
PROGRAMMATIC SECTION 4(f) EVALUATION 

HISTORIC BRIDGES 

PROJECT NUMBER___J3P2155______      RTE. __47___      COUNTY__Franklin/Warren_

SECTION 4(f) RESOURCE____Washington Bridge No. K0969_________________________

REVIEWED BY________________________________     TITLE________________________ 

APPROVED BY____________________________________     DATE____________________ 

This project and its impacts have been determined to meet the following criteria for a 
Programmatic Section 4(f).   Sufficient documentation exists in the project file to support 
this determination.  Note:  Any response in a bracket requires additional information prior 
to approval.  Consult Programmatic 4(f) Evaluation signed July 5, 1983 by FHWA’s 
Office of Environmental Policy. 

APPLICABILITY

Yes     No 

1. Will the bridge be replaced or rehabilitated with 
Federal funds? ___ [     ] 

2. Will the project require the “use” of an historic 
bridge which is on or eligible for listing on the 
National Register of Historic Places? ___ [     ] 

3. Will the project impair the historic integrity of the 
bridge either by demolition or rehabilitation? ___ [     ] 

4. Has the bridge been determined to be a National 
Historic Landmark? [     ]     ___ 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1. The do nothing alternative has been studied and
is considered not to be feasible and prudent for  
reasons of maintenance and safety. ___ [     ] 
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Yes     No 

2. The building on new location alternative without
using the old bridge has been studied and has been 
determined to be not feasible and prudent for reasons 
of terrain; and/or adverse social, economic or 
environmental effects; and/or engineering and economy. ___ [     ] 

3. Rehabilitation of the existing bridge without affecting 
the historic integrity of the bridge has been studied 
and has been determined to be not feasible and prudent 
for reasons of structural deficiency and/or geometrics. ___ [     ] 

4. Relocation of the existing bridge has been studied and 
found to be not feasible and prudent because either 
the bridge’s historic integrity would be adversely 
affected or no responsible party could be found to
accept responsibility for the bridge. ___ [     ] 

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM

1. For bridges that are to be rehabilitated, the historic 
integrity of the bridge is preserved, to the greatest
extent possible, consistent with unavoidable 
transportation needs, safety, and load requirements. ___ [     ] 

2. For bridges that are to be rehabilitated to the point 
that the historic integrity is affected or that are to 
be moved or demolished, the FHWA has ensured 
that fully adequate records are made of the bridge in 
accordance with the Historic American Engineering 
Record (HAER) standards, or other suitable means 
developed through consultation. ___ [     ] 

3. For bridges that are to be replaced, the existing 
bridge is made available for an alternative use, 
provided a responsible party agrees to maintain 
and preserve the bridge. ___ [     ] 

4. For bridges that are adversely affected the FHWA, 
SHPO, and ACHP have reached agreement through 
the Section 106 process on Measures to Minimize Harm 
and those measures are incorporated in the project. ___ [     ] 



MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
FOR MITIGATION OF ADVERSE EFFECTS 

DRAFT 

TO HISTORIC PROPERTY: Washington Bridge (K0969) on Missouri Route 47 over the 
Missouri River and the Union Pacific Railroad in Franklin and Warren Counties, Missouri.
UNDERTAKING:  Build a new bridge adjacent to the existing Washington Bridge, either 
upstream or downstream, and remove the existing bridge.  Franklin/Warren County, Route 47, 
MODOT project J3P2155.
STATE: Missouri.
AGENCY: Federal Highway Administration.

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that the replacement 
of Washington Bridge (K0969) will have an adverse effect on the bridge, which has been 
determined eligible for inclusion to the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and has 
consulted with the Missouri State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) pursuant to the 
regulations (36 CFR Part 800) implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (16 U.S.C. 470f); and 

WHEREAS, the FHWA has notified the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Council) of 
its adverse effect determination and the Council has chosen not to participate in this 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA); and 

WHEREAS, the Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission (MHTC), acting by and 
through the Missouri Department of Transportation (MODOT), has been invited to participate in 
the preparation of and be a signatory to this MOA; and 

WHEREAS, to the best of the FHWA’s knowledge and belief, no human remains, associated or 
unassociated funerary objects or sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony as defined in the 
Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001), are expected to be 
encountered; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, FHWA and the SHPO agree that the undertaking shall be implemented 
in accordance with the following stipulations. 

STIPULATIONS

FHWA shall ensure that the following measures are carried out: 

1. The MHTC, acting by and through MODOT, shall develop archival documentation to the 
following specifications: 
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a. 8X10 inch high-resolution black and white digital images printed on archival paper 
sufficient to fully document overall views and details of the historic bridge.
Photographs will be taken and processed according to standards for photographs 
accompanying NRHP documentation.  Digital compact discs with all views will be 
provided.

b. A historic narrative and technical descriptions for the historic bridge. 

c. A copy of the original construction plans for the historic bridge. 

The final documentation shall be provided to the SHPO along with archival digital discs 
containing the TIFF images and report PDF.  Additional copies shall be provided to 
appropriate local historical groups, and retained by MODOT.  Bound copies and/or CDs 
of the final documentation also will be available to others upon request. 

The final documentation shall be provided to the SHPO along with archival digital discs 
containing the TIFF images and report PDF.  Additional copies shall be provided to 
appropriate local historical groups, and retained by MODOT.  Bound copies and/or CDs 
of the final documentation also will be available to others upon request. 

2. Advertisement for Adaptive Reuse (or waiver): 

The MHTC, acting by and through MODOT, shall consult with the SHPO to determine 
the appropriate approach and method for marketing Bridge K0969 as per the Surface 
Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987 (STURAA) Section 
123(f).  A waiver of advertisement also shall be discussed.  The MHTC, acting by and 
through MODOT; the SHPO; and the FHWA shall agree to the approach and method 
prior to implementation.  

If ownership of the bridge (or a portion thereof) is transferred to another party, the 
transfer deed may include preservation covenants that require the new owner to move and 
maintain the bridge in accordance with the “Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.”  The proposed 
reuse plan and specifications will be forwarded to FHWA for review and approval in 
consultation with the SHPO; and MHTC, acting by and through MODOT.  If no party is 
found to take possession of the existing bridge, it may be removed. 

3. If modifications to the project activities result in an adverse effect to any NRHP eligible 
archaeological site, the FHWA shall consult with the SHPO and appropriate Indian 
Tribes to resolve the adverse effects, consistent with guidance provided in 36 CFR § 
800.6, through the implementation of an Archaeological Data Recovery Plan(s) 
developed in accordance with the Council “Recommended Approach for Consultation on 
the Recovery of Significant Information from Archaeological Sites” (64 FR 27085-87 
published in the Federal Register on May 18, 1999), the Council’s Handbook on 
Treatment of Archaeological Properties, and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Archaeological Documentation; and 
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4. Within one year after carrying out the terms of the MOA, the FHWA shall provide to all 
signatories a written report regarding the actions taken to fulfill the terms of the 
agreement. 

5. If any signatory proposes that this agreement be amended, the FHWA shall consult with 
the other parties of this agreement.  Said amendment shall be in writing, governed in 
accordance with 36 CFR 800.6, and executed by all parties to the Memorandum of 
Agreement. 

6. If any signatory determines the terms of the MOA cannot be carried out, the signatories 
shall consult to seek amendment.  If the MOA is not amended any signatory may 
terminate it.  If the MOA is terminated, the FHWA shall execute a new MOA or request 
the comments of the Council. 

7. Three (3) copies of this signed MOA will be provided, one to each signatory.  One (1) 
signed copy will be transmitted to the Council for inclusion in their files.  

8. Failure to carry out the terms of this MOA requires that the FHWA again request the 
comments of the Council in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.  If FHWA cannot carry 
out the terms of the agreement, it shall not take or sanction any action or make any 
irreversible commitment that may affect historic properties until such time as the Council 
has been given the opportunity to comment on the full range of project alternatives which 
might avoid or mitigate any adverse effects. 

9. This agreement shall commence upon having been signed by the FHWA and SHPO and 
shall be null and void if its terms are not carried out within eight (8) years from the date 
of its execution, unless the FHWA and SHPO agree in writing to an extension for 
carrying out its terms. 
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Execution of this Memorandum of Agreement, and carrying out its terms, evidences that the 
FHWA has afforded the Council an opportunity to comment on the removal of the Washington 
Bridge (K0969) and its effects on historic properties, and that FHWA has taken into account the 
effects of the project on historic properties, in accordance with Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act. 

Signed:

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION: 

By:  _________________________________________________  Date: __________________ 

Title: _______________________________________________ 

THE MISSOURI STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE: 

By:  _________________________________________________  Date: __________________ 

Title:  _______________________________________________ 

MISSOURI HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: 

By:  _________________________________________________  Date: __________________ 

Title: ________________________________________________ 

Attest: Approved as to form: 

Commission Secretary Commission Counsel 



 INFORMATION TO ACCOMPANY 
THE 

 MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
FOR MITIGATION OF ADVERSE EFFECTS 

DRAFT 

TO HISTORIC PROPERTIES: Washington Bridge (K0969) on Missouri Route 47 over the 
Missouri River and the Union Pacific Railroad in Franklin and Warren Counties, Missouri. 
UNDERTAKING:  Build a new bridge adjacent to the existing Washington Bridge, either 
upstream or downstream, and remove the existing bridge.  Franklin/Warren County, Route 47, 
MODOT Project J3P2155. 
STATE: Missouri. 
AGENCY: Federal Highway Administration.  

I. Project Description

Missouri Department of Transportation (MODOT) Project No. J3P2155 is an Environmental 
Assessment (EA) undertaken to consider alternatives for improving the safety and efficiency of 
the Route 47 crossing over the Missouri River and the Union Pacific Railroad, by replacing the 
existing historic bridge with a new bridge located either upstream or downstream of the current 
location.  (Appendix A).  Historic Bridge K0969 is nearing the end of its service life.  It was 
rehabilitated in 1996 and again in 2009.  The last rehabilitation is expected to add only seven to 
eight years of service life.  The FHWA and MODOT began developing an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) in 2008 so that a solution could be selected, completed, and usable before the 
existing bridge requires rehabilitation again.  Because of the reduced project scope, lack of 
controversy, and generally minor impacts, the two agencies decided to rescind the Notice of 
Intent to prepare an EIS, in favor of an EA.

II. Public Involvement

Public Meeting of June 3, 2008; 4:30-6:30PM, City Hall, Washington, MO:  Excluding MODOT 
personnel, 26 people attended the public meeting to review displays, visit with knowledgeable 
staff, ask questions and submit comments.  The Project Manager gave a presentation at 5 p.m. 
summarizing the purpose of an environmental impact study, and explained the process.  Those in 
attendance were invited to share comments that evening or online at www.modot.org/northeast.

Advertisements and news releases were placed in the Warren Co. Record, the Washington 
Missourian, and the Marthasville Record; and submitted to several radio stations and MODOT 
E-Update subscribers.  The MODOT Northeast and St. Louis Districts worked together to 
promote the public meeting.  All displays and handouts from the meeting were posted online, 
including the opportunity to submit comments online, the advertisement, and the news releases.  
Participants who provided their email addresses were added to the project E-Update subscription.
(Appendix B). 

Comments from the public meeting included support for keeping the historic bridge where it is 
because of medical and emergency services, schools, business interests, industrial infrastructure 
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and jobs, and the airport.  Medical and educational services are built around the existing bridge 
site.  However, concern was expressed about bringing higher speed traffic over a four-lane 
bridge with the hospital situated nearby. 

One comment suggested rehabilitating the historic bridge and building a new one from Route 
47/94 at Marthasville across the river to Route 100 in order to take excess traffic off the city 
streets.  Another comment suggested building the new bridge to the east into St. Charles County 
to accommodate those who use Augusta Bottoms Rd.  Some suggested using Route 185 as a 
location for a new river crossing. 

Preferences regarding placement of the new bridge to the east or west of the existing bridge were 
split.  Some suggested rehabbing the old bridge and adding a new bridge next to it to provide 
four lanes. 

The comment form included a question about improving Route 47 on the north side of the river.
Responses stressed the importance of improving the reliability of Route 47 north of the river in 
order to open up the area for development.  One suggestion was to build an elevated roadway 
like that at the Page Avenue extension. 

Several comments reminded MODOT staff of the need for a connector route between I-70 and I-
44, and that Route 47 would be an excellent choice.  Many commented that it was vital to 
maintain a crossing during construction, and that a separate protected bicycle/pedestrian facility 
would be needed across the bridge and to the KATY Trail. 

The airport manager of Washington Aviation Inc. voiced strong support for keeping the existing 
bridge in its present location, but favored rerouting Route 47 through the floodplain on new 
alignment to the east extending it directly to Route 94 east of Dutzow.  He pointed out that there 
would be no need for Augusta Bottom Road if Route 47 connected with Route 94 at that 
location.  He also stated that recent development has occurred around Route 94 in the area 
suggested for the relocated Route 47 tie-in, so relocating 47 there would open up the area to new 
development. 

Public Meeting of November 20, 2008; 4:30-6:30PM, St. John’s Mercy Hospital, Washington, 
MO:  Excluding MODOT personnel, 44 people attended the public meeting to review displays, 
visit with knowledgeable staff, ask questions and submit comments regarding alternatives that 
had been eliminated and alternatives that were still being considered.  The Highway 47 Bridge 
Committee met with the MODOT Project Manager at 4 p.m., prior to the public meeting.  The 
Committee highly encouraged the consideration of a four-lane bridge alternative. 

Advertisements were placed in the Warren Co. Record, the Washington Missourian, and the 
Marthasville Record; and a news release was submitted to several radio stations and MODOT E-
Update subscribers.  Advertisement flyers were posted at all polling places in Washington for the 
November 4th election, and St. John’s Mercy Hospital made oversized posters for placement at 
each of their entrances.  The MODOT Northeast and St. Louis Districts worked together to 
promote the public meeting.  The St. Louis District Area Engineer provided a handout outlining 
the rehabilitation project that will occur on the bridge next summer.  All displays, advertisements 



3

and news releases from the public meeting were posted online, and provided the opportunity to 
submit comments.  Participants who provided their email addresses were added to the project E-
Update subscription.  (Appendix B). 

Thirteen comments were submitted.  They including personal letters from the Washington 
Chamber of Commerce and the Economic Development Corporation, suggested a four-lane 
bridge, suggested replacing the historic bridge with a new bridge on either side of the existing 
bridge, and suggested replacing the old bridge with a new bridge in the existing location.  Some 
comments suggested including bicycle/pedestrian access on the new bridge.  Within two weeks 
of the meeting, reply letters were sent to each person who commented. 

Public Meeting of December 15-18, 2009; 4-6PM, Washington West Elementary School, 
Washington MO:  Advertisements for the third public meeting were placed in the Warren County 
Record and the Washington Missourian, and an E-Update was sent to the 225 subscribers of the 
Route 47 Bridge project.  (Appendix B).  Displays were provided entitled “How are we 
narrowing our options”, “Environmental”, “What will happen next”,  and a map was provided 
for the two alternatives being considered (build upstream or downstream).  In addition, a handout 
was provided at the public meeting and online. 

Eleven MODOT staff attended the public meeting including representatives from the St. Louis 
District, Northeast District and Central Office.  Forty-four people came to the public meeting and 
included about 25 members of the local Route 47 Bridge Committee who held a separate 
meeting prior to the main event.  At the Committee meeting, MODOT staff went over the 
screening criteria in the matrix, and copies of the technical matrix were later made available to 
the public.  In addition, there were 165 visitors to the Virtual Public Meeting web page during a 
period extending from December 15 to December 18, 2009.  

Five comments were received from the public meeting, and five additional comments were 
received from the virtual meeting.  Three supported building the bridge upstream and three 
supported building the bridge downstream.  Three other comments related to the need for a new 
bridge and safety concerns.  One comment supported putting a new bridge on either side, but 
asked that MODOT include an upgrade to Augusta Bottoms Road.  One comment encouraged 
building a four-lane bridge, and another wanted to ensure MODOT provided a bicycle/pedestrian 
path regardless of width.

In addition to the continuation of public meetings and involvement, and with the review and 
approval of the Missouri State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), marketing letters will be 
sent out to regional planning organizations, county commissioners, city mayors, state and federal 
agencies, and other groups; with information packets containing location maps, photographs, and 
historic and structural information for the existing historic Washington Bridge K0969.  The letter 
will inform the groups that the bridge has been determined eligible for the National Register of 
Historic Places and that MODOT is proposing to replace it.  (The Surface Transportation and 
Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987 (STURAA) Section 123(f) states:  “prior to the 



4

demolition of a historic bridge, the State shall market (sell or donate) the bridge to a State or 
local government, agency or responsible private entity”).   As part of this mitigation process, and 
pending ACHP review of the corresponding MOA documents, MODOT will make Bridge 
K0969 (or portions thereof) available for adaptive reuse, to any government or group willing to 
move, re-erect, maintain, and assume financial responsibility for the structure.

III. Summary of Previous Work

By February of 1993 Clayton Fraser's Missouri Historic Bridge Survey had inventoried the 
Washington Bridge which had been determined NRHP eligible in his 1989 Preliminary 
Determinations of Eligibility study.  In 1996, MODOT altered the bridge truss sway bracing in 
order to increase the vertical clearance for high-profile vehicular traffic.  Archival photos were 
taken to document the change in truss configuration for the SHPO’s records.  In 2002 the Route 
47 Major Transportation Investment Analysis (MTIA) identified bridge and floodplain 
improvement needs and recommended replacement of the historic bridge at Washington.  A 
Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was published in the 
Federal Register on April 22, 2008.  The first public meeting was held in Washington on June 3, 
2008.  The first MODOT Core Team Meeting for the Route 47 EIS was held on August 4, 2008.
The second public meeting was held in Washington on November 20, 2008.  The Washington 
Bridge was again rehabilitated in the winter of 2009 mainly to repair and correct rust damage to 
the bottom chord and adjacent members below the bridge deck.  (On November 14, 2009, the 
SHPO had concurred that the rehabilitation job would have “no adverse effect” on the historic 
bridge).  The third public meeting was held in Washington on December 15 through 18, 2009.  A 
Section 106 review was performed by MODOT staff for the EIS study, and on February 26, 2010 
the SHPO concurred with MODOT’s finding that Bridge K0969 is the only historic property on 
the project that will be adversely affected.  The SHPO looked forward to reviewing the MOA for 
mitigation, and the project would be covered under a nationwide Programmatic 4(f) Evaluation.  
On June 1, 2010 a notice rescinding the Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS was published in the 
Federal Register, and the project was approved as an Environmental Assessment (EA).  
(Appendices B and C).

IV.        Description of the Historic Property

Bridge K0969 is a steel, five-span rigid-connected cantilever through truss with two Warren deck 
truss and two steel deck girder approach spans.  It measures 2,562 feet in length with a roadway 
width of 22 feet.  The substructure consists of concrete abutments and spill-through piers with 
Moderne detailing.  Built 1934-36 by the Missouri State Highway Department (MSHD), it is 
considered a superlative example of large-scale truss bridge construction at an important crossing 
of the Missouri River.  It is on the Missouri Historic Bridge List and is NRHP eligible as per the 
corresponding Programmatic Agreement signed on October 1, 2003.  It is eligible under 
Criterion C in the Area of Engineering and possibly under Criterion A in the Area of 
Transportation.  (Appendices C and D). 

V. Adverse Effect on the Historic Property
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This project will result in building a new bridge adjacent to the existing Washington Bridge, 
either upstream or downstream, and remove the existing bridge.  The bridge is eligible for the 
NRHP, and this action constitutes an "adverse effect" to the structure as described in 36 CFR 
800.3 (b) (1) (4) of the National Historic Preservation Act.

VI Summary of Alternative Courses of Action

The alternatives initially considered included a No-Build Alternative, two build alternatives that 
would reuse at least part of the existing bridge, and eight alternatives that would construct a new 
bridge.  Three alternative courses of action were retained for this project.  These include the No-
Build Alternative, the Adjacent Upstream Alternative, and the Adjacent Downstream 
Alternative. The No-Build Alternative, offers a baseline for evaluating the proposed build 
alternatives, and the two adjacent alternatives are being retained because the public 
overwhelmingly favors a bridge that quickly ties back into the existing roadway and has fewer 
environmental and socioeconomic impacts than a bridge farther upstream or downstream.  Also, 
the two retained build alternatives would cost less and take less time to build.

The No-Build Alternative would retain the existing historic bridge and would make no 
improvements beyond normal bridge maintenance.  Normal maintenance includes washing the 
bridge twice a year to remove de-icing chemicals, sealing the bridge deck every three to five 
years, sealing and replacing the expansion joints as needed, and replacing minor portions of the 
steel and concrete that have deteriorated. This alternative would not include any new major 
construction.  With the No-Build Alternative, when the bridge deteriorates to a point where 
normal bridge maintenance is no longer sufficient to ensure safe operation, it would either need 
another major rehabilitation or be subject to weight restrictions and/or closure. However, due to 
the age and condition of the existing bridge, even routine maintenance and rehabilitation would 
be very costly and only serve as a short-term solution.  The No-Build Alternative fails to meet 
the project needs and address existing deficiencies. 

The Adjacent Upstream Alternative ($46 million estimated total cost) would replace the 
existing, deficient, historic bridge with a new two-lane bridge approximately 50 feet upstream 
from the current location.  The Adjacent Upstream new bridge would be roughly the same length 
as the existing bridge, which would be removed.  Once the old bridge is out of the way, the rest 
of the new bridge would be built and traffic would be shifted to the proper lane locations.  This 
alternative would meet the project needs and address existing deficiencies.  It would provide a 
Missouri River crossing that is not deficient; meets MODOT’s standards for lane width, 
shoulders, and commercial vehicle load; and safely accommodates bicyclists and pedestrians. 

The Adjacent Downstream Alternative ($46 million estimated total cost) would replace the 
existing, deficient bridge with a new two-lane bridge approximately 50 feet downstream from the 
current crossing.  The new bridge would be roughly the same length as the existing bridge, with 
the downstream levee controlling placement of the northern abutment. The existing bridge would 
then be removed.  Once the old bridge is out of the way, the rest of the new bridge would be built 
and traffic would be shifted to the proper lane locations.  This alternative would meet the project 
needs and address existing deficiencies.  It would provide a Missouri River crossing that is not 
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deficient; meets MODOT’s standards for lane width, shoulders, and commercial vehicle load; 
and safely accommodates bicyclists and pedestrians.

The Adjacent Upstream Alternative has been identified as the Preferred Alternative, and the 
most responsible and cost effective way to solve the transportation problems associated with the 
Route 47 Bridge.  This alternative would replace the existing, deficient bridge with a new two-
lane bridge approximately 50 feet upstream from the current location. This alternative would 
include slight roadway realignment beyond the bridge limits to tie into existing Route 47.  It 
would result in removal of the existing historic bridge after construction of the new structure.
The Preferred Alternative was identified through public and agency involvement along with 
assessment of socioeconomic and environmental consequences.   

Regardless of which build alternative is chosen, removal of the historic bridge will be 
accompanied by mitigation of the adverse effect to the historic bridge with data recovery, 
through photographic and historical documentation as determined in consultation with the 
Missouri SHPO and FHWA.  Also, the bridge will be marketed and advertised as available for 
adaptive reuse at a new location.  This mitigation will be initiated well in advance of the 
commencement of construction project activities.     

VII.  Proposed Action

FHWA shall ensure that the following measures are carried out: 

1. The MHTC, acting by and through MODOT, shall develop archival documentation to the 
following specifications: 

a. 8X10 inch high-resolution black and white digital images printed on archival paper 
sufficient to fully document overall views and details of the historic bridge.
Photographs will be taken and processed according to standards for photographs 
accompanying NRHP documentation.  Digital compact discs with all views will be 
provided.

b. A historic narrative and technical descriptions for the historic bridge. 

c. A copy of the original construction plans for the historic bridge. 

The final documentation shall be provided to the SHPO along with archival digital discs 
containing the TIFF images and report PDF.  Additional copies shall be provided to 
appropriate local historical groups, and retained by MODOT.  Bound copies and/or CDs 
of the final documentation also will be available to others upon request. 

2. Advertisement for Adaptive Reuse (or waiver): 

The MHTC, acting by and through MODOT, shall consult with the SHPO to determine 
the appropriate approach and method for marketing Bridge K0969 as per the Surface 
Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987 (STURAA) Section 
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123(f).  A waiver of advertisement also shall be discussed.  The MHTC, acting by and 
through MODOT; the SHPO; and the FHWA shall agree to the approach and method 
prior to implementation.  

If ownership of the bridge (or a portion thereof) is transferred to another party, the 
transfer deed may include preservation covenants that require the new owner to move and 
maintain the bridge in accordance with the “Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings.”  The proposed 
reuse plan and specifications will be forwarded to FHWA for review and approval in 
consultation with the SHPO; and MHTC, acting by and through MODOT.  If no party is 
found to take possession of the existing bridge, it may be removed. 

3. If modifications to the project activities result in an adverse effect to any NRHP eligible 
archaeological site, the FHWA shall consult with the SHPO and appropriate Indian 
Tribes to resolve the adverse effects, consistent with guidance provided in 36 CFR § 
800.6, through the implementation of an Archaeological Data Recovery Plan(s) 
developed in accordance with the Council “Recommended Approach for Consultation on 
the Recovery of Significant Information from Archaeological Sites” (64 FR 27085-87 
published in the Federal Register on May 18, 1999), the Council’s Handbook on 
Treatment of Archaeological Properties, and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Archaeological Documentation. 

4. Within one year after carrying out the terms of the MOA, the FHWA shall provide to all 
signatories a written report regarding the actions taken to fulfill the terms of the 
agreement. 

VIII. List of Appendices

A.  Location Maps for the Washington Bridge Project.

 B.  Public Involvement. 

C.  Correspondence and Coordination.

D.  Photographs of the Washington Bridge. 
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