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GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLAN / ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT /
INTERPRETATION PLAN

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The National Park Service (NPS) has completed a general management plan / environmental assessment /
interpretation plan for Carter G. Woodson Home National Historic Site (herein referred to as site or national
historic site). Congress authorized the national historic site on December 19, 2003, by Public Law 108-192.
The site was set aside to preserve, protect, and interpret, for the benefit, education, and inspiration of present
and future generations, the home (and legacy) of the preeminent historian and educator, Dr. Carter G.
Woodson, founder of the organization known today as the Association for the Study of African American Life
and History. The national historic site includes Dr. Woodson’s home at 1538 9th Street, NW, and two row
houses adjacent to it located at 1540 and 1542 9th Street, NW, Washington, D.C.

Because it is a new unit of the national park system, the national historic site had not undergone previous
comprehensive planning efforts. The Carter G. Woodson Home National Historic Site General Management
Plan / Environmental Assessment / Interpretation Plan (GMP/EA) was prepared to present and analyze
alternative directions for the management and use of Carter G. Woodson Home National Historic Site.

The plan examines two alternatives for the development, use, and management of the site. The alternatives,
which were based on the purpose, significance, and special mandates of the historic site, present different ways
to manage resources, visitor use, and development of the site. The no-action alternative describes the
management direction that had been adopted by current (2012) park management. The no-action alternative
also serves as a baseline for comparison with the preferred alternative. The preferred (selected) alternative
outlines the full development, use, and management of the national historic site.

It is important to note that since the plan was written, the conditions of Dr. Woodson’s home and adjacent
buildings 1540 and 1542 have deteriorated due to an earthquake and a hurricane (Irene) which both occurred in
Washington, D.C., in August of 2011. All three buildings show damage as a result of these natural disasters.
After careful examination by contracted architects, engineers and NPS historic preservation experts, the
National Park Service has determined the best treatment for the interiors and exteriors of all three buildings,
under the preferred alternative, is now rehabilitation only and not the original plan of a combination of
restoration and rehabilitation treatments. Original elements of the Woodson home will still be restored to the
greatest extent possible, but the overall treatment of the home will now be one of rehabilitation. This decision
has resulted in changes to the GMP/EA and these changes are listed in the attached errata sheets.

This environmental assessment was prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, as amended, its implementing regulations by the Council on Environmental Quality (40 Code of Federal
Regulations [CFR] 1500-1508), and NPS Director’s Order 12: Conservation Planning, Environmental Impact
Analysis, and Decision-making, and the accompanying handbook. Compliance with section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, has occurred in parallel with the NEPA process.



SELECTED ALTERNATIVE

The GMP/EA analyzed the rehabilitation of Dr. Woodson’s home at 1538 9th Street, NW, and the two row
houses adjacent to it at 1540 and 1542 9th Street, NW. Based upon the analysis, the NPS selected its preferred
alternative for implementation which is described on pages 48—50 and 52-68 of the environmental assessment.
The selected alternative allows the visitor to experience Dr. Woodson’s life as if he had just stepped out of his
home. Visitors will learn about Dr. Woodson by going on a ranger or volunteer-led tour of his home and
through innovative and interactive interpretive exhibits, videos, materials, and programs in buildings 1540 and
1542 9th Street, NW. Buildings 1540 and 1542 will provide space for interpretive exhibits, retail sales,
restrooms, universal accessibility (via an elevator and wheelchair lift), mechanical systems, and offices.

Specific actions under the selected alternative will include the following:

»  The fagades and rear walls of Dr. Woodson’s home and buildings 1540 and 1542 will be rehabilitated
with in-tact historic elements on the Woodson home restored (as reflected in the errata sheets).

» The interior of Dr. Woodson’s home will be rehabilitated and used for interpretive purposes while
preserving its historic integrity (as reflected in the errata sheets).

» The interiors of buildings 1540 and 1542 will be rehabilitated to provide space for interpretive
exhibits, retail sales, restrooms, universal accessibility (via an elevator and wheelchair lift),
mechanical systems, and offices.

= According to the interpretation plan, visitors will experience the site through interactive interpretive
and educational exhibits, videos, materials, and programs using innovative technologies inside the
structures. Visitors will also experience Dr. Woodson’s home through a ranger- or volunteer-led tour.

*  There will be interpretive wayside exhibits in front of Dr. Woodson’s home and walking tours of the
neighborhood could be available.

» [Interpretation and education staff will be hired to manage the day-to-day operations of the site.
* Limited offices to support NPS operations would be located at the site.

»  The general agreement between the National Park Service and Association for the Study of African
American Life and History (ASALH) will be implemented. ASALH will be provided administrative
space at the national historic site.

The acquisition of building 1544 9th Street, NW, from donation or a willing seller, is also proposed in the
selected alternative (option two). At the time this document was written, the acquisition of this building was
not a viable oplion because the building was 1ecently putchiased and rehabilitated for use as a private residence.
If, in the future, the owner would like to donate or sell the building, the NPS would enter into a discussion with
that person about acquiring the building for the purpose of adding it to the national historic site.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The other alternative considered was the no-action alternative. The emphasis under the no-action alternative
would be the opportunity for visitors to experience Dr. Woodson’s neighborhood, view the rehabilitated
historic facades (all three historic structures), and learn about how the neighborhood influenced his life and
work.

Visitors would not have access to the interiors of the structures, but would learn about Dr. Woodson’s life and
legacy through the park website and brochure and the wayside exhibits in front of Dr. Woodson’s home.
Visitors would also learn about Dr. Woodson by going on an interpretive walking tour of the neighborhood.
Under this alternative, interpretation and education staff would be hired to manage the day-to-day operations
of the site. National Capital Parks-East may also hire a maintenance worker, resource management specialist,
or an administrative assistant to support the operation of the site. Additional operational support would be
provided by existing National Capital Parks-East staff.



ENVIRONMENTALLY PREFERABLE ALTERNATIVE

The NPS is required to identify the environmentally preferable alternative in NEPA documents presented to
the public for review and comment, The NPS, in accordance with the Department of the Interior policies
contained in its Departmental Manual (516 DM 4.10) and the Council on Environmental Quality NEPA’s
Forty Most Asked Questions, defines the environmentally preferable alternative as the alternative that best
promotes the national environmental policy expressed in the National Environmental Policy Act (section
101[b] [516 DM 4.10]). In NEPA’s Forty Most Asked Questions, the Council on Environmental Quality
further clarifies the identification of the environmentally preferable alternative, stating, “Ordinarily, this means
the alternative that causes the least damage to the biological and physical environment; it also means the
alternative which best protects, preserves, and enhances historic, cultural, and natural resources” (CEQ n.d.).
After considering the environmental consequences of the alternatives, including consequences to the human
environment, the NPS has concluded that the selected alternative is also the environmentally preferable
alternative. This alternative best realizes the full range of national environmental policy goals as stated in
section 101 of the National Environmental Policy Act.

Both the no-action and selected alternatives would cause the least damage to the biological and physical
environments because the emphasis of the proposed actions in these alternatives is on preserving and
rehabilitating the three historic structures that comprise the national historic site. Also, the biological and
physical environment around the naticnal historic site is limited because of its urban location in Washington,
D.C.

The selected alternative is the alternative that best protects, preserves, and enhances historic and cultural
resources. Under this alternative, the three historic structures will be rehabilitated and opened to the public.
The selected alternative will allow visitors to experience the various resources of the national historic site as
they are developed, such as a retail sales area, the historic Woodson home, educational classes, an interpretive
film, and personal services provided by NPS staff. The selected alternative supports diversity through
programs that will place Dr. Woodson’s legacy and his contemporaries in the framework or context of
American history. These programs will help the visitor develop a sense of the importance of diversity in
American culture. The selected alternative preserves important historic cultural and national aspects of our
American heritage regarding Dr. Woodson’s legacy of African American historiography.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The NPS routinely evaluates and applies mitigation measures whenever conditions could adversely affect the
sustainability of national park system resources. The NPS places a strong emphasis on avoiding, minimizing,
and mitigating potentially adverse impacts. To help ensure the protection of natural and cultural resources and
the quality of the visitor experience, the tollowing protective and mitigation measures will be implemented as
part of the selected alternative.

= Continue to inventory and research archeological resources, the historic structures, and ethnographic
resources to better understand and manage these resources. Continue to follow federal regulations and
NPS guidelines in managing cultural resources.

*  Apply site-specific planning and compliance to projects. Minimize adverse impacts by applying The
Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Archeology and Historic Preservation and The Secretary of
the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties and by using sensitive design that
will be compatible with historic resources. If adverse impacts are unavoidable, strategies to mitigate
them will be determined through consultation with all interested parties.

»  If during construction, archeological resources are discovered, all work in the immediate vicinity of
the discovery will be halted until the resources can be identified and documented and an appropriate
mitigation strategy developed. Staff from the national historic site and/or the NPS regional
archeologist will consult with the District of Columbia Historic Preservation Office to ensure that the
protection of resources is addressed. In the unlikely event that human remains, funerary objects,
sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony are discovered during construction, provisions outlined



protection of resources is addressed. In the unlikely event that human remains, funerary objects,
sacred objects, or objects of cuitural patrimony are discovered during construction, provisions outlined
in the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990, as amended (25 United States
Code [USC] 3001) will be followed.

= Implement steps and approaches during the construction phase of this project to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions, which will help the national historic site keep its carbon footprint low.

WHY THE SELECTED ALTERNATIVE WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT EFFECT
ON THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

As documented in the environmental assessment, the National Park Service has determined that the selected
alternative can be implemented without significant adverse effects. As defined in 40 CFR 1508.27, significance
is determined by examining the following criteria:

Impacts that may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist even if the federal agency
believes that on balance the effect will be beneficial.

Cultural resources (historic structures), visitor use and experience, the socioeconomic environment, and park
operations will experience both beneficial and adverse impacts as a result of implementing the selected
alternative. However, no significant impacts were identified that will require analysis in an environmental
impact statement. Moderate adverse impacts are expected for historic structures due to the removal of historic
fabric during the rehabilitation of the three buildings including the work needed to make the buildings
accessible (e.g., creating entryways between Dr. Woodson’s home and building 1540, installing an elevator,
and creating proper egress). Beneficial and long-term impacts to visitor use and experience will be realized
because the rehabilitated interiors will allow disabled people with limited mobility access throughout the
national historic site. Beneficial and long-term impacts to the socioeconomic environment are expected as a
result of opening the national historic site to the public and drawing in people who will support the local
economy. Impacts to park operations will be beneficial and long term due to the increase in staffing and
improved infrastructure that would adequately protect the historic structures, and provide for an enhanced
visitor experience.

The degree to which the proposed action affects public health or safety.

The proposed action wiil positively affect visitors, employees, and volunteers by bringing the buildings up to
proper public health and safety codes. Currently the historic structures are not accessible to the public and most
NPS employees because of their deteriorated state. Rehabilitating the structures will give people safe access to
them once again.

Unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural resources, park
lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas.

The national historic site is in an urban environment (Washington, D.C.). There are no park lands, prime
farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas in the vicinity of the national historic
site. The project will rehabilitate cultural resources, the three historic buildings that comprise the national
historic site—1538 (Dr. Woodson’s home), 1540, and 1542 9th Street, NW. Dr. Woodson’s home was
designated a national historic landmark in 1976, and all three structures are contributing resources in the
Mount Vernon West National Historic District (1999). There will be loss of historic fabric as a result of
rehabilitating the structures. However, the overall treatment of the structures will be beneficial to cultural
resources.

The degree to which the effects on the quality of the human environment are likely to be highly
controversial,

None of the actions proposed in the selected alternative have the potential to be highly controversial because
the actions that will be taken are typical of other rehabilitation projects undertaken by the National Park
Service.



The degree to which the possible effects on the quality of the human environment are highly uncertain or
involve unigue or unknown risks.

There were no effects on the quality of the human environment identified that are highly uncertain or involve
unique or unknown risks. The actions laid forth in the selected alternative will be performed in accordance
with NPS Director’s Order 28: Cultural Resource Management and The Secretary of the Interior s Standards
Jor the Treatment of Historic Properties.

The degree to which the action may establish a precedent for future actions with significant effects or
represents a decision in principle about a future consideration.

The selected alternative will not establish a precedent for future actions that will pose a significant effect or
represent a decision in principle that will influence future considerations.

Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively significant
impacts. Significance exists if it is reasonable to anticipate a cumulatively significant impact on the
environment. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by breaking it down into
small component parts.

Implementation of the selected alternative will have no significant cumulative impacts. As described in the
environmental assessment, past, present, and future actions and projects within the project area that could
affect historic structures, visitor use and experience, the socioeconomic environment, and park operations
include work done to Dr. Woodson’s home and buildings 1540 and 1542 prior to NPS acquisition of them;
NPS acquisition and stabilization of the three buildings; creation of three self-guided heritage trails in
Washington, D.C. that included Dr. Woodson’s home; construction and opening of the Washington
Convention Center near the national historic site; acquisition and renovation of building 1544 by a private
entity; implementation of the Convention Center Area Strategic Development Plan (2005) and District of
Columbia Historic Preservation Plan (2008-2012); construction of a companion hotel for the Washington
Convention Center; redevelopment of the historic O Street Market; and the City of Washington’s plan to
rehabilitate the Carter G. Woodson Park near the national historic site. The cumulative impacts conclusions
were reached for the following resources: adverse, minor, and long term for historic structures, and long term
and beneficial for visitor use and experience, the socioeconomic environment, and park operations.

The degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways, structures, or objects listed in
or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places or may cause loss or destruction of
significant scientific, cultural, or historical resources.

After applying the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) criteria of adverse effects (36 CFR Part
800.5, Assessment of Adverse CiTects), the NPS concluded that the propused undertaking outlined in the
selected alternative will have an adverse effect on historic structures, namely Dr. Woodson’s home, which is a
national historic landmark. The adverse effect will result from construction of entryways between Dr.
Woodson’s home and building 1540, and the construction of an elevator penthouse on the roof, and stairway
addition on the back of building 1540. While there will be an adverse effect, it will not be a significant effect
and it will not diminish the overall integrity of the historic structure nor compromise the listing of Dr.
Woodson’s home as a national historic landmark.

The NPS invited the District of Columbia Historic Preservation Office (DC SHPO) to participate in the
GMP/EA planning process in May 2008. In response, the DC SHPO asked to review and comment on the draft
plan when it became available. On August 1, 2011, the DC SHPO sent a determination of adverse effect letter
to the NPS.

A memorandum of agreement, in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.6, Resolution of Adverse Effects, was
negotiated between the NPS and the DC SHPO which they signed on December 11, 2012. The memorandum
of agreement stipulated how the adverse effects to historic structures will be mitigated. The Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation declined to be a consulting party and signatory on the memorandum of agreement. In
March 2012, the National Trust for Historic Preservation asked for and was given consulting party status as
allowed under section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The National Park Service incorporated
their substantive comments into the memorandum of agreement.



The degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or threatened species or its habitat,
which has been determined to be critical under the Endangered Species Act of 1973.

As required under section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, the NPS sent a consuitation letter dated
April 22, 2008, to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service regarding threatened or endangered species that might be
affected by the actions proposed in this plan. In a letter dated May 29, 2008, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
replied that no proposed or federally listed threatened or endangered species are known to exist in or near the
national historic site.

Whether the action threatens a violation of federal, state, or local law or requirements imposed for the
protection of the environment.

This action violates no federal, state, or local environmental protection laws.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

This environmental assessment was made available for public review and comment during a 30-day period
ending March 13, 2012, through issuance of a press release, mailing, and posting on the Planning,
Environment and Public Comment (PEPC) website (http://parkplanning.nps.gov/ woodsongmp). During the
public review and comment period, the NPS held an open house on Wednesday, February 22, 2012, at the
African American Civil War Memorial and Museum at 1925 Vermont Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C., which
55 people attended.

A total of 81 responses were received during public review of the plan. Eight responses were received from
nongovernmental organizations and the remaining 73 responses were received from unaffiliated individuals. A
majority of the non-substantive comments supported the selected alternative.

Substantive comments on the environmental assessment included concerns about federal acquisition of
property within the authorized national historic site boundary, the condition of Dr. Woodson’s home, adaptive
reuse of Dr. Woodson’s home, interpretation of the site and Dr. Woodson’s life, office space, funding, access
to the museum collection, directions to the site, and training for Association for the Study of African American
Life and History personnel. These concerns are addressed in the errata sheets attached to this Finding of No
Significant Impact. No concerns were received that resulted in changes to the text of the environmental
assessment,



CONCLUSION

The NPS has selected option 1 of the Action Alternative for implementation. In light of the impacts described
in the GMP/EA and with guidance from NPS Management Policies 2006, professional judgment, and
consideration of other agency and public comments, the impacts that will result from the selected alternative
will not impair any Park resources and values (see attached Impairment Determination). The selected
altemative does not constitute an action that normally requires preparation of an environmental impact
statement. The selected alternative will not have a significant effect on the human environment. Negative
environmental impacts that could occur are minor or moderate in intensity. There are no significant impacts on
historic structures, cultural landscapes, visitor use and experience, or the socioeconomic environment. No
highly uncertain or controversial impacts, unique or unknown risks, significant camulative effects, or elements
of precedence were identified. Implementation of the action will not violate any federal, state, or local
environmental protection law.

Based on the foregoing, it has been determined that an environmental impact statement is not required for this
project and thus will not be prepared. This is a finding of no significant impact.

Recommended:

M@@mo (2] 15

™ Alexcy Romero ¢
Superintendent, National Capital Parks-East

1Z .44 |2

Date
Regional Director, National Capital Region



Appendix: Impairment Determination
Carter G. Woodson Home National Historic Site
General Management Plan / Environmental Assessment / Interpretation Plan

NPS Management Policies 2006 require analysis of potential effects to determine whether actions would
impair park resources. The fundamental purpose of the national park system, established by the NPS Organic
Act and reaffirmed by the General Authorities Act, as amended, begins with a mandate to conserve park
resources and values. NPS managers must always seek ways to avoid or to minimize, to the greatest degree
practicable, adversely impacting park resources and values.

However, the laws do give the NPS the management discretion to allow impacts to park resources and values
when necessary and appropriate to fulfill the purposes of a park unit, as long as the impact does not constitute
impairment of the affected resources and values. Although Congress has given the NPS the management
discretion to allow certain impacts within a park unit, that discretion is limited by the statutory requirement
that the NPS must leave park resources and values unimpaired, unless a particular law directly and specifically
provides otherwise.

The prohibited impairment is an impact that, in the professional judgment of the responsible NPS manager,
would harm the integrity of park resources or values, including the opportunities that otherwise would be
present for the enjoyment of these resources or values.

An impact to any park resource or value may, but does not necessarily, constitute an impairment; but, an
impact would be more likely to constitute an impairment when there is a major or severe adverse effect on a
resource or value whose conservation is:

* necessary to fulfill specific purposes identified in the establishing legislation or proclamation of the
park and key to the natural or cultural integrity of the park

= identified as a goal in the general management plan or other relevant NPS planning documents of the
park

An impact would be less likely to constitute impairment if it is an unavoidable result of an action necessary to
pursue or restore the integrity of park resources or values and it cannot be further mitigated.

The park resources and values that are subject to the no-impairment standard include historic structures.
Impairment findings are not necessary for visitor use and experience, socioeconomics, or park operations
because impairment findings relate to park resources and values, and these impact areas are not generally
considered park resources or values according to the Organic Act. They cannot be impaired in the same way
that an action can impair park resources and values. Therefore, the only impact topic retained for analysis is
historic structures.

HISTORIC STRUCTURES

The national historic site includes Dr. Woodson’s home at 1538 9th Street, NW, and two row houses adjacent
to it at 1540 and 1542 9th Street, NW, Washington, D.C. Dr. Woodson’s home is a national historic landmark,
the highest designation a historic building can obtain, and the other two buildings are contributing resources in
the Mount Vernon West National Historic District. All three buiidings are in poor condition due to years of
deterioration, as well as from the earthquake and hurricane Irene that occurred in August 2011. The
preservation and maintenance of Dr. Woodson’s home is necessary to fulfill the purposes for which the
national historic site was established. Dr. Woodson’s home and buildings 1540 and 1542 are key to the cultural
integrity of the site, the opportunity for enjoyment of the site, and they are identified as significant resources in
the Carter G. Woodson Home Historic Resources Study, Woodson Home Historic Structures Report, and the
interpretation plan. The GMP/EA calls for the rehabilitation of these historic structures. This work will have
impacts that are long term and adverse. The impact is due to the loss of historic fabric that will happen during
the rehabilitation work, and the construction of the passageways between Dr. Woodson’s home and building
1540.



A memorandum of agreement, in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.6, Resolution of Adverse Effects, was
negotiated between the National Park Service and DC SHPO which they signed on December 11, 2012. The
memorandum of agreement stipulated how the adverse effects to historic structures will be mitigated. The
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation declined to be a consulting party and signatory on the
memorandum of agreement. In March 2012, the National Trust for Historic Preservation asked for and was
given consulting party status as allowed under section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The
National Park Service incorporated their substantive comments into the memorandum of agreement.

The overali proposed treatments will not result in impairment to historic structures because the work will be
performed in accordance with The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties.

In conclusion, as guided by this analysis, good science and scholarship, advice from subject matter experts and
others who have relevant knowledge and experience, and the results of public involvement activities, it is the
superintendent’s professional judgment that there will be no impairment of park resources and values from
implementation of the selected alternative.



Errata Sheets
Carter G. Woodson Home National Historic Site
General Management Plan / Environmental Assessment / Interpretation Plan

Corrections and revisions to the plan are listed in this section. Revisions were made as a result of the three
historic buildings being closely examined after the earthquake and hurricane Irene by contracted architects,
engineers and NPS historic preservation experts. The NPS determined that the best treatment for all three
buildings is rehabilitation under the selected alternative. This determination was made after the plan was
distributed for public review and comment. These revisions have not resulted in substantial modification of the
selected alternative, It has been determined that the revisions do not require additional environmental analysis.

Additions to the text are shown in bold and text removed is shown with strikethrough. The majority of changes
are striking through the word “restored” (or a variation of it) and adding the word “rehabilitated” (or a
variation of it). The page numbers referenced are from the Carter G. Woodson Home National Historic Site
General Management Plan / Environmental Assessment / Interpretation Plan dated January 2012.

p. i — 3rd paragraph

Under the preferred alternative (both options), the fagades and rear sides of Woodson’s home and building
1540 would be rehabilitated restered , with in-tact historic elements of the Woodson home restered, and
the facade and rear side of building 1542 would be rehabilitated. The interior of the Woodson home would be
rehabilitated and used for interpretive purposes while preserving its historic integrity restored-+te from
the time period Dr. Woodson lived there (1922-1950).

p. vii — first column, top of page

Visitors would learn about Dr. Woodson by going on a guided tour of his rehabilitated restored home, and
through innovative and interactive interpretive exhibits, videos, materials, and programs in the adjacent
buildings.

p. vii — under Historic Structures

Under the preferred alternative (both options), the same-exterior-werk-weuld-be-done-on exteriors of Dr.

Woodson’s home and buildings 1540 and 1542 would be rehabilitated. as-propesed-in-the-no-action
akternative: The interior of Woodson’s home would be rehabilitated and used for interpretive purposes

while preserving its historic integrity from the period restered-to-loellike-it-did,to-the-extent-possible;

when Dr. Woodson lived there.
p. 28 — under Air Quality

The national historic site structures that would undergo rehabilitation aad-resteration would be surveyed for
asbestos containing material or other hazardous materials prior to any construction activities.

p. 29 — first column, top of page

Any adverse impacts on air quality would be temporary, lasting only as long as the rehabilitation and
restoration work,

p. 30 — under Soundscape Management

Any construction activities associated with the rehabilitation and preservation resteration of the historic
structures as outlined in the alternatives, such as hauling of materials or the operation of equipment, could
result in loud sounds, but such sounds would be negligible, short term, and not out-of-place in an urban setting.

p- 35 — under Implementation of the Plan

Once the General Management Plan/ Environmental Assessment/ Interpretation Plan has been approved, the
National Park Service would be able to take immediate steps toward acquiring funding for, as well as the
completion of, the following tasks: finalizing the functions of the interior spaces of the historic structures;
preparing a structural engineering report to address the excavation of the basements and bowing exterior walls;



preparing design and construction drawings to restere-and-rehabilitate the historic structures; designing the
interpretive exhibits, materials, and programs; and hiring for some of the positions.

p- 40 — under Desired Resource Conditions

The interior of Woodson’s home would be rehabilitated restered-to-the-time-period-that Dr—Woedsonlived
there-(19221950) and maintained as a house museum.

p. 49 —under Woodson’s Home and Building 1540

The exteriors (front and back) of the Woodson home and building 1540 would be rehabilitated restored-to-the
time-peried-Woodsontived there (1922 1950). The marble entrance stairways and cast-iron railings would be

restored on the Woodson home and rehabilitated on building 1540. The original door on the Woodson
home would be restored and a historically accurate door would be installed on building 1540. The other
entryway features would be rehabilitated restered to their historic appearance.

p. 49 — under Woodson’s Home and Building 1540
Prior to the rehabilitation resteration work taking place, the exteriors of the buildings may be stabilized.
pp- 52- 53 — under The Preferred Alternative, Qverall Vision

Visitors would learn about Dr. Woodson by going on a guided tour of his rehabilitated zestered home, and
through innovativc and interactive interpretive exhibits, videos, materials, and programs in the adjacent
buildings.

p- 53 — under Architectural Barriers Act Accessibility Standards

Therefore, the National Park Service would follow the Architectural Barriers Act Accessibility Standards when
restoring-and rehabilitating the structures.

p- 53 — under Sustainable Design and Development

The National Park Service would use sustainable design and development practices during the resteration-and
rehabilitation of the buildings in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation &
Hlustrated Guidelines on Sustainability for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings.

p. 53 — under Woodson Home (1538 9th Street, NW)

The interior of the Woodson home would be rehabilitated restored.

p- 66 — under One-Time Costs (bullet #1)

Restering-and Rehabilitating the exteriors and interiors of the historic structures.
p. 68 — under **QOne-Time Costs (bullet #1)

Phase 1 of the preferred alternative-option one includes preparing a structural engineering report, preparing
design and construction drawings, stabilizingand restoring/rehabilitating the exteriors, and stabilizing the
interiors of Dr. Woodson’s home and buildings 1540 and 1542.

p- 68 — under **One-Time Costs (bullet #2)

Phase 2 of the preferred alternative-option one includes restoring-and rehabilitating the interiors of Dr.
Woodson’s home and buildings 1540 and 1542. Phase 2 of the preferred alternative-option two includes
restoring-and rehabilitating the interiors of Dr. Woodson’s home and buildings 1540, 1542, and 1544.

p. 71 —under Table 3: Summary of Key Differences Among the Alternatives

11



No Action Preferred Alternative Preferred Alternative
‘ . {Option One): Option Two):
Woodson Home and Buildings ] o

i540 | 1542 Woodson Home and Buildings Woodson Home and Buildings
SRt and 1a3- 1540 and 1542 1540, (542, and 1344

Woodson Home - | Conduct periodic inspections and | Rehabilitate Restore the interior | Same as option one
Interior perform minor repairs as needed | and refurnish it with historic
furnishings

p- 82 — under Current Visitor Experience

The national historic site is not open to the public at this time because the National Park Service is in the early
stages of planning for the resteration; rehabilitation and adaptive use of the buildings.

p. 96 — under Impacts of the Preferred Alternative, Option One, Analysis
The exteriors of the Woodson home (building 1538) and buildings 1540 and 1542 would be rehabilitated.

restored;while-the-exteriorof building 1542 -would-be-rehabilitated. The restorationand rehabilitation work

would be undertaken in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties.

p- 96-97 — under Impacts of the Preferred Alternative, Option One, Analysis

The interior of the Woodson home would be rehabilitated and used for interpretive purposes while
preserving its historic integrity from the restored-and refurnished-to-the-time period that Dr. Woodson lived
there.

p. 97 — first column

The restoration-and rehabilitation work would require in kind replacement of historic materials due to their
deteriorated state, which would result in impacts that are adverse, site-specific, long term, and negligible to
minor.

Any materials removed during resteration-ot rehabilitation efforts would be evaluated to determine their value
to the national historic site’s museum coilection and/or for their comparative use in future preservation work at
the site.

p- 98 — under Cumulative Impacts (Options One and Two)

The present action of the District of Columbia historic preservation plan (2008-2012) is in agreement with the
NPS proposed plan of restoring-and rehabilitating the exteriors of the buildings to keep their historic look and
association intact.

p. 103 — under Duration

This duration was chosen to approximate the length of time initial construction work would take place (for
example, resterationand rehabilitation of the historic buildings).

pp- 104—105 — under Impacts of the Preferred Alternative {Both Options), Analysis, Community Character

Under the preferred alternative — option one, the physical appearances of the Woodson home and adjacent
buildings (1540 and 1542) would be improved through their restoration-and rehabilitation resulting in an
overall appearance that is consistent with the historic neighborhood.

p- 105 — under Local Economy

Similar to the no-action alternative, the local economy would likely experience a small boost in the short term
due to the presence of construction workers during the resteration-and rehabilitation of the buildings.

p. 108 — under Impacts of the Preferred Alternative (Both Options), Analysis
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The extensive restoration-and rehabilitation work required to open up the buildings to visitors would most
likely be contracted out by the National Park Service.

p- 115 — under Section 106 Consultation

During the planning process for this general management plan, National Park Service staff from the National
Capital Parks-East group and the National Capital Regional Office have informally met with representatives
from the District of Columbia Historic Preservation Office to discuss proposed ideas on how the historic
structures would be rehabilitated and-restered for public use as a national historic site.

p- 116 — first column

Because this General Management Plan / Environmental Assessment / Interpretation Plan purposefully does
not include enough detail about how the historic buildings would be rehabilitated aad-restored, only informal
section 106 consultation has taken place with the District of Columbia Historic Preservation Office and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. After this general management plan has been finalized, design and
construction drawings detailing how the historic structures would be rehabilitated and-restored would be
prepared.

p. 152 — Appendix E

Action Compliance Requirement

Carter G. Woodson Home, 1538 9th Street NW, Washington D.C.

Rehabilitate Restore exterior and interior to-the-period-ofsignificance; Further consultation with District of
192219505, Columbia Historic Preservation Office

needed.

1540 9th Street NW, Washington D.C.

Rehabilitate Restere the fagade and back side to the period of Further consultation with District of
significance, 1922-1950. Columbia Historic Preservation Office
needed.




Responses to Selected Comments Received during Public Review
Carter G. Woodson Home National Historic Site
General Management Plan / Environmental Assessment / Interpretation Plan

Building 1544
Comment: | oppose taking someone’s private property to benefit a museum.

Response: As stated on pages iv, 5, 55, and 66, building 1544 9th Street, NW, through Public Law 108-192, is
authorized for acquisition through donation or purchase from a willing seller. The National Park Service would
only acquire the building through one of these two methods.

As stated on page 66, the National Park Service is deferring the acquisition of this property until there is a
donor or willing seller.

As stated on page 151, due to the recent purchase of building 1544, its acquisition by the National Park Service
is not feasible for the foreseeable future.

Comment: It should be very clear that it is in everyone's best interest to stop 'deferring’ the acquisition of the
private home at 1544 9th St NW, and take it off the table for consideration.

Response: Public Law 108-192 (December 19, 2003) that established the Carter G. Woodson Home National
Historic Site states in Section 3.b.1, “The Secretary [of the Interior] may acquire any of the 3 properties
immediately north of the Carter G. Woodson Home located at 1540, 1542, and 1544 9th Street, Northwest,
described on the map as ‘Potential Additions to National Historic Site,” for addition to the historic site.”
Because acquisition from a donor or willing seller may happen in the future, Option 2 of the Preferred
Alternative was kept in the general management plan / environmental assessment.

Comment: Tt is suggested that should the property at 1544 become available again for acquisition at a
reasonable price that the National Park Service should aggressively seek to incorporate the structure into the
national historic site.

Response: The National Park Service is deferring the acquisition of this property until there is a donor or
willing seller.

Condition of Dr. Woodson’s Home

Comment: The National Park Service must take action in 2012 to remedy the earthquake damage, address on-
going delerioration, and stabilize Dr. Woudson's hotne,

Comment: The General Management Plan should place a high priority on immediately addressing the physical
deterioration of the National Historic Landmark, particularly given that full implementation of the Park
Service's plan may take many years.

Response: The National Park Service began to stabilize and remedy the earthquake damage to Dr. Woodson’s
home and buildings 1540 and 1542 9th Street in 2012. The efforts will continue into 2013.

Comment: The General Management Plan should describe in detail the current physical condition of the
National Historic Landmark, including information gathered during assessments of earthquake damage.

Response: A detailed description of the condition of Dr. Woodson’s home is not necessary for the purposes of
the general management plan / environmental assessment, Efforts have been undertaken by the National Park
Service outside of this planning effort to document the condition of Dr. Woodson’s home and buildings 1540
and 1542 9th Street including Historic American Buildings Survey (HABS) documentation.

Adaptive Reuse of Dr. Woodson’s Home

Comment: Great care must be taken when adaptively reusing the former residence as a 21st century museum,
including the creation of new entryways through the walls of the National Historic Landmark to provide full
public access to Dr. Woodson’s home,

14



Response: The work done to Dr. Woodson’s home will follow The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties and special attention will be given to the creation of the entryways between
Dr. Woodson’s home and building 1540 9th Street.

Interpretation and Education

Comment: The National Park Service's programming for Dr. Woodson’s home should encourage the visitor to
experience other places in the Nation's Capital and throughout the country which were significant in Dr.
Woodson's life and which serve to commemorate African American contributions to American heritage,
including historic sites in the National Park System. These objectives can be accomplished in partnership with
other private- and public-sector organizations, including the Association for the Study of African American
Life & History.

Comment: Concern about the elements of the general management plan which call for the National Park
Service to fill "all floors" of Dr. Woodson’s home with reproduction and period furnishings in order to create
the "look and feel" of a house museum. An alternative approach suggested was to furnish Dr. Woodson’s home
with his ideas. An example given was that of President Lincoln’s Cottage in which “visitors gain new insights
into Lincoln's private life and presidency through a conversational tour that uses multimedia to convey
historical quotes and imagery [and] focus on Lincoln's ideas in the authentic place."

Comment: The National Park Service should consider whether only a few key rooms of Dr. Woodson’s home
should be furnished to replicate Dr. Woodson's household and office space.

Comment. It’s recommended that the majority of useable space on all floors of Dr. Woodson’s home be
dedicated to the interactive, innovative, and inventive programming intended to engage the imagination of the
visitors and encourage them to return with others for multiple visits.

Comment: It is recommended that the focus of the interpretive plan go well beyond restoring the house to "look
like it did, to the extent possible, when Dr. Woodson lived there" to encompass a vision that will fully engage
the public and adequately reflect the breadth of the history of Dr. Woodson's life and times.

Comment: Much of Dr. Woodson’s work was accomplished at 1538 9th Street NW -- but the significance and
impact of Dr. Woodson's life reaches far beyond those walls. So, too, should NPS interpretation of this historic

figure.

Response: The National Park Service will consider these recommendations when implementing the
interpretation plan (see chapter 6).

Office Space at the National Historic Site for National Park Service Employees

Comment: It is recommended that most of the office space for the national historic site's seven and one-half full-
time NPS employees should be located off-site at another National Capital Parks-East owned or leased facility.

Response: To ensure effective and proper day-to-day operations of the national historic site, NPS employee
office space will be located at the national historic site.



Funding

Comment. The general management plan / environmental assessment should acknowledge and emphasize the
need for non-federal funding to preserve, protect, and interpret the national historic site. The plan should be
revised to present and examine alternative sources of funding, including strategies for the National Park
Service and partner organizations to collaborate and secure funding for Dr. Woodson’s home.

Response: The general management plan / environmental assessment is not the tool the National Park Service
uses to examine funding sources. The National Park Service has begun the process of exploring funding
options outside of this planning effort for rehabilitating the historic buildings including non-NPS sources.

Woodson Collection

Comment: It is recommended that all of the artifacts comprising the Woodson collection be digitized and made
available to viewers and researchers on-line, especially any significant documents or items that will not be
displayed or archived on-site.

Response: Currently the National Park Service has very few items associated with Dr. Woodson’s life. The
public can request to see these items by appointment. Making these items available on-line will be considered
in the future.

Signage
Comment: Clear, prominent signage should be provided to direct visitors to the site.

Response: The National Park Service will work with the city and all appropriate entities to properly direct
visitors to the national historic site.

Transportation

Comment: It is recommended that the National Park Service reach out to DC transportation officials to explore
the potential for extending the DC Circulator route to include stops for the Shaw Historic District including
both the Carter G. Woodson and Mary McLeod Bethune sites.

Response: The National Park Service will consider this recommendation.

Comment: The National Park Service should include information about transportation options including Metro
and bus on the park's webpage.

Response: Directions to the national historic site will be put on www.nps.gov/cawo once the site is open to the
public.

Association for the Study of African American Life and History

Comment: It is recommended that all Association for the Study of African American Life and History
personnel stationed at the national historic site undergo training that familiarizes them with the mission of the
National Park Service and the philosophy behind NPS interpretation.

Response: The National Park Service will provide Association for the Study of African American Life and
History personnel an opportunity to take NPS interpretation and mission related training,



