


 



Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (1995)

Standards for Rehabilitation

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal 

change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships. 

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of 

distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that 

characterize a property will be avoided. 

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes 

that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or 

elements from other historic properties, will not be undertaken. 

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be 

retained and preserved. 

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of 

craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved. 

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of 

deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the 

old in design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features 

will be substantiated by documentary and physical evidence. 

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means

possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used. 

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must be

disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken. 

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic 

materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work 

will be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, 

features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and

its environment. 

10.New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a 

manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic 

property and its environment would be unimpaired. 



The following people were members of the Historic Preservation Commission at its founding in 
1996: 

Joe Ashby 
Roy Bailey 
Kristen Griffin 

Ellen Hope Hays 
Karen Iwamoto 
Janet Keck Love 

Anne Morrison 
Thad Poulson 

 

The following people were members of the Historic Preservation Commission between 2011 and 
2025: 

Yeidikook’áa Dionne Brady-Howard Jay Kinsman Danielle Pensley 
Ana Dittmar Roberta Littlefield Anne Pollnow 
Nancy Douglas Karen Lucas James Poulson 
Stephanie Edenshaw Chuck Miller Candace Rutledge 
Nicole Fiorino Mike Miller Scott Saline 
Peter Gorman Martha Moses Bob Sam 
Clara Gray Archie Nielsen Kitty Sopow 
Steve Johnson Judith Ozment  

 

















 

Grant funding obtained through the federal Certified Local Government (CLG) 
Program and other Historic Preservation Fund (HPF) grants: 
 
2022 - $50,000 for Sitka Japonski Island Boat House Walls & Accessible Restroom Project  
2021 – (4) $24,000 for Fraser Hall Heating System Design, $20,408 for St. Peters by the Sea 
Episcopal Church & See House Historic Structures Survey, $15,000 to Sitka Woman’s 
Club for application of the Mills Cottage to the National Register, and $25,000 to the 
WWII-era Japonski Island Marine Ways  
2019 - $25,000 for Rehabilitation Frazier Hall, Sheldon Jackson School NHL 
2018 - (2) $25,000 Sheldon Jackson School NHL Sawmill Bldg. Design Drawings and 
$25,000 for Fraser Hall, Sheldon Jackson School NHL, East and North Walls Rehabilitation 
2017 - $24,961 for WWII-era Japonski Island Boathouse Wall, Foundation, Utility 
Rehabilitation 
2016 - (2) $25,000 Whitmore Hall Façade Rehabilitation, Sheldon Jackson School NHL 
and $24,804 for Fraser Hall Façade Rehabilitation, Sheldon Jackson School NHL 
2015 - $15,000 for WWII-era Japonski Island Boathouse Door Rehabilitation  
2014 - (2) $10,652 for WWII-era Japonski Island Marine Ways and $19,995 North Pacific 
Hall Restoration, Sheldon Jackson School NHL  
2013 - $20,000 for Lincoln Street Historic District Survey  
2012 - (2) $3,761 for Alaska Native Brotherhood/Sisterhood Centennial Panels, Phase II 
and $22,365 for Sheldon Jackson School NHL Windows Workshop and Restoration  
2011 - $10,000 for Alaska Native Brotherhood/Sisterhood Centennial Panels, Phase I.  
2010 - $8,281 for Sheldon Jackson School NHL, Sage Building Historic Structure 
Assessment  
2009 – (2) $16,050 for Preservation Plan and $24,611 Local Historic Preservation 
Commission Training  
2008 - $24,667 for National Alliance of Preservation Commissions Forum Travel Grants 
2006 - $6,050 for Architectural Planning for Renovation and Preservation of the Tillie Paul 
Manor  
2003 - $9,900 for Japonski Island Boathouse Design  
2002 - $15,510 for Japonski Island Boathouse Structures Report and Condition/Haz-Mat 
Survey  
1996 - (2) $3,960 for Cultural Resources Inventory, Phase II for CBS and $1,452 for 
Nomination of the Old Post Office (City Offices) to the National Register  
1995 - $4,355 for Cultural Resources Inventory, Phase I 
 
TOTAL: $476,171 
 



V. HOW TO EVALUATE A
PROPERTY WITHIN ITS
HISTORIC CONTEXT

UNDERSTANDING
HISTORIC
CONTEXTS

To qualify for the National Regis-
ter, a property must be significant;
that is, it must represent a significant
part of the history, architecture,
archeology, engineering, or culture of
an area, and it must have the charac-
teristics that make it a good represen-
tative of properties associated with
that aspect of the past. This section
explains how to evaluate a property
within its historic context.4

The significance of a historic
property can be judged and explained
only when it is evaluated within its
historic context. Historic contexts are
those patterns or trends in history by
which a specific occurrence, property,
or site is understood and its meaning
(and ultimately its significance)
within history or prehistory is made
clear. Historians, architectural
historians, folklorists, archeologists,
and anthropologists use different
words to describe this phenomena
such as trend, pattern, theme, or
cultural affiliation, but ultimately the
concept is the same.

The concept of historic context is
not a new one; it has been fundamen-
tal to the study of history since the
18th century and, arguably, earlier
than that. Its core premise is that
resources, properties, or happenings
in history do not occur in a vacuum
but rather are part of larger trends or
patterns.

In order to decide whether a
property is significant within its
historic context, the following five
things must be determined:

• The facet of prehistory or history
of the local area, State, or the na-
tion that the property represents;

• Whether that facet of prehistory
or history is significant;

• Whether it is a type of property
that has relevance and impor-
tance in illustrating the historic
context;

• How the property illustrates that
history; and finally

• Whether the property possesses
the physical features necessary to
convey the aspect of prehistory
or history with which it is associ-
ated.

These five steps are discussed in
detail below. If the property being
evaluated does represent an impor-
tant aspect of the area's history or
prehistory and possesses the requisite
quality of integrity, then it qualifies
for the National Register.

HOW TO EVALUATE
A PROPERTY
WITHIN ITS
HISTORIC CONTEXT

Identify what the property repre-
sents: the theme(s), geographical
limits, and chronological period that
provide a perspective from which to
evaluate the property's significance.

Historic contexts are historical
patterns that can be identified through
consideration of the history of the
property and the history of the sur-
rounding area. Historic contexts may
have already been defined in your area
by the State historic preservation office,
Federal agencies, or local governments.
In accordance with the National Regis-
ter Criteria, the historic context may
relate to one of the following:

• An event, a series of events or ac-
tivities, or patterns of an area's de-
velopment (Criterion A);

• Association with the life of an im-
portant person (Criterion B);

• A building form, architectural style,
engineering technique, or artistic
values, based on a stage of physical
development, or the use of a mate-
rial or method of construction that
shaped the historic identity of an
area (Criterion C); or

• A research topic (Criterion D).

4 For a complete discussion of historic contexts, see National Register Bulletin: Guidelines for Completing National Register of Historic Places
Registration Forms.

Appendix G  How to Evaluate a Property within its Historic Context



Determine how the theme of the
context is significant in the history of
the local area, the State, or the
nation.

A theme is a means of organizing
properties into coherent patterns
based on elements such as environ-
ment, social/ethnic groups, transpor-
tation networks, technology, or
political developments that have
influenced the development of an area
during one or more periods of prehis-
tory or history. A theme is considered
significant if it can be demonstrated,
through scholarly research, to be
important in American history. Many
significant themes can be found in the
following list of Areas of Significance
used by the National Register.

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Agriculture
Architecture
Archeology

Prehistoric
Historic—Aboriginal
Historic—Non-Aboriginal

Art
Commerce
Communications
Community Planning and Development
Conservation
Economics
Education
Engineering
Entertainment/Recreation
Ethnic Heritage

Asian
Black
European
Hispanic
Native American
Pacific Islander
Other

Exploration/Settlement
Health/Medicine
Industry
Invention
Landscape Architecture
Law
Literature
Maritime History
Military
Performing Arts
Philosophy
Politics/Government
Religion
Science
Social History
Transportation
Other

Determine what the property type
is and whether it is important in
illustrating the historic context.

A context may be represented by a
variety of important property types.
For example, the context of "Civil
War Military Activity in Northern
Virginia" might be represented by
such properties as: a group of mid-
19th century fortification structures;
an open field where a battle occurred;
a knoll from which a general directed
troop movements; a sunken transport
ship; the residences or public build-
ings that served as company head-
quarters; a railroad bridge that served
as a focal point for a battle; and
earthworks exhibiting particular
construction techniques.

Because a historic context for a
community can be based on a distinct
period of development, it might
include numerous property types.
For example, the context "Era of
Industrialization in Grand Bay,
Michigan, 1875 -1900" could be
represented by important property
types as diverse as sawmills, paper
mill sites, salt refining plants, flour
mills, grain elevators, furniture
factories, workers housing, commer-
cial buildings, social halls, schools,
churches, and transportation facilities.

A historic context can also be based
on a single important type of prop-
erty. The context "Development of
County Government in Georgia,
1777 -1861" might be represented
solely by courthouses. Similarly,
"Bridge Construction in Pittsburgh,
1870 - 1920" would probably only
have one property type.

Determine how the property
represents the context through
specific historic associations, archi-
tectural or engineering values, or
information potential (the Criteria
for Evaluation).

For example, the context of county
government expansion is represented
under Criterion A by historic districts
or buildings that reflect population
growth, development patterns, the
role of government in that society,
and political events in the history oi
the State, as well as the impact of
county government on the physical
development of county seats. Under
Criterion C, the context is represented
by properties whose architectural
treatments reflect their governmental
functions, both practically and
symbolically. (See Part VI: How to
Identify the Type of Significance of a
Property.)

Determine what physical features
the property must possess in order
for it to reflect the significance of the
historic context.

These physical features can be
determined after identifying the
following:

• Which types of properties are as-
sociated with the historic context,

• The ways in which properties can
represent the theme, and

• The applicable aspects of integ-
rity.

Properties that have the defined
characteristics are eligible for listing.
(See Part VIII: How to Evaluate the
Integrity of a Property.)



PROPERTIES SIGNIFICANT
WITHIN MORE THAN ONE
HISTORIC CONTEXT

A specific property can be signifi-
cant within one or more historic
contexts, and, if possible, all of these
should be identified. For example, a
public building constructed in the
1830s that is related to the historic
context of Civil War campaigns in the
area might also be related to the
theme of political developments in the
community during the 1880s. A
property is only required, however, to
be documented as significant in one
context.

COMPARING RELATED
PROPERTIES

Properties listed in the National
Register must possess significance
when evaluated in the perspective of
their historic context. Once the
historic context is established and the
property type is determined, it is not
necessary to evaluate the property in
question against other properties if:

• It is the sole example of a prop-
erty type that is important in il-
lustrating the historic context or

• It clearly possesses the defined
characteristics required to
strongly represent the context.

If these two conditions do not
apply, then the property will have to
be evaluated against other examples
of the property type to determine its
eligibility. The geographic level
(local, State, or national) at which this
evaluation is made is the same as the
level of the historic context. (See Part
V: How to Evaluate a Property Within
Its Historic Context.)

LOCAL, STATE,
AND NATIONAL
HISTORIC
CONTEXTS

Historic contexts are found at a
variety of geographical levels or
scales. The geographic scale selected
may relate to a pattern of historical
development, a political division, or a
cultural area. Regardless of the scale,
the historic context establishes the
framework from which decisions
about the significance of related
properties can be made.

LOCAL HISTORIC
CONTEXTS

A local historic context represents
an aspect of the history of a town,
city, county, cultural area, or region,
or any portions thereof. It is defined
by the importance of the property, not
necessarily the physical location of the
property. For instance, if a property
is of a type found throughout a State,
or its boundaries extend over two
States, but its importance relates only
to a particular county, the property
would be considered of local signifi-
cance.

The level of context of archeologi-
cal sites significant for their informa-
tion potential depends on the scope of
the applicable research design. For
example, a Late Mississippian village
site may yield information in a
research design concerning one
settlement system on a regional scale,
while in another research design it
may reveal information of local
importance concerning a single
group's stone tool manufacturing
techniques or house forms. It is a
question of how the available infor-
mation potential is likely to be used.

STATE HISTORIC
CONTEXTS

Properties are evaluated in a State
context when they represent an aspect
of the history of the State as a whole
(or American Samoa, the District of
Columbia, the Commonwealth of the
Northern Mariana Islands, Guam,
Puerto Rico, or the Virgin Islands).
These properties do not necessarily
have to belong to property types

found throughout the entire State:
they can be located in only a portion
of the State's present political bound-
ary. It is the property's historic
context that must be important
statewide. For example, the "cotton
belt" extends through only a portion
of Georgia, yet its historical develop-
ment in the antebellum period af-
fected the entire State. These State
historic contexts may have associated
properties that are statewide or
locally significant representations. A
cotton gin in a small town might be a
locally significant representation of
this context, while one of the largest
cotton producing plantations might
be of State significance.

A property whose historic associa-
tions or information potential appears
to extend beyond a single local area
might be significant at the State level.
A property can be significant to more
than one community or local area,
however, without having achieved
State significance.

A property that overlaps several
State boundaries can possibly be
significant to the State or local history
of each of the States. Such a property
is not necessarily of national signifi-
cance, however, nor is it necessarily
significant to all of the States in which
it is located.

Prehistoric sites are not often
considered to have "State" signifi-
cance, per se, largely because States
are relatively recent political entities
and usually do not correspond closely
to Native American political territo-
ries or cultural areas. Numerous sites,
however, may be of significance to a
large region that might geographi-
cally encompass parts of one, or
usually several, States. Prehistoric
resources that might be of State
significance include regional sites that
provide a diagnostic assemblage of
artifacts for a particular cultural
group or time period or that provide
chronological control (specific dates
or relative order in time) for a series
of cultural groups.



NATIONAL HISTORIC
CONTEXTS

Properties are evaluated in a
national context when they represent
an aspect of the history of the United
States and its territories as a whole.
These national historic contexts may
have associated properties that are
locally or statewide significant
representations, as well as those of
national significance.

Properties designated as nationally
significant and listed in the National
Register are the prehistoric and
historic units of the National Park
System and those properties that have
been designated National Historic
Landmarks. The National Historic
Landmark criteria are the standards
for nationally significant properties;
they are found in the Code of Federal

Regulations, Title 36, Part 65 and are
summarized in this bulletin in Part IX:
Summary of National Historic Land-
marks Criteria for Evaluation.

A property with national signifi-
cance helps us understand the history
of the nation by illustrating the
nationwide impact of events or
persons associated with the property,
its architectural type or style, or
information potential. It must be of
exceptional value in representing or
illustrating an important theme in the
history of the nation.

Nationally significant properties
do not necessarily have to belong to a
property type found throughout the
entire country: they can be located in
only a portion of the present political
boundaries. It is their historic context
that must be important nationwide.
For example, the American Civil War

was fought in only a portion of the
United States, yet its impact was
nationwide. The site of a small
military skirmish might be a locally
significant representation of this
national context, while the capture of
the State's largest city might be a
statewide significant representation
of the national context.

When evaluating properties at the
national level for designation as a
National Historic Landmark, please
refer to the National Historic Land-
marks outline, History and Prehistory
in the National Park System and the
National Historic Landmarks Program
1987. (For more information about
the National Historic Landmarks
program, please write to the Depart-
ment of the Interior, National Park
Service, National Historic Land-
marks, 1849 C Street, NW, NC400,
Washington, DC 20240.)
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CITY AND BOROUGH OF SITKA
A COAST GUARD CITY

Planning and Community Development
100 Lincoln Street | Sitka, Alaska 99835
www.cityofsitka.org | planning@cityofsitka.org 
907-747-1814

Historic District and Preservation Commission 
Building Permit Review Process

(OPTIONAL)
Applicant 
Discussions with 
Building Dept.
Planning Dept.
Electrical Dept.
Engineering Dept.

Submission of Permit Application

Routing by Building Dept.

Electrical Dept. Review

Assessing Dept. Review (If Necessary)

Engineering Dept. Review (If Necessary)

Fire Dept. Review (If Necessary)

Building Official Review

Permit Issuance With
Any Stipulations

Planning and Community Development Dept.
Reviews Historic Preservation Commission’s 

recommendation; one of the following options is 
selected:

Approve the PermitApprove Permit 
with Stipulations

Historic Preservation Commission
HPC recommends the permit for approval, 

approval with stipulations added, or denial of 
the permit.

Historic Preservation Commission
Impacts that can be avoided or mitigated are  

determined following HPC review and 
consultation with permit applicant.  

Staff and Building Permit Office
Potential impact on (a) resource(s) is 

determined after consulting local cultural 
resources inventory.

Planning and Community Development Dept. 
Review Permit Application



Sitka Historic Preservation Commission 

For Request for Review of Potential Impacts to Heritage Resource(s) 
 

A. Contact Name________________________________________    

Address___________________ City__________________ State______ Zip___________  

Phone_____________________ Fax__________________email_____________________ 
 

B.  Agency undertaking project:  (circle)     
  

 Private City  State  Federal Department________________________ 
 

C.  Date Agency received proposed project:__________________ 
   

D.  Are Federal funds involved (grants, funding, agency)     yes no 
 

E.  Are State funds involved (grants, funding, agency)      yes no 
  

F.  Will the project affect a National Historic Landmark or a site in the National Register  

of Historic Places?   (See Appendix A)        yes no 

 

G.  Is the site listed in the Alaska Heritage Resource Survey inventory?   yes no 

 If yes, Site Number_______________  Preservation Status_____________ 
 (refer to AHRS inventory for more information) 
 

H.  Is the Project within the Sitka Indian Village or Downtown Sitka    yes no 

 
I.  Build date of current structure__________________________ 
  

J.  Describe the proposed project 

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

K.  Purpose/Objectives for the undertaking 

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

L.  Attach: 

 Copy of a map of the proposed project including latitudinal and longitudinal information  

 Property owner information 

 Any other pertinent information  

 

Mail Coversheet and attachments to: 

 

Sitka Historic Preservation Commission 

C/O City and Borough of Sitka 

100 Lincoln Street 

Sitka, Alaska 99835 
 

Notes to Applicant: 

 Review will take place only during regular commission meetings or on an as needed basis. 

 Projects along Lincoln or Katlian Streets will require review with Planning Department staff. 

 The meetings are public and convene the second Wednesday of each month as advertised. 

 Review process may take up to 60 days. 

 The SHPC reserves the right to request additional information and/or time to review projects. 
FOR THE CHAIR OF THE HPC ONLY: 

ACTION: __________________       SIGNED: __________________________   DATE: ______________ 
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Sitka Historic Preservation Commission 
Checklist 

For Undertakings That May Impact A Heritage Resource(s) 
Yes      No 
____   ____ Does the Undertaking involve construction, rehabilitation, manipulation to a National  

Landmark? 

____  ____ Is the Undertaking within 300 feet of a National Landmark? 

____  ____ Does the Undertaking involve construction, rehabilitation, manipulation to a site on 
the National Register? 

____  ____ Is the Undertaking within 300 feet of a site on the National Register? 

____  ____ Does the Undertaking involve a site in the Alaska Heritage Resource Survey inventory? 

____  ____ Is the Undertaking on an island other than Baranof or Japonski? 

____  ____ Does the Undertaking have the potential to affect a Traditional Cultural Property (TCP) 
or a site that could be investigated as a TCP? 

____  ____ Does the Undertaking come within 300 feet of an area: 

a. where an important event took place
b. associated with a significant person from our past
c. that has yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history
d. that embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or

that represents the work of a master, or that possesses high artistic values, or that
represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual 
distinction 

e. that is a religious property deriving primary significance from architectural or artistic
distinction or historical importance

f. that is a building or structure removed from its original location, but which is primarily
significant for architectural value, or which is the surviving structure most importantly
associated with a historic person or event 

g. that is a birthplace or grave of a historical figure of outstanding importance if there is no
appropriate site or building directly associated with his or her productive life

h. that is a cemetery which derives its primary importance from graves of persons of
transcendent importance, from age, from distinctive design features, or from association
with historic events 

i. that is a reconstructed building when accurately executed in a suitable environment and
presented in a dignified manner as part of a restoration master plan, and when no other
building or structure with the same association has survived 

j. that is a property primarily commemorative in intent if design, age, tradition, or symbolic
value has invested it with its own exceptional significance

k. that is a property achieving significance within the past 50 years if it is of exceptional
importance

**If you have checked “Yes” to any one of these questions consider the Undertaking a project that 
may have a potential impact to a Heritage Resource(s) and continue with a “Request for Review 
Coversheet”.    

Appendix A



Appendix K   Sitka’s Street Naming Policy Recommendation and Form 

Sitka Historic Preservation Commission 
City and Borough of Sitka 

100 Lincoln Street 

Sitka, Alaska 99835  

Policy on Naming of Streets and Public Facilities 

Sitka’s long, rich and culturally diverse history provides a wealth of sources for appropriate names for 
streets and public facilities. The use of names drawn from local sources helps to preserve Sitka’s history 
and to keep residents and visitors aware of that history. 

Names for new streets and public facilities shall be drawn from a list of appropriate names maintained by 
the Streets and Public Facilities Naming Committee of the Sitka Historic Preservation Commission. Other 
local government bodies, public and private institutions and organizations, and individual citizens are 
encouraged to submit names for inclusion on this list. A nomination form for this purpose is attached. 

Criteria for names for the list include: 

1. Historical names should have direct and significant connection with Sitka.

2. Care should be taken that the list overall reflects the Alaska Native, Russian, and American
history of Sitka.

3. Names of specific individuals should be those of people with a long-term or particularly
noteworthy connection with Sitka, or a particular connection with the area or facility concerned.
In general, names should not be considered for the list until the individual has been deceased for
at least ten years. This however should not preclude naming of streets or facilities for
distinguished families which may have members still living.

4. For a name to be included on the list, it must be possible to render it in the standard Roman
alphabet, without diacritical marks. Names should be readily pronounceable by people with a
reasonably good command of standard U.S. English.

5. Care must be taken not to duplicate names, or to use similarly pronounced names apt to cause
confusion (such as Thomsen and Thompson).

6. Care must be taken in using historical names that they are rendered correctly.

(Regarding criterion 5 and 6, unfortunate examples of failure to heed these principles abound on the map 
of Sitka and vicinity. Note Seward Street and Seward Avenue, Wachusetts Street, Mt. Kinkaid. The latter 
two are misspelled. Unfortunately, after a street or geographic name is bestowed, it is very difficult ever 
to change or correct it.)  



Sitka Historic Preservation Commission 
City and Borough of Sitka 

100 Lincoln Street 
Sitka, Alaska 99835 

 

Nomination Form for Street and Public Facilities Name 

 
Name you are suggesting for the list of Street and Public Facilities names (Please use separate form for 
each individual name): 
 
 
Are you suggesting this name for the general list from which names will be drawn as needed or for a 
specific street or other public facility? 
 
 
 
 
Please briefly set forth the reasons this would be an appropriate name for a street or other public facility 
in Sitka (Use additional sheets if needed): 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Does this suggested name meet the criteria set forth in the Policy on Naming Streets and Public Facilities? 
If it does not, please list reasons for an exception to the policy: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Please list your own name and mailing address, with contact information (telephone number and/or e-mail 
address):   

































































































































Cemetery AHRS No. 
Period of 

Significance or 
Oldest Known Burial 

Location 
(within CBS) 

Sitka ANB Presbyterian (Grave Sites) 
Cemetery 

SIT-00232 1801-1974 Along Indian River Road 

Lutheran (Finnish) Cemetery SIT-00661 1800s 
end of Princess Way, off 

Seward Street 

Moose Cemetery None 1946 end of Baranof Street 

Old Sitka Cemetery None 1946 
end of Baranof Street, 

beyond the Moose 
Cemetery 

Pioneer Home Cemetery #1 None 1912-1942 end of Baranof Street 

Pioneer Home Cemetery #2 None 1942-present end of Baranof Street 

Sitka National Cemetery SIT-00023 1867-present 803 Sawmill Creek Road 

Old Russian Orthodox Cemetery SIT-00054 1805-present 
end of Observatory 
Street, off Seward 

Street 

Saint Peter’s Episcopal Church  
(Bishop Rowe & family burial) 

SIT-00195 
SIT-00029 

1942 Lincoln Street 

Russian Orthodox (Block House) 
Cemetery 

SIT-00054 1800s along Marine Street 

Old Sitka Cemetery  None - 
behind National 

Cemetery 

Presbyterian (SJC Students’ Grave 
Sites) Cemetery 

SIT-00234 1888-1975 
along Indian River, 

behind incinerator site 

Sitka Memorial Park Cemetery None 1982-present 
behind National 

Cemetery 

Tuberculosis Mausoleum (1)  
(Mermaid Cove Mausoleum) 

SIT-00565 
1947-1963 

Remains repatriated 
Charcoal Island 

Tuberculosis Mausoleum (2)  
(Mt. Edgecumbe Hospital 

Mausoleum) 
None 

1945-1960 
Remains repatriated 

Japonski Island, near 
John Browns Beach 

Traditional Grave Sites of the Original 
Indian Village 

 
Pre-contact to 

present 

from Block House along 
the hillside area to 
Thomsen Harbor 
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