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• The majority of respondents surveyed do not take issue with the Standards and agree that they 
lead to positive preservation outcomes. 

• Respondents generally feel that the Standards lend themselves to interpretation, encourage 
flexibility and creativity. 

• Respondents have a strong need for both updated and new guidance and training in various 
accessible formats; many think reviewers should expand their own knowledge by partaking of 
training on a broad array of topics.

• Respondents noted process and program concerns, including evaluating the impact of financial 
incentives and challenges related to project costs, assisting applicants in making complete 
submittals, ensuring preservation reviews occur early in the project planning process, and 
maintaining good working relationships across parties. 

• Respondents noted the need for additional outreach that shows positive preservation outcomes 
and help in countering myths and misinformation. 



• NPS Technical Preservation Services (TPS) should host biannual listening sessions on the 
Standards, inviting a variety of subject matter experts. 

• NPS TPS should open regular comment periods on the Standards. 

• NPS and NCSHPO should invite stakeholders to a convening specifically focused upon the 
degree to which the Standards can and should be applied with flexibility. 

• NPS TPS should work with stakeholders to transparently and regularly update its guidance on the 
Standards. 

• Preservation agencies and organizations should develop training on the Standards that is 
appropriate to a variety of audiences, including beginners and the general public; reviewers need a 
broad range of training related to the Standards along with other topics related to project 
management, financing, and construction. 

• NPS TPS should develop a definition of, and guidance about evaluating “economic and technical 
feasibility” (36 CFR 67.7b) 



ACHP, NPS, SHPOs, THPOs and Agencies should work together to develop guidance on Section 106 Adverse Effect 
and National Register DOEs

• Funding organizations and agencies, as well as advocates, should explore complementary funding, incentives 
programs, and partnerships to address rehabilitation needs not met by existing preservation programs. 

• For Historic Tax Credit and Section 106 review projects, encourage and engage in early and frequent coordination 
and communication while providing clear explanations of decisions, challenges and opportunities. 

• For Historic Tax Credit projects, to address concerns of timelines, consistency and redundancy, NCSHPO, 
SHPOs, and NPS TPS should examine and evaluate the necessity and effectiveness of the SHPO/NPS dual review 
process. 

• Enhance legislation as needed to continue to simplify and incentivize historic preservation and to increase 
funding for SHPO offices to provide the needed technical assistance for tax projects, National Register 
nominations, and other related projects. 

• Conduct more outreach on the positive aspects of preservation to combat perception that preservation reviews 
cause project delays.
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