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NHPA Section 106
Cultural & Historical Resources

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 10
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900
Seattle, WA 98101-3140

OFFICE OF
WATER AND WATERSHEDS
November 19, 2009
Allyson Brooks, Ph.D.
State Historic Preservation Officer
State of Washington
Department of Archacology & Historic Preservation
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106
Olympia, Washington 98504-8343

Re:  Designation of Non-Federal R ive for Compli with Section 106 for
Muiltiple Seattle Public Utilities | Projects

Dear Dr. Brooks:

With this letter, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is designating Seattle Public
Utilities (SPU) as its non-Federal representative for the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA) Section 106 consu]tatwn SPU is seeking Clean Water Act funds, Safe Dnnkmg Water
Act funds, and federal sti funds for a number of projects over the
next several years Since EPA would be administering most, if not all, of these funds, the federal
nexus are the grant actions for these projects.

SPU op and provides drinking water, and solid
waste utility service to over 1.3 million customers in its service area. SPU is seeking federal
funding for the following potential projects:

Wastewater (i ing Combined Sewer Ov. ws (CSO
e Windermere
e Henderson
* Gennesse
« Ballard Roadside Raingardens
® Other CSO Control Projects

Stormw: jects
e Low Impact Drainage Systems

Drinking Water Proj
e Morse Lake Pump Station
e Alaska Way Viaduct Sewer Replacement Project (AW VSRP) Watermain
Replacements
e Potential Multiple (State Revolving Fund) Projects

e South Recycling & Disposal Station

As a non-federal representative SPU will ensure, by complying with applicable laws and
regulations with the use of potential federal funds, that the actions are not likely to affect historic
or cultural through ination with the i State D
Archaeology and Historic Preservation and the potentially affected Tnbal Govcmmcms

In designating its non-Federal representative, EPA recognizes that the ultimate
responsibility for NHPA Section 6 obligations, pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800, remains with EPA.

Please do not hesitate to contact Hanh Shaw of my staff at (206) 553-0)71 or
shaw.hanh@epa.gov if you have any ions or this de

Sincerely,

Gy

Micharl A. Bussell Director
Office of Water and Watersheds

Robert G. Whitlam, Ph.D., State Archaeologist
Joy Keniston-Longrie, Seattle Public Utilities
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