / other EC/Eligible No Adverse Effect; TCE: 5,119 sq. ft.;
o Partial Acquisition: 6,974 sq. ft.
residential
. 1-story service station in . Adverse Effect; Structure will be
5 ;
72010 S. Highway 10 1944 Post-WWII: other EC/Eligible acquired by the project
45 E. Robertson Road 1-story hip-roofed single i No Adverse Effect; Partial Acquisition:
(2000 S.) 1950 dwelling ranch/rambler EC/Eligible 359 sq. ft.
2032 S. Highway 10 1967 Mobile home / mobile home EC/Eligible No Historic Properties Affected
. 1-story foursquare / 20™ I Adverse Effect; Structure will be
2044 S. Highway 10 1940 century other EC/Eligible demolished by the project
th . :
2066 S. Highway 10 1940 1-story foursquare / 20 EC/Eligible Adverse Effect, Structur_e will be
century other acquired by the project
2067 S. Highway 10 | 1941 Ranch/rambler EC/Eligible Adverse Effect; Structure will be
acquired by the project
(il : -
2088 S. Highway 10 1941 20 century other / other EC/Eligible Adverse E_ffect, Structur_e will be
residential acquired by the project
. . . . No Adverse Effect; TCE: 408 sq. ft.;
2098 S. Highway 10 1970 Mobile home / mobile home EC/Eligible Partial Acquisition: 2,093 sq. ft.
. Ye-story single dwelling Cape . No Adverse Effect; TCE: 4,413 sq. ft,;
2111S. Highway 10 1954 Cod/WWIl-era cottage EC/Eligible Partial Acquisition: 1,813 sq. ft.
. 1-story WWiII-era cottage / i No Adverse Effect; TCE: 3,512 sq. ft.;
?
72154 S. Highway 10 1930 20th century: other EC/Eligible Partial Acquisition: 976 sq. ft.
22188 S. Highway 10 1946 1-s_t0ry single dwelling EC/Eligible Adverse E_ffect; Structurg will be
clipped gable cottage acquired by the project
. 1-story single dwelling I Adverse Effect; Structure will be
2198 S. Highway 10 1947 clipped gable cottage EC/Eligible acquired by the project
2199 S. Highway 10 1945 1-story single dwelling EC/Eligible No Adverse Effect; TCE: 2,219 sq. ft.;




SHPO
Rating/NRHP
Address Date Style/Type Eligibility Finding of Effect
clipped gable cottage Partial Acquisition: 1,111 sq. ft.
1 1/2-story front-gabled No Adverse Effect; TCE: 5,187 sq. ft
2266 S. Highway 10 1944 other residential / EC/Eligible Partial Ac uisition' 505 s ftq. "
Post WWII: other g ) g1
2289 S. Highway 10 1-story other residential / . No Adverse Effect; TCE: 950 sq. ft.;
1925 20th century other EC/Eligible Partial Acquisition: 704 sq. ft.
2305 S. Highway 10 1/2 story single dwelling - Adverse Effect; Structure will be
1947 post-WWII: other EC/Eligible acquired by the project
Traditional style
. . ; - No Adverse Effect; TCE: 4,331 sq. ft.;
2345 S. Highway 10 1946 single dwelling WWI1I-era EC/Eligible Partial Acquisition: 1,696 sq. ft.
cottage
1-story single dwelling . . .
2354 S. Highway 10 1939 hipped roof WWII-era EC/Eligible No Ad\{erse Efft_ac_t,_ T(.:E' 6,625 sq. ft.;
. Partial Acquisition: 1,400 sqg. ft.
cottage / 20th century: other
Minimal traditional / 1-story . . .
2410 S. Highway 10 1935 single dwelling hipped-roof EC/Eligible No Advgrse Effe.ct., .TC_E‘ 2,247 5q. Tt
Partial Acquisition: 435 sq. ft.
WW]1lI-era cottage
2433 S. Highway 10 1970 1-story single-gable EC/Eligible Adverse E_ffect; Structur_e will be
ranch/rambler acquired by the project
. 1-story WWII-era cottage / I No Adverse Effect; TCE: 1,212 sq. ft.;
2511 S. Highway 10 1945 post WW II: other EC/Eligible Partial Acquisition: 1,474 sq. ft.
. - No Adverse Effect; TCE: 954 sq. ft.;
2754 S. Highway 10 1955 1-story ranch/rambler EC/Eligible Partial Acquisition: 850 sq. ft.
. 2-story split level single . No Adverse Effect; TCE1,935 sq. ft.;
2767 S. Highway 10 1957 dwelling EC/Eligible Partial Acquisition: 3,827 sq. ft.
2832 S. Highway 10 1959 1 1/2 story Cape Cod type EC/Eligible No Adverse Effect; TCE: 631 sq. ft.;

minimal traditional

Partial Acquisition: 1,555 sq. ft.

11. Explain how this undertaking would adversely affect historic properties (include information on
any conditions or future actions known to date to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects):

The project will require the acquisition and removal of 9 properties. UDOT design was able to
minimize impacts to the remaining 17 eligible properties to small acquisitions that will not impact the
structure or character-defining features.

12. Provide copies or summaries of the views provided to date by any consulting parties, Indian
tribes or Native Hawai’ian organizations, or the public, including any correspondence from the SHPO

and/or THPO.

Native American consultation was initiated through letters sent to the Uintah and Ouray Ute Tribes,
Pueblo of Hopi, Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah and the Shivwits and Cedar Bands of Paiute (sent December
18, 2015). The Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah was the only tribe to respond and they had no concerns with
the project. The UDQT is continuing consultation with the Price Certified Local Government.
Consultation with the public is ongoing but no comments on the adverse effects to historic properties

have been received.

* see Instructions for Completing the ACHP €106 Form




I11. Optional Information

13. Please indicate the status of any consultation that has occurred to date. Are there any consulting
parties involved other than the SHPO/THPQO? Are there any outstanding or unresolved concerns or issues
that the ACHP should know about in deciding whether to participate in consultation?

No unresolved issues or concerns from the consulting parties remain.

14. Does your agency have a website or website link where the interested public can find out about

this project and/or provide comments? Please provide relevant links:

No.
15. Is this undertaking considered a “major” or “covered” project listed on the Federal

Infrastructure Projects Permitting Dashboard or other federal interagency project tracking
system? If so, please provide the link or reference number:

No.

The following are attached to this form (check all that apply):
_X_Section 106 consultation correspondence
_ X _Maps, photographs, drawings, and/or plans
____Additional historic property information

___ Other:






architeciural properties sbutting the APE, and the results are reported in Culhwal Resonrces Susvey State Route 10
South Price 1o Ricdge Road, Milepoxt 63.276 0 76.5, Carbon County, {iah, prepared by Bee Lufkin for Montgomery
Archaeological Consultants, [n¢. (see enclosed report),

The SR-10 surveys resulted in the location of 11 previously documented archaeological sles and 48 architectural
properlies. Of these, 4 archacological sites and 31 architectural properties are eligible to the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP). No known traditiona! cultural properties or paleontological resources are located in the
APE. The Determinations of Eligibility and Findings of Effects is provided in Table | for archacolouical resources
and in Table 2 for architectiral propertiss,

ARCHAECLOGICAL RESOURCES

Table 1. Determinations of Eligibility and Findings of Effect for Archacological Resonrces

Name or Warrats Section
Site A NRIP Eligibility Finding of Effect preservation s
Description ; 4(f) tise
in place
4201040 Carbon Casal }"}'g‘m“,;il"g”“’“ A No Adverse Effect No NA
42011279 Old SR Eligible, Criterion A No Adverse Effect No NA
42CR1435 "[rnsh Scatter Not Ligible No Historic NA NA

Properties Alfated

Eligibte, Criterion D No Histarie No NA

T
42CH5136 Properties Alfecied

Trash Scalfer

Mo Historie

F2C 131437 Trash Scatler Not Eligible Propurtics Alfscicd NA MNA

42082139 | Irrigation Ditch Not Eligible No Historic NA NA
¢ Properties AfTeeied

42CB2140 | irrigmion Ditch Noi Ftigible No Historic NA NA
- | Propurtics Affectud

42032441 Trash Scabter Giigible. Criferion D No Adverse Effeet No NA

. Dismantied L Mo Historic ;
PCRUR Not Rligible \ \
Rl Rillbord ot Rligible Proportics Affoeied NA NA
Abandoned Rond e Nao Histore

$30132 143 ) .

32082143 Sepment Not Fligible Properties Affecied NA NA

43CR2144 Trash Seatier Not Eligible No Historic NA NA

Properties Affected

Description af Effect to Site 42CB 1048 The proposed project inchudes extending the eulvert thal carries the Carbon
Canal under SR-10 on both the inlet and oullel ends. The original section of the cubvert divectly under the highway
will nol be tonched. The project will affect a relatively small portion of the site and will not substantially impact or
aller any confributing elements of the site or any of the character-defining features for which it was detenmined
cligible for the NRHP. Thus, the proposed project will resuil in a finding of No Adverse Effect.

SR Improvements, 2



Deseription of Effect to Site $2CB 1270 This proposed project includes adding headwalls and riprap at the inlet and
outlet ends to the original entvert pipe that channels Drunkard Wash, but the pipe will remain in place, This cnlvery
is all that remains of old SR-10 in this location. The project will affect a relatively small portion of the site and wilt
not substantially impact or alter any contributing elements of the site or any of the character-defining features for
which it wias determined eligible for the NRMP. Thus, the proposed project wifl result in a finding of No Adverse
Eifect,

Description of Effect to Sife 42CB2141: The proposed project will remove a strip of the site closest to the SR-10
edge-of-oil 00 the cast side of the highway near MP 67,1, Site 42CB2141 comprises mufliple historic fime-period,
single episode trash dumps. None of the documenied concentrations will be touched by this construction proposal.
The project will affect a relatively small portion of the site and will not substantially impact or alter any contributing
elements of the site or any of the character-defining features for which it was determined cligible for the NRHP.
Thus, the proposed project will result in a finding of No Adverse Effect.

ARCHETECTURAL PROPERTIES
ivis. Lufkin documented and evaluated 48 archilectural properties that could be impacted by the project. All 48 are

buildings, and of these, 31 are eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. The impacts are described in the
paragraph following Table 2.

SR H) fmprovemens, 3
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Dexcription of Effects: This proposed project requires right of way ncquisitions of approximatety 210 15 feet for 17
propertics evaluated as eligible to the NRHP and whose impact is considered “No Adverse Effect. The project will
have an Adverse Effect, requiring the acquisition of the building, for 9 propertics. Thus, the proposed preject will
result in a finding of Adverse Lffect and a Section #{1) Grearer than de minimis impact for each adversely affecled
property,

CONSULTATION EFFORTS

Native American consultation was initiated through letters sent fo the Uintah and Ouray Ute Tribes, Shoshone-
Bannock Tribes, and Norlhwestern Band of Shoshone Nation {seul December 16, 2015). The UDOT is continiing
consultation with the Price Certified Local Government, An open honse will be held so that the public will be
notified of the hupacts 1o cultural resources amon g other considerations.

SUMMARY

To summarize, the project will result in a finding of Adverse Effect for 9 architectural properties, a finding of No
Adverse Effect for 3 archizeological sites and 17 architectural propertics, and n finding of No Historic Properties
Affected for all remaining architectural properties and archacological sites. 'I'he project will also result in & Section
() Greater thun de mininds uses, 16 Section 4{{} de minimis uses, and 1 Section 4({{) teniporary occupancy use.
Therefore, the Finding of Effect for the proposed UBOT Project No, F-0013{75366, SR-10, US-6 to Ridge Rond,
Carbon Connly, tliuh, is Adverse Effect.

Please review this document and, providing you agree with the findings contained herein, sign and date the signature
ling at the end of this letter. Should you have any questions or need additional information, please feel free Lo
contact Liz Robinson at 801-%i0-2035 or lizrobinsong@utah gov, Elizabeth Giraud al 301-965-4917 or
cgirand@utal.gov, or Pam Higgins at 435-253-2524 or phiggins@utah.gov,

Sincerely,
. E ; .EZ a beth gfgna:;y wigned by Elizabolh
L} 12 LY
Shgat. Win Giraud Sergmm G

Liz Rebinson, M.AL, RPA Elizabeth Girand, AICP
Cultural Resowrees Program Manager Architectwnl Hislorian
UDOT Enviromuental Services LUDOT Environmental Services

o l.l P - Paen Higpiog

R Mg 4
\ronn, Dhaggis OaSICS2ZM

Pamela Higgins
NEPA/NHPA Specialist, Region 4 Area
UDOT Enviromnental Services

Enclosuies

oot ‘Troy Torgeisen, Projeel Manager
Eric Hanzen, Envirgnmental Manager

ARG Iimprovements, 7






Utah Division . 2520 West 4700 South, Suite 9A
Salt Lake Gity, UT 84120-1674

. December 18,2015~ * (801) 955-3500
Federal Highway e L {801) 855-3539
Administration
in Reply Refer To:
HDAUT
Mr. Herman G. Honanie, Chairman
Pueblo of Hopi
P.O.Box 123

Kykotsmovi, AZ 86039

Subject: UDOT Project Number F-0010(75)66
SR-10; South Price to Ridge Road, Carbon County (PIN 13664)
Project Notification and Invitation to be a Section 106 Consulting Party

Bear Mr. Honanie:

To improve safety conditions, the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is proposing to
improve State Route (SR) 10 between milepost (MP) 65.4 and MP 67.5, south of Price, Carbon
County, Utah. Crash data shows an increase in number of collisions in this segment of the
highway comridor as it narrows to two lanes (approximately from 1450 South to 3000 South).
- This segment is without turn lanes and the shoulders are narrow leaving insufficient width for
- cars to avoid accidents. Additionally, pedestrians currently walk on the roadway shoulder
- - increasing the potential for pedestrian and vehicle impacts. Finally, the sight distance on the _
-+ wvertical curve near MP 67 is deficient, raising the potential for head-on encounters near the top o
o _of the curve. The proposed construction could pozmtlally mciudc the following clcmcnts '

Widening to accommodate a center tum lane

Wid ening shoulders

Adding curb, gutter and sidewalk in areas where there is a need to serve. pedestrians
Extending or replacing pipe and box culverts -

Lowering the profile at the vertical curve near MP 67

Adding turn lanes at critical intersections

e ¢ & ¢ ¢ ©

- ‘Widening SR-10 to include a three-lane section with wider shoulders would provide drivers with
.~ more room to avoid other vehicles. Adding curb, gutter and sidewalks would improve pedestrian
-+ safety. Lowering the pavement profile at MP 67 will improve vehicular sight distance and safety.

. The project is federally-funded and a project footprint map is attached.

- In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and the
-~ . Second Amended Programmatic Agreement among the Federal Highway Administration, the
-+ Utah Department of Transportation, the Utah State Historic Preservation Officer, the USACE

~ Sacramento District, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Regarding Section 106 :

- Implementation for Federal-Aid Transportation Projects in the State of Utah (Section 106 PAY . .
(signed into effect June 3, 2013), the FHWA will be responsible for consultation with Native .
American tribes/bands on this project. In accordance with Stipulation II, Part A and Appendix B ’









IDENTICAL COPIES OF THIS LETTER SENT TO:

mal;_ ! .g:ﬁe.‘_ﬂ A : !
Ms. Gari Lafferty, Tribal Chairwoman S Ms. Dorena Martineau
Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah E Cultural Resource Representative
440 North Paiute Drive Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah
Cedar City, UT 84721 440 North Paiute Drive ; ;-
Cedar City. UT 84721 e
Mr. Gordon Howell, Chatrman .| Ms. Betsy Chapoose, Director
Uintah & Ouray Ute Indian Reservation Culwaral Rights and Protection Department
PO Box 190 The Ute Indian Tribe
Fi. Duchesne, UT 84026 PO Box 190
Ft. Duchesne, UT 84026
Mr. Herman G. Honanie, Chairman Mr. Leigh Kuwanwisiwima, Director
Pueblo of Hopi Hopt Cultural Preservation Office
P.O. Box 123 Pueblo of Hopi
Kykotsmovi, AZ 86039 P.O. Box 123
Kykotsmovi, AZ 86039 i

PROJECT INITIAL TRIBAL NOTIFICATION FORM SENT TO THE FOLLOWING
(IN ACCORDANCE WITH TRIBAL SECTION 106 PAs; SENT BY THE UDOT
REGION ARCHAEOLOGIST):

Origmalioi ¢ SRk

Ms. Lora E. Tom, Band Chairwoman Ms. Vala Parashonts
Cedar Band of the Paiute Indians Cultural Resource Representative
4655 North Utah Trail o Cedar Band of the Paiute Indians
Enoch, UT 84720 533 South 640 West

Cedar City, UT 84721
Ms. Jetta Wood, Band Chairwonn Ms, Shanan Anderson
Shivwits Band of the Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah | Cultural Resources Director
6060 West 3650 North B Shivwits Band of the Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah
Ivins, UT R4738 6060 West 3650 North

Ivins, UT 84738










THE PAIUTE INDIAN TRIBE OF UTAH

440 North Paiute Drive » Cedar City, Utah 84721 » (435) 586-1112 « Fax (435) 586-7388 .. .

January 21, 2016

Bryan Dillon, Area Engineer, Region 4
U. S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration

Utah Division

2520 West 4700 South, Suite 9-A

Salt Lake Cily, Utah 84118-1847

Dear Mr. Dillon,

- Subject;  UDOT Project Number F-0010(75)66 sr-10; South Price to Ridge Road, Carbor
. County (PIN 13664)

“The Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah is in receipt of your letter December 18, 2015 and has reviewed the
- material and do not have any objections pertaining to the project named above. At this time we are aware
- of any cultural resource sites, practices, or locations of importance in the tribe’s traditional religions or
- culture. As you are aware the Tribes support the identification and avordance of prt.hlstonc ar chaeeionlcai
- sites and Traditional Cultural Properties.

. '. Sln(;cre}y’ ........................................................

- Dorena Martineaw/Cultural RESOUISEs. . e o
- Patute Indian Tribe of Utah
o 435-586 1112 ext, 107



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION .

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, PE.

Exopniive Divector

: '.State of Utah SHANE M. MARSHALL, PE. e
- Depmny Diveetor. L L

CARY B HERBERT o N
Governor
SPENCER L COX

Liemron Guverior

December 16, 2015

Mavyor Joe Picolo
Price City

185 East Main Street
PO Box 893

Price, UT 84501

RE: F-0010(75)66, SR-10; US-6 to Ridge Road CMGLC, Carbon County (PIN 13664)
Project Notification and Request to be a Consuiting Party

Dear Mayor Picolo:

.. To improve safely conditions, the Utah Department of Transporiation {UDOT) is proposing to improve
.. State Route (SR) 10 between milepost {MP) 65.4 and MP 67.5, south of Price, Carbon County, Utah. A
- project footprint map Is attached. Crash data shows an increase in number of collisions In this segment of
“the highway corddor as it narrows to two lanes (approximately from 1450 South to 3000 South), This
~segment is without tum lanes and the shoulders are narrow leaving insufficient width for cars to avoid
" accidents. Additionally, pedestrians currently walk on the roadway shoulder increasing the potential for
- pedestrian and vehicle impacts. Finally, the sight distance on the vertical curve near MP 67 is deficient,
~ raising the potential for head-on encountars near the top of the curve, The proposed construction could - -
- potentially include the following elements: T

e ‘Widening to accommodate a center turn lane
"« Widening shoulders -
e Adding curb, gutter and sidewalk in areas where there s a need to serve pedestnans o
"« Extending or replacing pipe and box culverts R e -
e Lowering the profile at the vertical curve near MP 67
« Adding turn lanes af critical intersections

-~ Widening SR-10 to include a three-lane section with wider shoulders would provide drivers with more
- room to avoid other vehicles. Adding curb, gutier and sidewalks would improve pedestrian safety.
towering the pavement profile at MP 67 will improve vehicular sight distance and safety,

fo widen this section of SR-10 properly, it is likely that new ROW will be needed. The current ROW :
" ranges from 60 ft. to 80 ft, wide, The proposed ROW width will total approximately 100 ft. Bxisting
- transportation corridor is either owned by UDOT or is a prescrtpttve easement through private property_, _______________________
The project is federaily -funded.. e S - _

Ragiem Four Beadgnarters « 200 West 860 South - Richfieid, Vtah 84701
tetephione 435-893-4799 » Brosimite 433-890-64 34 « wwwadolutsh.goviooTegiond



SR-10; US-6 Lo Ridge Road CMGC, Carbon County Decomboer 16, 2015 Fage Two

The proposed widening may potentially result in adverse effects to eligible historic properties. If UDOT
determines this type of construction impact, appropriate cultural resource treatment is assured by UDOT
policy, federal, and state regulations,

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact 435-253-2524 or phiggins@utah.gov. Thank you '
for your efforts. o

Sincerely,
o
IW
Pamela Higgins, NEPAYNHPA Specialist

UDQT, Region 4
PH/attachment

C: Mr. Nick Tation, Price CLG, P.C. Box 893, Price, UT 84501
Carbon County CLG, 120 £ast Main Street, Price, UT 84510-3057



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION | o

CARLOS M. BRACERAS BE.

Evegnaive Diregrnr

D it nF 14 SHANE M, '\J-\!{bll-’xLL J‘L, .
State of Utah

Doy Director

CARY ROMERBERT
(Feveriar
SPENCER 3 COX
Livntennyd Govanrno

June 6, 2016

Mr. Mr. Timm Kennady

United States Army Corps of Engineers
Bountiful Regulatory Office

533 West 2800 South, Suite 150
Bountifui, UT 84010

RE: F-0010(75)66; US-191; SR-10; South Price to Ridge Road, Carbon County
Project Motification

Dear Mr. Kennedy:

- To improve safety conditions, the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is proposing o improve State

- Raute (SR} 10 betwaen milepost (MP) 65.4 and MP 67.5, south of Price, Carbon County, Utah. Crash data

- shows an increase in number of callisions in this segment of the highway corrider as it narrows Lo two lanes

- {approximately from 1450 South to 3060 South}. This segment is without turn lanes and the shouiders are

- narrow leaving insufficient width for cars to avoid accidents. Additionally, pedestrians currently walk on the

" roadway shoulder increasing the potential for pedestrian and vehicle impacts. Finalty, the sight distance on
. the vertical curve near MP 67 Is deficlent, raising the potential for head-on encouﬂters near the top of t]ic_ o

Coaunve, The propoﬁd construction could pofentja]iy inclugde the following t]cment&:;

e Widening to accommodate a center turn lane
e Widening shoulders o
e - Adding curb, gutter and sidewalk in areas where there Is a need to serve pedestrians
" " Extending or replacing pipe and box culverts, potentially impacting wetlands - o
e Lowering the profite at the vertical curve naar MP 67
. Adding turn lanes at critical intersections

... Widening SR-10 to include a three-lane section with wider shoulders would provide drivers with more room {0
.. -avoid other vehicles. Adding eurb, quiter and sidewalks would improve pedestsian safety. Lowering the :
- pavement profile at MP 67 will improve vehicular sight distance and safety. The project is federally funded ... . .
- and a project footprint map is attached.
... Anarchaeological consultant and an architectural historian have completed cultural resource inventory {CRI)
Df th'c. entire project area. fhe foHDWJng tmie summarlzes archdcoiamcai site mformatmn. L

Region Four Floadgseters » 210 West 800 Sowh « Richiield, Unh 8470
Ledephone 433-893-3799 « fuosimile 435-896-0458 « wwwadaloh.goygoiresiand



F-O010{75}66; US-191; SR-10; Sauth Price to Ridge Road Mg G, 2016 Page Two

Sie Number Site Type MNRMP Assessment Land Status
42(Ch1040 Carbon Canal Eligible, Critericn A and C UooT ROW
42(Ch1279 Ol SR-10 Eligible, Criterion A UDOT ROW
42Ch1435 Trash Scatter Not Eligible Private Land
42Ch1436 Trash Scatter Flgible, Criterion D Private Land
42Ch1437 Trash Scatter Not Eligible Private Land
42Ch2139 Trrigation Ditch Not Eligible Private Land
42Ch2140 Irrigation Bitch Not Eligible Private Land
42Ch2141 Trash Scatter Fligible, Criterion B Private Land
42Ch2147 Dismantied Billboard Mot Eligible Private Land
42Ch2143 Abandoned Road Segment Net Eligible Private Land
AZCh2 144 Trash Scatter Mot Eligible Private Land

i '_ The architectural information is in a separate report. If you would like a table refiecting those findings, please
et me know.

_  Thank you for your time and comments, If you have any questions or concerns regarding this pmposa
| please call 435~ 253,2524 or contact phtqqm@(“wtah Qay, B AR, -

- Sincerely,

Tl
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SR-10; 3200 S. to 1150 S., Price
Project No.: F-0010(75)66
PIN: 13664

Figure 1

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line. N
2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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SR-10; 3200 S. to 1150 S., Price
Project No.: F-0010(75)66
PIN: 13664

Figure 2

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line.

2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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45 E. Roberson Road

e
4
SR-10; 3200 S. to 1150 S., Price
Project No.: F-0010(75)66 -
PIN: 13664
[

Figure 3 —
1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way. —

Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway

improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were

surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line. N —
2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated

by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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Figure 4
9 [ Eigible Historic Building
1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way. — H
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway Easement Line
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line. N — Proposed Right.of.Way Line
2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions. L i )
— Existing Right-of-Way Line
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SR-10: 3200 S. to 1150 S., Price
Project No.: F-0010(75)66
PIN: 13664 2

Figure 5

1

The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line. N —
Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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SR-10; 3200 S. to 1150 S., Price
Project No.: F-0010(75)66
PIN: 13664

Figure 6

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line.

2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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SR-10; 3200 S. to 1150 S., Price N
Project No.: F-0010(75)66 !
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Figure 7
9 [ Eigible Historic Building
1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way. — H
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway Easement Line
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line. N — Proposed Right-of-Way Line
2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated

by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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Figure 8

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line. N

2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions. .
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Figure 9

Relocation/Full Acquisition

Eligible Historic Building

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line. N
2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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Figure 10

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.

Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line.

2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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Figure 11

Eligible Historic Building

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line. N
2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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Figure 12

Relocation/Full Acquisition

Eligible Historic Building

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line. N
2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated

by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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Figure 13

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway

improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were

surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line.

2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicate
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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Figure 18

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line.

2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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9 [ Eligible Historic Building
1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way. — Easement Line
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line. N — Proposed Right-of-Way Line
2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated

by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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Figure 20

1. The existing corridor is defined by a prescriptive right-of-way.
Evidence of the prescriptive right-of-way includes roadway
improvements, fences, ditches, and utilities. These were
surveyed by UDOT and define the existing right-of-way line.

2. Fee title extends to the center of the roadway, as indicated
by property boundaries based on deed descriptions.
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Preserving America’s Heritage

October 24, 2016

Ms. Liz Robinson

Cultural Resources Manager
Department of Transportation
Utah Division

4501 South 2700 West

P.O. Box 148450

Salt Lake City, UT 84114

Ref: Proposed SR-10 Improvements from US-6 to Ridge Road
Carbon County, Utah
UDOT Project No. F-0010(75)66

Dear Ms. Robinson:

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 (THPO), 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 §800.6(b)(1)(iv), you will need to file the final Memorandum of Agreement (MOA),
developed in consultation with the Utah State Historic Preservation Office (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 via e-mail at mnaber@achp.gov.

Sincerely,

AL o Goonson

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



Appendix B
Public Notice of Adverse Effect and Public Meeting Materials

Contents:

Newspaper Advertisement
Individual Property Owner Postcard
Public Meeting Display Boards
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of support

for Boys and Girls Club

(Continued from page 14)
check for $500 deliv-
ered by Representa-

auction of items donat-
ed by area businesses
and individuals netted

tive Jason Chaffetz. An  gnother $4,000.

Utah gas price
declines slightly

Average retail
gasoline prices in Utah
have fallen 1.4 cents
per gallon in the past
week, averaging $2.36/g
Sunday, according to
GasBuddy’s daily sur-
vey of 1,171 gas outlets
in Utah. This compares
with the national aver-
age that has increased
0.5 cents per gallon in
the last week to $2.21/g,
according to gasoline
price website GasBud-
dy.com.

“If there’s one thing
to be excited about
for November it’s that
gas prices in the last
five of them have not
risen nationally. Bet-
ter yet, over the same
timeframe, gas prices
nationally have aver-
aged a modest twelve
cent decline from start
to finish. And while
there may be more

excitement as America
heads to the polls this
week, it’s important to
dispel the myth: presi-
dential elections do not
affect gas prices,” said
Patrick DeHaan, senior
petroleum analyst for
GasBuddy.com.
“Whomever is our
next Commander-in-
Chief, we could see a
change to previous en-
ergy policy which could
have a negligible im-
pact on gasoline prices,
but more focus will be
on OPEC’s coming de-
cision to follow through
on cutting oil output.
Skepticism that OPEC
won’t agree to a cut in
production continues to
prevail, with West Tex-
as Intermediate crude
oil closing last week at
$44.07 per barrel, the
lowest since September
20,” DeHaan added.

About 25 kids who
regularly attend the
club enthusiastically
participated by pre-
paring decorations
and table settings,
greeting guests, help-
ing with the auction
and cleaning up.

Tony Basso do-
nated the use of the
venue, while the
Osmosis Steak House
donated the food:
spaghetti dinner for an
estimated 750 people
who came out to sup-
port the Boys and

OVERVIEW

Girls Club of Carbon
County.

USUE Bread ‘n” Soup
night Monday, 5-6:45 p.m.

USU Eastern con-
tinues its annual Bread
and Soup Night Mon-
day, November 14. A
tradition since 1997,
Bread and Soup Night
brings students, faculty,
staff and community
members together to
share a simple meal in
an effort to raise funds
for the Carbon County
Food Bank. Bread ‘N
Soup Night will also be
held on November 14
and 21.

In 2015, the profits
from Bread ‘N Soup
Night sent $5,000 to
the food bank, extend-
ing the college’s total
donation over the last
17 years to just over
$48,000. “We are keep-
ing our eye on that to-
tal,” noted Terry John-
son, USU Eastern’s
SUN Center Director,
adding that “the entire
planning committee
has high hopes of hit-
ting the $50,000 mark.
That would be an excit-

ing milestone.”

Eastern’s Din-
ing Service, under
the direction of Gil-
lan Bishop, prepares
three soups, including
one vegetarian option.
Bishop says that all the
favorites are back on
the menu for 2016.

Bread ‘N Soup
Night takes place
between 5:00 and 6:45
p-m. in the Multi-Pur-
pose room of the Jen-
nifer Leavitt Student
Center.

Prices are $6.00 for
adults and students 18
and older, and $5.00
for students 5 — 17.
Children under five
are admitted free with
a paying adult. For the
price of admission,
each person receives
two tickets good to-
ward one bowl of soup
apiece. Children under
five each receive one
ticket. Additional tick-
ets may be purchased
for $2.00 per bowl.

American Legion Auxiliary Gift Shop for Veterans
For over 60 years the American Legion Auxiliary Gift Shop has been held at the VA Hospital.
We serve any veteran registered in the VA system that is in need of assistance for Christmas.
They are allowed to choose gifts for themselves and their immediate family.

Auxiliary volunteers assist the veterans in shopping, we wrap the gifts and they can either take
them or we will mail them. There is no charge for the gifts, wrapping or mailing. All of the

items in the Gift Shop are donated or purchased by the Auxiliary.

You can help the ALA with Christmas gifts for Veterans.

We are in need of: men’s and women’s socks, men’s underwear all sizes, sweat pants all sizes.

New items only.

Bring your donations to the American Legion Post 3,
27 North 100 West, Price, Utah before November 28th.

J# 1 MPROVED
3200 South to 1150 South

Tuesday - Thursday 3:30-7:30 p.m. or call
Unit 3 President Lenda 435-820-0688

SR-10

The Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) is currently preparing an environmental document and
designing improvements on SR-10 from 1150 South to 3200 South. The improvements to the roadway
include providing a center turn lane, left and right turn lanes, wider shoulders, curb, gutter, sidewalk, and
new driveways. The design phase has been extended through 2017 with construction now anticipated to
begin as early as Fall 2017.

PUBLIC MEETING

Community input remains critical to the success of the SR-10 project. The project team will hold a public
open house to present planned improvements and gather public feedback on the proposed design. We
encourage all interested parties to attend to learn more about the project and the proposed construction.

K/l

Castle Valley 2

COMMUNITY THEATRE

SR-10 Public Open House
Thursday, November 17, 2016
5p.m.to7 p.m.
Jennifer Leavitt Student Center - USU Eastern - 451 East 400 North - Price

No formal presentations will be given. Please arrive any time during the two hour block to view project
materials and speak with team members. The open house will be accessible according to the require-
ments of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). If you have any special language, audio or visual
needs please contact us at least 72 hours prior to the meeting so that accommodations can be provided.

HISTORIC PROPERTIES

In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended,
and 36 CFR 800UDOQOT, herewith advises all interested persons or groups that the proposed
project will have an adverse effect (greater than de minimis use under Section 4(f)) on nine
historic buildings eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. Details regarding these
impacts will be available at the public open house.

Any person or group desiring to submit comments regarding the Adverse Effect to the
buildings may do so in writing at the public meeting or by mail. Letters should be directed to
Elizabeth Giraud, UDOT Architectural Historian, 4501 S. 2700 W., Box 148450, Salt Lake City,
Utah 84114-8450. The public comment period is thirty days, beginning on November 17, 2016.
Letters must be postmarked prior to the end of the public comment period or by December
16, 2016.

y /

HOTLINE 801-859-3770 EMAIL sr10@utah.gov
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HiSsTORIC RESOURCES

Requires UDOT to:

e (Consider how the project may affect historic properties
eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places

e Avoid, minimize or resolve aadverse effects (e.q., full property
acquisition or building removal) on eligible properties

Step 1 Step2 Step3 Step4 StepS

|dentify Determine Consult with Develop Implement
historic effects on State Historic  memorandum memorandum
properties eligible historic Preservation  of agreement  of agreement

and determine properties Office to mitigate

eligibility adverse
effects

e ——

e [ligible historic buildings are protected under Section 4(f)
e Adverse effects under Section 106 are considered a greater
than ae minimis use and cannot be approved unless:

- There Is no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative; and
- The action includes all possible planning to minimize harm
or
- The use will have a ae minimis (i.e., negligible) impact on
the property
e 9 eligible buildings would result In greater than ae minimis use

y /
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