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APPENDIX A. NRHP Historic District Inventory and Boundary Map

San Francisco Veterans Affairs Medicat Center San Francisco County, CA
Name of Property County and State
NPS Form 10-800-a OMB No. 1024-

o018

(8-86)

United States Department of the interior
National Park Service

National Reg.ister of Historic Places
Continuation Sheet

Section number 7. Narrative Descripfion Page 12 of 13

BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURES ON THE SFVAMC CAMPUS WITHIN THE HISTORIC
DISTRICT

Building # Const Date, Original Use Current Use Significance
Alteration Date

Building 1 1934 Administration Admin, Research Contributing
Building 2 1934 Hospital Admin, Clinics, Research  Contributing
Building 3 1934 Boiler House Engineering Contributing
Building 4 1934 Hospital Wards Research Coniributing
Building 5 1934 Radiociogy Clinic, Research Contributing
Building 6 1934 Dining Hall, Staff LQ  Research, Library, Stg. Contributing
Building 7 1934 Recreation Hall Various Contributing
Building 8 1934 Nurses Quarters Menta! Health, Clinic Confributing
Building @ 1934 Officers Duplex Hoptel Contributing
Building 10 1934 Officers Duplex Hoptel Contributing
Building 11 1934 Director's Quarters Research/Offices Confributing
Building 14 2000 Offices Same Non-Contributing
Building 18 1897, 1934 Officers Quarters Office Contributing
Building 20 1934, 1941 Garage Storage Contributing
Building 25 1947 Engineering Shop Plan storage Non-Contributing
Buiiding 26 1953 Storage Same Non-Contributing
Structure 27 1934 Flag Pole and Base  Same Confributing
Building 31 1986 Home Based Care Same Non-Contributing
Building 32 1991 Offices Same Non-Contributing
Building 33 2000 Mental Health Same Non-Contribuiing
Structure 202  Unknown Oxygen Storage Same Non-Contributing
Building 210 1993, 1999 Regional Counset Offices Non-Contributing
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APPENDIX A. NRHP Historic District Inventory and Boundary Map

San Francisco Veterans Affairs Medical Center
Name of Property

NPS Form 10-800-a
00t8
{8-86)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places
Continuation Sheet

Section number 7. Narrative Description

San Francisco County, CA

County and State

OMB No. 1024-

Page 13 of 13

BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURES ON THE SFVAMC CAMPUS OUTSIDE THE HISTORIC

DISTRICT

Building # Const Date Original Use
Building 12 1934, 1967, 1984 (Garage

Building 13 1934 Laundry

Building 15 19341970 Pump House
Buiiding 16 2000 Offices

Building 17 1971 Research
Building 21 1934, 1972 4-car garage
Buiiding 28 2006 Storage
Structure 29 1973 Reservoir
Structure 30 1973 Pumping Station
Building 200 1964 Clinics

Building 203 1876 Hospital
Building205 1973 Power Plant
Structure 206 1973 Water Tower
Building 207 1890 Computer Facility
Building 208 1992 Nursing Home
Building 209 1989 Parking Structure

Current Use

Research
Engineering
Storage
Same
Same
Research
same
Same
Same
Same
Same
Same
Same
Same
Same
Same

Appendix A — Page 2

Significance

Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Coniributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contribufing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
Non-Contributing
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San Francisco Velerans Affairs Medical Center San Frangisco County, CA
Name of Property County and State
NPS Form 10-800-a OMB Ne. 1024-0018

(8-88}

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places
Continuation Sheet
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Appendix C. Historic Preservation Laws and Regulations

Historic Preservation Laws and Regulations

The VA Section 106 checklist is an excellent resource regarding additional cultural resource regulations
that govern VA properties. The full text of the Section 106 checklist is available online at
http://www.nps.gov/fpi/Documents/VAChecklist.pdf. According to the Section 106 checklist:

To avoid unknowingly committing the environment or its cultural resources to destruction or
damage, master planning must be carried out in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). Depending on the specific
character of the facility and the people who live in or use it, master planning may be an important
context in which to address some or all of the other cultural resource management legal authorities —
such as:

Section 110 of NHPA in the context of facility planning.
0 http://www.nps.gov/hps/fapa 110.htm

e Section 111 of NHPA where outleasing is under consideration or VA buildings are underutilized.
0 http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/nhpal966.htm

e The Religious Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA) and sometimes the American Indian Religious
Freedom Act (AIRFA) and Executive Order 13007 where the religious concerns of veterans,
neighbors, Indian tribes, or other groups may be affected.

0 http://religiousfreedom.lib.virginia.edu/sacred/RFRA1993.html
0 http://www.cr.nps.gov/local-law/fhpl IndianRelFreAct.pdf

e The Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act (AHPA) and often the Archaeological Resources
Protection Act (ARPA) and Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA)
where graves, Native American cultural items, or archaeological, historical, or scientific data are
involved.

0 http://www.nps.gov/archeology/tools/Laws/ahpa.htm
0 http://www.nps.gov/archeology/tools/Laws/arpa.htm
0 http://www.nps.gov/nagpra/mandates/25usc3001etseq.htm

e Executive Order 12898 if the cultural (or other environmental) interests of low income or
minority communities may be affected.

O http://www.epa.gov/fedfac/documents/executive order 12898.htm

e The Federal Records Act (FRA) where historical (or other) records must be managed.
0 http://www.epa.gov/records/tools/toolkits/procedures/part2.htm

e The Abandoned Shipwrecks Act (ASA) and/or Sunken Military Craft Act (SMCA) where
underwater lands are the subjects of management.

0 http://www.nps.gov/archeology/tools/laws/asa.htm
0 http://www.history.navy.mil/branches/org12-12a.htm
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Appendix D. Programmatic Agreement Regarding the LRDP for SFVAMC

PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT -
AMONG
THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS, VETERANS HEALTH
ADMINISTRATION, SAN FRANCISCO VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER,
THE ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION,
AND
THE CALIFORNIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER
REGARDING THE LONG RANGE DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR THE
SAN FRANCISCO VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER

WHEREAS, the San Francisco Veterans Affairs Medical Center (SFVAMC), located at 4150 Clement
Street, has developed a Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) (the “Undertaking”) that includes two
main phases with 18-20 sub-phases encompassing 29-31 project components (depending on which
development scenario is implemented) to meet the mission of the Veterans Health Administration (VHA)
one of three major branches of the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs (VA), and the needs of Veterans
in the San Francisco Bay Area and the North Coast of California over 15 years; and

’

WHEREAS, SFVAMC has developed the LRDP in a way that meets its mission and seeks to manage
historic properties under its control through continued use of and reinvestment in resburces contributing
to the SFVAMC Historic District and to avoid or minimize adverse effects caused by implementation of
the Undertaking through incorporation of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties (SOISTHP), 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 68, and applicable
guidelines; and

WHEREAS, Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), 16 U.S. Code (USC) §470f,
and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR Part 800 (collectively referred to here as “Section 106”),
require federal agencies to take into account the effects of their undertakings on historic properties and
provide the Advisory Council on Historic Preservatlon (ACHP) a reasonable opportunity to comment on
those undertaklngs and

WHEREAS, implementation of the LRDP will include rehabilitation, new construction, and demolition;
and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC provided the public an overview of its Section 106 compliance responsibilities at
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) scoping meetings
held on October 26, 2010, and April 26, 2011, and a joint NEPA/NHPA meeting to collect and consider

- commentary on September 20, 2012; SFVAMC published advertisements on its website and in the San
Francisco Chronicle to obtain the views of the public regarding the Undertaking and its effects on historic
properties for the LRDP alternatives; SFVAMC published information regarding the Undertaking on its
website; SFEVAMC established a dedicated e-mail address for distributing information to Consulting
Parties and to collect their comments; and SFVAMC held meetings with Consulting Parties to discuss
resolution of adverse effects on December 10, 2013, and March 13, 2014; and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC notified the National Park Service Golden Gate National Recreation Area
(GGNRA); the City and County of San Francisco; the National Trust for Historic Preservation; the
California Preservation Foundation; the Board of Directors of the Northern California Institute for
Research and Education; the University of California, San Francisco School of Medicine; the Palace of
the Legion of Honor; the Planning Association for the Richmond; the Friends of Lands End; and the
People for a Golden Gate National Recreation Area of the Undertaking and they have accepted

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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Appendix D. Programmatic Agreement Regarding the LRDP for SFEVAMC

SFVAMC’s invitation to participate in this consultation as Consulting Parties and are invited to concur
with this agreement in accordance with 36 CFR §800.6(c)(3); and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC notified the San Francisco Veterans Affairs Commission; the Western Regional
Office of the National Park Service; the San Francisco County Veterans Service Office; and the Presidio
Trust of the Undertaking and the opportunity to participate in this consultation, but they either did not
respond or declined to participate; and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC contacted the California Native American Heritage Commission in an effort to
identify and consult federally recognized and other Indian tribes that may attach religious and/or cultural
significance to the SFVAMC property, and SFEVAMC determined that there are no such federally
recognized tribes; the state recognized Amah/Mutsun Tribal Band, Coastanoan Rumsen Carmel Tribe,
Indian Canyon Mutsun Band of Costanoan, Muwekma Ohlone Indian Tribe of the San Francisco Bay
Area, and Ohlone Indian Tribe were notified of the Undertaking and the opportunity to participate in this
consultation, but they either did not respond or declined to participate; and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC, in consultation with the California State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO),
has determined the area of potential effect (APE), which encompasses the construction footprint and all
construction activity areas and any buildings or structures adjacent to those areas where potential LRDP-
related effects may occur for the Undertaking, as the entire SFVAMC Fort Miley Campus. Because of the
proximity of the Fort Miley Military Reservation Historic District on lands located within and managed
by GGNRA directly east and west of the SFVAMC Fort Miley Campus, the APE also includes all
GGNRA land included in the Fort Miley Military Reservation Historic District (Attachment A); and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC, in consultation with the SHPO, has identified the historic properties within the
APE that may be affected by the Undertaking: the SFVAMC Historic District and the Fort Miley Military
Reservation Historic District (Attachment A); and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC, in consultation with the SHPO and consideration of views from other
Consulting Parties, has determined that the Undertaking will adversely affect historic properties as a
result of the introduction of new visual elements, demolition of contributing resources, and physical

alteration of contributing resources (unless project components are designed in accordance with the
SOISTHP and applicable guidelines); and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC, in consultation with the SHPO, has determined that there are no known
archaeological sites present within the APE, and, therefore, adverse effects are not anticipated; and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC notified the ACHP of the adverse effect, and the ACHP has elected to participate
in consultation for this Undertaking pursuant to 36 CFR §800.2(b) (1); and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC, through consultation with the SHPO and ACHP, has determined that it will
fulfill its Section 106 responsibilities for the Undertaking through the development and implementation of
a Programmatic Agreement (PA) under 36 CFR §800.14(b), including §800.14(b) (1) (ii), which
recognizes that a PA may be used when effects on historic properties cannot be fully determined prior to
approval of an undertaking; and

WHEREAS, SFVAMC initiated reviews of Sub-phases 1.9 (Building 40 [Construct Research Building
40 and Demolish Buildings 14, 18, T-23, and 21]) and 1.16 (Seismic Retrofit of Buildings 1, 6, and 8)
before execution of this PA under 36 CFR Part 800, but such reviews will not be completed until the PA
is executed, and the Consulting Parties have agreed to review in accordance with protocols in this PA; and

SFVAMC LRDP PA : November 25, 2014
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III.

Appendix D. Programmatic Agreement Regarding the LRDP for SFVAMC

WHEREAS, SFVAMC, the SHPO, and the ACHP will exeéute this PA as Signatories;

NOW, THEREFORE, SFVAMC, the SHPO, and the ACHP agree that implementation of the following
stipulations evidence that SFVAMC has taken into account the effects of the Undertaking on historic
properties, and this PA evidences compliance with Section 106 in accordance with 36 CFR §800.6(c) and
36 CFR §800.14(b). ,

STIPULATIONS

APPLICABILITY

a.

b.

SFVAMC is responsible for ensuring implementation of the stipulations in this PA associated
with the Undertaking.

The stipulations of this PA describe treatment measures for historic properties being affected by
demolition, alteration, or new construction as part of the LRDP. Stipulation III provides a review
process for each LRDP sub-phase (which may comprise more than one project component).
Stipulation IV describes the mitigation measures for the overall effect of full implementation of

. the LRDP inclusive of the adverse effects, which may be direct, indirect, or cuamulative. The

Historic District Design Guidelines will provide SFEVAMC with a tool to help minimize or avoid
the contribution of each sub-phase to the adverse effect on historic properties. The Historic
Landscape Study and the Public Interpretation Program will provide a greater understanding of
the affected heritage. The Historic Preservation Treatment and Maintenance Plan will provide
SFVAMC with a tool to improve on-going and cyclical maintenance and operations activities by
integrating preservation techniques and standards into these routine activities.

GENERAL

a,

All parties will send and accept official notices, comments, requests for further information and
documentation, and other communications required by this PA by e-mail.

Time designations are in calendar days. Failure to comment within specified time designations
will allow SEVAMC to proceed to the next step in the process as outlined in this PA.

For the purposes of this PA, the definitions provided in 36 CFR § 800.16(a) through (y) inclusive
shall apply. ,
SFVAMC will ensure that federal or contractor staff who meet the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualification Standards for architectural history, history, archaeology, architecture,
and historic architecture, as determined by VA’s Federal Preservation Officer or SFVAMC’s
Cultural Resource Manager, participate in the decision-making required as part of this PA. Where
individual sub-phase reviews are performed and require adherence to the SOISTHP, SFVAMC
will ensure that a staff member or contractor who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualifications Standards in the appropriate discipline(s) is included in the design
process.

REVIEW PROCEDURES FOR INDIVIDUAL LRDP SUB-PHASES

SFVAMC will review individual LRDP sub-phases according to the procedures set forth below, with
the goal of avoiding or minimizing adverse effects on historic properties. The review procedures for
individual LRDP sub-phases reference different stages in SFVAMC’s process for project design.

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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Appendix D. Programmatic Agreement Regarding the LRDP for SFVAMC

VA’s Schematic Design stage is roughly equivalent to 30 percent design; the Design Development
stage is roughly equivalent to 60 percent design, and the Construction Drawings stage is roughly
equivalent to 90-100 percent design.

SFVAMC, in consultation with the SHPO, has developed review categories based on project location
to take into consideration the effects of the proposed LRDP sub-phases on historic properties. The
applicable review procedure was determined by whether the project is located within the SFVAMC
Historic District (Review Category A), adjacent to and within visual range of the SFEVAMC Historic
District (Review Category B) or the Fort Miley Military Reservation Historic District (Review
Category C), or outside and out of visual range of either historic district (Review Category D).
SFVAMC created a table of individual LRDP sub-phases with an indication of the relationship of
each sub-phase to the historic districts and an indication of the review category or categories that
apply (Attachment B). SFVAMC will assess, and update if necessary, the applicable category as an
initial step of each sub-phase review.

For sub-phases where more than one review category applies, the required steps and documentation
may be combined. If these review criteria are not adhered to, 36 CFR Part 800 must be followed.

a. REVIEW CATEGORY A: Sub-phases Located within the SFVAMC Historic District

i. Before completing Schematic Design, SFVAMC will initiate review under the terms of this
PA, with reference to Review Category A, by providing the SHPO a written description of
the proposed sub-phase, including any ways in which it differs from what is described in the
LRDP Finding of Effect (summarized in Attachment B) and how the design applies the
SOISTHP.

1. SFVAMC will post the review initiation to its LRDP website and will notify Consulting
Parties of this posting within 15 days of transmittal to the SHPO.

2. Within.30 days of receipt of the submission, the SHPO will acknowledge the initiation of
review in writing, including comments or guidance specific to that sub-phase, as the
SHPO deems appropriate. SFVAMC will post the SHPO’s response on its LRDP website
and will notify Consulting Parties of this posting.

ii. Before completing Design Development, SFVAMC will document the measures taken to
avoid or minimize-adverse effects on the SFVAMC Historic District and address the SHPO’s
comments,

1. Documentation will include, but not be limited to:

a.  Written description of how the design applies the SOISTHP, including reference to
how the Design Guidelines were applied.

b.  Written statement of whether the application of the SOISTHP achieved a
minimization or avoidance of adverse effect on historic properties, and whether the
sub-phase will contribute to the adverse effect on historic properties.

c. Drawings including site plans, elevations, sections, and renderings illustrating the
existing conditions and proposed sub-phase.

2. SFVAMC will distribute this documentation to Consulting Parties for a 30-day review
and comment period. SFEVAMC will forward comments received within this period to the
SHPO.

iii. The SHPO will provide SFEVAMC written comments on the Design Development
documentation within 45 days, allowing the SHPO to consider comments received from other

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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Appendix D. Programmatic Agreement Regarding the LRDP for SFVAMC

Consulting Parties. If the SHPO does not provide comments within this period, SFVAMC
may proceed to Step ITLa.iv. If, prior to the end of this period, the SHPO requests to meet
with SFEVAMC to discuss the sub-phase and consider additional measures for adhering to the
SOISTHP, SFVAMC will schedule a meeting.

iv. Before completing Construction Drawings, SFVAMC will summarize the results of the
Review Category A consultation, including measures to avoid and minimize adverse effects
on the SFVAMC Historic District. SFVAMC will submit this report to the SHPO for final
concurrence on completion of consultation for the sub-phase. The SHPO will respond within
30 days with either concurrence or a request for additional information or consultation. If the
SHPO requests additional information, it will have 15 more days to review new information
from SFVAMC. Once the SHPO concurs, SFVAMC will post the final summary report to its
LRDP website and will notify Consulting Parties of this posting. This documentation will
evidence completion of consultation for the sub-phase. If the SHPO does not concur with
completion of consultation for the sub-phase, SFVAMC will transmit the final summary
report to the ACHP to review SFVAMC efforts to fulfill the requirements of the PA review
procedures, and all parties shall proceed in accordance with Stipulation VI.

b. REVIEW CATEGORY B: Sub-phases Located Adjacent to the SFVAMC Historic District

i. Before completing Schematic Design, SFVAMC will initiate review under the terms of this
PA, with reference to Review Category B, by providing the SHPO a written description of the
proposed sub-phase, including any ways in which it differs from what is described in the
LRDP Finding of Effect (summarized in Attachment B) and how the design applies the
SOISTHP.

1. SFVAMC will post the review initiation to its LRDP website and will notify Consulting
Parties of this posting within 15 days of transmittal to the SHPO.

2. Within 30 days of receipt of the submission, the SHPO will acknowledge the initiation of
‘review in writing, including comments or guidance specific to that sub-phase, as the
SHPO deems appropriate. SFVAMC will post the SHPO’s response on its LRDP website
and will notify Consulting Parties of this posting.

ii. Before completing Design Development, SEVAMC will document the measures taken to
avoid or minimize adverse effects on the SFVAMC Historic District and address the SHPO’s
comments.

1. Documentation will include, but not be limited to:

a. Description of how the design applies the SOISTHPs, including reference to how the
Design Guidelines were applied.

b. Statement of whether the application of the SOISTHP achieved a minimization or
avoidance of adverse effect on historic properties, and whether the sub-phase will
contribute to the adverse effect on historic properties.

c. Drawings including site plans, elevations, sections, and renderings illustrating the
existing conditions and proposed sub-phase.

2. SFVAMC will distribute this documentation to Consulting Parties for a 30-day review
and comment period. SFVAMC will forward comments received within this period to the
SHPO. '

iii. The SHPO will provide SFVAMC written comments on the Design Development
documentation within 45 days, allowing the SHPO to consider comments received from other
Consulting Parties. If the SHPO does not provide comments within this period, SFVAMC

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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Appendix D. Programmatic Agreement Regarding the LRDP for SFVAMC

may proceed to Step IILb.iv. If, prior to the end of this period, the SHPO requests to meet
with SFVAMC to discuss the sub-phase and consider additional measures for adhering to the
SOISTHP, SFVAMC will schedule a meeting.

Before completing Construction Drawings, SFVAMC will summarize the results of the
Review Category B consultation, including measures to avoid and minimize adverse effects
on the SFVAMC Historic District. SFVAMC will submit this report to the SHPO for final
concurrence on completion of consultation for the sub-phase. The SHPO will respond within
30 days with either concurrence or a request for additional information or consultation. If the
SHPO requests additional information, it will have 15 more days to review new information
from SFVAMC. Once the SHPO concurs, SFEVAMC will post the final summary report to its
LRDP website and will notify Consulting Parties of this posting. This documentation will
evidence completion of consultation for the sub-phase. If the SHPO does not concur with
completion of consultation for the sub-phase, SFVAMC will transmit the final summary
report to the ACHP to review SFVAMC efforts to fulfill requirements of the PA review
procedures, and all parties shall proceed in accordance with Stipulation VI.

REVIEW CATEGORY C: Sub-phases Located Adjacent to the Fort Miley Military Reservation
Historic District

i

ii.

Before completing Schematic Design, SFVAMC will:

1. Initiate review under the terms of this PA, with reference to Review Category C, by
providing the SHPO a written description of the proposed sub-phase, including any ways
in which it differs from what is described in the LRDP Finding of Effect (summarized in
Attachment B) and how the design applies the SOISTHP.

a. SFVAMC will post the review initiation to its LRDP website and will notify
Consulting Parties of this posting within 15 days of transmittal to the SHPO.

b.  Within 30 days of receipt of the submission, the SHPO will acknowledge the
initiation of review in writing, including comments or guidance specific to that sub-
phase, as the SHPO deems appropriate. SFEVAMC will post the SHPO’s response on
its LRDP website and will notify Consulting Parties of this posting.

2. Provide GGNRA with a written and graphic description of the schematic design.
SFVAMC will also invite GGNRA to meet to discuss the proposed sub-phase and
schematic designs. GGNRA will provide written comments to SFVAMC within 30 days
of receipt of information or of the meeting, whichever is later. SFEVAMC will post
GGNRA comments on its LRDP website and will notify Consulting Parties of this
posting.

Before completing Design Development, SFEVAMC will document the measures taken to
avoid or minimize adverse effects on the Fort Miley Military Reservation Historic District
and address the SHPO’s and GGNRA'’s comments,

1. Documentation will include, but not be limited to:

a. Written description of how the design applies the SOISTHP, including reference to
how the Design Guidelines were applied.

b. Written statement of whether the application of the SOISTHP achieved a
minimization or avoidance of adverse effect on historic properties, and whether the
sub-phase will contribute to the adverse effect on historic properties.

c. Drawings including site plans, elevations, sections, and renderings illustrating the
existing conditions and proposed sub-phase.

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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d. Summary of coordination efforts with GGNRA, including full copies of written
comments received from GGNRA.

2. SFVAMC will distribute this documentation to Consulting Parties for a 30-day review
and comment period. SEFVAMC will forward comments received within this period to the
SHPO.

iii. The SHPO will provide SFVAMC with written comments on the Design Development
documentation within 45 days, allowing the SHPO to consider comments received from other
Consulting Parties. If the SHPO does not provide comments within this period, SFEVAMC
may proceed to Step IIL.c.iv. If, prior to the end of this period, the SHPO requests to meet
with SFEVAMC to discuss the sub-phase and consider additional measures for adhering to the
SOISTHP, SFVAMC will schedule a meeting.

iv. Before completing Construction Drawings, SFVAMC will summarize the results of the
Review Category C consultation, including measures to avoid and minimize adverse effects
on both the SFVAMC Historic District and the Fort Miley Military Reservation Historic
District. SFVAMC will submit this report to the SHPO for final concurrence on completion
of consultation for the sub-phase. The SHPO will respond within 30 days with either
concurrence or a request for additional information or consultation. If the SHPO requests
additional information, it will have 15 more days to review new information from SEVAMC.
Once the SHPO concurs, SFVAMC will post the final summary report to its LRDP website
and will notify Consulting Parties of this posting. This documentation will evidence
completion of consultation for the sub-phase. If the SHPO does not concur with completion
of consultation for the sub-phase, SEVAMC will transmit the final summary report to the
ACHP to review SFEVAMC efforts to fulfill requirements of the PA review procedures, and
all parties shall proceed in accordance with Stipulation V1.

d. REVIEW CATEGORY D: Sub-phases Located Outside and Out of Visual Range of the Historic
Districts

i. Before completing Schematic Design, SEFVAMC will submit to the SHPO a written
description of the proposed sub-phase, including any ways in which it differs from what is
described in the LRDP Finding of Effect (summarized in Attachment B), with reference to
Review Category D.

1. SFVAMC will post the submission to its LRDP website and will notify Consulting
Parties of this posting within 15 days of transmittal to the SHPO.

2. If the SHPO does not object or request additional information within 30 days, SFEVAMC
may proceed with the sub-phase. If the SHPO requests additional information, it will
have 15 more days to review the new information. SFEVAMC will post the submission to
the SHPO, or SEVAMC’s response to any SHPO objection, to its LRDP website and will
notify Consulting Parties of this posting. This documentation will evidence completion of
consultation for the sub-phase.

MITIGATION MEASURES

SFVAMC will mitigate for the LRDP’s adverse effects on historic properties, including the effects of
demolition of Buildings 18 and 20, new construction within the SFVAMC Historic District, and the
cumulative effects of the LRDP as a whole, by creating the following:

a. Historic District Design Guidelines (HDDG): SFVAMC will prepare design guidelines for the
SFVAMC Historic District, interpreting the SOISTHP and applicable guidelines in the context of

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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Appendix D. Programmatic Agreement Regarding the LRDP for SFVAMC

the significance, integrity, and character-defining features of the SFVAMC Historic District and,
as applicable to Category C projects, the Fort Miley Military Reservation Historic District.
SFVAMC will ensure that all exterior projects occurring within the SFVAMC Historic District
apply the design guidelines beginning with project planning and design development. The HDDG
will cover both the architectural and landscape qualities of the SFVAMC Historic District, as well
as provide advice for designing projects in the context of the Fort Miley Military Reservation
Historic District. The HDDG will also consider vegetative screening along the boundaries, and
determine whether such screening would improve the historical integrity of the SFVAMC
Historic District and/or the Fort Miley Military Reservation Historic District.

i. SFVAMC will provide a draft of the HDDG to Consulting Parties by September 8, 2014,

ii. SFVAMC will post the draft HDDG to its LRDP website and will notify Consulting Parties
of this posting and their 30-day comment period.

iii. SFVAMC will consider comments received during this period as it finalizes the HDDG.

iv. SFVAMC will post the final HDDG to its LRDP website by April 3, 2015, and will notify
Consulting Parties of this posting.

b. Historic Landscape Study (HLS): SFVAMC will prepare a Historic Landscape Study for the
SFVAMC Historic District to document its landscape qualities, including the original design
concept, the historical evolution of landscape characteristics, the significance of the landscape
design, and the way in which the current landscape contributes to the eligibility of the SFVAMC
Historic District.

i. By or about April 30, 2015, SFVAMC will prepare-a draft work plan for development of an
HLS; specifying the content, methods and standards for preparation process for review by
Consulting Parties, timeline for completion, and estimated cost.

ii. SFVAMC will post the draft HLS work plan to its LRDP website and will notify Consulting
Parties of this posting and their 30-day comment period.

iti. SFVAMC will consider comments received during this period as it finalizes the HLS work
plan.

iv. SFVAMC will post the final HL.S work plan to its LRDP website by October 1, 2015, and
will notify Consulting Parties of this posting. SFVAMC will prepare the HLS in accordance
with the final HL.S work plan.

c. Public Interpretation Program (PIP): SFVAMC will design and implement a public interpretation
program related to its history. The PIP shall include, but not be limited to, a permanent display in
a publicly accessible space at the Medical Center.

i, By orabout March 1, 2015, SFVAMC will prepare a draft work plan for the PIP defining the
objectives of the PIP, specifying the media with which the program will be developed (with
consideration of typical media such as displays in publically accessible places, oral history
recordation, traveling exhibits, popular publications, and/or websites), and defining themes
that will be conveyed by the program. In addition, the PIP work plan will specify the timeline
and milestones for implementation of the program and preparation of the individual media
and will provide an estimate of associated costs. The PIP work plan will specify how
individual interpretive media will be funded and prepared in tandem with LRDP sub-phases
that contribute to the adverse effect on historic properties.

ii. SFVAMC will post the draft PIP work plan to its LRDP website and will notify Consulting
Parties of this posting and their 30-day comment period.

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
Page | 8 : Page 8



Appendix D. Programmatic Agreement Regarding the LRDP for SFVAMC

iii. SFVAMC will consider comments received during this period as it finalizes the PIP work
plan

iv. SFVAMC will post the final PIP work plan to its LRDP website by October 1, 2015, or
before demolishing Buildings 18 and 20 — whichever is earlier, and will notify the Consulting
Parties of this posting. SFVAMC will implement the PIP in accordance with the final work
plan.

Historic Preservation Treatment and Maintenance Plan (HPTMP): SFVAMC will prepare a
historic preservation treatment and maintenance plan applicable to the resources that contribute to
the SFVAMC Historic District. The HPTMP will include procedures for cyclical, routine, and
emergency treatment and maintenance activities to ensure that such activities are performed in
accordance with federal guidelines and current best practices in the historic preservation industry.

i. By orabout March 1, 2015, SFVAMC will prepare a draft work plan for the HPTMP to
define the objectives, milestones, and timeline for the HPTMP.

ii. SFVAMC will post the draft HPTMP work plan to its LRDP website and will notify
Consulting Parties of this posting and their 30-day comment period.

iii. SFVAMC will consider comments received during this period as it finalizes the HPTMP
work plan

iv. SFVAMC will post the final HPTMP work plan to its LRDP website by October 1, 2015, and
will notify the Consulting Parties of this posting. SFVAMC will prepare and implement the
HPTMP in accordance with the final work plan.

As Mitigation Measures a, b, ¢, and d are being developed, SFVAMC may continue to consult on
individual LRDP sub-phases, in accordance with Stipulation III above.

V. INADVERTENT DISCOVERIES

a.

If archaeological deposits are discovered during implementation of the LRDP, all ground
disturbance will immediately stop within 50 feet (15 meters) of the discovery, and the location of
the discovery will be marked for avoidance.

i. A qualified archaeologist will recommend to SFVAMC whether the dlscovery is NRHP-
eligible by evaluating it in accordance with 36 CFR § 60.4.

ii. SEVAMC will submit its finding to the SHPO for review and concurrence via e-mail.

. If SFVAMC finds that the archaeological resource is not eligible for the NRHP, and if the
SHPO concurs or does not comment within 7 days, construction may proceed at the
discretion of SFVAMC.

2. If SFVAMC finds that the archaeological resource is eligible for the NRHP, and if the
SHPO concurs or does not comment within 7 days, SFVAMC will seek to avoid the
historic property. If it cannot avoid the resource, SFVAMC will prepare and implement a
data recovery plan (template at Attachment C).

The SHPO will be afforded the opportunity to review reports describing the evaluation, finding of
effect, and proposed treatment of inadvertent discoveries. However, these reports will not be
posted to the LRDP website, due to the protected and sensitive nature of archaeological
information.

If human remains are discovered during construction, SEVAMC will follow procedures
consistent with California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 and Public Resources Code

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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Section 5097.98. If, upon inspection of the human remains, the San Francisco County Coroner
determines that the remains are of Native American origin, the provisions of the Native American
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA), 25 USC 3001, will apply.

RESOLVING OBJECTIONS

Should any Signatory to this PA object to any actions proposed or the manner in which the terms of
this PA are implemented, SFVAMC will consult with that party to resolve the objection. If SEVAMC
determines that such objection cannot be resolved, SEVAMC will:

a. Forward all documentation relevant to the dispute, including SFVAMC’s proposed resolution, to
the ACHP. The ACHP shall provide VA with its advice on the resolution of the obJectlon within
30 days of receiving adequate documentation.

b. Prior to reaching a final decision on the dispute, prepare a written response that takes into account
any advice or comments regarding the objection received from the ACHP, the SHPO, and
concurring parties, and provide these parties a copy of its response. SEVAMC will then proceed
according to its final decision.

c. Prior to reaching a final decision on the dispute when the ACHP has not provided advice within
30 days, prepare a written response that takes into account any timely comments regarding the
dispute received from the SHPO and concurring parties to this PA and provide those parties and
the ACHP with a copy of its response. SFVAMC will then proceed accordingly.

d. Carry out all other actions subject to the terms of this PA that are not the subject of the dispute.

ADMINISTRATION AND DURATION

a. This PA will be executed and effective immediately on the date of the signature by the final
Signatory.

b. This PA will be executed in counterparts, with a separate signature page for each Signatory.
SFVAMC will post a complete copy of the executed PA, including all signature pages, to its
LRDP website and will notify Consulting Parties of this posting.

c. This PA will remain in effect for a period of 15 years from the date of execution, unless it is
terminated prior to that time. No later than 18 months prior to the expiration of the PA,
SEVAMC shall initiate consultation to determine if the PA should be allowed to expire or
whether it should be extended for an additional term, with or without amendments, as the
Signatories may determine. Unless the Signatories unanimously agree through such consultation
on an extension, this PA shall automatically expire and have no further force or effect in
accordance with the timetable stipulated herein.

d. The Anti-Deficiency Act, 31 USC 1341, prohibits federal agencies from incurring an obligation
of funds in advance of or in excess of available appropriations. Accordingly, the parties agree that
any requirement for the obligation of funds arising from the terms of this PA shall be subject to
the availability of appropriated funds for that purpose, and that this agreement shall not be
interpreted to require the obligation of funds in violation of the Anti-Deficiency Act.

e. SFVAMC will provide Consulting Parties with an Interim Progress Report every year on the
anniversary of this PA’s execution. Interim Progress Reports will include updates, if any, on

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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implementation of the mitigation measures and the LRDP. SFEVAMC will also identify the status
of individual sub-phase reviews conducted during the preceding year, including whether there
was a contribution to the adverse effect on historic properties. The Interim Progress Reports will
also include any inadvertent discoveries, and the status of coordination under Stipulation V.

VIII. AMENDMENT AND TERMINATION

a.

The PA may be amended if any Signatory requests an amendment and it is agreed to in writing by
all Signatories. The amendment will go into effect on the date of the signature by the final
Signatory. '

If any Signatory to this PA determines that its terms will not or cannot be carried out, that party
shall immediately consult with the other Signatories to attempt to develop an amendment per
Stipulation VIILa. If within 30 days (or another time period agreed to by all Signatories) an
amendment cannot be reached, any Signatory may terminate the PA upon written notification to
the other Signatories. SFVAMC will notify Consulting Parties in writing of a termination.

Upon termination of this PA, in accordance with Stipulation VIILb, SFVAMC will either consult
to execute another agreement or request ACHP comments, pursuant to 36 CFR §800.6(c)(8). This
PA may be terminated without further consultation by the execution of a subsequent agreement
that explicitly terminates or supersedes this PA.,

EXECUTION AND IMPLEMENTATION of this PA, pursuant to 36 CFR §800.14(b), evidences that
SFVAMC has afforded the ACHP a reasonable opportunity to comment on the Undertaking and its
effects on historic properties, that SFEVAMC has taken into account the effects of the Undertaking on
historic properties, and that SFVAMC has satisfied its Section 106 responsibilities.

Signature Pages: Signatories and Concurring Parties

Attachment A: SFEVAMC LRDP Area of Potential Effect (including NRHP historic districts)

~ Attachment B: SFVAMC LRDP Sub-phases with Programmatic Agreement Review Category

Attachment C: Archaeological Data Recovery Plan Template for the San Francisco VA Medical Center

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT
AMONG
THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS, VETERANS HEALTH
ADMINISTRATION, SAN FRANCISCO VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER;
THE ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION;
‘ AND
THE CALIFORNIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER
REGARDING THE LONG RANGE DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR THE
SAN FRANCISCO VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER

Signatory:

US. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS, VETERANS HEALTH ADMINISTRATION,
SAN FRANCISCO VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER

By: /M)J WAMW Date:_ /2-5 - /¥

Bonnie S. Graham, Director

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT
AMONG
THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS, VETERANS HEALTH
ADMINISTRATION, SAN FRANCISCO VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER;
THE ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION;
AND
THE CALIFORNIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER
REGARDING THE LONG RANGE DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR THE

SAN FRANCISCO VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER

Signatory:

ADVISORY CQUNCIL ON HASTORIC PRESERVATION
By: ““ - Date: l//i A&r

John M. Fowlér, Executive Director

SFVAMC LRDP PA . November 25, 2014
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PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT
AMONG
THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS, VETERANS HEALTH
ADMINISTRATION, SAN FRANCISCO VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER;
THE ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION;
AND
THE CALIFORNIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER
REGARDING THE LONG RANGE DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR THE
SAN FRANCISCO VETERANS AFFAIRS MEDICAL CENTER

CALIFORNIA PRESERVATION OFFICER

Carol Roland-Nawi, PhD, State Historic Preservation Officer

SFVAMC LRDP PA
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ATTACHMENT A

SFVAMC LRDP Area of Potential Effect
(Including NRHP historic districts)

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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ATTACHMENT B

SFVAMC LRDP Sub-phases with
Programmatic Agreement Review Category
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Archaeological Data Recovery Plan Template for the
San Francisco VA Medical Center
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Archaeological Data Recovery Plan Template
‘ for the
San Francisco VA Medical Center

Components of the Data Recovery Plan
Introduction

A detailed research design detailing the purpose of the data recovery effort and the goals that it seeks to
accomplish is included in the Introduction. The Introduction will describe the resource, including primary
number and trinomial (if applicable), and provide the determination of National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP) eligibility status. A brief statement explaining why data recovery is being performed (e.g.,
compliance with NRHP, in accordance with the Programmatic Agreement) will be included, as required.

Site Description

This section should provide all of the following pertinent site information: -

e General topographic and chronological setting

e Site dimensions _

e Location of the site relative to the project’s Area of Potential Effects (APE)

e General observations of artifacts, ecofacts, and features found during initial identification

e Preliminary functional interpretation (site type and use)
Research Design

All data recovery plans must have a clearly stated research design. The core research design should
include explicit research themes and questions to which the data recovery effort can contribute or answer.
The research design may be revised to reflect and address new data, information, or conditions.

Proposed Investigation

This section details the procedures for all stages of the investigation, including methods and data
acquisition efforts. Components of this section may include previous investigations and research to date;
proposed field methods (mapping, excavation, and collection); laboratory techniques (for artifact
processing, cataloguing, and curation); and reporting commitments (time frame for report submittal).

Public Outreach Plan

This section discusses and identifies specific measures for disseminating the results of the program to
professionals, interested parties, and possibly the public.

Native American Coordination

This section describes the extent of previous and anticipated future involvement of applicable tribes. It
also details the protocols to be followed, in accordance with the Native American Graves Protection and

SFVAMC LRDP PA November 25, 2014
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Repatriation Act and all other federal laws, if human bone, sacred items, associated grave artifacts, or
items of cultural patrimony are found.

Personnel

This section describes the professional qualifications of the individuals who will carry out the
commitments detailed in the data recovery plan.

Curation

This section identifies a federally recognized curation facility where the collected artifacts and associated
documentation will be placed.

Reporting

An Archaeological Data Recovery Report is produced to disseminate the findings of the data recovery
effort to a professional audience and/or possibly a public audience. All data recovery work and the
resultant conclusions must be documented in the report. This report will be submitted within 6 months of
fieldwork completion. The report will be reviewed by the San Francisco Veterans Affairs Medical Center
cultural resources manager. Upon completion of the review, a copy will be sent coneurrently to the State
Historic Preservation Officer, the California Historical Resources Information System Information
Center, Consulting Parties, and any applicable Native American Tribes or groups. Report components

include:

o Title Page

* Executive Summary

e Table of Contents

e Acknowledgments

¢ Introduction

e Site Context

e Research Design

e TField and Laboratory Methods
e Required Permits

e Native American Coordination
e Curation, including identified curation facility and accession number
¢ Study Results

o Prehistoric Archaeological Sites
o Historic-Period Archaeological Sites
e Summary and Conclusions

¢ References Cited

e Maps

e Tables and Other Figures
e Appendices
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Appendix E. Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties are available online at
http://www.nps.gov/hps/tps/standguide/. The Standards for Rehabilitation, which will apply to the

majority of projects at the SFVAMC, are reproduced below:

1.

10.

A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal
change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive
materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a
property will be avoided.

Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that
create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or elements
from other historic properties, will not be undertaken.

Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be
retained and preserved.

Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved.

Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old
in design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will
be substantiated by documentary and physical evidence.

Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means
possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

Archaeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must be
disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken.

New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic

materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall
be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size,
scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.

New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a manner
that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its
environment would be unimpaired.
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BUILDING 10

BUILDING 10
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BUILDING 10

BUILDING 11

Page 23



Appendix G. Photographs of the SFVAMC Campus, 2014

BUILDING 11

BUILDING 11
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BUILDING 11, WITHIN ENCLOSED PORCH

BUILDING 11
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BUILDING 18

BUILDING 18
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BUILDING 20

EISVIEW 1
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EIS VIEW 2

EIS VIEW 3
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EIS VIEW 4

EIS VIEW 5
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EISVIEW 6

EIS VIEW 7
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EIS VIEW 8

EIS VIEW 9
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EIS VIEW 10

EISVIEW 11
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EIS VIEW 12

EIS VIEW 13
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EIS VIEW 14

EIS VIEW 15
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Appendix H. Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards

Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards

The Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards are available online at
http://www.cr.nps.gov/local-law/arch stnds 9.htm. The Qualification Standards are reproduced below:

HISTORY

The minimum professional qualifications in history are a graduate degree in history or closely related
field; or a bachelor’s degree in history or closely related field plus one of the following:

e At least two years of full-time experience in research, writing, teaching, interpretation, or other
demonstrable professional activity with an academic institution, historic organization or agency,
museum, or other professional institution; or

e Substantial contribution through research and publication to the body of scholarly knowledge in
the field of history.

ARCHAEOLOGY

The minimum professional qualifications in archaeology are a graduate degree in archaeology,
anthropology, or closely related field plus:

e At least one year of full-time professional experience or equivalent specialized training in
archaeological research, administration or management;

e At least four months of supervised field and analytic experience in general North American
archaeology, and

e Demonstrated ability to carry research to completion.

In addition to these minimum qualifications, a professional in prehistoric archaeology shall have at least
one year of full-time professional experience at a supervisory level in the study of archaeological
resources of the prehistoric period. A professional in historic archaeology shall have at least one year of
full-time professional experience at a supervisory level in the study of archaeological resources of the
historic period.

ARCHITECTURAL HISTORY

The minimum professional qualifications in architectural history are a graduate degree in architectural
history, art history, historic preservation, or closely related field, with coursework in American
architectural history, or a bachelor’s degree in architectural history, art history, historic preservation or
closely related field plus one of the following:

e At least two years of full-time experience in research, writing, or teaching in American
architectural history or restoration architecture with an academic institution, historical
organization or agency, museum, or other professional institution; or

e Substantial contribution through research and publication to the body of scholarly knowledge in
the field of American architectural history.

ARCHITECTURE

The minimum professional qualifications in architecture are a professional degree in architecture plus at
least two years of full-time experience in architecture; or a State license to practice architecture.
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HISTORIC ARCHITECTURE

The minimum professional qualifications in historic architecture are a professional degree in
architecture or a State license to practice architecture, plus one of the following:

e At least one year of graduate study in architectural preservation, American architectural history,
preservation planning, or closely related field; or

e At least one year of full-time professional experience on historic preservation projects.

e Such graduate study or experience shall include detailed investigations of historic structures,

preparation of historic structures research reports, and preparation of plans and specifications
for preservation projects.

Page 2



	SFVAMC_HDDG_FINAL_Appendices_2015-08-21.pdf
	Appendix-A_NRHP-Inventory&Map
	Appendix-B_FMMR_Inventory&Map
	Appendix-C_Preservation_Laws
	Appendix-D_PA_LDRP_SFVAMC
	Appendix-E_Sec-Standards_Historic-Props
	Appendix-F_IllustratedStandards-Briefs-Bulletins
	1-Preservation_Briefs
	03Preserve-Brief-Energy
	07Preserve-Brief-Terra-Cotta
	09Preserve-Brief-Wooden-Windows
	13Preserve-Brief-SteelWindows
	14Preserve-Brief-Additions
	14Preserve-Brief-Background-Article
	17Preserve-Brief-VisualAspects
	18Preserve-Brief-Interiors
	22Preserve-Brief-Stucco
	24Preserve-Brief-Ventilation
	39Preserve-Brief-Moisture
	41Preserve-Brief-SeismicRetrofit

	2-ITS_Standards
	ITS03
	ITS04
	ITS10
	ITS22-NewEntrances
	ITS23
	ITS24
	ITS39-HistoricSite-Changes
	ITS51-HistoricBuilding-NewSystems
	ITS53-Additions-Accessibility
	ITS56-Alterations-NoHistorical
	Krotzer

	0-Secretarys_Standards.pdf
	Contents
	Photo Credits
	Acknowledgements
	3.pdf
	Standards for Preservation and Guidelines for Preserving Historic Buildings
	Introduction
	Building Exterior: Materials
	Building Exterior: Features
	Building Interior
	Building Site
	Setting (District/Neighborhood)
	Special Requirements

	4.pdf
	Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings
	Introduction
	Building Exterior: Materials
	Building Exterior: Features
	Building Interior
	Building Site
	Setting (District/Neighborhood)
	Special Requirements

	5.pdf
	Standards for Restoration and Guidelines for Restoring Historic Buildings
	Introduction
	Building Exterior: Materials
	Building Exterior: Features
	Building Interior
	Building Site
	Setting (District/Neighborhood)
	Special Requirements

	6.pdf
	Standards for Reconstruction and Guidelines for Reconstructing Historic Buildings
	Introduction
	Research and Documentation
	Building Exterior
	Building Interior
	Building Site
	Setting (District/Neighborhood)
	Special Requirements



	Appendix-G_SFVAMC_Photos_2014
	Appendix-H_SOI_Prof-Qual-Standards




