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INTRODUCTION

National Register of Historic Places

The National Register of Historic Places is the nation’s official list of buildings,
districts, sites, structures, and objects that are significant in American history,
architecture, archaeology, and culture. The Register is maintained in Washington,
D.C. by the National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior. Under the
authority of the National Preservation Act of 1966, the states work in partnership
with the federal government to expand the list according to specific criteria for
evaluation.

The criteria for the National Register (NR) are
based on a property’s 1) distinction as a
representative example of type or style, 2)
association with a person, events or
movements of consequence in American
history and culture, and 3) integrity of
structure, plan, finish work and setting. If a
property does not possess at least one of
these essential qualities, it probably does not
meet the NR criteria. The National Register
serves as a “honor roll” and planning -
tool. Listing in the National Register Figure 1: mggg gzz’; State Bank,
can qualify a property for federal matching

grants and certain tax benefits under state and federal laws.

The Washington Department of Archaeology and Historic

Preservation and the State Advisory Council

To help the federal government administer provisions of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966, each state has a designated State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO). The SHPO is aided by professional staff and an advisory body. In
Washington, the State Historic Preservation Office is its own agency, and Dr.
Allyson Brooks is the State Historic Preservation Officer.

Washington’s review board is officially titled the State Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation. The Council consists of nine persons, four of whom are professionally
qualified in one of the following disciplines: history, prehistory and/or historic
archaeology, architectural history and architecture. Particular academic specialties
such as industrial history, interior design and or other related fields may be
represented as well. In Washington, the Council meets three times per year. All of
their meetings are open to the public and owners of properties proposed for
nomination to the State and National Register as well as the highest elected local
officials of the jurisdiction in which the property is located, are notified of the
opportunity to comment on the nomination

Washington State National Register Technical Guide
10127



The Nomination Process

Nominating a property to the National Register of Historic Places is a three-step
process. In accordance with Federal rules, 36 CFR Part 60, nominations are 1) first
reviewed by the State Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. If approved by the
Council as meeting the criteria for evaluation, a nhomination is then 2) signed by the
State Historic Preservation Officer, or the Deputy SHPO, and 3) forwarded to the
Keeper of the National Register, who makes the final determination to list or not list
the property. The process may take up to a year from the time a registration form
is submitted for review, to receipt of confirmation that a property has been
registered.

A nomination is often proposed by the property owner, but it may be initiated by
any individual including a local historical society, a community group, or even by
the state. It is the preparer’s responsibility to complete the form that documents
the significance of the property to the community, State or nation. At the present
time, over 1,300 properties throughout Washington’s 39 counties are listed on the
National Register of Historic Places individually. Additionally there are currently 235
National Register Historic districts, which include a number of resources, bringing
the total listing to over 11,000 resources.

Why Supplementary Guidance is Necessary

Instructions and guidance for completing National Register forms are found in three
National Register Bulletins: Bulletin 15, How to Apply National Register Criteria for
Evaluation; Bulletin 16A How to Complete the National Register Registration Form;
and when applicable, Bulletin 16B, How to Complete the National Register Multiple
Property Documentation Form.

Each state administers National
ASk fOI’ he/p 2 Register nominations that conform
/'f you need 1t F/ to the Federal r_ules and guidelines.
T % 3 { f ;. However, certain procedures and
- 3 s ! ? . .
U iy ¥y technical requirements may vary
| from state to state, depending on

state laws, budgetary constraints,
and the priorities of the state
advisory board. This document is
provided as a supplement to the
National Register Bulletins and to
show preparers what is required
to successfully complete the NR process in Washington. Preparer’s are
advised to review carefully the following instructions concerning the required
number of copies of the completed form, the processing and labeling of
photographs, the assembling of sketch plans and maps, as well as
requirements in the text of the nomination such as a discussion of the
property’s developmental history. All standards and requirements outlined in




this document are effective for all proponents of National Register
nominations in Washington. No exceptions will be made.

A complete list of the National Register Bulletins which give detailed guidance
on specific documentation issues and resource types is included in Bulletin
16A. Copies of most of the National Register Bulletins are available from the
Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation or from the Publications
Unit, National Register of Historic Places, National Park Service, 849 C Street
NW, NC 400, Washington DC, 20240. Bulletin 15 and 16A are also available
on line at: http://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/

Questions about the National
Register or the State of
Washington’s requirements can be
addressed to:

Michael Houser,

State Architectural Historian,
DAHP,

PO BOX 43843,

Olympia, WA 98504,

(360) 586-3076 or
Michael.Houser@dahp.wa.gov.

Figure 2: US Post Office, Longview
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WASHINGTON'’S PROCESS FOR NOMINATING
PROPERTIES TO THE NATIONAL REGISTER

General

The national historic preservation program, authorized by the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, operates as a partnership of federal, state
and local governments. State and federal historic preservation officers
nominate historically significant properties to the National Register of Historic
Places. Since the nation’s cultural heritage is a cross-section of properties
that are significant to local communities, individual states and/or the nation,
properties are eligible on several levels. Most properties in Washington are
listed at the local level of significance. Some properties of national
significance, such as Port Townsend, and have been designated as National
Historic Landmarks by the Secretary of the Interior. This is a separate
program with a spate application process.

Three-Step Nomination Process

Listing of a property in the National Register is a three-step process
established by federal rules in 36 CFR Part 60. In essence, the steps are:
1) recommendation, 2) nomination, and 3) registration. The process varies
only in detail from state to state. Any citizen may propose a property for
listing in the National Register, but the operating rules ensure that the
concerns of property owners and local governments are taken into
consideration.

To begin the nomination process, a proponent fills out the registration form.
The form requires a detailed description of the property, as well as a
statement of the property’s historical significance, which is adequately
supported by research. The form must be complete before it is accepted for
processing. Applications are screened by staff for completeness and
accuracy of essential points. The Washington Department of Archaeology
and Historic Preservation (DAHP) staff will advise proponents with regard to
potential eligibility of the property for registration. Submission of some
information may be required. For those who are not experienced in
completing registration forms, submitting in advance a rough draft form for
the staff’s informal review and comments can be very helpful. Some
proponents hire a consultant to prepare the registration form. Hiring a
consultant is a matter of personal choice, not a requirement.

Opportunity for Public Comment

The first formal step in the nomination process is a review of the registration
form by the State Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. The Council
must recommend a property for nomination if the process is to continue. If
the Council recommends that a property does not meet the criteria for
evaluation, the process for that property stops. In such a case, the state’s



decision may be appealed to the Keeper of the National Register under
Federal rules.

The state notifies property owners and local governments of their opportunity
to comment between 30 and 75 days before a property is to be considered
by the Advisory Council. An objection to register listing from an owner or
local government does not prevent the Council from reviewing the property,
but owner objection to the listing of privately-held property can prevent the
property from being listed. In most cases if an objection is received before
the official public hearing for a private property, the nomination will be pulled
from the agenda. If a majority of owners of private property located within a
historic district object to National Register listing, the district cannot be
listed. The State Council is informed of any known objections by the staff at
the meeting, and anyone may present testimony to the Council regarding the
proposed nomination. In the end, however, the Council will make its
recommendation for listing of properties onto the National Register based
solely on objective review of the application and it’s ability to meet the
criteria for evaluation.

Property that is in public ownership are treated differently from privately-held
properties nominated to the National Register. Although statements of
objection to listing a publicly-held property in the National Register will be
taken into consideration by the Keeper of the National Register; under
Federal rule, an owner’s objections will not automatically preclude the listing
of a property that is in public ownership.

Meeting Schedule and Due Dates for Applications

In Washington proponents of hominations are required to submit a draft
nomination to the DAHP staff prior to it's scheduling on the agenda of the
State Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. The due date for the receipt
of the first draft application is generally four months before the meeting. The
Council customarily meets for the purpose of reviewing nominations to the
National Register in February, June and October. For the exact due dates,
please contact DAHP at (360) 586-3076 or visit our web site at:
http://www.dahp.wa.gov. The deadlines for review are final and must be
observed to ensure the proper handling of applications in accordance with
the federal rules and regulations.

The Washington Department of Archaeology & Historic Preservation strives to
accommodate preparer’s of nominations in terms of scheduling. However
some dates are fixed due to public notice requirements based on Federal law.

Multiple property submissions are those which treat a number of properties
that occupy separate geographical locations together. They are related by a
common theme, such as designer, architectural style, or historical
association. The Advisory Council is required to evaluate each individual

Washington State National Register Technical Guide
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property which is the component of a multiple property submission on its
own merit. At least one individual nomination must accompany a multiple
property form in order for it to be forwarded to the Keeper of the National
Register.

Nomination Review Process

During the meeting of the State Advisory Council on Historic Preservation,
staff of the DAHP will present a summary of each nomination on the agenda
using a PowerPoint presentation (digital images provided by the proponent)
to introduce the nomination to the Advisory Council and the public. Staff
recites the applicable criteria for evaluation and expresses an opinion with
regards to NR eligibility. Proponents of Historic District nominations and
Multiple Property submissions are asked to provide a PowerPoint
presentation which will be presented by staff.

[ U /[ |‘| ST 933 Next the chairman of the State

Advisory Council calls for
comments from the proponent of
infenance Slmproyemeny the nomination and other
interested parties, allocating time
to each as equitably as possible
until all parties have been heard.
Once a motion has been made, and
following due discussion, the
Advisory Council votes on the
eligibility of the property for
inclusion into the Washington
Heritage Register and then into the
National Register of Historic Places.
Note: All National Register
properties are also added to the
State Heritage Register. The
Council may, at its discretion, defer
action on a nomination. Valid
reasons for deferral include lack of a quorum, lack of sufficient information on which
to base a professional judgement, or the decision to request particular advice from
a local landmarks commission or public official.

[
_F

Figure 3: Home Magazine, Columbia Valley
Lumber Company, Bellingham 1955.

Under federal rules, 36 CFR Part 61, political subdivisions of the state which have
qualified for expanded participation in the federally-assisted national historic
preservation program are recognized as Certified Local Governments (CLG’s).
CLG's are required to review National Register nominations that are located within
their jurisdictions. An evaluation by a local landmark commission or historic review
board must be conducted at a formal public meeting. As such, a CLG is required to
submit an evaluation form to DAHP five days in advance of the State Advisory
Council meeting. Nominations within the jurisdiction of a CLG will not be heard by
the Council without confirmation of formal CLG review and receipt of a completed



CLG NR evaluation form. The CLG review process is conducted by the SHPO and the
local preservation board, not by the preparer of the nomination. A copy of the
evaluation form is supplied in the appendix of this document.

Completing the Nomination Process

When a property has been recommended for listing by the State Advisory
Council, the proposed nomination, pending any technical corrections, passes
formally to the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). The SHPO is
appointed by the Governor and is directly responsible to the Governor for the
nomination process. SHPO staff works with the proponents of approved
nominations to complete revisions and technical production work that may be
required on a nomination. When the nomination form and its exhibits are
accurate and complete, the SHPO or Deputy SHPO makes the formal
nomination to the Keeper of the National Register via their signature and
approval of the nomination.

If a property owner has objected to the listing of his or her property, the
property may not be nominated, but the application may be forwarded to the
Keeper of the National Register for a “formal determination of eligibility”.
The Keeper’s official determination of whether a property is eligible for
inclusion to the National Register makes it easier for the property to be listed
in the future if the property owner should withdraw his or her objection at a
later date. A determination of eligibility also helps protect the property from
adverse impacts from federally sponsored projects.

When all is in order, the nomination is forwarded to the Keeper of the
National Register in Washington, D.C. for registration. The Keeper’s staff
reviews the nomination for technical accuracy and, at a minimum verifies
that the criteria for evaluation have been applied appropriately. Sometimes
more substantive analysis may be required. If the nomination clears this
final review, the registration form is signed by the Keeper of the National
Register and the property is officially added to the register.

Washington State National Register Technical Guide
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RESULTS OF LISTING A PROPERTY TO THE
NATIONAL REGISTER

General

The listing of a property on the National Register of Historic Places not only
provides recognition of the property’s historic importance in the community,
state or nation, it assures protective review of federal projects that might
adversely affect the character of the property. If the property is listed on the
National Register, certain federal investment tax credits for rehabilitation and
other provisions may apply, as well as local property tax benefits.

Listing in the National Register does not mean that limitations will be placed
on the property by the Federal government. Public visitation rights are not
required of owners, and alterations or even the demolition of the property is
not reviewed. However, be advised that incompatible alterations or the
demolition of the resource may result in the de-listing of the property.

The federal government will not attach restrictive covenants to the property
or seek to acquire the property. Certain protective zoning measures may
apply under a local ordinance however. Check with your local government
for any such restrictions.

Eligibility for Federal Tax Provisions

If a property is listed in the National Register, certain federal tax provisions
apply. The Tax Reform Act of 1986 revised the historic preservation tax
incentives authorized by Congress in earlier statutes, and established a 20
percent investment tax credit with a full adjustment to basis for rehabilitating
historic commercial, industrial, and rental residential buildings. A ten percent
investment tax credit is available for non-historic commercial or industrial
buildings built before 1936. The Tax Treatment Extension Act of 1980
provides federal tax deductions for charitable contributions for conservation
purposes of partial interests in historically important land areas or structures.
Whether these provisions are advantageous to a property owner is
dependent upon the particular circumstances of the property and the owner.
Because the tax aspects outlined above are complex, individuals should
consult legal counsel or a local Internal Revenue Service office for assistance
for more complete guidance. For further information, refer to 36 CFR 67.

Consideration in Planning for Federally Funded,

Licensed, or Assisted Projects

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires that all federal
agencies allow the federal Advisory Council on Historic Preservation to have
an opportunity to comment on all projects which may affect historic
properties listed on or eligible for listing on the National Register. The



federal Advisory Council on Historic Preservation is a different body and has
different responsibilities than the State Advisory Council on Historic

Preservation referred to elsewhere. For further information, please refer to
36 CFR 800.

Consideration in Issuing a Surface Coal Mining Permit
The Surface Mining and Control Act of 1977 requires a consideration of
historic values in the decision to issue a surface coal mining permit. For
further information, please refer to 30 CFR 700.

Qualification for Federal Historic Preservation Grants
Congress may appropriate funds to the Historic Preservation Fund or other
accounts at levels sufficient to offer matching grants to the owners of
properties listed in the National Register. Such matching grants are not
available at the present time.

Special Valuation

In 1985, the Washington State Legislature determined that the preservation
of the state’s historic resources was an important goal and allowed “special
valuation” for certain historic properties within the state. Under the program,
rehabilitation costs, which must equal to at least 25% of the assessed value
of a structure prior to rehabilitation, are subtracted from the assessed value
of the property for a ten-year period. Only communities which have passed
rules and regulations for Special Valuation as defined in state law (RCW
84.26.050) can offer the Special Valuation Program for owners of historic
properties. Check with your local planning department to see if your project
qualifies.

Special Consideration with regard to

Building Code Requirements

Under Section 3403.5 of the Uniform Building Code, and the Washington
State Historic Building Code Chapter 51-19 WAC, National Register properties
and other certified historic buildings are eligible to be considered for waivers
of certain normal code requirements in the interest of preserving the
integrity of the property. Contact your local building official for further
details.

Rights of Property Owners

The owners of private property listed in the National Register surrender none
of their rights to the property. There is no requirement or expectation that
the property will be made available for public visitation or inspection, or that
it will be rehabilitated or restored. National Register listing does not
guarantee protection of the property or prevent its demolition.

Washington State National Register Technical Guide
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WASHINGTON'’S NATIONAL REGISTER DATABASE

General

In Washington State all National Register nomination can be found on-line
through our Washington Information System for Architectural and
Archaeological Records Data (WISAARD). Wisaard allows users to search for
listed and as well as inventoried properties; via a map or a text query. The
database can be found at: http://www.dahp.wa.gov/learn-and-research/find-a-

historic-place

Information available for over 1,800 registered historical sites, and over
500,000 inventoried sites, includes images of the property, a short summary
description about the significance of each resource and a link to the
nomination and/or inventory

form.

. WISAARD'
For the general public, four e, & & & &
text queries are available, a T : v
simple and advanced Pt bt i

(inventoried and register),
which allows a user to search
for properties by historic
name, address, city, county,
architectural style, built
date, historical use, architect
and listing status.

For preparers of National

Register nominations, the
database offers comparative information of the fields, context and

background information of like properties and samples of approved
nominations.

For professionals in the field, DAHP also offers a secure, password protected
side of WISAARD which allows access to archaeological records and cultural
resource reports. Specific components of the records (such as Archeological
sites) are exempt from disclosure (RCW 42.56.300) to prevent looting and
vandalism.

The database was funded by a generous grant from the U.S. Federal Highway
Administration.


http://www.dahp.wa.gov/learn-and-research/find-a-historic-place
http://www.dahp.wa.gov/learn-and-research/find-a-historic-place
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=42.56&full=true

COMPLETING THE REGISTRATION FORM:
WASHINGTON'’S SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS AND
REQUIREMENTS

General

The National Register registration form (NPS 10-900) is designed to facilitate
the entry of data into an automated storage and retrieval system known as
the National Register Information System (NRIS). In certain data blocks, the
preparer of the form will be asked to select from standardized lists the
category and subcategory which most clearly fits the situation. Preparers
should refer to National Register Bulletin 16A, How to Complete the National
Registration Form, for step-by-step instructions, appropriate criteria for
evaluation, and code lists.

Registration forms must be the product of a word processor and must remain
in the same order as they appear on the original forms. A template for the
registration form is available from the Washington Department of
Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP) and can be used with any
Word processing software that runs on an IBM-compatible DOS computer.
Preparers can obtain a copy via e-mail or download the registration forms
from our website free of charge. Forms must be submitted in an editable
Word format.

Requirements for Submission

Only one single-sided copy is required for submission to the DAHP. This
includes the NR form and its accompanying documentation, including
Assessor’s or plat map showing property boundaries, sketch floor and site
plans, and other exhibits. These documents should not be stapled, punched,
or bound in any manner, and should be arranged in the following order:

1. registration form,

2. Assessor’s or plat map (8.5” x 11” inch format),

3. USGS Quad (8.5” x 11 inch excerpt from the map),

4. site plan with north arrow,

5. sketch floor plans or architectural drawings (8.5 x 11 format),

6. any additional exhibits in 8.5 x 11 format,

7. properly labeled chemically processed photographs (2 sets 5x7
min), or printed digital images with accompanied digital files
meeting NPS standards (2 sets 5x7 min),

8. color digital images of the property, min 120 dpi (eight to

twelve representative property views),
9. a full size US Geological Survey Topographic Map,

Washington State National Register Technical Guide
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More details on the preparation of the exhibits follows. To be scheduled for
review, a nomination must be complete, with all photographs and digital
images.

The submitted nomination form does not need to be on archivally stable
paper. Staff at DAHP will copy the nomination onto archivally stable paper
before submitting to the National Park Service. If preparers of nominations
wish to submit their form on archivally-stable paper it should be a 50%
cotton rag paper having a low acidity; a pH value of 8.5 is considered ideal.

Property Location Codes

It is the responsibility of preparers of the registration forms to accurately
identify the local jurisdictions in which the property proposed for the
nomination is located. Though seemingly straightforward, this can be
confusing for properties that are located near corporate limits of a town and
for properties in urban areas where city boundaries may spread from one
county into a neighboring jurisdiction. In rapidly urbanizing areas, corporate
boundaries change periodically.

The consequence of not verifying the current, correct political subdivisions for
the property is that the appropriate local governments are not notified of
their opportunity to comment on a nomination. When this happens, the
nomination review is invalidated under the federal regulations, and the
comment period and review period must start again from the beginning.

For quick reference, the following location codes for Washington counties are
repeated from Bulletin 16A.

The code for the state of Washington is: WA.

001 Adams 039 Klickitat
003 Asotin 041 Lewis

005 Benton 043 Lincoln

007 Chelan 045 Mason

009 Clallam 047 Okanogan
011 Clark 049 Pacific

013 Columbia 051 Pend Oreille
015 Cowlitz 053 Pierce

017 Douglas 055 San Juan
019 Ferry 057 Skagit

021 Franklin 059 Skamania
023 Garfield 061 Snohomish
025 Grant 063 Spokane
027 Grays Harbor 065 Stevens
029 Island 067 Thurston
031 Jefferson 069 Wahkiakum
033 King 071 Walla Walla
035 Kitsap 073 Whatcom
037 Kittitas 075 Whitman

077 Yakima



Narrative Description of the Property

The National Register form consists mainly of two essays. The first describes the
physical character of the property and the second gives the historical or cultural
background of the property. The two narratives are of equal importance. The
first verifies the essential integrity of the property; the second states why the
property meets the National Register criteria for evaluation.

Architectural Classifications

Architectural classifications are not always cut-and-dry. But even buildings that
exhibit elements of several different styles usually reflect a dominant stylistic
character, and in such cases, it is the dominant style that is important to
identify.

The list of architectural data
categories used for the National
Register Information System and the
architectural classification system
used for the Washington Historic
Property Inventory are essentially
compatible. The state’s system is
more specific in order to facilitate the
needs of our database system and
the goal of being able to compare
and contrast like and dis-like
resources. It includes the Northwest
Regional style, and references to
vernacular dwelling types, as well as
terminology for resources built in the
later part of the 20" Century.

Figure 4: Tudor Revival style house, Vancouver

Preparers of National Register nominations should select a style category and sub
category from Bulletin 16A that most closely fits the stylistic character and period
of the property. The State’s preferred term for the category, if it differs, may be
given alongside in parentheses, and then further explained and defined in the
narrative. For more information on architectural styles in Washington State, see
DAHP’s Architectural Style Guide on our website at: www.dahp.wa.gov

Washington State National Register Technical Guide
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WASHINGTON'S ARCHITECTURAL STYLE LIST

EARLY WASHINGTON
BUILDINGS
CLASSICAL REVIVAL

MEDIEVAL REVIVAL

RENAISSANCE AND
BAROQUE REVIVALS

ECLECTIC STYLES OF
MIXED ORIGIN

PECULIARLY AMERICAN
STYLES OF THE LATE 19™ C.

COLONIAL REVIVAL

ACADEMIC CLASSICISM

ARTS AND CRAFTS MOVEMENT

HISTORIC PERIOD STYLES
OF THE 20™ CENTURY

1833-1870

1840-1865

1850-1910

1855-1890

1870-1905

1885-1915

1890-1915

1890-1915

1900-1930

1910-1935

Log

Classical Revival
Greek Revival

Romanesque Revival

Gothic Revival (High Victorian
Gothic, Rural Gothic)
Castellated

Italianate (High Victorian Italiante,
Bracketed, Western False Front)
Italian Villa

Egyptian Revival

Second Empire

Baroque

Stick / Eastlake
Queen Anne
Shingle
Chateauesque

Richardsonian Romanesque
Commercial
Chicago School (Sullivanesque)

Colonial Revival

Beaux Arts Classicism

American Renaissance
(Renaissance, Neo-Classical)

Arts and Crafts (English Arts &
Crafts)

Prairie School

Craftsman (Craftsman Bungalow)
Adirondack Rustic

American Foursquare

Tudor Revival (English Cottage,
Elizabethan, Tudor Cottage, Cotswold,
Provincial, Norman Farmhouse)
Jacobethan

Colonial Revival (Cape Cod,
Williamsburg, Dutch Colonial)
Georgian Revival



Spanish Colonial Revival
(Mediterranean, California Mission,
Pueblo)

Italian Renaissance

French Renaissance

Classical Revival (Greek, Roman)
Romanesque

Gothic

Egyptian

Exotic (Moorish, Far-Eastern, Pre-
Columbian)

MODERNISTIC AND 1925-1945 Art Deco

EARLY MODERN STYLES Art Moderne (Streamline Moderne,
PWA Moderne, Zig Zag)

Stripped Classical
National Park (Rustic)
Early Modern

MODERN PERIOD 1930-2005 Modern Commercial
Northwest Regional
Wrightian
Minimal Tract
World War II Cottage
Ranch House
International
Miesian
New Formalism
Neo-Expressionism
Brutalism
Populuxe
Post-Modern

Highway Commercial (Strip
Development)

OTHERS 1840-2005 Vernacular (Lacking stylistic character
by which to categorize above)
Industrial
Agricultural
Utilitarian
Octagon/Round
Roadside
Workingman’s Foursquare

For assistance in determining the appropriate architectural classification for
buildings, the following style guides are recommended.

McAlester, Virgina and Lee, A Field Guide to American Houses (New York,
New York: Alfred Knopf, 1989).

Washington State National Register Technical Guide
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Poppelier, John C., S. Allen Chambers and Nancy B. Schwartz, What Style
Is It? A Guide to American Architecture (Washington, D.C.: The
Preservation Press, 1983).

Wiffen, Marcus, American Architecture Since 1780: A Guide to the Styles
(Cambridge, Mass: MIT Press, 1969).

For assistance in selecting appropriate terminology for describing architectural
features and the history of the built environment in Washington, the following
are recommended.

Built in Washington: 12,000 Years of Pacific Northwest Archaeological Sites
and Historic Buildings (Pullman, WA: Washington State University
Press, 1989).

Gottifred, Herbert and Jan Jennings, American Vernacular Design, 1870-
1940 (Ames, Iowa: Iowa State Press, 1993).

Phillips, Steven J., Old House Dictionary: An Illustrated Guide to American
Domestic Architecture, 1600-1940 (Washington, D.C.: The
Preservation Press, 1992).

For assistance in placing buildings and landscapes in the context of historical
developments in architecture and landscape design, the following general
surveys are recommended.

Tishler, William H., ed., American Landscape Architecture: Designers and
Places (Washington, D.C.: The Preservation Press, 1989).

Vaughan, Thomas, and Virginia Guest Ferriday, eds., Space, Style and
Structure: Building in Northwest America (Portland, Oregon: Oregon
Historical Society, 1974).

Physical Description

A thorough and systematic description of the property begins with a summary
characterization and flows in a logical manner from the general to the specific;
from the setting and exterior of the structure to the interior, from the main
building or buildings to accessory features. For individual buildings, the following
outline may be helpful in developing an orderly description.

Functional and stylistic type (ie.. (Gothic Revival Church, Queen Anne Style
House, etc..)
Location and compass orientation
General Characteristics
Overall shape and basic dimensions of ground plan
Number of stories
Structural frame



Wall construction and finish materials
Roof shape and material
Foundation type and material
Special features including location, number and appearance of:
Porches (verandas, stoops, shed attachments, etc..)
Windows
Doors
Chimneys
Dormers
Other salient features
Important decorative elements (window and door trim, porch and varge board
trim, etc..)
Interior
Layout of spaces
Principal features (staircases, fireplaces, etc..)
Distinguishing finish work and decorative features
Outbuildings (number, type and relative location)
Important features of the immediate environment (topographic elements,
landscape plantings, roads, water courses, etc...)
Description of modifications to property

Those preparing nomination documents for historic districts or archeological sites
will find similar suggested outlines for narrative descriptions in Bulletin 16A.

Describing a Property’s Developmental History

As pointed out in Bulletin 16A, the developmental history of the property is an
important aspect of the description. The State of Washington requires that
a portion of the descriptive narrative be devoted to significant
alterations or changes to the property over time. Note that not all change
is threatening to the integrity of a property. In many cases, alterations which
were carried out early in the property’s history, possibly by members of the
family historically associated with the property, have achieved significance in
their own right. It is essential, however, to distinguish between historic
alterations and those which are incongruous and made without regard to a
building’s character.

If plans are under serious consideration to reverse misguided alterations, it may
be mentioned. However a nomination will be evaluated at the level it is at the
time of the nomination, not to a level of what the resource will be in the future.
If there are current plans to alter a building through an addition or to rehabilitate
the building and adapt it to a new use, a further section could be added to the
narrative to describe those plans. When alterations to a building are structural in
nature and have resulted in the reconfiguration of interior spaces and/or the
addition of a new wing or story to the structure, it is recommended that
preparers of nomination forms illustrate their narrative with a series of dated
sketch floor plans which show the evolution of the property.
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Documenting the Integrity of Building Interiors

A well-preserved building interior is one which conveys the spatial organization,
or layout; the salient features, characteristic finishes and general chromatic
character of the building’s period of significance. It is uncommon to find that
each space in every story of a building is unmodified. The state of interior
preservation, however, enters into overall evaluation of a property’s integrity.

In adaptive use rehabilitation, more latitude can be given to changes that have
occurred in secondary spaces and service areas than in rooms that are used for
ceremonial purposes or public service areas.

In interiors, as in architectural settings in general, alterations can be valuable as
part of the record of the building’s use in the historic period. Even when
museum quality restoration is the goal, it is considered better to retain historic
alterations, than to engage in speculative reconstruction that is not based on
physical or documentary evidence.

As a rule of thumb, to be approved for listing in the National Register, a building
constructed in Washington should possess three essential attributes with regard
to interiors:

1. The primary interior spaces should retain their original organization,
which is sufficient to convey the building’s historic function and the
aesthetic and cultural values of the period of significance. In cases where
important, character-defining spaces have been subdivided in adaptive
use, partitions should be reversible without destroying the significant
features of the space.

2. Primary interior spaces should retain their original salient features
(staircases, chimney pieces, built-in cabinetry, etc..) which are sufficient to
convey the building’s historic function and the aesthetic and cultural values
of the period of significance.

3. Primary interior spaces should retain, in substantial part, their historic
finishes or, in cases where replacement work has been required, the
majority of flooring, woodwork and wall surface treatment, and ceiling
decorations, are appropriate to the building’s period and type as
demonstrated by research and physical investigation.

In documenting historic buildings, it is important to record original color
treatments of walls and wood trim if they are known. Authentic color key
(exterior and interior paint colors) which are consistent with the building’s
historic period and type as demonstrated by research and physical investigation,
weigh to the advantage of a building in the overall evaluation.



Statement of Significance

The second narrative section of the National Register form defines the significant
qualities and associations that make a property eligible for listing in the National
Register. The key to preparing a successful essay is to stay focused on the
applicable criteria for evaluation and to demonstrate how the property meets
those criteria. Your narrative should state in the opening paragraph
which criteria the resource is being nominated under and the reasons
why it follows that criterion. The narrative must be demonstrated whether
the property is a good representative example of the period and area of
significance that has been selected. Note that all resources used in developing
the statement of significance are required to be documented in the form of
footnotes or endnotes.

After selecting the area, or areas of
American history, culture, or
prehistory in which the property is
significant, it will be necessary to
discuss the property in terms of its
historic context to show why the
property is outstanding. As applied
to the National Register nomination
process, a historic context should be
an organized framework that groups
information concerning the related
historic resources according to - 2
theme, geographic limits and Figure 5: Hallett House in Medical Lake.
chronological period. More simply,

the context is the social and historical background against which the prominence
of the property under discussion is made clear.

Demonstrating the significance of a property calls for an understanding of the
patterns, trends, or fashions in American history and culture that are represented
by the nomination. It also calls for a reasonable amount of information about
comparable resources in the locality, the state or the nation, depending on the
property’s level of significance. Knowing the resource base of the neighborhood,
the city, county, or state makes it possible to judge whether or not, and on what
level, the property proposed for nomination is an important and well-preserved
representation of its type or style. This comparative analysis of resources is an
integral part of developing the historic context.

To see how a property can be shown to meet Criterion A in the area of social
history at the local level of significance, take the example of a grange hall. A
historic context for the statement of significance would be developed to include a
brief discussion of the origins and growth of the grange movement in the east
and Midwest in the 19'" Century, as well as its early introduction to and
dispersion throughout the State of Washington. Once this background
information has been established, the context would focus on the nominated
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grange in the local setting. The discussion would likely not be merely a history of
the grange group which built the hall, but it should show specifically how the
grange contributed to the importance of community life from the time in which it
was erected, to the end of the period of significance. The hall could be
distinctive as the seat of a founding grange from which other groups branched
out. Or it might have been the important social outlet in an isolated rural
farming community. Please refer to Bulletin 16A for detailed guidance on
preparing the statement of significance.

Evaluating the Work of Prominent Architects & Builders
A building designed by a prominent architect or builder should be evaluated in
the context of the architect’s or builder’s full body of work and the period in
which the building was designed and constructed. An adequate statement of
significance should contain the following information, as well as clear indication
of the sources that were searched in an effort to obtain the information.

General "P':,\ L 7. T

e Architect’s/builder’s lifespan i > 7
(birth and death dates)

e Architect’s/builder’s professional
training/apprenticeship

e Span of the architect’s/builder’s
career in Washington

e General idea of the scope of the
architect’s/builder’s body of work

e Frequently occurring building
types in the body of work
indicating areas of specialization

e Location of primary records, such
as drawings and papers

Figure 6: Robert Billsbough Price, Architect

Specific to the Property Proposed for Nomination

e Include a general chronological rank of the nominated property in the
architect’s/builder’s body of work (early, middle, late)

e Discuss the quality of the nominated property as representative of a type in the
architect’s/builder’s body of work

o Discuss the distinction of the property in resolving issues of design and siting

e Discuss the distinction of the nominated property in the use of materials, in
craftsmanship, details, etc..

Geographical Data

It is important to select the boundaries of an area proposed for a nomination that
encompasses, but does not exceed, the full extent of the significant, or
“contributing” resources that make up the property. Typically this is the tax lot
onto which the resource is located. While the area to be registered should be
large enough to include all the contributing features, it should not include a
“buffer zone,” or additional acreage that bears no relationship to the historic



period of significance for the nominated property. Open space may be included if
it is associated with the property historically and conveys the historic setting in
visual and functional terms. On the other hand, the boundaries should not
include acreage historically associated with the property if that acreage has lost
its integrity due to subdivision or developmental changes.

All nominations must include a concise explanation of the rational for selecting
the boundaries of the property for proposed nomination. When the boundaries
conform precisely to legally recorded lot lines, the boundary justification can be a
very simple statement. The justification will require more explanation if the area
is large in scope and has a complex or irregular configuration. The following is a
recommended format for boundary descriptions and justifications.

Verbal Boundary Description

The nominated area is located in the NE "4 of Section 32 south, Range 4 West, of
the Willamette Meridian, in Clark County, Washington, and is legally described as
the east one half of Lot 11, Block 1 of the original plat of Vancouver, Washington.
It is otherwise identified as Tax Lot 34500 at the said location.

Boundary Justification
The nominated property encompasses the entire urban tax lot (50 x 100 feet) that
is occupied by the John Smithson House.

Recently the National Park Service began moving away from Universal
Transverse Mercator (UTM) grid reference system and now allows Lat/Long
coordinates to be submitted as long as they have been generated by a reliable
source (such as an ESRI product or Google Earth/Bing Maps). Such cases should
be noted in the printed map and aerial photography used if possible.

In cases where the preparer is using UTM points, NPS requires a full-size, clean
original U.S. Geological Survey Topographic Quadrangle map which covers
the location of the nominated property. USGS Quad sheets are available for sale
in many stationary or office supply stores, as well as outdoor sporting good
stores. The maps should be printed original quad maps. Color copies generated
from computer software applications will not be accepted.

UTM grid references pinpointing the precise location of
the property should be provided by the preparer of the
nomination. Note there are several websites will Frestuey
calculate the UTM coordinates for you. DAHP and NPS
use NADS83 projection references. Include within the
nomination packet that is sent to DAHP, an appropriate
USGS Quadrangle map that is marked with the correct
boundaries using a #2 pencil. A smaller 8 /2 x 11 map
which is a portion of the larger USGS map should be part
of the formal nomination continuation sheet packets.
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Additional Documentation

The preparer of the nomination form is also required to submit a County
Assessor’s Map or Plat Map which shows the full extent of the tax lot, or
portions of the tax lot that are proposed for nomination. Don't forget to include
a north arrow and a scale bar.

The area of the nominated property should be shaded or hatched carefully so
that lot line dimensions and other information is not obscured. Photo-copied
portions of an Assessor’s map or plat map will be accepted in lieu of the
complete map provided the full map reference number is reproduced and the
nominated property is shown in relationship to the nearest cross roads or road
crossing of a major water course. Note if key street or road names do not
appear on the photocopied portion of the map, the road names, or road
designations must be added by the preparer.

For district nominations, the preparer must supply a base map of adequate scale
or a sufficient number of Assessor’s maps to show the lot lines of each of the
properties within the district. A district map or diagram, reduced to 8.5 x 11
inches, or if necessary 11 x 17 inches in size, must also be included to illustrate
the boundaries of a district and the distribution of Contributing vs. Non-
Contributing resources. Additional maps may be necessary depending on the
complexity of the district nomination.

Sketch Floor Plans of buildings nominated individually or as the primary
buildings within a compound property (such as a farmstead), must be provided
to supplement the narrative description of the interior layout. A series of sketch
floor plans is a useful tool in illustrating the evolutionary change of a property,
particularly when there has been significant additions to a building over time.

The plans do not need to be rendered by

an architect or draftsman, but should show
the layout and spatial arrangements of the
structure. Each room should be labeled
and general dimensions given.

Additional attachments such as
advertisements, logos, or Sanborn maps
which tie directly to the nomination, can be
provided on continuation sheets. Examples
might include an advertisement for a hotel, onaid & ane il House

1603 W. 4th Avenue

or a promotional brochure cover. Olympi, WA

First Floor
Not to Scale




A Sketch Site Map must be provided for
all nominations to indicate the location of
buildings and accessory structures in
relation to the landscape, as well as site
boundaries. Include such items as a
north arrow, large vegetation on the site,
outbuildings, main structures, walkways
and driveways and landscape features
such as rock walls, fountains, etc..

Label the various buildings and important
features as well as indicate the property
dimensions. Indicate with arrows the
pitches of the various roofs.

4" AVENUE _{

Donald & Irene Elliot House
1603 W . 4™ Avenue
Olympia, WA

Site Plan
Not to Scale

Photographs

The preparer is required to submit two complete sets of archival
photographs that give an adequate representation of the property. The
photographs can either be chemically processed photographs or printed digital
images with accompanied digital files meeting strict NPS standards. Ditial files
should be in a TIFF format and must be min 300 DPI with a size of 4”"x 5” inches.
The object of the images is to illustrate those qualities discussed in the
description narrative and statement of significance. Photographs are to be
unmounted, medium-weight, glossy or matte finish, and of good quality. Images
taken on a camera then scanned onto hard copy stock paper are not acceptable.
Photographs should be printed on fiber-based or properly processed resin coated
photographic paper. The photographs must clearly depict the current condition
of the property. At a minimum at least six images are required, one of each the
exterior elevations and two interior images. Detailed shots of chimneys, doors,
kitchens etc.. can further document the significance of a property.
Supplementary prints of copies of historical photographs are recommended and
encouraged. If criterion B is chosen for the nomination, an image of the
important individual is recommended to be included in the series of photos.

The state’s preferred format for photographs is either 5” x 7” or 8” x 10” inches.
In the case of historic districts or compound properties where a large amount of
photographs are needed, the state will accept 4” x 5” inch photographs for the
set of prints that will be retained for the State’s records. Please check with the
DAHP staff before submitting smaller photographs.

All photographs should be labeled in a neat legible hand, using a soft pencil or
permanent marker on the back. Care should be taken in writing so the emulsion
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side is not broken or embossed. Do not use self-adhesive labels, because over
time they will separate from the photograph and their acidity causes the
photograph to deteriorate. The following format should be used to label each
photograph:

° Property Name

(For districts, give the name of the individual building or its street address

following the district name and also give the property-by-property

inventory number by which the property can be found in the narrative

description and on a map)

Property Street Address

City, County and State where the property is located

Name of Photographer

Date of Photograph

Description of view, such as Main Facade, looking north, or

Front (South) elevation.

. Photograph number in relation to the complete series; for
example 1 of 16

Note: Photographs should be organized and numbered in a logical sequence, proceeding
from general view to details, exterior to interior, main hall and formal rooms to private
rooms, etc.

Digital Images

The final requirement with regards to exhibits that must accompany National
Register nomination forms are a variety of color digital images of the property
(min 120 dpi). The preparer must submit digital images of the property
proposed for nomination to illustrate the setting, characteristic views and details
of the exterior and interior of the resource (eight to twelve representative
property views). The number of images required depends on the complexity of
the property. Eight images are considered to be a minimum. However up to 20
images is optimum for individual houses or commercial buildings. To be
adequately represented, a historic district or multiple property submission could
require as many as 30 or 40 images, depending upon the scope of the proposal.

Each image should be saved and named using the historic name of the property
and/or the address, the city or vicinity, and the description of the view. The
images are used by staff of DAHP to present a summary of the application using
a PowerPoint presentation during the meeting for review by the State Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation. The digital images are retained as part of the
permanent records of DAHP and may be used in publications. If the nomination
proposal is a historic district or multiple property submission, the preparer of the
nomination is typically responsible for the creation of the PowerPoint narrative
and its presentation.



Keys to a Successful Nomination

To ensure that the application is complete, and that common errors and
omissions are avoided, the following is a checklist to consider.

e Has the form been checked for typographical

errors and are all proper names correctly and | Y.
consistently spelled? ’DW(&{ Bmm
e Is the name and address, with zip code of the J . s

!
property owner provided?
e Is the Assessor’s or Plat map showing the ‘ ’
boundaries or the nominated area included? [ i
e Are acreage and boundary descriptions, and !
justification for selecting the boundaries of the l
nominated area given?
e Is the basis for assigning the building’s date of f
construction stated?

« Is the basis for attributing the building’s design . ...and
and construction to a particular architect or . PRECISION BUILT .
builder stated? TJO LAST A

e Does the narrative description of the property f NOUSE-TIMH
include a concise history of alterations and i
additions?

e Does the narrative description of the property
include a discussion of current or planned
renovation work?

e Is the life span (years of birth and death) of the
significant person associated with the property
given?

e Is it clear what the significant person contributed
to the importance of the community? Were those
contributions made during the time the person occupied or was otherwise associated with the
property?

¢ Have the beginning and ending dates of significance been explained?

e Has the narrative statement of significance been documented with either footnotes or
endnotes?

¢ Does the statement of significance focus on the criteria for evaluation and the areas of
significance that apply?

¢ Does the statement of significance support the property’s level of significance as selected?

e Is the distinction of the property among properties of comparable type supported by survey
data?

e Has a sketch floor plan of the structure with room dimensions been included?

e If UTM are used is a USGS Quad included? Only one quadrangle map is required.

¢ Are the black and white photos and/or digital images correctly labeled and included in
duplicate?

e Are there at least eight digital color images included as part of the submittal?

e Have you included a copy of the nomination in an editable electronic format in your packet that
you are sending to DAHP?

e If you're submitting a Multiple Property Documentation form, does it include at least one
individual resource written as an individual nomination?
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CONTEXT STUDIES, MP NOMINATIONS AND OTHER
DOCUMENTATION

The following is a list of resource documentation that has been complied to date for a
variety of resources types in Washington State. Copies of any of the studies are
available for research purposes.

Key: Multiple Property Submission (MPS), Thematic Register (TR) nominations and Multiple Resource (MRA)

Rural Historic Landscapes

GRAIN PRODUCTION PROPERTIES IN EASTERN WASHINGTON, MPS
AGRICULTURE STUDY UNIT (Context Study)

DAIRY FARM PROPERTIES OF THE SNOQUALMIE RIVER VALLEY MPS
AGRICULTURE IN THURSTON COUNTY: FIRST SETTLEMENT TO 1951 MPS
HISTORIC BARNS OF WASINGTON STATE, MPD

Transportation Related

MILWAUKEE ROAD, MPS

HISTORIC BRIDGES IN WASH: 1951-1960, MPD

HISTORIC BRIDGES IN WASH: 1941-1950, MPD

HISTORIC BRIDGES/TUNNELS IN WASH: Pre 1940 TR

INVENTORY & EVALUATION OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES ASSOCIATED WITH TRANSPORTATION IN
WASHINGTON STATE (Context Study)

TRANSPORTATION STUDY UNIT (Context Study)

US NAVY SHIPWRECKS AND SUBMERGED NAVAL AIRCRAFT IN WA (Context Study)

Counties, Cities, Towns & Communities

BOTHELL, WASH, MPS

CENTRALIA ARMISTICE DAY, 1919, MPS

CHEHALIS, MPS

CIVIC, CULTURAL AND COMMERCIAL RESOURCES OF LONGVIEW, TR
DOWNTOWN OLYMPIA, MRA

EASTERN JEFFERSON COUNTY, MRA

GRANDVIEW, MRA

HILLTOP NEIGHBORHOOD:TACOMA, MPS

HISTORIC HOUSES OF DAYTON, TR

KIRKLAND LAND IMPROVEMENT COMPANY, TR

OLYMPIA RESIDENTIAL ARCHITECTURE, MPS

YAKIMA, TR & YAKIMA HISTORIC SURVEY (1985)

HISTORIC RESOURCES IN GRANDVIEW, WASH. (Context Study)
HISTORIC RESOURCES SURVEY OF BAINBRIDGE ISLAND, WASH (Context Study)
NEWCASTLE, HISTORIC SURVEY REPORT

RITZVILLE HISTORIC RESOURCE INVENTORY (1993)

YELM, GUIDE TO HISTORIC REOSURCES (1993)

Maritime Related

MARITIME RELATED RESOURCES OF BUDD INLET, MPS
PUGET SOUND NAVAL SHIPYARD SHORE FACILITIES, TR
LIGHT STATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES, MPD

Cultural Groups

ASIAN / PACIFIC AMERICAN (Context Study)
BLACK HERITAGE SURVEY OF WASHINGTON STATE (Context Study)



Building Groups and Types

APARTMENT BUILDINGS BY ALBERT HELD, TR

CARNEGIE LIBRARIES OF WASHINGTON STATE, TR
DEPRESSION-ERA BUILDINGS, TR

HISTORIC FIRE STATIONS OF TACOMA, WASHINGTON, TR
HISTORIC US POST OFFICES IN WASHINGTON, MPS
MISSIONS OF STEVENS COUNTY, TR

NORWEGIAN SETTLEMENT IN PARKLAND, MPS

RURAL PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF WASHINGTON, MPS

SEATTLE PUBLIC SCHOOLS (Context Study, 1989)

SINGLE RM OCCUP. HOTELS IN THE CENTRAL BUSINESS DIST, SPOKANE, MRA
VICTORIAN RESIDENCES IN PORT TOWNSEND, TR
HYDROELECTRIC POWER PLANTS IN WASH.1890-1938, MPD
MOVIE THEATERS IN WASH. STATE FROM 1900 TO 1960, MPD
SEATTLE APARTMENT BUILDINGS, 1900-1957, MPS

USFS Sites

USDA FOREST SERVICE ADMINISTRATION BUILDINGS IN OREGON AND WASHINGTON
USDA FOREST SERVICE FIRE LOOKOUTS ON MT.BAKER SNOQUALMIE NAT. FOREST, MPS
USDA FOREST SERVICE FIRE LOOKOUTS ON WENATCHEE NF, MPS

MT. RAINER NATIONAL PARK, MPS

NORTH CASCADES NATIONAL PARK SERVICE COMPLEX, MRA

HISTORIC RESOURCES OF OLYMPIC NATIONAL PARK MPD

Archaeology

ABERDEEN & HOQUIAM STUDY UNIT

ISLAND COUNTY STUDY UNIT

MID-COLUMBIA STUDY UNIT

SOUTH CASCADES STUDY UNIT

SOUTHERN PUGET SOUND STUDY UNIT

EASTERN WASHINGTON PROTOHISTORIC STUDY UNIT

MAKAH TRADITIONAL CULTURAL PROPERTY STUDY

PALEO-INDIAN STUDY UNIT - RESOURCE PROTECTION PLANNING PROCESS
PREHISTORIC CULTURAL RESOURCES OF SAN JUAN COUNTY, WASH.
PREHISTORIC CULTURAL RESOURCES OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY
CLOVIS CACHE AT EAST WENATCHEE WASH. - MEHRINGER, JR.
MAKAH TRADITIONAL CULTURAL PROPERTY STUDY

National Historic Landmarks

ADVENTURESS SCHOONER
AMERICAN AND ENGLISH CAMPS
ARTHUR FOSS TUGBOAT
CHINOOK POINT

DUWAMISH FIREBOAT

FIRBOAT NO. 1

FORT NISQUALLY GRANARY
FORT WORDEN PLANT

LIGHTSHIP NO 83 “RELIEF” YAKIMA PARK STOCKADE GROUP
LONGMMIRE BUILDINGS e W.T. PRESTON SNAGBOAT

MOUNT RAINIER NATIONAL PARK
PARADISE INN

PUGET SOUND NAVAL SHIPYARD

PORT GAMBLE HISTORIC DISTRICT
PIONEER BLDG, PERGOLA, & TOTEM POLE
PORT TOWNSEND HISTORIC DISTRICT

SEATTLE ELECTRIC CO. GEORGETOWN STEAM

MARMES ROCKSHELTER e BONNEVILLE DAM HISTORIC DISTRICT
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DEPARTMENT OF ARCHAEOLOGY AND
HISTORIC PRESERVATION STAFF
Built Environment Unit

AGENCY LEADS

State Historic Preservation Officer

Allyson Brooks (360) 586-3066
Governor's Office, Legislators and
Congressional Delegation, general questions
regarding all issues.

E-Mail: allyson.brooks@dahp.wa.gov

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
Greg Griffith (360) 586-3073
Historic property survey & inventory process,
historic preservation planning, Section 106,
SEPA, grants, Growth Management.

E Mail: greg.griffth@dahp.wa.gov

BUILT ENVIRONMENT UNIT

State Architectural Historian

Michael Houser (360) 586-3076
Architectural history, National and State
Register Programs, State Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, Section 106 review,
Website, Determinations of eligibility.

E-Mail: michael.houser@dahp.wa.gov

Local Preservation Programs Coordinator
Megan Duvall (360) 586-3074
Certified Local Government’s (CLG’s) design
reviews, Special Valuation, DAHP newsletter,
survey & Inventory program.

E-Mail: megan.duvall@dahp.wa.gov

Preservation Design Reviewer

Russell Holter (360) 586-3533
Historic Preservation Design Review and
Consultation, National Historic Preservation
Act, Section 106, training coordination.
E-Mail: russel.holter@cted.wa.gov

State Historical Architect

Nicholas Vann (360) 586-3079
Investment tax credits, Section 106
compliance, technical assistance re:
rehabilitation of historical properties, grants,
Secretary of the Interior's Standards

E-Mail: nicholas.vann@dahp.wa.gov

ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF

Cultural Resource Data Manager

Rick Anderson (360) 586-3070
Map sites and properties, archaeological &
historic data sets, assist consultants.

E-Mail: rick.anderson@dahp.wa.gov

Financial Manager

Loren Doolittle (360) 586-3072
Budget issues, grants and contracts.

E-Mail: loren.doolittle@dahp.wa.gov

Administrative Assistant

Beverly Ubias (360) 586-3077
Administrative policies, consultant research
appointments & billing, personnel, all office
management functions.

E-Mail: beverly.ubias@dahp.wa.gov

Department of Archacology and Historic Preservation
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106 Olympia, WA 98501
(Mailing Address) PO Box 48343, Olympia, WA 98504-8343

(360) 586-3064 Voice (360) 586-3067 Fax

Visit our web site at: http://www.dahp.wa.

gov
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106- Olympia, WA ¢ PO Box 48343 < Olympia, Washington 98504-8343 e« (360) 586-3064

CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENTS
August 2011

Local governments strengthen their local historic preservation efforts by achieving Certified
Local Government (CLG) status from the National Park Service (NPS). NPS and State
governments, through their State Historic Preservation Offices (SHPOs), provide valuable
technical assistance and small matching grants to hundreds of diverse communities whose
local governments are endeavoring to keep for future generations what is significant from
their community's past. In turn, NPS and States gain the benefit of local government
partnership in the national historic preservation program. Another incentive for
participating in the CLG program is the pool of matching grant funds SHPOs set aside to
fund CLG historic preservation subgrant projects--at least 10% of the State's annual
Historic Preservation Fund (HPF) grant allocation. Grant funds are distributed through the
HPF grant program, administered by NPS and SHPOs. The following list of current Certified

Local Governments in the State of Washington.

City of Aberdeen:

Lisa Scott

Community Development Director
200 E. Market Street

Aberdeen, WA 98520
Iscott@aberdeenwa.gov
360/537-3238

City of Anacortes:

Steve Oakley

Anacortes Museum

1305 8™ Street

Anacortes, WA 98221
coa.museum@cityofanacortes.org
360/293-1915

City of Auburn (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov
206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Bainbridge Island:
Heather Beckmann, Assoc. Planner
City of Bainbridge Island

280 Madison Avenue North
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110
hbeckmann@ci.bainbridge-isl.wa.us
206/780-3711

City of Battleground (interlocal):
Jacqueline E. Kamp, AICP

Clark County Community Planning
P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, Washington 98666-2011
Jacqueline.Kamp@clark.wa.gov
360/397-2280 x 4913
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City of Bellingham:
Jackie Lynch, Planner

Planning and Community Development
210 Lottie Street

Bellingham, WA 98225

jlynch@cob.org

360/778-8350 360/778-8302 (fax)

City of Black Diamond (interlocal):
Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov

206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Bothell:
Gary Hasseler

18305 101 Avenue NE

Bothell, WA 98011
Gary.hasseler@ci.bothell.wa.us
425/486-8152 x 4471 425/486-2489
(fax)

City of Camas (interlocal):
Jacqueline E. Kamp, AICP

Clark County Community Planning
P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, Washington 98666-2011
Jacqueline.Kamp@clark.wa.gov
360/397-2280 x 4913

City of Carnation (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov

206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Centralia:
Tammy Baraconi

118 W. Maple

P. O. Box 609

Centralia, WA 98531-0609
tbaraconi@cityofcentralia.com
360/330-7662

City of Chehalis:

Bob Nacht

Director, Community Development
Department

1321 So. Market, PO Box 871
Chehalis, WA 98532
rnacht@ci.chehalis.wa.us
360/345-2227 360/748-6993 (fax)

City of Cheney:
Susan Beeman

Cheney Planning

112 Anderson Road

Cheney, WA 99004
sbeeman@cityofcheney.org
509/498-9240 509/498-9249 (fax)

Clark County:

Jacqueline E. Kamp, AICP

Clark County Community Planning
P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, Washington 98666-2011
Jacqueline.Kamp@clark.wa.gov
360/397-2280 x 4913

City of Cle Elum:

Matthew Morton, City Planner
City of Cle Elum

119 W. First Street

Cle Elum, WA 98922
mmorton@cityofcleelum.com

509/674-2262
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City of Colfax:
Lynda Kramlich

City of Colfax

PO Box 229

Colfax, WA 99111
Ikramlich@ci.colfax.wa.us
509/397-3861 509/397-3044 (fax)

Town of Concrete:
Jeroldine Hallberg, Planner
PO Box 39

Concrete, WA 98237
jeroldine@concretewa.gov
360/853-8401

City of Dayton:

Trina Cole

111 So. First

Dayton, WA 99328
cityclerk@daytonwa.com
509/382-2361 509/382-2539 (fax)

City of Des Moines (interlocal):
Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program

201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov
206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Edmonds:

Rob Chave

Planning Manager

121 5th Avenue North

Edmonds, WA 98020
chave@ci.edmonds.wa.us
425/771-0220 425/771-0221 (fax)

City of Ellensburg:
Lance Baily

City of Ellensburg

414 North Main Street

Ellensburg, WA 98926
Bailyl@ci.ellensburg.wa.us
509/925-8608 509/962-7127 (fax)

City of Everett:

Dave Koenig

Everett Planning

3002 Wetmore Street

Everett, WA 98201
Dkoenig@ci.everett.wa.us
425/257-8736 425/257-8628 (fax)

City of Gig Harbor:
Lita Dawn Stanton

Historic Preservation Coordinator
City of Gig Harbor

3510 Grandview Street

Gig Harbor, WA 98335
stantonl@cityofgigharbor.net
253/853-7609

City of Harrington:

Bunny Haugan, City Clerk
City of Harrington

PO Box 492

Harrington, WA 99134
harringtoncity@centurytel.net
509/253-4345

City of Hoquiam:

Alissa Thurman, Planner

City of Hoquiam

609 8th Street

Hoquiam, WA 98550
athurman@cityofhoquiam.com
360/532-5700 Ext. 211
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City of Issaquah (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov
206/296-8689  206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Kenmore (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov

206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Kennewick:
Mike Smith

City of Kennewick

PO Box 6108

Kennewick, WA 99336
mike.smith@ci.kennewick.wa.us
509/585-4354 509/585-4445 (fax)

City of Kettle Falls:
David Keeley

City of Kettle Falls Planning Director
PO Box 457

Kettle Falls, WA 99141
kfkeeley@plix.com

509/738-6821

King County:
Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
julie.koler@kingcounty.gov

206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Kirkland (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov
206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of La Center (interlocal):
Jacqueline E. Kamp, AICP

Clark County Community Planning
P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, Washington 98666-2011
Jacqueline.Kamp@clark.wa.gov
360/397-2280 x 4913

City of Lacey:

Amber Raney

Lacey Parks & Recreation

PO Box 3400

Lacey, WA 98509
Araney@ci.lacey.wa.us
360/491-0857 360/438-2669 (fax)

City of Lakewood:
Jennifer Schreck, Consultant or

Dan Catron, Associate Planner

City of Lakewood

6000 Main Street SW

Lakewood, WA 98499-5027

schreck jennifer@yahoo.com or
dcatron@cityoflakewood.us
253/983-7730 253/512-2268 (fax)

City of Langley:

Larry Kwarsick, Dir. of Com. Planning
City of Langley

PO Box 366

Langley, WA 98260
landuse@langleywa.org
360/221-4246

City of Longview:

Adam Trimble

Longview Urban Services and Permits
PO Box 128

Longview, WA 98632
adam.trimble@ci.longview.wa.us
360/442-5092

City of Maple Valley (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov
206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)
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Mason County:
Michael MacSems

Mason County DCD

411 N. 5th/P.O. Box 279
Shelton, WA 98584
Mms@co.mason.wa.us
360/427-9670 ext. 571

City of Newcastle (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov

206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of North Bend (interlocal):

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov
206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Olympia:
Jennifer Kenny

City of Olympia Comm. Planning & Dev.
PO Box 1967

Olympia, WA 98507-1967
jkenny@ci.olympia.wa.us
360/753-8031

360/753-8087 (fax)

Pierce County:
Sean Gaffney

Long Range Planning
2401 So. 35, Suite 228
Tacoma, WA 98409
sgaffne@co.pierce.wa.us
253/798-2724
253/591-3680 (fax)

City of Pomeroy:

Shaun Martin, City Clerk/Treasurer
City of Pomeroy

N 80 7™ Street

P.O. Box 370

Pomeroy, WA 99347

clerkl @pomeroy-wa.com
509/843-1601

City of Pullman:
Pete Dickinson, Planning Director

City of Pullman

325 S.E. Paradise Street

Pullman, WA 9916
Pete.Dickinson@Pullman-Wa.gov
509/338-3213 fax 509/338-3282

City of Port Townsend:

John McDonagh, Associate Planner
City of Port Townsend

250 Madison Street

Port Townsend, WA 98368
jmcdonagh@cityofpt.us
360/379-5085 360/385-7675 (fax)

City of Puyallup:
Lindsey Sehmel

Long Range Planning
2401 So. 35", Suite 228
Tacoma, WA 98409
Isehmel@co.pierce.wa.us
253/841-5462

City of Redmond (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov
206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Ridgefield (interlocal):
Jacqueline E. Kamp, AICP

Clark County Community Planning
P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, Washington 98666-2011
Jacqueline.Kamp@clark.wa.gov
360/397-2280 x 4913

City of Ritzville:

Kristen Hansen, City Clerk

216 E. Main Ave

Ritzville, WA 99169
ritzvilleclerktreas@centurytel.net
509/659-1930 509/659-0253 (fax)
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City of Roslyn:
Lisa Haley, Planner

PO Box 451

Roslyn, WA 98941
roslynplanning@inlandnet.com
509/649-3105

City of Seattle:
Karen Gordon

Seattle Neighborhoods

Physical 700 5% Ave, Ste 1700

PO Box 94649

Seattle, WA 98124-4649
karen.gordon@seattle.gov
206/684-0381 206/233-5142 (fax)

City of Shelton:
Erik Birk, Community & Econ. Dev.

PO Box 1277

Shelton, WA 98584
erik@ci.shelton.wa.us

360/432-5132 360/426-7746 (fax)

City of Shoreline (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov
206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Skykomish (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov

206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

Snohomish County:
Wendy Becker

3000 Rockefeller Ave MS #411
Everett, WA 98201
wendy.becker@co.snohomish.wa.us
425/388-3186 425/388-3504 (fax)

City of Snoqualmie (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov
206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

Spokane City/County:

Kristen Griffin

Historic Preservation Officer

W. 808 Spokane Falls Boulevard
Spokane, WA 99201
kgriffin@spokanecity.org
509/625-6543 509/625-6059 (fax)

Town of Steilacoom:
Jennifer Schreck

Steilacoom Planning

1030 Roe Street
Steilacoom, WA 98388
steilacoom hpo@yahoo.com
253/581-1912

City of Tacoma:
Reuben McKnight

Historic Preservation Officer

747 Market Street, Suite 1036
Tacoma, WA 98402
Reuben.mcknight@cityoftacoma.org
253/591-5220 253/591-2002 (fax)

Thurston County:
Cami Petersen & Cliff Moore

Resource Stewardship Department
2000 Lakeridge Drive SW
Olympia, WA 98502
360/754-3355 ext. 6348
360/754-3355 ext. 5553
peterscs@co.thurston.wa.us
moorecl@co.thurston.wa.us

City of Tumwater:
Steven Morrison

Thurston Regional Planning Council
2424 Heritage Court, Suite A
Olympia, WA 98502
morriss@co.thurston.wa.us
360/956-7575 360-956-7815 (fax)
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City of Vancouver:
Jan Bader

Program and Policy Development Manager
City of Vancouver

P.O. Box 1995

Vancouver, WA 98660-1995
Jan.Bader@ci.vancouver.wa.us
360/735-8870

City of Walla Walla:

Lauren Prentice, Planner

Walla Walla Joint Development Agency
55 Moore Street

Walla Walla, WA 99362
l.prentice@wwijcda.org

509/524-4713

City of Washougal (interlocal):
Jacqueline E. Kamp, AICP

Clark County Community Planning
P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, Washington 98666-2011
Jacqueline.Kamp@clark.wa.gov
360/397-2280 x 4913

City of Wenatchee:

Brian C. Frampton

Associate Planner

PO Box 519

Wenatchee, Washington 98807
BFrampton@WenatcheeWA.Gov
509/888-3253

City of Woodinville (interlocal):

Julie Koler

King County Historic Preservation Program
201 S. Jackson, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104
Julie.koler@kingcounty.gov

206/296-8689 206/205-0719 (fax)

City of Yacolt (interlocal):
Jacqueline E. Kamp, AICP

Clark County Community Planning
P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, Washington 98666-2011
Jacqueline.Kamp@clark.wa.gov
360/397-2280 x 4913

City of Yakima:
Jeff Peters

Community Development Specialist
129 North Second Street, 2" Floor
Yakima, WA 98901
jpeters@ci.yakima.wa.us
509/575-6163 509/576-6176 (fax)

Town of Yelm:

Gary Carlson

Community Development Department
PO Box 479

Yelm, WA 98597
garyc@ci.yelm.wa.us

360/458-8430 360/458-3144 (fax)
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CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT

NATIONAL REGISTER NOMINATION
EVALUATION REPORT FORM

If a nomination falls within the jurisdiction of a Certified Local Government, review is required by the local
landmark commission or historic review board before any nomination to the National Register is heard by
the State Advisory Council on Historic Preservation as per the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966
and the CLG program requirements as amended in 1993. This form must be received by DAHP five days
in advance of the State Advisory Council meeting.

Property Name:
Address:
Certified Local Government Name:

Date of Public meeting in which nomination was reviewed:

Applicable Criteria: (Please Check the Appropriate Box)

DCriterion A (Historical Events) DCriterion C (Architecture)
DCriterion B (Important Person) DCriterion D (Archaeological)

Please check the following box that is appropriate to the nomination.

DThe Commission recommends that the property or properties should be listed on
the National Register of Historic Places.

DThe Commission recommends that the property or properties should not be
listed in the National Register for the following reasons:

DThe Commission chooses not to make a recommendation on this nomination for
the following reasons:

The Commission would like to make the following recommendations regarding the
nomination: (use additional sheets if necessary)

Note that both signatures required below

Landmarks Commission/Historic Review Board Chair or Representative

Print Name: Approved |:| Not Approved |:|
Signature:

Elected Official/Designee

Print Name: Approved |:| Not Approved |:|

Signature:




OLD HOUSE

He who loves and old house
Never loves in vain

How can an old house

Used to sun and rain

To lilac and to lark spur
And tall trees above

Ever fail to answer

The heart that gives it love.

Isabel Fiske Conant



