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NATIONAL MALL PLAN –SECTION 106 

The following table contains comments from Section 106 Consulting Parties on the National Mall Plan Draft Alternatives Matrix of April 2008. Comment appearance varies, since they were copied from PDF versions of letters. 

# Source Received Location   
#=page # 
P=paragraph 

106 NEPA Section 106 Comment or summary 
 

NPS Response 

1.
  

NTHP 
National 
Trust for 
Historic 

Preservation 

4/29/08 1, p2 X  

 
 

In response to this request NPS provided a bus tour and held two optional meetings 
at park headquarters to help answer any questions – the mornings of May 2 and May 
9 from 9am to noon.  One consulting party attended on May 2; no one attended on 
May 9   

2.
  

NTHP 
National 
Trust for 
Historic 

Preservation 

 1, p3  X 

 

NPS much appreciates the NTHP position. 
a) Coordinated multi-agency approach is ongoing at multiple levels.  Numerous 

federal and local agencies are coordinating agencies through NEPA. 
b) Design for major facilities is an expression of a unified vision for the National 

Mall.  For projects to move through the NPS system they need to be included in a 
broad vision plan. 

c) Conditions and needs are continually evaluated 
d) Please continue to provide comment on how creative solutions protect historic 

landscapes or mitigate impacts  

3.
  

NTHP 
National 
Trust for 
Historic 

Preservation 

 1,p4 X  

 
 

1. The National Mall Plan deals with portions of the historic, symbolic core 
resulting from the L’Enfant and McMillan Plan 

2. The DEIS analysis provides this analysis, section 106 comments help refine 
alternatives and analysis 

4.
  

NTHP 
National 
Trust for 
Historic 

Preservation 

 2, p1 X  Clarify the undertaking 

 

The National Mall Plan is an undertaking that addresses different levels of vision and 
specificity in order to provide a unified and coherent National Mall. This is neither a 
master plan nor maintenance plan.   The undertaking addresses areas managed by 
NPS.  The plan will identify additional design and compliance that would take place 
during plan implementation  
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5.
  

NTHP 
National 
Trust for 
Historic 

Preservation 

 2, p2 X X 

 

Thank you for the comment on “contradictory purposes” – matrix language has been 
changed to talk of “multiple” purposes.Each of the three alternatives accomplish all 
the goals listed, but in different ways. The primary emphasis is different for each 
alternative.  Concepts from each of the alternatives will be combined.The Legacy 
Plan, successor to the McMillan and L’Enfant Plans, provides a broad vision for 
central Washington. The related Memorials and Museums Master Plan supplements 
the Legacy Plan and guides NPS plans.  These two documents dovetail with other 
plans for central Washington – the Framework Plan, Capitol Complex Master Plan, 
the Center City Action Agenda and the National Mall Plan. 

6.
  

NTHP 
National 
Trust for 
Historic 

Preservation 

 2, p3 X  

 
Consider the area a national significant historic resource 
a) Preserve unified symbolic core of green space and monumental architecture  
b) Evolution is part of character – not freeze in time 
c) Use Section 106 to examine what constitutes historic and symbolic character as a whole  
d) Select alternatives based on what will reinforce, enhance and promote character 
e) Major features less than 50 years old need to be considered 
f) Consider history of public use 

NPS considers the area a national significant historic resource. 
a) NPS assumes this comment would also include views 
b) NPS agrees – this has been emphasized by the SHPO and is fundamental to the 

Secretary of Interior’s Standdards for the Treatment of Historic Properties and 
Guidelines for Cultural Landscapes. 

c) NPS agrees and would like your assistance in defining that character comments 
to that effect 

d) This is one of many considerations that plan must consider 
e) NPS concurs 
f) NPS concurs – see “A History of the National Mall and Pennsylvania Avenue 

National Historic Park” posted online and handed out at Section 106 and public 
meetings 

7.
  

NTHP 
National 
Trust for 
Historic 
Preservation 

 3, p1 X  

 

NPS plans identify major and minor actions because they set the future direction 
comprehensively.  Major undertakings  will require additional compliance.  
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8.
  

NTHP 
National 
Trust for 
Historic 

Preservation 

 3, p2 X  

 
 

NPS Management policy gives facility guidance related to issues brought up in this 
comment. Locations for facilities need to be identified in approved plans.  
The alternative matrix and affected environment summarize existing conditions or 
challenges and alternative ideas. Information about existing architectural character is 
contained in historic structure reports, cultural landscape reports, national register 
nominations and other National Mall documentation. The HSRs and CLRs will also 
provide guidance for siting, design, materials, and other more specific design 
elements. 
For some proposed actions more detail is provided about architectural character, 
size, etc.; for other areas defining a location and conceptual purpose/need for a 
potential facility is adequate. The draft and final plan will provide the analysis related 
to these topics.  
When the draft EIS is submitted for public review, reviewers will have the 
opportunity to identify those resources that should be described in more detail in the 
EIS.  
The alternatives matrix identifies locations and may give some additional information 
about character or size of a proposed or potential facility. This information may be 
useful to the analysis. Furtther consultation may be required as projects are 
implemented. 

9.
  

NTHP 
National 
Trust for 
Historic 

Preservation 

 3, p3 X  

 
 

The cultural landscape of the National Mall is anchored in the two historic landmark 
plans for Washington DC - and comprises much of the great cross axis of open space.  
The boundaries of the undertaking have been identified. How the individual 
resources within that boundary form one overarching resource is an essential issue in 
this planning effort. This plan could recommend a unifying paving system throughout 
or identify a palette or palettes of plant types. 

10.
  

National 
Trust for 
Historic 

Preservation 

  X  

 
Larger vision consistent with the grand visions of the past is a need.   
a) Through section 106 better establish what comprises historic character. 
b) Achieve consensus of what projects can be addressed. 
c) Seek a well-justified, ration and contextualized approach to major and minor alterations. 

a) We concur – the Section 106 consultation should help define the historic 
character – As stated above, the NPS welcomes the consulting parties’ assistance 
in further identifying historic character, please see CLRs. HSRs and other 
documents that provide some of this analysis – on line. 

b) Section 106 does not define the undertaking– it provides comment on the impact 
to historic resources. NPS hopes the comments have provided clarification about 
the undertaking. 

c) NPS Management Policies require a contextualized and wholistic approach to 
planning. The NPS looks to other plans such as the Legacy Plan, as well as 
L’Enfant and MacMillan Plans to provide this larger context.  

        

12.
  

Combined  

·National 

Coalition to 
Save Our 
Mall 

· Committee 

of 100 

5/29/20
08 

1, P1 X X Superintendent O’Dell testimony listed the top four public comment topics.  They are 
not the only issues that need to be addressed in planning.  
Actions to make improvements in some public concerns and to improve conditions 
are proceeding as part of normal park management.  
 Other issues will be dealt with in the National Mall Plan.  In those instances where 
they pose impacts on the cultural landscape and other historic resources, they will be 
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·NPCA 

·NAOP 

·NTHP,  

· Latrobe Soc,  

·DC Pres. 

League  

Immediate short term priorities this project can address were articulated at May 20, 2008 
hearing 

· Improve general appearance 

· Improve signage 

· More and better restrooms 

·More and better food  

Request confirmation from the National Park Service that these are in fact the top 
priorities for the National Mall plan. 

addressed as part of the Section 106 process. 

14.
  

Combined  
” 

“ 1, P2  X In addition we would add 

·Revised circulation, automobile, tour, pedestrian and bicycle traffic 

·Revised plan to address temporary and permanent security, flooding and maintenance 
changes 

These topics are addressed in the National Mall Plan.  
 

15.
  

Combined  
 “ 

“ 1-2  X Request for additional information related to: 

·visitor surveys and  

·guidelines for waysides 

·traffic studies, circulation studies and historic circulation plans and paving materials 

To the extent available, the information requested will be included as part of the 
analysis. 
Information about the NPS sign system can be found at www.hfc.nps.gov/uniguide/ 
NPS has a programmatic agreement with the DCSHPO that provides for internal 
compliance review of the placement and installation of waysides and signs within 
park boundaries. 

16.
  

Combined  
 

 2, p2  X 

 
 

NCPC’s 1997 Extending the Legacy plan was designed to provide the big picture vision 
for the nation’s capital. The NPS relies on the Legacy Plan to provide over all direction 
for the city and is working toward developing a plan that fits within that framework. 
NPS National Mall planning tiers off Legacy for the areas of the National Mall 
managed by NPS.  Other plans tier off and reinforce the Legacy Plan for the areas 
under different jurisdictions as well as the Memorials and Museums Master Plan.  
These include the vision plans described in Planning Together for Central Washington, 
DC.  Specific projects by agencies such as the Smithsonian Institution must also plan 
within the context established by the Legacy Plan.  

17.
  

Combined  
 

 2, p3 X  Major impact on the Mall 
a) Eliminating the pool at Union Square 
b) Replacing Sylvan Theater 
c) Building substantial restaurants 

We understand this comment to state that three major impacts were identified to 
historic resources. 
We look to the consulting parties to help the NPS evaluate the likely effects resulting 
from the undertaking described in the preferred alternative.  

18.
  

       

19.
  

National 
Association 
of Olmsted 

Parks 
(NAOP) 

5/19/08 1, p2   Vision should come from L’Enfant and McMillan Plans – historic purpose and experiences 
(memorials, museums) and integrated through roads, natural systems, viewsheds and vistas. 

We concur that the vision should be grounded in the L’Enfant and McMillan Plans. 
The Legacy Plan carries forward these plans and provides the overarching vision for 
the NPS planning effort. We also concur that we must carefully consider effects on 
roads, natural systems, viewsheds, vistas, and other components of NAOP the 
cultural landscape that reflect the essence of these earlier plans   
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20.
  

NAOP  1, p3 X X 

 

The NPS has identified guiding principles (See Newsletter 2, available online) as well 
as best management practices for the National Mall. The Olmsted principles are a 
succinct statement of many of these 21 planning principles developed by the multiple 
agencies cooperating with the NPS in the NEPA process. The Olmsted principles also 
correspond to ideas in the “Secretary of the Interior’s Guidelines for the  Treatment 
of Cultural Landscapes”. These standards guide NPS activities nationwide. The 
standards have guided past and ongoing efforts on the Mall and will continue to do 
so in the future.  

21.
  

NAOP  1, p4  X 

 

 

Thank you for your comments relating to circulation, concessions, maintenance, 
visitor services and other development issues. Your comments will be carefully 
considered as part of the NEPA analysis for the plan. We also look forward to your 
comments on these issues once the NPS has a well-defined undertaking in the 
preferred alternative.  
 
GSA addresses work place and government building issues in the federal triangle, and 

in other federal buildings in the monumental core. Adaptive use of historic 
buildings is generally undertaken if building uses change.  

 

22.
  

NAOP  2, p2-3   NPS policies provide guidance for park uses and facilities. For example, in the park, 
Guideleines for Special Events at the Lincoln Memorial have been in place since 1996.  
Management Policies 2006 address park uses and facilities as well as many other 
topics.  See www.nps.gov/policy/MP2006.pdf 
NEPA analysis looks at the need for facilities based on cumulative impacts of projects 
adjacent as well as within the study area. 
NPS has not proposed any central facility in any of the atlernatives. 
Concessions management plans would need to examine the feasibility of any 
proposals.  
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23.
  

NAOP  2, p3 X X 

 
 

NPS believes that a comprehensive vision for the National Mall has already been 
developed, based on the Legacy Plan and the Commemorative Works Act “Reserve” 
Amendment. 
The decision about Union Square will address a vision and general criteria without 
constraining   future creative design solution. 

24.
  

NAOP  2, p4  X Support sustainable design and practices We concur. NPS policy requires sustainable design for all new and rehabilitated 
facilities.  

25.
  

NAOP  2, p5 X  Concept of open, unprogrammed space as a defining feature of this landscape should be a 
priority. 

We concur. We believe the concept of open and unprogrammed space is 
incorporated in all alternatives.  

26.
  

NAOP  attached X  Design Principles of FL Olmsted Thank you. These principles provide useful guidance and reinforce National Mall Plan 
principles as well as NPS policies. 

27.
  

       

 National 
Coalition to 

Save Our 
Mall 

5/19/08    

 

Noted. 
Group comments were addressed. 

28.
  

National 
Coalition to 

Save Our 
Mall 

5/19/08 1, p3   

 
 

A preferred alternative is similar in terms of content to the other alternatives.  It is 
the governments preferred based on public comment, analysis, cooperating agency 
input, consultation, and cost-benefit ratio.  It will include a description of what is 
desired in terms of overall vision and specific area visions fit within the overall vision. 
In some areas this description will be more specific than in others.  A preferred 
alternative is not a design.  While some actions may be able to proceed without 
further consultation, it is expected that further consultation will proceed as projects 
are undertaken. Projects needing further compliance will be identified in the draft or 
final plan.  
It is important to note that projects need to be within a vision plan to get NPS 
approval for implementation and funding.  This includes projects that could have 
significant funding from private/public partnerships or private sources. 

29.
  

National 
Coalition to 

Save Our 
Mall 

 1, p4 b-X a and c 
X 

 

a) NPS has a transportation vision plan that was developed before the National Mall 
Plan was underway, and is being incorporated into the plan.   Other circulation 
issues are addressed within the plan or are analyzed as cumulative impact. 

b) As noted by the SHPO in our previous meetings, the National Mall has evolved 
over time and is not the expression of any one plan. Contributing elements are 
those extant elements that contribute to the historic character.  These elements 
are described in cultural resource inventories prepared for the NPS. Some of 
these documents are posted on the planning website. 
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 c) The goals are what the plan is to accomplish – you might relate them to a 
problem statement. An example - NPS needs to address the impact of high levels 
of use.   A vision statement connects with the park purpose and significance and 
defines broad desired conditions – which may include a sense of the types of 
conditions, experiences and facilities desired.    

30.
  

National 
Coalition to 

Save Our 
Mall 

 1, p5  X 

 

 

We will address your comment as part of the NEPA analysis  

31.
  

National 
Coalition to 

Save Our 
Mall 

 2, p1   

 

The National Mall has evolved over time from both of the L’Enfant and McMillan 
plans but neither of these plans was fully implemented.  AS NPS prepared cultural 
landscape inventories for the Mall, it became clear that Union Square had a history 
distinct from either of the plans and from the rest of the mall. a separate cultural 
landscape inventory was prepared for Union Square.  Inventories for both the Mall 
and Union Square are among the cultural landscape or cultural resource materials 
available online at www.nps.gov/nationalmallplan/History.html. 
Other information was shared to illustrate how plans evolve.  
The National Mall is a layering of various plans, some of which were realized to a 
greater degree than others. The ways in which these plans are layered creates a 
continuum that reflects the evolution of the National Mall.  
As each section of the National Mall was evaluated, the existing properties were 
evaluated for their character-defining features and their eligibility for the National 
Register, regardless of which plan they originated from. The significance of these 
resources is articulated in the NR nomination form. According to the ACHP guidelines, 
the NPS may not distinguish between National Register properties. The NPS must 
balance its need to address the National Mall as an integrated whole while ensuring 
compliance with the ACHP’s Regulations for the Protection of Historic and Cultural 
Properties (36 CFR 800). 

33.
  

National 
Coalition to 

Save Our 
Mall 

 2, p2   

 

The purpose of the bus tour was to look at the trees, paths, structures, etc. that are 
features that contribute to the cultural landscape. The NPS referred to these 
elements throughout the tour to assist the participatns in their identification of the 
impacts on historic resources. 
 The National Mall plan will address a variety of needs and issues to fulfill its mission 
for the future. Issues are based in part on the comments provided by the public and 
the consulting parties through the NEPA and 106 process. You are correct that 
management and maintenance of the National Mall are concerns for the NPS - but 
they are not the only issues that need to be addressed. Management of the National 
Mall is a balancing act that must consider resource protection, visitor use and 

http://www.nps.gov/nationalmallplan/History.html
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 experience, and the appropriate level of development. Planning is about determining 
the most appropriate way for the NPS to balance these complimentary or multiple 
interests. The result will be the preferred alternative. The input of the public and the 
consulting parties helps to develop a preferred alternative that strikes the best 
possible balance for the future.   
Please refer to the “Summary of Roles of NPS, SHPO, ACHP, Consulting Parties” was 
handed out in the April meeting. 
NPS described briefly its decision process which typically examines advantages of 
alternatives in 5 areas, in this case 6:  

·providing safe visits and work experiences;  

·protecting natural and cultural resources 

·providing visitor enjoyment (includes experiences, education, recreation, 
entertainment and  things like convenient and pleasant experiences) 

·operational efficiency 

·other benefits – socio-economic, partnerships, etc 
6 demonstrations and events 

35.
  

       

36.
  

Guild of 
Professional 
Tour Guides 

(Guild) 

5/10/08 1  X 

 

Tour bus parking and other transportation-related issues will be addressed as part of 
the NEPA analysis.  

 Guild    X 

 

Comment noted. 

37.
  

Guild  Supplem
entary 

 X 

 

This comment has been submittedas a part of the NEPA process. Susan – is a stop at 
EPP proposed in any of the alternatives?  It is proposed by the Framework Plan – 
and NPS supports that as a long term vision in all the alternatives. 

38.
  

Guild  “ X  

 

  

A lighting plan would be done in a subsequent level of planning intended to 
implement the general recommendations in the National Mall Plan. 

39.
  

Guild  “  X 

 

This comment will be considered in the NEPA analysis.  
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40.
  

Guild  “  X 

 

This summer (2008), beginning July 6, the hours have been temporarily extended 
until 10pm since funds and staffing became available through the Centennial 
initiative.  Your comment supports extending hours permanently. 

41.
  

       

42.
  

Committee 
of 100 on 

the Federal 
City 

5/19/08 1 X  Comments are preliminary due to June 11, 2008 discussion of Pennsylvania Avenue Noted.  NPS did not provide any materials for review at the June 11 meeting. As 
discussed during the June 11 meeting, it may be appropriate to separate 
Pennsylvania Avenue from the National Mall Plan.   

43.
  

C100  2, p1  X 

 

The matrix repeats concepts when there are a limited number of viable alternatives. 

44.
  

C100  2, p2 X  

 

NPS agrees that the there are a great many issues.  In providing a preliminary 
alternatives matrix, consulting parties have a better sense of what issues they may 
want to focus on, and the level of commitment that will be required. 

45.
  

C100  2, p3 X  

 
 

NPS agrees that additional compliance will be needed for a number of projects; and 
those projects will be identified.   

46.
  

C100  2, p4  X 

 

Cumulative impacts are addressed in the analysis portions of the draft document of 
DEIS.   
Section 106 comment would be useful to identify impacts on adjacent historic 
resources or the impact of adjacent actions on National Mall historic resources. 

47.
  

C100  2, p5  X Time Frame: The time frame for this National Mall and the Pennsylvania Avenue National 

Historic Park Plan is 50 years, presumably 2010-2060, a slightly longer time frame than the 

period since the last major Mall Plan (1966) and about the time period for the current planning 

Noted.  NPS agrees that big visions often take a long time to implement.  The Mall 
planting plan derived from the historic McMillan Plan is a good example of something 
that took decades to complete.  
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and rebuilding of Pennsylvania Avenue (beginning in the early 1960s and essentially 

completed with the Newseum which opened in Spring 2008). It is essential that the big ideas 

be stressed even though they may not be implemented for many years. Indeed, it is likely that 

many of the smaller, less dramatic features of the plan will be the first to be completed. 

48.
  

C100  3, p1  X 

 

The draft plan (DEIS) is expected to be quite large and typically includes: the need for 
planning, the scope of the plan, relationship to other planning, alternatives, summary 
of environmental consequences, affected environment, environmental 
consequences, appendices, preparers, etc.   
Far in advance of the draft plan, the consulting parties have had access to a more 
detailed range of alternatives. Consulting parties’ historic preservation comments will 
provide information useful for analyzing effects on historic resources. 

49.
  

C100  3, p2 X  

 
 

Adjacent areas are typically part of NEPA cumulative impacts – not the alternatives 
matrix or within an illustration.   
 
In this case the relationship to other plans will address coordination with other vision 
plans underway.  See “Planning together for Central Washington, DC” For how four 
vision plans are being coordinated. 

50.
  

C100  3, p3  X 

 

This information typically is included in a draft plan to the extent it is available. 

51.
  

C100  3, p4  X 

 

These are typically covered in cumulative impacts in NEPA. 

52.
  

C100  3, p5 X  

 

The NPS policy supports adaptive reuse of historic buildings.  The Arts and Industries 
building is owned and operated by the Smithsonian. The Smithsonian Institution is a 
cooperating agency in the National Mall Plan. Other Smithsonian projects would be 
addressed in cumulative impacts. 

53.
  

C100  3, p6  X 

 

 

These NEPA topics get addressed in the draft plan in natural resources sections.  
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54.
  

C100  4, p1  X 

 

Your comment has been noted. 

55.
  

C100  4, p2-3  X 

 

Your comment has been noted.  

56.
  

C100  4, p4 X  

 

We hope to better explain the logic for proposals in analysis.  

57.
  

C100  4, p5  X  

 

NPS recognizes that the tree and grass panels are integral components of the Mall’s 
cultural landscape. The plan will analyze these impacts and describe best 
management practices intended to lessen the impacts of events on these resources.  

58.
  

C100  5, p1 X  

 

NPS recognizes the view to the west as a critical historic resource. The National Mall 
Plan will address past actions in Virginia as a cumulative impact on this historic view.  

59.        
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60.
  

ASLA 
American 
Society of 
Landscape 
Architects 

5/19/08  X X ASLA made and submitted handwritten notes on the matrix.  Comments more closely related to 
section 106 are listed 

Although not specific to the Section 106 process, the NPS will consider all comments 
submitted. Many will be addressed in the EIS impact analysis section. 

61.
  

ASLA 
 

 P2 X  Consider the Tidal Basin as a complete landscape, complete a study Noted – the East and West Potomac Parks Historic District revised National Register 
nomination, and the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Landscape Overview do address 
these areas. 

62.
  

ASLA 
 

 P 4 X X Temporary fence system and education Noted – NPS recognizes the need to develop more appropriate systems for 
temporary enclosures. 

63.
  

ASLA 
 

 P13 X  Careful siting of architecture and mix of character  NPS concurs and Management Policies provide guidance. 

64.
  

ASLA 
 

 P22 X  Framework plan recommendations will need to be carefully coordinated because would have a 
dramatic impact of historic views and vistas 

Noted.  NPS is a partner agency working on the Framework Plan and has provided 
comment on important north south views from the National Mall. 

65.
  

       

66.
  

DC HPO 
DC Historic 

Preservation 
Office 

5/19/08 1, p3 X  

  
 

NPS concurs.  Thinking through the complex major and minor issues comprehensively 
is especially important.  

67.
  

DC HPO 
 

 1, p4 X  

 

NPS concurs and had previously summarized the proposals and what got built of 
historic plans in A History of the National Mall and Pennsylvania Avenue National 
Historic Park.  
 

68.
  

DC HPO 
 

 2, p1 X  

 

NPS concurs and this is one reason it has carefully been using the terms Mall and 
National Mall.  National Mall is the unifying name for the entire area.  
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69.
  

DC HPO 
 

 2, p2 X  

 

NPS agrees with the need to integrated landscape and visitior experience. 
Suggestions noted for specific areas.   
a) A comprehensive vision or desired program for areas will be described, rather 

than a design. It is expected that design and further consultation will be required 
for these areas.  The goal of the plan will be to coordinate the visions and 
programs of areas. 

b) NPS will continue to work with others such as Framework Plan to coordinate 
projects. 

c) NPS and other plans agree that the pedestrian circulation system and 
environment may need to be adjusted and strengthened.  

d) NPS can further describe the features and character of areas during analysis. 

70.
  

DC HPO 
 

 2, p3 X  

 

Noted.  Consultations will continue. 

71.
  

DC HPO 
 

 2, Sect 
7.1 

X  RECOMMENDED 

 

Noted.  Thanks for noting a sense of architectural hierarchy that may be important in 
preserving the historic landscape. 

72.
  

DC HPO 
 

 3 – 7.4  X  RECOMMENDED 

 

Thanks for noting the difference in nocturnal sense of plan.  

73.
  

DC HPO 
 

 3 – 13.3 X  RECOMMENDED 

 

NPS would like to consult with DC SHPO in more detail on this comment. 

74.
  

DC HPO 
 

 3 – 14.2 X  RECOMMENDED 

 

Noted recommendation for quick action.  PMIS statements have been prepared. 
Recommendation about the Greenough statue of Washington is a totally new idea 
that had not been received during comments – can be considered during the design 
process for the security checkpoint. 

75.
  

DC HPO 
DC HPO 

 

 3 - 15.5 X  RECOMMENDED Noted.  The building is not large, and it currently provides staffed information, 
restrooms and offices for rangers.   
Improved pedestrian access to south grounds is a need from this area as well as 15th 
and Independence. 
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76.
  

DC HPO 
 

 3 – 17.1 X  RECOMMENDED 

 

Comment noted – relieving congestion can help preserve historic resources and 
emphasize lesser known resources.  

77.
  

DC HPO 
 

 3- 22.6 X  RECOMMENDED 

 

Including and continuing multiple uses during completion of security remains a goal.  
Separate section 106 consultation will continue. 

78.
  

DC HPO 
 

 3- 23.1 
and 23.4 

X  RECOMMENDED 

 

Thank you for this clearly articulated suggestion  for  a positive change on the historic 
character of the northwest area of the National Mall. 

79.
  

DC HPO 
 

 3- 25.1 X  RECOMMENDED 

 

NPS concurs, and has had a PMIS statement/cost estimate for this project. 

80.
  

DC HPO 
 

 3 – 25.6 X  RECOMMENDED 

 

The importance to being in keeping with the historic character is noted. 

81.
  

DC HPO 
 

 3 – 26.7 X  RECOMMENDED 

 

The importance to being in keeping with the historic character is noted. 

82.
  

DC HPO 
 

 4, p1 X  RECOMMENDED 

  

The importance to being in keeping with the historic character is noted.  NPS notes 
that you recommend using the Mall bench and lighting fixtures to the maximum 
extent feasible and appropriate. 

83.
  

DC HPO 
 

  X  NOT RECOMMENDED 

 

Noted that the Mall is not the embodiment of any one plan, and that you do not 
consider a water feature at the 8th street axis appropriate. 

84.
  

DC HPO 
 

  X  NOT RECOMMENDED: Your reasons (sound, visual, traffic conditions) for not recommending an 
underground parking garage, shown in alt B are noted.   
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85.
  

DC HPO 
 

  X  NOT RECOMMENDED: 

 

Your reasons (sound, visual, traffic conditions) for not recommending an 
underground parking garage, shown in alt B are noted.   

86.
  

DC HPO 
 

  X  NOT RECOMMENDED: 

 

Comment noted – adverse historic effect  of Alt A location on the Washington 
Monument and historic properties. 

87.
  

DC HPO 
 

  X  NOT RECOMMENDED: 

 

Noted you consider the north bay as a historic design feature, backdrop and 
terminus. 

88.
  

DC HPO 
 

 4 X  
  

 

An idea like tunnels or garages would result additional compliance and consultation 
beyond the National Mall Plan. 

89.
  

DC HPO 
 

 4 X  
  

 

Further consultation would occur with a  coordinated paving plan. 

90.
  

DC HPO 
 

 4 X  
  

 

It is a goal of the plan to identify a vision for use of Union Square. NPS has prepared a 
Union Square Cultural Landscape Inventory which does explore the history of 
planning and design for the area. Your comments are important in helping the NPS 
determine appropriate direction for the rehabilitation of Union Square. Consultation 
with your office would continue during a design process.  

91.
  

DC HPO 
 

 5 X  
  

Noted that a 14th street tunnel (Alt C) would constitute a permanent adverse impact 
and change to historic access patterns. 
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92.
  

DC HPO 
 

 5 X  
  

.    

Noted that tunnels would constitute a permanent adverse impact and change to 
historic access patterns. Further consultation would be necessary. 

93.
  

DC HPO 
 

 5 X  
  

 

NPS agrees that further consultation about design would be necessary 

94.
  

DC HPO 
 

 5 X  
  

 

Agree that additional planning and consultation would be necessary, and note your 
preference to address multiple functions. 

95.
  

DC HPO 
 

 5 X  
  

 

Note your conceptual support for relocation of the Lock Keeper’s House and that it 
be part of the coordinated plan for levee, food service and other features. Further 
consultation would occur. 

96.
  

DC HPO 
 

 5 X  
  

 

Further consultation would continue 

97.
  

DC HPO 
 

 5 X  
  

 

NPS concurs. 

 


