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INTRODUCTION

The Secretary of the Interior is responsible for establishing
standards for all program under Departmental authority and
for advising Federal agencies on the preservation of his-
toric properties listed or eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places. In partial fulfillment of this re-
sponsibility, the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for
Historic Preservation Projects have been developed to guide
work undertaken on historic buildings - there are separate
standards for acquisition, protection, stabilization, preser-
vation, rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction. The
Standards for Rehabilitation (codified in 36 CFR 67) com-
prise that section of the overall preservation project stan-
dards and addresses the most prevalent treatment. "Reha-
bilitation" is defined as "the process of returning a property
to a statc of utility, through repair or alteration, which makes
possible an efficient contemporary use while preserving
those portions and features of the properly which are sig-
nificant to its historic, architectural, and cultural values."

Initially developed by the Secretary of the Interior to deter-
mine the appropriateness of proposed project work on reg-
istered properties within the Historic Preservation Fund
grant-in-aid program, the Standards for Rehabilitation have
been widely used over the years-particularly to determine if
a rchabilitation qualifies as a Certified Rehabilitation for
Federal tax purposes. In addition, the Standards have guided
Federal agencies in carrying out their historic preservation
responsibilities for properties in Federal ownership or con-
trol; and State and local officials in reviewing both Federal
and nonfederal rehabilitation proposals. They have also been
adopted by historic district and planning commission across
the country.
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