Advisory Council Minutes
January 18, 2007

Members Present: Elizabeth Boepple, Chair
George Turner, Vice Chair
Ron Kilburn, Citizen Member
Peter Thomas, Archeologist
Glenn Andres, Architectural Historian
David Donath, Historian
Susan Hayward, Citizen Member

Staff Members: Nancy Boone, State Architectural Historian
Suzanne Jamele, NR/SR Specialist
Scott Dillon, Survey Archeologist
Eric Gilbertson, Deputy SHPO
Jane Lendway, SHPO
Diane Mclnerney, Executive Administrative Assistant

Guests: John Johnson, Marshfield (9:55 - 11:15)
Skip Davis, Brandon

This meeting was brought to order by the Chairman at 9:45 a.m. in the Calvin Coolidge
conference room, 6™ floor, National Life Building, Montpelier.

I. Schedule Meeting Dates

Meeting dates were confirmed for: February 14, Historic Preservation Grants and March
14" with an Act 250 discussion on the agenda. Nancy informed the Council that the
Preservation Trust Conference will tentatively be on April 13" in College Hall at
Vermont College in Montpelier, but that there is a chance it could be postponed until
early June or July. Beth suggested that a short Council meeting could follow the
conference, but if it did not occur then a regular meeting would be held.

II. Minutes

Peter moved to approve the minutes for the December meeting with a word change and
Glenn seconded. Nancy noted that Eric Gilbertson felt the number scores for the Barn
Grant awards should not be included in the minutes and that there were actually 20 grants
awarded. The minutes were unanimously approved with appropriate changes.
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III. National Register Final Review
A. Scampini Block, Barre

The Council had received a copy of the nomination prior to the meeting.

This 1904 Italianate-style commercial building with an elaborate granite fagade
and flat roof is located on Main St., just outside Barre’s historic district. Council
members agreed that this building is an excellent example of early 20" century
architecture and that the building illustrates the granite industry and social
history. Sue Jamele shared two letters of support with the Council from
Northfield Savings (the owner of the building) and from Central Vermont
Regional Planning, Susan Sinclair. Glenn moved for approval of the building
under criteria A and C, and David seconded. The Council unanimously
approved the nomination.

. School Street Duplexes, Bennington
The Council had received a copy of the nomination prior to the meeting.
These vernacular style duplexes are an example of working class housing stock
typical of New England mill towns during the early 20" century. A third
matching duplex is adjacent to these, but is privately owned and is not part of the
nomination. The Council was concerned that this nomination only included
eligibility under criteria C and felt that criteria A, indicating the social history,
was a critical part of this nomination. The Council felt that changes to the
nomination needed to be addressed and asked if these changes could be made.
Sue Jamele agreed to make these changes. The Council was interested to know if
these buildings were on the Bennington survey inventory before they made their
decision. Nancy Boone acquired the appropriate documents indicating that they
were. Since the social history of these duplexes was included in the language of
the nomination the Council agreed that a summary statement and parenthetical
reference to the survey included in the text would be sufficient for this purpose.
Glenn moved to approve the nomination under Criteria A & C, and Peter
seconded. The Council unanimously approved the nomination with minor
changes to the language in text.

. West Haven Baptist Church, West Haven
The Council had received a copy of the nomination prior to the meeting.
This 1831 Baptist church combines Federal and Gothic Revival exterior stylistic
details with Victorian interior design, and has been nominated under Criterion
A & C. The Council felt that once the nomination was approved the owners
should be urged to apply for grant funds to replace the crenellation on the steeple
as shown in an older picture that Sue presented. George motioned to approve the
nomination under Criterion A & C and Ron seconded. The Council unanimously
approved the nomination.

D. Morrisville Historic District (Boundary Increase)

John Johnson was present for this final review of the Morrisville Historic District
Boundary Increase which he had prepared. The Council received this nomination
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packet prior to the meeting. Sue distributed more photographs of the district and
informed the Council that the last survey was done in 1983. Sue also received 7
letters from building owners that she read to the Council. Letters were from
owners whose buildings were non-contributing as well as contributing and most
were in objection to the nomination of their building. Sue noted that the majority
of letters were from one family.

I. Cumberland Farms — non-contributing Objects

2. 200 Park St - non- contributing Objects

3. #62 — contributing Objects

4. #98 81 Park St. — non-contributing Objects

5. #98/co-owner — non-contributing Objects

6. #58/Brooks Pharmacy — non-contributing Objects

7. #93 — contributing Supports Nomination

John Johnson informed the Council that several landowners are absentee
inhabitants of their properties, but that at least one public meeting was arranged as
well as two articles published in the local newspaper regarding the nomination.
Council members felt that building owners need a better understanding of the
value behind an historic district nomination and questioned the information that
they receive about the process. Nancy explained that the National Park requires
their unaltered letter to be distributed with the announcement of the nomination
and that amending the language in it may be of help. The Council expressed their
concern about public relations issues and suggested that local historical societies
might help by assisting in explaining the process to the public. David moved to
approve the nomination under Criterion A & C and Peter seconded. The Council
unanimously approved the nomination.

I'V. State Register Review — VT-RU-577 Archeological Site, Forestdale, Brandon

Skip Davis was present to assist Scott Dillon, Survey Archeologist, with this review
of prehistoric site VT-RU-577 which is located in the proposed Woods at Spring
Pond subdivision in Forestdale. Scott distributed additional GIS maps of the Spring
Pond topography and areas of sensitivity to the Council. Although Council members
had received prior information that the known extent of VT-RU-577 included
approximately 2.6 acres of the overall subdivision, Scott explained that more positive
test pits had been defined based on laboratory analysis and that the known size of the
site had consequently expanded to about 3.6 acres; 65% of test pits excavated in this
area yielded prehistoric artifacts. Scott recommended that the presently known extent
of VT-RU-577 be placed on the State Register for protection under Act 250. Skip
informed the Council that there will be restrictions on the ‘footprint’ of houses in any
lot that contained part of the site and that they will be constructed in an
environmentally responsible way. DHP will be assisting with information and
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interpretive signage along walking paths, and additional archeological work may be
undertaken to further refine the site boundary. Any changes to the extent of the
significant site area based on this work will be brought to Council for review. Peter
moved that the nomination be approved under Criterion D for the currently known
boundaries of VT-RU-577 and David seconded. The Council unanimously approved
of the listing on the State Register.

V. Update on Act 250 Discussion

Jane Lendway spoke about the Division for Historic Preservation’s recent meeting
with the Natural Resources Board. Scott presented the board with excellent survey
statistics to prove that DHP testimony is reliable, i.e., significant sites are consistently
found in areas identified as highly sensitive. The NRB asked DHP to provide these
statistics and adjust the environmental model for easier public use. The Council felt
that the word ’testimony’ may be causing conflict with the Act 250 language, and that
words like ‘resolution’ or ‘declaration’ may ease the process. Beth explained that the
word ‘testimony’ has legal significance where testimony is merely a step in the legal
process. District Commissions do not seem to recognize evidence in the Predictive
Model and seem to need ‘ground’ evidence. Although the Council has given Scott
Dillon permission to testify in their behalf, the District Commissions do not always
accept this testimony as evidence. Council and HP members were inclined to think
that refining statute is a reasonable answer. Council members felt that phone
meetings with Scott may help them approve sites for the Register since he would have
been at the site and can indicate with language ‘likely to yield’ that the site is in line
with the Predictive Model. Commissions could then follow-up. The Council
expressed their respect for Scott’s resources and professional abilities at site surveys
and decided to do a test run of the next project using his testimony. Beth told Council
members to think about the ramifications of their actions over the next month and that
this issue will be on the agenda for further discussion at the February meeting.

VII. New Business

B. Meeting with the Governor

Council agreed that the June meeting would be an appropriate time to meet with
Governor Jim Douglas.

C. Publicity for Grant Awards

Eric informed the Council that the Barn Grant Program was listed as one of the 10
good things that happened this year in Vermont by the Times Argus and the Rutland
Herald, (December 31, 2006). Eric also noted that Dave Mace, the Agency’s press
officer, is interested in keeping the public informed about these awards, and
suggested that Council members may want to do this in their own regions. Glenn
suggested that the Legislature may want to present a certificate to the projects that



Advisory Council for Historic Preservation
January 18, 2007
Page 5 of 5

were approved in their district. Since letters will be sent to the Legislators about the
grants awarded in their region, the Council suggested that a note from DHP about
further public recognition be attached. Eric will talk further with Dave Mace about
publicizing the grant awards.

. Advisory Council Annual Report

Nancy reminded the Council that it is time to begin preparing their annual report so
that it will be ready for distribution later in the spring at the Annual Historic
Preservation Conference. The Council decided to make Historic Downtowns the
overall theme for the newsletter. Specific topics would include: Growth Centers;
surveys and designation (districts, digital survey, results of listing); DHPs GIS
Archmap program; a summary of Council actions for the year; and a view of New
Orleans preservation issues from several members who have recently visited that
location. Council members will e-mail additional ideas to Nancy.

The meeting was adjourned at 2:00 pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Diane Mclnerney
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National Register Final Review Criteria

A. Scampini Block, Barre Aand C
The 1904 Scampini Block is an Italianate-style, three story, 3x5 bay commercial brick
structure with granite fagade and flat roof located on North Main Street, at the head of
Granite Street. The Scampini Block, built in 1904 by Italian immigrant Angelo Scampini,
has historically served as a social center for Barre's many fraternal and social
organizations and holds strong ties to the city's [talian-American community, the granite
industry and affiliated labor unions. It displays a variety of granite finishes — from rough,
quarry-faced blocks comprising the majority of the fagade, to highly polished columns
flanking the primary entrance and relief-carved panels above the second- and third-floor
windows — and makes a significant contribution to the streetscape, anchoring what was
once a prominent Italian "corner" of North Main Street.

The first floor was designed to hold two stores. The second and third floors housed office
space utilized by a variety of companies and organizations, and the rear half of the third
floor housed an assembly hall. This area served as a meeting space for many of Barre’s
social and fraternal organizations, including the Knights of Columbus, the Independent
Order of Odd Fellows, the Foresters of America, the Modern Woodmen of America, the
Neal Dow Lodge, and the Ancient Order of Hibernians, among others. These
organizations formed the social core of the community, characteristically forming around
religious, ethnic, or social interest issues. -

The Scampini Block is located at the northern edge of the Barre commercial district,
which is characterized by late nineteenth and early twentieth century commercial blocks.
The majority of these structures were erected during the business boom that correlated to
the tremendous growth in the local granite industry during that time. Architects and
builders incorporated the skills of local granite carvers into their structures; examples of
this craftsmanship are visible in the multitude of granite columns, lintels, and decorative

carvings throughout the district. The Scampini Block itself is a prime example of this MM

type of building. \ / )
Recommendation: Eligible under W W ‘//Wg
w —Y

B. School Street Duplexes, Bennington C
Note-A copy of this nomination was sent to you with the November meeting agenda but it
was not reviewed at that time. If you need a new copy please email me at

suzanne. jamele@state.vt.us and I will send you one.

The vernacular style duplex residences at 343-345 and 347-349 School Street in
Bennington are intact examples of working class housing stock typical of New England
mill towns during the 1910s and 1920s. Nearly identical to each other, the circa 1916
duplexes are rectangular in plan and built of wood, with platform framing, in a simple
vernacular Queen Anne style. Four bays wide across the front (west) and three bays deep,
the two and one-half story structures have clapboard siding and moderately pitched gable
roofs. Distinctive features include hipped roof porches spanning the width of the eaves’
front facades, wide one-over-one windows with leaded transom panels next to the central
bay entryways, coursed fieldstone foundations, slate roofs and rear porches.




Built as a speculative venture during the economically prosperous years around the time
of the First Great War, the duplexes provided rental housing for four working class
families. The buildings are within walking distance of the town’s principal textile
factories along the Walloomsac River and directly opposite a locally significant historic
industrial site which includes a grain elevator, saw mill, and coal and wood yard.
Although modest in design and materials, the buildings were built solidly and

incorporated several embellishments such as wide front and rear porches, large one-over- ;
one windows with leaded glass panels, and decorative interior moldings and paneling, M

desirable features in new homes during these years. . 1 . 4 4/W.M~
Recommendation: Eligible un tant AL (,uvd/}\/ Ut é/

C. West Haven Baptist Church, West Haven A and C

Located at the south end of West Haven hamlet in an agricultural setting, the church
combines Federal and Gothic Revival exterior stylistic details with Victorian interior
design. Built in 1831 in the vernacular Federal style, it was modified in 1854 with Gothic
Revival style features. The interior was renovated in 1871, 1886 and 1902 with
beadboard wall sheathing below a matchboard ceiling, gas chandelier, The structure is a
one story 3X3 bay clapboarded building with a two stage square bell tower. A
pedimented entrance pavilion incorporates a central entrance with double leaf panel

doors surrounded by fluted pilasters and an entablature with starred frieze blocks and
pierce torus molding. Three sides of the building have overscaled pointed arch windows
with multi-light sash.

The church is associated with an early Baptist society founded in 1803 and active
continuously through the subsequent two centuries to the present in West Haven.

Recommendation: Eligible under A and C.

D. Morrisville Historic District (Boundary Increase) A and C

This nomination increases the boundaries of the original Morrisville Historic District that
was listed on the National Register in 1983. Since 1983, six buildings (#’s 5, 24, 33, 37,
40 and 47) have been demolished. Of the 50 originally listed properties, 40 were
contributing and 10 were non-contributing. Most of the buildings have retained their
contributing status, only #13 has had alterations that have led it to become non-
contributing.

This nomination increases the boundaries of the original district to include:

« residential properties on West High Street,

« commercial properties on Lower Main Street,

« residential properties, four churches, a cemetery and a fire station on Upper Main Street,
« residential properties, monuments and a school on Copley Avenue,

« residential properties on Park Street and Richmond Street, :

« residential and commercial properties on Pleasant Street and Hutchins Street,

« industrial properties that were served by the former railroad tracks,

« residential properties on Brigham Street.



« residential and commercial properties on Bridge Street,
« and, two gateway bridges over the Lamoille River on the northwest edge of the district.

There are 74 contributing and 37 non-contributing resources in the boundary increase.
These additional resources provide a more complete context for the historical,
commercial, industrial, civic, religious and residential development of downtown

Morrisville, known as the Village.

The principal residential architectural styles in the boundary increase include Greek
Revival, Italianate, French Second Empire, and Queen Anne; as well as residential forms
including the Classic Cottage, the Sidehall Plan, L-Plan and the Tri-Gable EIL
Residences have maintained the setting of the historic neighborhoods, especially along
West High, Upper Main, Park and Richmond Streets, as well as Copley Avenue. Two
historic bridges are added because they form gateways into the northwest corner of the
original downtown historic district. The new district boundary to the east meets the
property boundary of the Peoples Academy that was listed on the National Register of
Historic Places in 1996.

Recommendation: Eligible under A and C.
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State of Vermont
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life, Drawer 20
Montpelier, VT 05620-0501

NOTICE

The monthly meeting of the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation will
be held at 9:30 a.m. on Thursday, January 18, 2007 at the National Life Building,
Calvin Coolidge Conference Room, 6th Floor, Montpelier, Vermont.

I. Schedule Meeting Dates 9:30
II. Minutes — December 14, 2006 9:35
III. National Register Final Review 9:40

A. Scrampini Block, Barre

B. School Street Duplexes, Bennington

C. West Haven Baptist Church, West Haven

D. Morrisville Historic District (Boundary Increase)

IV. State Register Review 10:40
VT-RU-577 Archeological Site, Forestdale, Brandon

V. Old Business 11:10
A. Update on Act 250 Discussion

VI. SHPO Report 11:40
Working Lunch 12:00

VII. New Business
A. Advisory Council Annual Report 12:30
B. Schedule meeting with the Governor 1:00

C. Publicity for Grants Awards 1:10



State of Vermont
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life, Drawer 20
MontpelierDVT 5620-0501
rafl

December 14, 2006

Members Present:  Elizabeth Boepple
George Turner, Vice Chair
Ron Kilburn, Citizen Member
Peter Thomas, Archeologist
Glenn Andres, Architectural Historian
David Donath, Historian

Members Absent:  Susan Hayward, Citizen Member

Staff Members: Nancy Boone, State Architectural Historian
Eric Gilbertson, Deputy SHPO
Devin Coleman, Temporary Grant Assistant
Jane Lendway, SHPO
Diane McInerney, Executive Administrative Assistant

This meeting was brought to order by the Chairman at 9:30 a.m. in the Mt Independence
conference room, 6 floor, National Life Building, Montpelier.

I. Schedule Meeting Dates

Meeting dates were confirmed for: January 18, and February 14, Historic Preservation
Grants. A tentative date of March 14" or 21% was arranged for a joint meeting and the
discussion of barns with New Hampshire; location is yet to be determined.

II. Minutes

Glenn moved to approve the minutes for the November meeting and Peter seconded. The
minutes were unanimously approved.

III. CLG Grant Approval

Jane explained that Congress has not yet authorized the amount of CLG grant funds for
FYO07, but expected that it would be approximately $45,000. Therefore, current
application requests have no competition. The Council had received a summary of the
grant applications prior to the meeting (see attached). A correction was made to the
Burlington application from the North to South End Survey. David motioned to approve
the applications and Peter seconded. The Council unanimously approved all applications.
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Advisory Council for Historic Presentation
2007 CLG Grant Approval
Grant Community Project Request Match TPC
VT-07-010 Bennington  NR District Expansion 4,800 3,202 8,002
VT-07-011  Burlington South End Survey 4,620 3,080 7,700
VT-07-012 Calais Printing Design Guidelines 2,135 1,500 3,635

VT-07-013- Hartford PR Brochures for NR Districts 7,600 5,070 12,670
VT-07-014 Rockingham Basic Program/Signage Design/NR 9,892 6,594 16,486

VT-07-015 Shelburne Streetscape Design 9,500 29,260 38,760

38,547 48,706 87,253

06 Un-obligated 1729
07 CLG Allocation unknown

V. Old Business

A. Update on Act 250 Discussion
Jane discussed her recent Natural Resources Board meeting with regard to Act 250. Scott
Dillon was present at the meeting and described the pre-application process as it has been
utilized in the past. DHP believes that training for District Coordinators can be beneficial
for understanding the Predicted Model and may bring regional thought and experience to
the process. The NR Board did not say no to the pre-application process, and was
interested in statistics that Scott presented on the number of projects requiring Phase I, II,
or III. NR Board would like to change some language in the “Testament” document and
expand their guide for uniformity between agencies.

Eric related to the Council the most current information concerning the Blair House in
Williston. On December 4, 2006 Eric and John Kessler attended the Environmental Court
proceedings where Judge Wright orally ruled that changes made to the road and
intersection were sufficient basis for rehearing the owners request to move his house.
John Kessler will be requesting a formal written opinion from the Judge and his
intentions are to take this issue to the Supreme Court if necessary. Information about the
Shefield Wind Towers was also disseminated at this time. Eric noted that the Governor
has openly expressed his belief that there is an adverse impact of the towers on the
Crystal Lake ridgeline despite the plan for reduction of said towers.

IV. Barn Grant Selection

Eric Gilbertson and Devin Colman began the review by explaining the scoring process
and urging Council members to be consistent during this procedure. Eric noted that the
Legislature has allocated $150,000.00 to the Barn Grant Program, and with recaptured
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money from previous grant years, there is $170,000.00 to award in grants. The Council
systematically reviewed each application through a Power Point Presentation organized
by Eric and Devin. During the presentation Council members scored projects
individually except for the Mt. Holly barns that were scored as one project. Projects were
numbered randomly, and the scores were recorded by Nancy Boone and totaled at the end
of the presentation. Nancy compiled the scored projects and depicted the location of each
one on the state map to show an extensive and even spread of counties involved in the
Council’s final approval of those projects. The Council expressed appreciation for a
DVD of the presentation that accompanied the scoring packet allowing members to view
pictures of the barns prior to the meeting. A discussion ensued concerning money for
planning grants that may assist applicants with more detailed applications as well as
realistic work plans. The Council felt that several projects were in need of consultant
evaluation. The Bennett/Dion — North & East Barn project was approved by the Council
stipulating assistance from Eric on the foundation repair requested. Since the Whitcomb
Barn only received a partial grant with the remaining funds, Eric was asked by the
Council to assist with a work plan that can be achieved by this amount of funding.

Advisory Council for Historic Preservation
2007 Barn Grant Approval

Barn Points Project Town Amount
Grant# | Scored Funded
05 104 Moore Farm Pomfret $10,000
20 102 Scott Farm Dummerston $9,250
30 101 Bennett/Dion - North & East Barn Cornwall $10,000
28 99 Mt Holly Barns Mt Holly $10,000
46 98 Whitcomb Farm Essex Junction $9,250
38 97 Cherry Hill Farm ' Springfield $4,500
22 | 96 Wahler Farms Wolcott $10,000
18 96 Benu Sheep & Horse Barn Bridport $10,000
31 96 Brookside Orwell $10,000
44 96 Tylor Farm Newbury $10,000
17 95 Estabrook Farm Randolph $10,000
29 95 Pratt Farm Richfield $7,080
32 95 Crisman/Shedd Farm Peacham $10,000
40 94 Baker Farm Grand Isle $10,000
39 93 Brown Farm Derby $9,275
13 92 Boyden Farm Cambridge $7.375
21 91 Sprague Farm Craftsbury $3,750
10 90 Hen View Farms Colchester $10,000
33 89 Wild Rose Farm Ryegate $5,000
15 88 Whitcomb Barn Marshfield Remainder
of funds
$4520+
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David moved that the above projects be approved for funding and Glenn seconded. The
Council unanimously approved 19 projects. A second motion was made that all
properties are eligible for the National Register and Peter moved for approval. Ron
seconded and the Council unanimously approved the motion.

The meeting was adjourned at 2:45 p.m.



The |
UNIVERSITY

| VERMONT
August 31, 2006
» - CONSULTING ARCHAEOLOGY PROGRAM
Brent Rakowski :
Otter Creek Engineering TR
P.0. Box 712 HISTORIC PRESE oo

East Middlebury, VT 05740

RE: End of Field Letter for Archaeological Phase II Site Evaluation of Prehistoric
Native American Site VI-RU-577 for the Proposed Woods at Spring Pond
Subdivision, Brandon, Rutland County, Vermont '

Dear Brent:

From August 8-16, 2006, the University of Vermont Consulting Archaeology

“ Program (UVM CAP) conducted an archaeological Phase I site evaluation of the
preconact era Native American site VT-RU-577 located in a portion of the proposed
Woods at Spring Pond Subdivision project, in Brandon, Rutland County, Vermont
(Figure 1). Site VT-RU-577 was initially identified during a Phase I identification survey
conducted by the UVM CAP in the spring of 2006 (Mandel and Knight 2006). As
defined at that time, site VT-RU-577 covered an expansive area or an elevated terrace to
the east of and overlooking Spring Pond, within proposed Lots #64-70 (Figure 2). Due to
time constraints and the large size of the site, the eastern limits of the site were not
delineated. The Phase II site evaluation was undertaken to determine the eastern limits of
the site. In addition to defining the size of the site, limited subsurface testing was
proposed in areas previously identified that contained a cultural feature and/or dense
concentrations of artifacts. As a result of the Phase II testing, the eastern limits of the site -
were generally defined, a sample of the cultural feature was obtained, and the more
intensive artifact deposits were also sampled. A detailed description of the results of the
Phase II site evaluation, conclusions and recommendations are presented below:

Results

Site VT-RU-577 is located on a 2-3 m (6.5-10 ft) high, level terrace »
approximately 30-40 m (98 — 131 ft) east of Spring Pond. Several abandoned logging
roads criss-cross the area, but their disturbance is minimal. Analysis of stratigraphic soil
profiles recorded during the Phase I and IT studies indicate that the western third of Lots
#64-70 within the known site area have never been plowed (close to the terrace edge
overlooking the pond). The eastern two-thirds of these lots have been plowed, Site VT-
RU-577 begins in the northwestern corner of Lot #69, as defined by the Phase I survey
(see Figure 2). In total, two Phase I test pits, Transect 2 Test Pits 4 and 5, contained
several artifacts, including, a projectile point fragment and lithic debitage. To better
define the extent of the site to the east and south within Lots #67-69, four parallel, linear
transects were excavated at 10 m (33 ft) intervals to the east (Figure 3). These transects
were designated Transects 10, 12, 13 and 14. An additional transect, Transect 15, was
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placed 20 m (66 ft) to the east of Transect 14 (see Figure 3). The test pits along these
transects were generally spaced at 10 m (33 ft) intervals, and moved slightly when large
trees were encountered. Based on the distribution of test pits containing artifacts along
these transects, the southern limit of the site has been delineated. The southern limit of
the site is established at Transect 1 Test Pit 7, Transect 2 Test Pit 3, Transect 10 Test Pit
5, Transect 12 Test Pit 2, Transect 13 Test Pit 2, Transect 14 Test Pit 1, and Transect 15
Test Pit 2 (see Figure 3). The eastern limit of the site in Lots #67-70 is defined by
Transect 10 Test Pit 5 and the test pits excavated along Transect 15. Although several
artifacts were recovered from Transect 15 Test Pits 2-4, most are of questionable cultural
affiliation. One unequivocal quartzite core was recovered at the surface of an exposed
pine tree root system. In essence, the eastern extent of the site is likely to be within the
general area, given the low density of legitimate artifacts found along Transect 15.

Within Lots #64-67, the eastern extent of the site was defined by the seven test
pits located along Transect 16 (see Figure 3). Transect 16 is located 20 m (66 ft) to the
cast of Transect 11 (see Figure 3). The northern limits of the site are defined by Transect
4, Test Pit 8, Transect 5, Test Pit 6, Transect 11, Test Pit 5 and Transect 16, Test Pit 1
(see Figure 3). In addition to these test pits, the northern limit of the site is further
defined by an un-improved dirt road that runs east-west to the north of Lot #64.

O

RS 'g]‘;ased on the distribution of test gits containing prehistoric artifacts, the size of
- site VE=EFTT20 encompasses 10,500 m™ (112,980 ft?), or approximately 2.6 acres. The
site is widest in Lots #67 and #68, extending almost 70-80 m (230-262 ft) west from the
terrace edge overlooking Spring Pond (see Figure 3). In Lots #64-66, the site is
approximately 50 m (164 ft) wide, from terrace edge to Transect 11 (see Figure 3).

A total of 44 50 x 50 ¢cm (20 x 20 in) test pits were excavated along Phase IT
Transects 10-16. In addition, 11 test pits, were excavated around the Phase I Transect 2
Test Pit 9 and Transect 4 Test Pit 5, which contained a high quantity and variety of
artifacts (see Figure 3). Overall, a total of 96 test pits were excavated at site VT-RU-577
as a result of the Phase I and II testing. Numerous artifacts were recovered from these -
test pits, underscoring the occupational intensity found in portions of the site. One test
pitin particular, designated Transect 4 Test Pit 4, 5 meters north, contained almost 400
artifacts. A second cultural feature, designated Feature 2, was identified in this test pit.
Approximately 9 liters (2.4 gals.) of Feature 2 sediment was bagged and returned to the
laboratory for fine-grained analysis. In addition to the test pits, a one meter square test
unit was excavated adjacent to Phase I Transect 4 Test Pit 4, where a portion of a cultural
Feature 1 was identified (see Figure 3). Approximately 207 liters (55 gals) of Feature 1
sediment was collected and returned to the laboratory. Preliminary analysis of the artifact
inventory recovered during the Phase I and II studies indicates that approximately 1,500
artifacts were recovered, and include lithic debitage, broken projectile points, bifaces and
preforms, cores, processing tools, calcined bone and fire-affected rock. ‘The lithic
artifacts are primarily derived from Cheshire quartzite, a locally available raw material,
with a minor amount derived from local cherts. Preliminary analysis suggests that at
least two time periods, the Middle/Late Woodland and possible the Late Archaic period,
(ca. A.D. 750-1600 and 4000-1000 B.C., respectively), are represented at the site. The




Phase I and II testing totaled 25 m? (269 %), or approximately .0024% of the known site
area. . '

Conclusions and Recommendations

- The UVM CAP conducted an archaeological Phase I site evaluation of
precontact era Native American site VT-RU-5 77, located within portions of Lots #64-70
of the proposed Woods at Spring Pond Subdivision in Brandon, Vermont. The Phase II
site evaluation was conducted to better define the size, content, integrity, possible age(s)
and overall significance and eligibility of site VT-RU-577 for inclusion on the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The large size of the site, intact portions of two
cultural features, temporally diagnostic lithic tools and density of artifacts indicate that
significant cultural resources are present at the site and address several important
questions concerning Vermont’s preconact era past. As aresult of the Phase I and II
studies, site VT-RU-577 was found to contain significant archaeological deposits and is

 therefore eligible for in inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.

As presently defined, the site covers extensive portions of proposed Lots #64-70,
which occupy a level terrace approximately 30-40 m (98-131 ft) east of Spring Pond.
The terrace edge above Spring Pond serves as the western boundary, given that no

- disturbance is proposed within the lower terrace leading down to the pond. The southern

boundary of the site is defined by negative test pits located along Transects 1, 2, 10,12,
13, 14 and 15. The northern boundary is defined by negative test pits at the ends of

. Transects 3, 4, 5, 11 and 16. The eastern boundary, in Lots #64-67 is defined by negative

test pits along Transect 16. The eastern boundary in Lots #67-69 is defined by negative
test pits along transect 15 and by the low density of artifacts, most of which are
questionable found in three test pits along Transect 15. The eastern limits of site in Lots
#67-70 are further defined by negative test pits along Transects 1,2,10, 12, 13, and 14.

During the course of the Phase I and II studies, ongoing conservations between
Mr. Skip Davis, a representative of the proposed development, Mr. Brent Rakowski,
project engineer, and G. Mandel, UVM CAP field supervisor, involved the discussion
and avoidance and preservation of the site. These discussions were informational and
undertaken to advise and inform about potential preservation strategies. To avoid and
preserve the site, the UVM CAP reconimends that a 10 m (33 ft) wide buffer be
established around the known limits of the site (see Figure 3). This buffer would by
placed at Transect 1 Test Pit 4, extend southeast to Transect 2 Test Pit 3, extend northeast
to Transect 10 Test Pit 3, extend northeast to Transect 12 Test Pit 2, extend east to
Transect 13 Test Pit 2, extend northeast to Transect 14 Test 2, extend east to Transect 15
Test Pit 1, extend east 10 meters, then extend north 40 m (131 ft), then west to Transect
15 Test Pit 5, extend northwest 50 m (164 t) to a point 10 m (33 ft) north of Transect 11
Test Pit 1, extend northwest 30 m (98 ft) parallel to Transect 11, extend northwest to
Transect 11 Test Pit 6, extend northwest to Transect 5 Test Pit 6, extend northwest to
Transect 4 Test Pit 8, extend west to terrace edge overlooking Spring Pond, extend south
along the terrace edge and connecting with Transect 1 Test Pit 4 (see Figure 3). If this
protective buffer is accepted, it is recommended that during construction, snow fencing or




other durable barrier be placed along the limits of the buffer to ensure site avoidance.
Given that no archaeological deposits were identified in Lot #70, proposed development
can occur in this portion of the proposed project’s Area of Potential Effects (APE). If
any future development or disturbance is proposed within the known site area or the 10 m

(33 ft) wide protective buffer, additional archaeological work will be necessary prior to
any ground disturbance.

Please feel free to contact us anytime if you have any questions about this study
Or our progress on laboratory work and report writing. ‘A copy of this letter will be sent
to Scott Dillon of the Vermont Division for Historic Preservation for his review and
concurrence. Lastly, we at UVM CAP extend our gratitude for your hospitality and
encouragement during the course of our work. ' »

Sincerely,

Geoffrey A. Mandel
Research Supervisor

Charles Knight, Ph.D.
Assistant Director

cc: Scott Dillon, VDHP




Figure'l. Location of precontact era site VT-RU-577 within the APE of the proposed
Woods at Spring Pond Subdivision, Brandon, Rutland County, Vermont.
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Figure 2. Map showing the location of Phase I test pits and site
Subdivision, Brandon, Rutland County, Vermont.
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VT—RU-577 within the APE of the proposed Woods at Spring Pond
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Figure 3. Map showing the location of the Phase I and Phase II test pits at site VT-RU-

. 577 within the APE of the proposéd Woods at
Spring Pond Subdivision, Brandon, Rutland County, Vermont. ;




National Register Final Review Criteria

A. Scampini Block, Barre : Aand C
The 1904 Scampini Block is an Italianate-style, three story, 3x5 bay commercial brick
structure with granite fagade and flat roof Jocated on North Main Street, at the head of
Granite Street. The Scampini Block, built in 1904 by Italian immigrant Angelo Scampini,
has historically served as a social center for Barre's many fraternal and social
organizations and holds strong ties to the city's Italian-American community, the granite
industry and affiliated labor unions. It displays a variety of granite finishes — from rough,
quarry-faced blocks comprising the majority of the fagade, to highly polished columns
flanking the primary entrance and relief-carved panels above the second- and third-floor
windows — and makes a significant contribution to the streetscape, anchoring what was
once a prominent Italian "corner” of North Main Street.

The first floor was designed to hold two stores. The second and third floors housed office
space utilized by a variety of companies and organizations, and the rear half of the third
floor housed an assembly hall. This area served as a meeting space for many of Barre’s
social and fraternal organizations, including the Knights of Columbus, the Independent
Order of Odd Fellows, the Foresters of America, the Modern Woodmen of America, the
Neal Dow Lodge, and the Ancient Order of Hibernians, among others. These
organizations formed the social core of the community, characteristically forming around
religious, ethnic, or social interest issues.

The Scampini Block is located at the northern edge of the Barre commercial district,
which is characterized by late nineteenth and early twentieth century commercial blocks.
The majority of these structures were erected during the business boom that correlated to
the tremendous growth in the local granite industry during that time. Architects and
builders incorporated the skills of local granite carvers into their structures; examples of
this craftsmanship are visible in the multitude of granite columns, lintels, and decorative
carvings throughout the district. The Scampini Block itself is a prime example of this
type of building. : '

Recommendation: Eligible under A and C.

B. School Street Duplexes, Bennington C
Note-A copy of this nomination was sent 1o you with the November meeting agenda but it
was not reviewed at that time. If you need a new copy please email me at
suzanne.jamele@state.vt.us and I will send you one.

The vernacular style duplex residences at 343-345 and 347-349 School Street in
Bennington are intact examples of working class housing stock typical of New England
mill towns during the 1910s and 1920s. Nearly identical to each other, the circa 1916
duplexes are rectangular in plan and built of wood, with platform framing, in a simple
vernacular Queen Anne style. Four bays wide across the front (west) and three bays deep,
the two and one-half story structures have clapboard siding and moderately pitched gable
roofs. Distinctive features include hipped roof porches spanning the width of the eaves’
front facades, wide one-over-one windows with leaded transom panels next to the central
bay entryways, coursed fieldstone foundations, slate roofs and rear porches.




Built as a speculative venture during the economically prosperous years around the time
of the First Great War, the duplexes provided rental housing for four working class
families. The buildings are within walking distance of the town’s principal textile
factories along the Walloomsac River and directly opposite a locally significant historic
industrial site which includes a grain elevator, saw mill, and coal and wood yard.
Although modest in design and materials, the buildings were built solidly and
incorporated several embellishments such as wide front and rear porches, large one-over-
one windows with leaded glass panels, and decorative interior moldings and paneling,
desirable features in new homes during these years.

Recommendation: Eligible under C.

C. West Haven Baptist Church, West Haven A and C

Located at the south end of West Haven hamlet in an agricultural setting, the church
combines Federal and Gothic Revival exterior stylistic details with Victorian interior
design. Built in 1831 in the vernacular Federal style, it was modified in 1854 with Gothic
Revival style features. The interior was renovated in 1871, 1886 and 1902 with
beadboard wall sheathing below a matchboard ceiling, gas chandelier, The structure is a
one story 3X3 bay clapboarded building with a two stage square bell tower. A
pedimented entrance pavilion incorporates a central entrance with double leaf panel

doors surrounded by fluted pilasters and an entablature with starred frieze blocks and
pierce torus molding. Three sides of the building have overscaled pointed arch windows
with multi-light sash.

The church is associated with an early Baptist society founded in 1803 and active
continuously through the subsequent two centuries to the present in West Haven.

Recommendation: Eligible under A and C.

D. Morrisville Historic District (Boundary Increase) A and C

This nomination increases the boundaries of the original Morrisville Historic District that
was listed on the National Register in 1983. Since 1983, six buildings (#’s S, 24, 33, 37,
40 and 47) have been demolished. Of the 50 originally listed properties, 40 were
contributing and 10 were non-contributing. Most of the buildings have retained their
contributing status, only #13 has had alterations that have led it to become non-
contributing.

This nomination increases the boundaries of the original district to include:

» residential properties on West High Street,

« commercial properties on Lower Main Street,

« residential properties, four churches, a cemetery and a fire station on Upper Main Street,
« residential properties, monuments and a school on Copley Avenue,

« residential properties on Park Street and Richmond Street,

« residential and commercial properties on Pleasant Street and Hutchins Street,

« industrial properties that were served by the former railroad tracks,

« residential properties on Brigham Street.




« residential and commercial properties on Bridge Street, .
« and, two gateway bridges over the Lamoille River on the northwest edge of the district.

There are 74 contributing and 37 non-contributing resources in the boundary increase.
These additional resources provide a more complete context for the historical,
commercial, industrial, civic, religious and residential development of downtown
Morrisville, known as the Village.

The principal residential architectural styles in the boundary increase include Greek
Revival, Italianate, French Second Empire, and Queen Anne; as well as residential forms
including the Classic Cottage, the Sidehall Plan, L-Plan and the Tri-Gable EIl
Residences have maintained the setting of the historic neighborhoods, especially along
West High, Upper Main, Park and Richmond Streets, as well as Copley Avenue. Two
historic bridges are added because they form gateways into the northwest corner of the
original downtown historic district. The new district boundary to the east meets the
property boundary of the Peoples Academy that was listed on the National Register of
Historic Places in 1996.

Recommendation: Eligible under A and C.



State of Vermont
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life, Drawer 20
Montpelier, VT 05620-0501

NOTICE
February Meeting Rescheduled

The monthly meeting of the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation will
be held at 9:30 a.m. on Friday February 23, 2007 at the National Life Building,
Executive Dinning Room, 2" floor, National Life Drive, Montpelier, Vermont.

[. Schedule Meeting Dates 9:30
II. Minutes — January 18, 2007 9:40
[1I. Historic Preservation Grant Review & Selection 9:45
Working Lunch 12:00
[11. Historic Preservation Grants (continued) 12:45
[V. OIld Business 2:30

A. Act 250 Discussion (continued)



Qtate of Vermont

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life Drive, Floor 2
Montpelier, VT 05620-1201

Draft
February 23, 2007

Members Present: Elizabeth Boepple, Chair dll
George Turner, Vice Chair h
Ron Kilburn, Citizen Membe’fg “? 1
Peter Thomas, Archeologlsi §m o
Glenn Andres, Archltegtﬁtﬁl‘Hlstorl %i;”‘
David Donath, Historian H%‘L“ 4” M, &
Susan Hayward, Citizen Mem n

%

Staff Members: Nancy Boone, ét‘aiézﬁtchltectural ]Ji ﬁr;a

Eric Gilbertson I?reﬁ !SF{P

Jane Lendway, S } é‘m! -
clnerne X oﬁtlve Ad ’tstratlve Assistant
L Hﬁﬁ I

il L §§ &
This meeting was bro E to order by the Cha1 1gh at 10:10 a.m. in the Executive
Dinning Room, 2" floor 0 lITlfe Bt lding, Montpelier, Vermont.

iy ™ it
{

I Scheglu e Meetin g es ‘iu!
Meepﬁ ates were confifed foxi atch 14" with an Act 250 discussion on the agenda,
and'a g é rom the Oreg ﬂ State Review Board; April 13", and a tentative meeting on
Wednesda 23" will %ponﬁrmed at the March 14" meetmg Nancy informed the
Council that the|; ‘ qpual Historic Preservation Conference will now be held on May 16" in
Montpelier. ”g‘ii‘h ,]?!

;{; !&i‘“'
II. Minutes J ;
Glenn moved to approve the minutes for the January 18™ meeting and Peter seconded.
The minutes were unanimously approved.

III. Historic Preservation Grant Review and Presentation

All grant applications along with the PowerPoint Presentation were sent to Council

members prior to this meetmg This year’s allocation of funds is for $150,000 plus

approximately $20,000 extra in recaptured funds from previous grant years, for a total of

approximately $170,000. Eric Gilbertson distributed a state map with each applicant
‘ located on it, and noted that the geographic distribution of applicants is especially diverse

7~~.VERMONT




Advisory Council for Historic Preservation
February 23, 2007
Page 2 of 2

this year. He clarified the criteria used for this grant selection process. Eric presented
slides of each project, and summarized the requested work. Members shared questions
and discussed concerns. Each Council member scored projects according to the criteria.
The top scoring projects are listed below.

Advisory Council for Historic Preservation
Historic Preservation Grant Awards 2007

1‘§%i!.

HP# Project Name Town/County Grant Award
24 Sacred Heart St. Francis de Sales Church Bennington/Bennington $15,000
09 Pawlet Town Hall Pawlet/Rutland $11,000
20 Brookfield Town Hall - Brookfield/Orange $15,000
23 Academy Building Chester/Windsor $10,000
35 Wilder Club & Library Hartford/Windsor $10,200
38 Roxbury Community/Senior Center Roxbury/Washington - $8,000
18 DAR John Strong Mansion Museum Addison/Addison $8,261
02 | Chandler Music Hall & Cultural Center Randolph/Orange $15,000
07 Guildhall Public Library Guildhall/Essex $12,500
15 Solid Rock Church ' Barton/Orleans $15,000
14 | Jeudevine Memorial Church Hardwick/Caledonia $9,000 -
10 Old Alburgh Firehouse Alburgh/Grand Isle $7,500 - -
26 Belcher Memorial Library : Stockbridge/Windsor © - $1,800
22 | East Barre Congressional Church Barre/Washington $15,000
05 Galick Farmhouse West Haven/Rutland $10,605
Total Grant Funds for 2007 $163,866.00

Ll T 7

T |

George moﬁé‘a} confirm { t all of the buildings are on, or eligible for the National

Register, and ’t‘é&l gept thei -ant awards as listed. Peter seconded. The 2007 Grant

Awards were unanij : 1!1'?3:9 approved by the Council. No alternatives were selected.
, L

New Business - Nancy explained to the Council that there would be a new Survey district
proposed for listing on the State Register at the April 13" meeting, Prospect Point in
Burlington with approximately 230 properties. She asked how the Council would like to
review them. It was agreed that all members would receive a CD of the properties and a
summary of the survey prior to this meeting.

There will also be an outline of the AC Annual Report distributed at the March meeting.

The meeting was adjourned at 2:50 pm.



Mclnerney, Diane

From: Boone, Nancy
Sent: Monday, February 26, 2007 8:55 AM

To: Cochran, Chris; Sayers, Debra; Mclnerney, Diane; Gilbertson, Eric; Peebles, Giovanna; Evans,
Jackson; Lendway, Jane; Dumville, John; Ehrlich, Judith; Boone, Nancy; Dillon, Scott; Jamele,
Suzanne

Subject: Advisory Council meetings

Upcoming meetings of the Advisory council are scheduled for ; March 14

April 13

and May 23 (tentative — to be confirmed
March 14)

Besides NR's, are there things that you would like to put on a full May agenda? Other wise, the Council may do a
short meeting at breakfast on the day of the HP conference, May 16.

Thanks.

2/26/2007

Page 1 of 1



HP #

Project Name

Town/County

Grant Award

24

Sacred Heart St. Francis de Sales Church

Masonry repair on church and tower and
flashing repair on roof.

Bennington/Bennington

$15,000

09

Pawlet Town Hall

Restoration of cupola and installation of a
snowbelt on north side of roof.

Pawlet/Rutland

$11,000

20

Brookfield Town Hall

Replace the roof with a standing seam
metal roof.

Brookfield/Orange

$15,000

23

Academy Building

Repair roof and cupola.

Chester/Windsor

$10,000

35

Wilder Club & Library

Repair and restore windows and damaged
stucco.

Hartford/Windsor

$10,200

38

Roxbury Community/Senior Center

Remove existing roof and install asphalt
shingles.

Roxbury/Washington

$8,000

DAR John Strong Mansion Museum

Repair eight 12/12 windows, the palladian
window over entry and four basement
windows.

Addison/Addison

$8,201

02

Chandler Music Hall & Cultural Center

Repair damaged slate roof and flashing.

Randolph/Orange

$15,000

07

Guildhall Public Library

Replace roof and repair flashing

Guildhall/Essex

$12,500

15

Solid Rock Church

Repair leaking steeple roof and flashing
and leaking roof at the Southeast corner of
the church, a install roof truss ties.

Barton/Orleans

$15,000

14

Jeudevine Memorial Library

Install drainage on north side of building
and repair marble tile in entry.

Hardwick/Caledonia

$9,000




10

Old Alburgh Firehouse

A new asphalt shingle roof, masonry
repair, window and door repair and
interior restoration.

Alburgh/Grand Isle

$7,500

26

Belcher Memorial Library

Replace metal roof over kitchen and
repair damaged metal siding.

Stockbridge/Windsor

$1,800

22

East Barre Congregational Church

Replace existing roof with standing seam.

Barre/Washington

$15,000

05

Galick Farmhouse

Repair porch, basement posts and floor
joists, attic rafters, exterior wood trim,
parquet floors, plaster and foundation
walls.

West Haven/Rutland

$10,605

Total Grant Funds for 2007

$163,866.00

Advisory Council for Historic Preservation
Historic Preservation Grant Awards 2007




NOTICE
February Meeting Rescheduled

The monthly meeting of the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
will be held at 9:30 a.m. on Friday February 23, 2007 at the National Life
Building, Executive Dinning Room, 2" floor, National Life Drive, Montpelier,

Vermont.
[. Schedule Meeting Dates'\/ 9:30
Il Minutes — January 18,2007 (_—" 9:40

III. Historic Preservation Grant Review & Selection (/ 9:45

Working Lunch 12:00
[II. Historic Preservation Grants (continued) 12:45
IV. Old Business 2:30

A. Act 250 Discussion (continued)
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FY07 HISTORIC PRESERVATION GRANT SCORE SHEET

COUNCIL SCORES

Amount
project_ comy | ragues | P |Glena | Bon| Durdd| Soson | Geegs | Poen | HEER | Ovman | “Nesd | ol | poms | _ nores
01 |Old Village Church/Old Methodist Church r\(l)er\;/rt:sg $15,000 IZ- \2) \5 \S IE (| ‘_5 v, 0 q 3 ,
02 |Chandler Music Hall & Cultural Center RS?::g:zh $15,000 12 | Lf ‘2 | o \ b \'s \S 1 1 (o[
03 |Robert Frost Stone House Museum g::;t;gttjgl $9,760 q (O (2. 12 |o (o ¥ 1 0 7 g
04 [The First Congreg.Church of North Troy Ng:t't;;;)y $15,000 q a \o " "f \\ “ 1 0 ‘a(p
05 |Galick Farmhouse | N'tMN::;?‘\;en $10,605 m (3 a [ I " ly (3 1 0 th_.
06 HUf\tlngton Lo'wer.V|IIage Church/Union Meetin (H:Eir:;;nngézz $11,050 IZ- \2 | "f 0\ |2 ‘ ‘ , L{’ 1 0 ? 5
07 |Guildhall Public Library Géggzill &m | \* \ L" \7) \ (o |S |.§ \ L” 1 0 ’ /0 l'
08 |Poultney Historic Society Melodeon Factory M B:g[t:il:;gn $15,000 \g \ 2, | 2 (B | o 12 | Y 0 1 q 0 .
09 [Pawlet Town Hall :jt\llvalﬁé $11,000 IS | s \ § " lS (L{- 1 0 /0 =
10 [Old Alburgh Firehouse Gé::g?;e $7,500 | v v \ S = (2, \S (2 1 0 / q L ﬁii\m&’
11 |Norwich Congregational Church \l;lvc:rr]\:jvns(z)r1r $10,000 o\ IO X (0 g (2 ‘ 3 1 0 7 1.[_
12 |South Londonderry Depot of the West River Ra L(\),:}%%r;:ﬁgy $15,000 | Lf ‘2 \g | L{« 12 (3 | l o 0 q l f
e e 8% 2| a| o] s m[ 0] o[ o " o3 | R e
14 |Jeudevine Memorial Library (I;iaalrec:j\glrc]:il; $9,000 l L[’ | L{’ ‘ fy \ S \6 \ 2. (o 0 0 o‘ol‘
15 |Solid Rock Church gj:;:s $15,000 I |"f ]\‘l o & |2 | b 1 0 1655
16 |Burnham Hall Xg;?::; $13,800 |3 |2 (4 |y [o (2 ‘3 1 0 q B
17 |Enosburg Town Clock, Masonic Lodge Eno:g%rgiialls $5,000 | L‘r (\ (< 2. % \3 l_z 'O 0 %S
18 |DAR John Strong Mansion Museum :gg::g: $8,261 l\,\— \ L& \< “‘f T 'S ‘3 1 0 /0 |
19 |St. Ma.rk's Episcopal Church C}:::::;c;n $10,920 l‘-{- V2 (2— ‘ L.f ‘% ( (> 1 0 < 7
20 |Brookfield Town Hall Bg)rzlr(g; $15,000 G \ "“’ \s \S [ lq [ L-f 1 0 [ 05.
21 |Bean Hall W(E)s:aiagigee $9,950 (3 (1 0 (" | ,_1_ l L{' (2 1 0 % 7




FY07 HISTORIC PRESERVATION GRANT SCORE SHEET COUNCIL SCORES
Amount )
HPOO# Prpject c?my Re:t:est %\ GLLVW\ ROY\ Do ;é SUS“'\ @n(g_ (?6\-"\ H::::;:p Dg::i;l“.m Firr‘daer:;'al Df;roi‘b. PTc:::;Is NOTES

22 |East Barre Congregational Church SvaassthBi:tZi $15,000 |'5 I% 0 |7? (o ‘ “f , 2 1 0 q S.
23 |Academy Building \?V?r?(?;irr $10,000 |§ | ( (Q ‘ Lf I 15 [ l—f’ 0 0 /OL(— f}
24 |Sacred Heart St. Francis de Sales Church Bennington $15,000 1 1 ’

Bennington | 1S \ o (L \ b \ & (S (1O
25 [Starksboro TovxTn Héll s?c;zisst;or:o $7,308 2 2, . Iy (2 Iy 13 " 0 9 *
26 |[Belcher Memorl‘al Library St\;)vcmt(;gg?e $1,800 ‘ 5 12 ‘ s ‘ 2 ' Iy Z 1 0 O\(g ’
27 |First Congregational Church l;l::rc‘:it;zs{:;r qm | (a \\_‘ | L{ \ ‘+ ﬂ (2 P 1 ¥ 0 qa »
28 [Northeast Kingdom Community Action Building g?gg(r)‘: $15,000 ! \_(_ (2 ‘0 ‘ ‘ | % | Lf ! o 0 0 R ‘1__ Iv;j?,,%mu
29 |Kimball Public Library Rg;\ad;;zh $14,000 N l ?; \ ‘_‘, ‘.Z 12 | | } 1 1 Xq
30 |Fairfield Common School i?;:ﬁ:: $8,000 12 (2 ( L. (S ; l’f |2 jo 0 0 % s
31 |Copley Country Club Nic;rrl;iz\illillege $10,000 l L" (2 |0 \ » 1 (Z. ﬂ 1 (4] % |
32 |Holley Hall A%rcij?;(;ln $5,000 12, \ \5 12 ‘,L ‘3 | = 1 1 q o ’
33 |Lamoille Grange/River Arts Center MLer::i\i/l:Ielae $15,000 |S Yy |2 ‘ ‘-‘f % \S 12 0 1 q [ °
34 |Town of Norton - Town Hall r\écs):g)r(m $6,425 1 0 Not Zle g@‘i&_
35 |Wilder Club & Library Wil(\i/\t;:;’él::grford $10,200 ‘ s % |§ | S ‘ " " | } 0 0 | /OL'{"
36 PerkinsAHouse 3elm|g:ttllgllr:aHoll $15,000 IS R 12 Y (Y ( L( ” 0 0 01 5.
37 |0ld Parish Church \\llvviizt;):r $9,914 | \ 0\ o | 9 (% (2 1 0 7%
38 |Roxbury Community Center/Senior Center w::ﬁ?né%n $8,000 | i 12 | l‘f ‘5 I (s {S 0 0 (01-{-.
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‘State of Vermont

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life Drive, Floor 2
Montpelier, VT 05620-1201

NOTICE
March 14, 2007 Advisory Council Meeting

The monthly meeting of the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
will be held at 9:30 a.m. on Wednesday March 14, 2007 at the National Life

Building, Calvin Coolidge Conference Room, 6™ Floor, National Life Drive,
Montpelier, Vermont.

I. Schedule Meeting Dates 930
II. Minutes — February 23, 2007 | 9:40
III. National Register Final Review B 1 9:45

A. Bellows Falls Neighborhood Historic District
(Boundary Increase) ,
B. Wheelock Common Historic District

' Working Lunch L 12:00
| IV. New Business :

A. Advisory Council Annual Report 12:30

B. Web Site Listing for Advisory Council . 1:00

7~ _VERMONT




Draft
March 14, 2007

Members Present: Elizabeth Boepple, Chair
George Turner, Vice Chair i
Ron Kilburn, Citizen Member ,;‘fii
Peter Thomas, Archeologist (arrived 9: 50' R
Glenn Andres, Architectural Historian (i%nve

David Donath, Historian ;55 §¥!x“ »

Susan Hayward, Citizen Memb@:ﬂ *!!m !
allly e
Staff Members: Nancy Boone, State Archltecturaig istos i" i L
Jane Lendway, SHPO s z ‘!
i

Suzanne Jamele, SR{,NR Specialist *‘z‘ii

Diane Mclnerney, E)d{:(}}% e AdrmmstratlL{b Assistant

T %*w ~ u**w'
‘ d: i,ii b ’

This meeting was brought to order by the Chach@ ’ the Calvin Coolidge Room, 6™ ' =
Floor of the National Life B‘x;ﬁddi §‘%{Iontpeh ont. 3 (/U(MT’X‘T E

‘.
I. Schedule Meeting D ‘auL ‘é% ¥ ;!

Meeting dates were confirmed, &aﬁ ﬂ 2007 i m ﬁutl the Preservation Conference will J
now be held on({ay{161;in) o%% ier at Collbge/fT all R 23, 2007 in Brandon, and June 27, ¢

location tobl [d : ‘gg‘!h % _‘ W CZ M
I1. Mmlitgj{ I i‘ssigzil lutfgi“w ' /'}744/ ‘! @U‘ﬂ ’.-2/‘
David moved tEL Ei rove the m%

iites for the February 23" meeting and Peter seconded. The
minutes were unani misly appréii ed with the correction of two clerical errors. M\‘{M ;502 L w)
i h "
II1. National Register Elgaﬁfﬁeview W £~ \’V\M\A%
A. Bellows Falls Neighborhood Historic District (Boundary Increase)

The Council had received copies of this nomination before the meeting. Sue submitted additional

photographs for many of the residence nominated. This was a CLG sponsored nomination with a

boundary increased including 39 residences added to this historic district with a total of 48

contributing and 8 non-contributing structures. Victorian-era styles, Italianate and Queen Anne in

particular, dominate the district. The history and architecture pattern of the added boundary

intertwines with the current district and adds historic significance. The added boundary increases

the district by 8.81 acres. Glenn moved for the nomination to be approved and Ron seconded. The
&ouncil unanimously approved the Bellows Falls Neighborhood Historic District boundary

increase under A & C.



Advisory Council for Historic Preservation
March 14, 2007
Page 2 of 3

At this time Sue suggested that nominations of larger districts such as this could be assessed by
Council members simultaneously if they are viewed from a CD, and the Council agreed.

B. Wheelock Common Historic District, Wheelock
The Council received this nomination prior to this meeting. This district represents a remnant of
the religious and civic heart of the community. There are four contributing resources and three non-
contributing ones. The focal point of the district is the 1871 Greek Revival style Wheelock Town
Hall which faces the common, created in 1880 contammg memorials to Civil War and World War I
soldiers. Across the street is an historic village cemetery in use from 18 7 until the 20™ century.

- The district also includes a modern bandstand and 2 non- con‘mbutln 0 1le homes. The Council

remains part of the town center. The Council agreed that the b nd need to be tightened, and
the mobile homes removed if they are not part of the land don edtot wn in the 1800s. The
Council requested that Tracy Martin elaborate on the noj ﬁtxpﬂ Justlfynligﬂq undary lines for
their approval. Peter moved to approve the district u er A & C with the Jus!ﬂf t10n of
boundaries and Ron seconded. The Council unanipiox apprbﬁed the nomin ﬁ??ﬁ;vv'ith changes.
h, y
At this time Sue brought to the Council’s attention questlcg om tfle owner of bulldmg 31 in the
Ludlow district that was nominated as parqtpf the historic dlS A copy of these questions was
distributed to Council members. Council 11 g s felt that the %gfpre justified in this nomination
after walking the district, viewing the buildi ﬁi ric relevang o) the district, and following
procedure. The Council agreed that, along wﬁh nomq otlﬁq 1ons that are sent out by the
Division for Historic Preservat1on rior to dlstrlq apﬁrova& ‘2) 'should be question and answer
information to alleviate any‘pm % standlng of' e process | 'y bulldmg Owners.

questloned the cemetery and landscape as part of a district, but aﬁyﬁ%%at although unusual, it

’ ’
(' !! } }
h

it
IV. New Business s““i H!i

. Advisor, (EE{OW&HHQN(MS Letter
Last years repg and n er wé g trlbuted to Council members for revision in preparation for
this years q&%ﬂatlon at the i 6th j tlon Conference. All members contributed
suggestions ccepted their tdle in th ndertakmg Project deadlines were established for
April 4™ and t sletter shotild be réady for approval at the April 14™ meeting.

B. SHPO Repdlw ndway

=

Jane
" Jane shared with the Co%gﬁlformatlon from her day on Capitol Hill. Jane, Robert McBride,

Anne Cousins, and Paul B; ‘ all met with Vermont’s congressional members, and she revealed
information regarding community restoration, revitalization, and tax credit issues. This discussion
included topics on raising HP funds, the partnership with the Park Service, competitive funds for
digitization, areas prone to national disasters such as flash flooding and the destruction of barns
through weather conditions.

Nancy also spoke about a current Preserve America matching grant that will use GIS layers with
existing photographs. The request for funds focused on 8 Downtown Districts in Vermont that
would benefit from this digital capability. Six other grants that Elsa Gilbertson has worked on for
the Historic Sites were also discussed; IMLS grant for an educational video, funds to hire a
consultant for conserving artifacts at Mount Independence, and 2 for trails with interpretive signs.
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Advisory Council for Historic Preservation
March 14, 2007
Page 3 of 3

C. Web site listing for Advisory Council Members
Council members agreed to have their name, role, and town displayed on the Division for Historic
Preservation web site along with the first paragraph from their newsletter that will describe their
activities in statute. All public communication with the Council will first come through Historic

Preservation.

The meeting was adjourned at 1:15 pm.
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for village civic, social and cultural activities. This nomination documents the remaining
. elements of this village center that reflect its ongoing important role in the life of the
community.

Recommendation: Eligible ungér A and C.
e
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National Register Final Review Criteria

A. Bellows Falls Neighborhood Historic District (Boundary Increase), A and C .

@ CLG sponsored nomi@ increases the boundaries of the original Bellows

Falls Neighborhood Historic District that ] on the National Register in 2002. The
boundary increase ad residences to this historic district. JThe increase area has a total

@p‘(ﬁ}g’tﬂﬁutmg and 8 noncontributing strume;s;rhe boundary increase area borders

¢ southwest section of the original historic district and lies on a terrace above the

original historic district. It is similar to the original historic district in its residential
streetscape appearance, in its intact, rich, and diverse architectural styles, and in its
association with the history of Bellows Falls. This densely settled neighborhood has
quiet, tree lined streets and closely spaced buildings with uniform setbacks. Many of the
properties include an attached or detached carriage barn or automobile garage. Most of
the residences in the boundary increase area date to the last quarter of the nineteenth
century. (’f he Victorian-era styles predominate, particularly Italianate and Queen Anne.>
All of the buildings are of wood frame construction, and most have brick underpinnings,
clapboard siding, and slate roofs. '

The history and significance of the two areas of the historic district are intertwined,and
the boundary increase adds significance to the historic district inthe contem_s{oric
architecture and patterns of town development. The amended area of the historic district
is located on what is known as the(?OId Terrace”)a well-preserved late nineteenth
century urban residential neighborhood that was an area of residential expansion in the
last quarter of the 19" century. Homes served residents that were an integral part of

Bellows Falls’ commerce and industrs - . ' ‘
Recommendation: Eligible und ALGWL?// OZ{ /Dﬂwbc/ 8 :5/ i

/_Tl;. Wheelock Common Historic(D Wheelock A and C

\ This district is located in the south end of the village and represents an area that once was
the religious and civic heart of the communityy There are four contributing resources that 2 /”“"/é‘é

; ) remain in the district and three that are le point is the 1871, W £
d Greek Revival style Wheelock Town Hall'which Taces the common, developed in 1880, W ‘}W"j

containing memorials to Civil War and World War One veterans. Across the street is an
historic village cemetery that was in use from 1827 through the 20™ century. It is now
closed for burials. Town Meeting has been held at the town hall for over 130 years and
both the Town Hall and Common have served as sites for a variety of other community
gatherings and social functions.

In 1880 the no longer extant Baptist Church was relocated to a site next to the town hall.
These two buildings, both gable-fronted Greek Revival edifices with belfries, stood side
by side for over 80 years until 1961 when the church was demolished. The town hall is a
good example of a typical Greek Revival style town hall built in the second half of the
19" century. In addition, it contains a painted theater curtain dating from 1940. The
grouping of the town hall, church, and nearby Greek Revival style schoolhouse that was
destroyed by fire in 1969, together with the common and cemetery served, as the center




From: Ellison, Don [Don.Ellison@aggregate-us.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 11, 2007 2:07 PM

To: Jamele, Suzanne
~Cc: Ellison, Don

Subject: RE: Ludlow Vermont Property

Thank you. | did receive it on Saturday. | do appreCIate your quick response. As you perhaps
suspected, it did raise a few questions.

1

Our letter informing us of our consideration was dated on Oct. 16, 2006. | assume the
other letters went out before this? If this were the case than we were the only ones to
receive this letter and no one else could have submitted a letter of Crefusalld as they did
not know about it. Is this correct? Also, can you send me a copy of the letter that was

~ sent to the town manager adding this property to the register?

On page 3 of the minutes of the July 19" meeting it mentioned that the tenement behind
building number 7, which is our building in question, namely building 31, was to be
considered for inclusion by the Community, is subsequent nominations. But, later that
day you voted to include it. IsnOt it your bound and duty to check with the Community
first? There did not appear to be any serious discussion about including this property.-

Howcome? 7

On page 4 it appeared that you did in fact add bulldlng 31. Thus building 31a was never
considered and is not on your list. lf this is not correct building 31b would have had to
have been addressed..

In your email dated 2/28/07 you said that i is property was added as the councn Dfeltitis
an important element in the district as it reflects late 19" century housing stock build in
response to economic growthIC But in your minutes of this meeting it only mentions that
this Otenement conforms to criteria A O and establishes the Victorian scale for the
district.0 First, did not the survrey/inventory say that this was not an apartment until
19217 Second, criteria a says, in referring to qualified buildings, Othat are associated
with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patters of our history.C
This was not even discussed by your members at this meeting. Third, how can anyone

_suggest that this building contributes to the Victorian scale for the district? Please explain

how your agency defines Victorian scale/massive?

Am | correct is assuming the town of Ludlow had no idea that this property was to be
included before it was discussed and voted upon on July 19"

At this July 19™ meeting on page 4, the 6" paragraph done, refemng to the TENEMENT
it said, OIssues about how many members get to vote must be addressed.0] How and
when was this resolved?

Can | have the minutes of your July 16", 2006 meeting? At this meeting our property was
discussed. | guess at this meeting the responses to your earlier mailing were reported on.
Can | get a copy of the list you used in the mailing to obtain said responses?

- | strongly feel that your agency should have known about the Section 420 of Ludlow(s

. Zoning and Flood Hazzard Amentment passed in Sept. 2005 which directly influences the

10.

“11.

property in the Vermont Historic Register. If you did not, than this is a major failure on
your part as well as the townOs part. If you did know about it you had an obligation to let
people know. This whole process should be null and void and started over with a clean
slate. Can you make that motion?

Can | assume that this 1988 study made no recommendations as to what bu1ld|ngs
should be included? Nor did they define the Historic Dnstrlct or recommend boundries?.
Getting back to your email to me of 2/28, last sentence 4" paragraph C it would lead one
to believe that that town of Ludlow was informed before the change or vote. This seems
not to be the case, especially when they had told you that this property may be
considered in the future. If they were informed before or after the fact, could | get a copy
of the correspondence?



mailto:Don.Ellison@aggregate-us.com

Again, | do appreciate your concern. Certainly your letter to me stating that such listing could
be impacted by local regulation shows some failures (my conclusion) on your part. | think you -
must also check with each:town to see what regulations they might already have that reflect
laws/ordinances to being so listed. This was a major failure in Ludlow.

| look forward to your response.

Sincerely yours,

Donald R. Ellison

From: Jamele, Suzanne [mailto:Suzanne.Jamele@state.vt.us}
Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2007 11:34 AM
To: Ellison, Don ,

Subject: RE: Ludlow Vermont Property

There were so many attachments | could not email it so a packet of materials including the

answers to your questions was put in the US mail yesterday.

Suzanne C. Jamele

National Register Specialist

Vermont Division for Historic Preservation
National Life Bulldlng .

Floor 2

Montpelier, VT 05620-1201 :

tel 802-828-3046 - fax 802-828-3206

From: Ellison, Don [mailto:Don.Ellison@aggregate-us.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2007 11:02 AM !

* To: Jamele, Suzanne

Subject: RE: Ludlow Vermont Property

Just thought | would check to see where you are at with this inquiry. | am anxious to get me
information packet out. Thanks.

- From: Jamele, Suzanne [mailto:Suzanne.Jamele@state.vt.us]
Sent: Wednesday, March 07, 2007 12:09 PM

To: Ellison, Don

Subject: RE: Ludlow Vermont Property

Yes, we did receive that letter.

Suzanne C. Jamele

National Register Specialist

Vermont Division for Historic Preservation
National Life Building

Floor 2

Montpelier, VT 05620-1201

tel 802-828-3046 fax 802-828-3206



mailto:Suzanne.Jamele@state.vt.us
mailto:Don.Ellison@aggregate-us.com
mailto:Suzanne.Jamele@state.vt.us

~thedistrict nomination to be reviewed by the Council after a revised document was —

Responses to March 11, 2007 Questions

1. Letters went out to district property owners on June 15, 2006 prior to the Advisory
Council’s first review of the nomination on July 19, 2006. Letters were sent on October
16, 2006 to owners of the condos in the Mill Condominiums and Hammond Hall
Condominiums, as well as to you and to owners of four buildings that the Advisory
Council felt should be changed from noncontributing to contributing. On July 25, 2006 I
notified the Ludlow town manager about the outcome of the July 19 Advisory Council
meeting, letting him know that the Advisory Council recommended adding 23-25 Depot
Street to the historic district and inviting comment from him. I did not receive any. A
copy of that document is enclosed.

2. The vote by the Advisory Council on July 19 to include the building in the district did
not actually list the building on the Register-only the National Park Service can list
buildings or districts. The Council’s vote was to include the building in a revised draft of

prepared and the town and affected owners notified. This was completed and in
November the Advisory Council reviewed the nomination again and voted to approve it
and send it to the National Park Service for listing.

3. When building #31 was added to the district, the related outbuildings were also

included, which is standard practice when listing buildings on the National Register.

4, The survey states that 25 Depot Street (#31) was an apartment house dating from
. . 1880 and that #31a was a machine shop from 1885-through 1921. Additional research

conducted on the buildings for the National Register nomination provided more
information about the history of these buildings. As discussed by the Council, housing
related to the mill is an example of a broad pattern of history that this property represents.
The minutes reflect a summary of the discussion not all comments made. In the instance
of this building its Victorian scale and massing refers to the large, three story, multi-bay,

shallow roofed block with center entry flanked by paired windows, similar to other
buildings along Main Street built in the latter half of the 19" century.

5. The Town of Ludlow did not know that the Advisory Council Would want to add
building#31 at this meeting. There was no discussion of the nomination prior to the
meeting. The town was invited to attend the meeting but did not. They were informed

“soon after about the recommended change to add this building.

6. This discussion about who could vote referred to whether condo owners each had a
vote in the district. After the meeting I checked with the National Park Service to clarify
the answer to this question. Condos that are co-ops have one vote; in regular condos each
condo owner has a vote.. The two condos in Ludlow Village are not co-ops therefore a
letter was sent to each condo owner in October informing them of the upcoming

- November 21, 2006 review of the nomination by the Advisory Council.



7. There was no meeting on July 16, 2006. This was a typo on my part and should have
read July 19, 2006. I apologize for the confusion.

8. A copy of the property owners list for the district is enclosed. This is the list of people
who received notification letters from us about the district.

9. There is no obligation under the federal regulations that implement the National
Register process for the State Historic Preservation Office to inform residents of local
laws and regulations as part of the National Register listing process. We did not have any
knowledge of the law in Ludlow you refer to and do not have any involvement in local
laws and regulatlons Therefore, we do not maintain records of rulings passed in each
town in Vermont. There is no reason for this office to declare the listing process null and
void. -

10. The survey conducted in 1988 did not define the boundanes of the historic district.

—measﬂme—byfhetowmpmﬁofhctonmcemmkeﬂhepfepamﬁeﬁeﬁh%eﬂak -

Register district nomination.

11. As I stated in question #2, the villagé manager was informed of the Advisory
Council’s recommendation to add building #31 to the district soon after the meeting and
invited to comment. Letters were sent to the Village Manager and Select Board on
October 16 informing them of the addition of contributing buildings to the district and the
change in status of several buildings from noncontributing to contributing. A copy of the
‘revised nomination and district map was sent to them for comment. Copies of the letters

. are enclosed. e




H
H
g




Belloy Neighborhood Historic District
Town of Ko kiugham, Windham County, Vermont
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Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

Vermont Advisory Council

The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation is a volunteer board appointed by
the Governor to carry out a number of preservation activities under federal and
state law. The seven members represent the public and four qualify in specific
professuonal areas - architecture, history, architectural history, and archeology.
Under federal law, the Council is the "state review board" that evaluates and
recommends Vermont properties for the National Register of Historic Places.

Under state law, they approve properties for inclusion on the State Register of
Historic Places, comment on the significance of potential historic properties under
Act 250, and comment on the impacts of state-funded projects that involve
historic and archeological resources. The Council also reviews and recommends
projects to receive federal and state grants for historic preservation. The Council
meets once a month, in Montpelier and other locations around the state.

Meetings in 2006

January 18, February 27, March 23, Apr11 3, May 11, June 14, July 19, September 20,
October 19, November 21, December 8 (phone), December 14.

Meetings held in Montpelier, Burlington, Middlebury, Plymouth, Calais
Duties and Activities
This bulleted list is derived from the Vermont Historic Preservation Act ( 22VSA14)

and Rule 12 of the Division’s Administrative Rules
(http://www.dhca.state. vt.us/HistPres/rules.htm )

Approve nominations of properties to the National Register of Historic Places
- * means used the RITC

Final Reviews

Whitingham Village HD, 37 contributing buildings

Fort Vengeance, Pittsford (historic period archeological site)
Rattlin’ Bridge, New Haven/Weybridge

Kent’s Corner HD Update

Bridge No. 32, Waterbury/Duxbury

The Toll House, Burke*



http://www.dhca.sta.te.vt.us/HistPres/rules.htm

Newport Downtown HD, 121 contributing buildings (part of Downtown
Designation process)

Ludlow Village HD, 26 contributing buildings

Giroux Furniture Co. Building, St. Albans*

Willard Manufacturing Co./ Leader Evaporator, St. Albans*

Ascutney Mill Dam HD, Windsor, 5 contributing buildings

Estey Organ Factory Boundary Increase, Brattleboro, 1 contributing building*
School Street Duplexes, Bennington, 2 buildings*

MPDF “Fire Stations of Vermont” (cooperative project with UVM’s Graduate
Program in Historic Preservation)

Preliminary Reviews

Lauzon Building, Groton (pursue as district)

Burlington, 44 Front St., 163-175, 171-173, 177 Intervale Ave.
(one individual, others under MPDF for multi-family housing)
Corse-Shippee House, Dover (not as stand alone)

List properties on the State Register of Historic Places

Old North End, Burlington - public meeting in Burlington, 400 buildings
Discussion of methodology for designation of older surveys

Odd Fellows Hall, Village Hall, Derby Line

Knoll Motel, Barre, (1950 motel that claims to be the first in the state,, built after
owner saw motels in California)

Delisting requests :

Former Howard Johnson’s, Shelburne Road, Burlington - Delisted due to
alteration _

436 Maple St., Burlington, - Not delisted, retains historic features

Review and approve the Vermont Historic Sites and Structures Survey and
Vermont Archeological Inventory (VAI)

Award matching Historic Preservation Grants

Award matching Barn Preservation Grants

Awarded $201,450, 16 buildings, $798,263 of work
- steeple/cupola/bell tower repair, masonry restoration, roof, foundation/floor,
windows, ceiling

Awarded $125,269, 14 buildings, $662,823 of work
- foundation, framing, roof




Award Certified Local Government (CLG) Grants
Awarded $9,945 — Bennington Design Guidelines, Support of HP Conference
through Shelburne CLG, Waterville NR nomination

Review and comment on state undertakings that may have a negative effect on
historic and archeological resources

-State House expansion — report on committee meeting where modified cafeteria
Expansion was approved

-Visitor Center, Calvin Coolidge State Historic Site, Plymouth

-Pinney Hollow Dam, Plymouth

-Municipal Public Safety Facility, Waterbury

“Provide an advisory and coordinative mechanism by which state undertakings of
every kind which are potentially deleterious to historic preservation may be
discussed, and, where possible, resolved, giving due consideration to the competing
public interests which may be involved.”

- MOU with BGS signed

- Meeting with Governor Douglas

- Dam Removal discussion with ANR staff

- VELCO

- Wind towers

Provide testimony as deemed necessary on the historical, architectural and
archeological significance of State Register and National Register sites
-Identification and Treatment of Archeological Sites under Act 250

Undertake other activities that promote historic preservation and benefit the people
of the state of Vermont

OTHER

Members travels to New Orleans and Gulf Coast — impacts of Katrina
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The Vermont Advisory
Council on Historic Preser-
vation is a volunteer board
appointed by the Governor
to carry out a number of
preservation activities un-
der federal and state law.
The seven members repre-
sent the public and four
qualify in specific profes-
sional areas - architecture,
history, architectural his-
tory, and archeology. Under
federal law, the Council is
the "state review board"
that evaluates and recom-
mends Vermont properties
for the National Register of
Historic Places.

Under state law, we ap-
prove properties for inclu-
sion on the State Register
of Historic Places, com-
ment on the significance of
potential historic proper-

NEWSLETTER

ties under Act 250, and
comment on the im-
pacts of state-funded
projects that involve his-
toric and archaeological
resources. The Council
also reviews and recom-
mends projects to re-
ceive federal and state
grants for historic pres-
ervation. The Council
meets once a month, in
Montpelier and other
locations around the
state.

In this second annual
newsletter of the Coun-
cil we are pleased to
highlight some of the
Advisory Council’s ac-
tivities during 2005.

GRANT AWARD HIGHLIGHTS

The Advisory Council awards grants under three programs: Historic

Tﬂ‘E’"VERMONT ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION

NHPA

CELEBRATING

S EAKS

*tk O F s %

PRESERRATION

The National Historic Preser-
vation Act turns 40 this year.
Besides establishing desig-
nation and protection for
historic and prehistoric re-
sources, it authorized a state
review board like the Advisory

Council in every state.

Preservation Grants; Barn Preservation Grants; and Certified Local Gov-
ernment Grants. The total awarded under the Historic Preservation
Grant program in 2005 was $171,100, which resulted in $649,224 of
work due to the required match. Under the Barn Program, the Advisory
Council awarded $153,750 which leveraged $441,945 of work.

A $15,000 grant contributed to the
$164,000 restoration of the steeple of
the Strafford Town House, a 1799
landmark overlooking the common in
Strafford.

The Council awarded $48,066 in grants to 9 Certified Local Govern-
ments for projects totaling $93,473, with work ranging from planning
to education to survey of historic structures.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION NEWS

NATIONAL REGISTER NOMINATIONS

Over the past year, the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation approved 80
buildings for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. The nominees in-
cluded several projects with multiple buildings. The diverse nature of these sites exem-
plifies the architectural richness found in our Vermont landscape. The multiple structure
nominees included such properties as the Josiah and Lydia Shedd Farmstead in
Peacham, the St. Johnsbury Fish Culture Station in St. Johnsbury, the Dickson Estate in
Brattleboro and Camp Billings in Thetford. After approval by the Advisory Council, the
nominees are reviewed and then officially listed on the National Resister by the National
Park Service .

Income-producing properties listed in the NR are eligible for the federal Rehabilitation Investment Tax Credit, and if located within a
downtown or village center designated by the Vermont Downtown Board, are also eligible for state tax credits. These tax credits are an
incentive for such projects as the rehabilitation of the historic Lucy Ruggles House in Burlington. Located near the University of Ver-
mont green, this Italianate style house served for many years as a home for retired teachers. After rehabilitation and expansion last
year, the building now provides 14 units of affordable and market rate senior housing. Without these tax credits to provide financial
help for rehabilitation such important historic buildings would be without a second life.

THE ADVISORY COUNCIL’S ROLE AS ADVOCATE

long-term view of space needs and possi-
ble solutions that would not compromise
these outstanding resources. Atthe same
time, many of the legislator-members of
the committee expressed concern about
the limited fiscal capacity of the State,
especially committing significant capital to
a project for the legislature's benefit when
the State is facing many other needs. Ulti-
mately, the committee supported a modest
planto add a new level above the existing
cafeteria addition (which was built to ac-
commodate a third story), creating a larger
cafeteria and new committee rooms.

During the second half of 2005 a legisla-
tive committee met to consider the plan-
ning and design necessary to accommo-
date increased space needs in the State
House. | represented the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation on the committee
which was led by the Chairs of the Senate
and House Institutions Committees.

State Buildings Agreement

The Advisory Council, Division for Historic
Preservation and Department of Buildings
and General Services recently signed an
agreement to cooperate in planning for the
treatment of state-owned historic buildings
and archeologically sensitive areas.

We were charged with reviewing designs
for additions that had been developed and
considered in the recent past, as well as
proposals for a stand-alone facility to be
located to the west on Baldwin Street. The
extra space is needed for larger legislative
committee meeting rooms, offices for legis-
lators, and an expanded cafeteria.

Although the proposed addition appeared
to be comparatively benign in terms of its
impact on the State House, all recognized

Over the past several years, the Advisory i ;
that it was a short-term measure. This

Council has taken a keen interest in pro-
posals for expansion of the State House,
recognizing that the building is probably
the most significant, iconic historic struc-
ture in the state, located in an equally ex-
ceptional setting. | testified to the out-
standing importance and vulnerability of
the State House and its environs and |
urged the committee to take a broad and

limited addition would not address the
future space needs of the Legislature, and
| urged the group to advocate for a long-
term plan for the Capitol Complex. Short-
term solutions might ultimately compro-
mise this crown jewel of Vermont.

David Donath, Chair

(L-R) Council Chair David Donath, BGS
Commissioner Tasha Wallis, and SHPO
Jane Lendway.
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‘ARNS: STATE OF THE STATE

Each year the Advisory Council faces the difficult task of review-
ing applications for Barn Grants. Since 1993, 175 grants have
been awarded for a total of $1,145,000. This was funding for
24% of the 721 requests made during that time, totaling
$4,580,922. There is a maximum of $10,000 allocated to any
one project and the matching funds typically significantly exceed
the grant funds. For the most part funds go towards basic stabili-
zation: roofs, foundations, and emergency repairs to the frames.
A preservation assessment of the building and a clear descrip-
tion of the tasks to be undertaken accompany the best applica-
tions. In each grant round many worthy applications go un-
funded due purely to insufficient funds.

What makes all of this so difficult is the knowledge that 75% of
the requests go un-funded and the assumption that what we are
seeing is just the tip of the iceberg. The fact is that we simply do
not know exactly how many barns there are in Vermont. Early
historic building surveys did not usually include barns or the
even more ephemeral outbuildings of the historic agricultural

MOUNT HOLLY BARN PRESERVATION

A highlight of the Council’s recent Barn Grant selection meeting
came courtesy of the Mount Holly Barn Preservation Association
(MHBPA). This grass roots organization was formed in 2002 as a
result of a “visioning” session sponsored by the local planning board.
According to Annette Lynch , the president of the MHBPA, there was
a strong preference that Mount Holly remain rural and scenic and
when people started looking around they soon realized that the
barns in town were key to that quality. With help from The Preserva-
tion Trust of Vermont (who provided grant assistance), the Division
for Historic Preservation, Historic Windsor, and The Nature Conser-
vancy, the group first did a survey and determined that they had
approximately 50 historic barns in town. One of the key sources for
locating the barns was the Historic Architecture of Rutland County
(published by the Division for Historic Preservation). Once they knew
the age and location of the barns, an assessment was made by his-
‘ toric preservationist Steve Melansen of the 25 structures in most

landscape like milk houses,
sheds, granaries, etc. Estimates
are that there were some 30,000
barns in the state in 1840 and
perhaps 10,000 today.

Deterioration may be inevitable.
Since the decline of the agricul-
tural economy in the past 50 years, most barns have lost the
animals and insulating blankets of hay that kept them warm.
Many barn owners are overwhelmed by their building repair
needs. They have neither the economic resources nor the techni-
cal skills required. A conservative guess is that there is an aver-
age of 4-5 barns in each of the 250 towns that are on the verge
of collapse. The resource is in great peril and we are not doing
enough to slow or reverse this trend. It is hard to imagine the
future of the Vermont landscape without the iconic presence of
its barns linking the present with the past.

critical condition . Five of the barns were included in a group
application which received Barn Grant funding.

The Association has also sponsored a successful Barn Tour
during the summer of '05. There are plans in the works with
Historic Windsor to conduct training workshops to develop
local knowledge in restoration of the barns. Volunteers from
the International Peace Corps are expected this summer to
provide labor on a range of projects. The group is now working
on developing their capacity to manage all that they have
started.

This is an inspiring story that addresses so many of the issues
presented by the deterioration and loss of barns. The MHBPA
has organized a grass roots, low cost approach that deserves
to be adopted by communities across the state. If that were
done we might just make a significant difference!



Join us at this year’s Historic Preservation
Conference in St. Albans on June 9th.

VERMONT ADVISORY COUNCIL ON
HISTORIC PRESERVATION
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IN MEMORY OF JAMES B. PETERSEN (1954-2005)

James Petersen, Associate Pro-
fessor and Chair of the Anthro-
pology Department at the Uni-
versity of Vermont, joined the
Advisory Council as its archae-
ologist member in March 1999.

Over his six years on the Council, he
served as an important public voice,
resource, and advocate for archaeo-
logical issues in Vermont. With
characteristic clarity, sincerity, and
knowledge, he helped steer the
Council through complex considera-
tions of threatened resources, par-
ticipated in and critiqued the refine-
ment of the state’s predictive mod-
eling system, guided interpretive
visits to sites under investigation,
and provided the Council with regu-
lar reports on the course of our re-
gional archaeology. He was unwav-
ering in his advocacy for the fair
treatment of the Abenaki, his pursuit
of a curation center for Vermont's
accumulating artifacts, and his con-
cerns over finding a reasonable

He brought a record of expertise  system of funding archaeological

in and contributions to the field
of archaeology that ranged from
New England to the Caribbean

and Amazonian Brazil.

excavation within the state.

His tragic death in August, 2005,
while doing research in the Manaus
region of Brazil has deprived the

Council and Vermont of a person of
inestimable value. It is with sadness
and gratitude that we dedicate this
year's Newsletter to the memory of
our colleague and friend.

The Advisory Council at Chimney Point
State Historic Site, Addison, 2002

Glenn Andres, former member Peter
Mallary, George Turner, David Donath,
Elizabeth Boepple & James Petersen.
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State of Vermont

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life Drive, Floor 2

Montpelier, VT 05620-1201

NOTICE _
April 13, 2007 Advisory Council Meeting -

Whe monthly meeting of the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation -
will be held at 9:30 a.m. on Friday April 13, 2007 at the Asa Bloomer Building,
Room 266, 88 Merchants Row, Rutland, Vermont.

I. Schedule Meeting Dates ‘ | 9:30
| o
Il Minutes — March 14, 2007 — /V‘“%wt 9:40
<=, III. Process for State Registér Designation of 9:45
- Archeological Sites
. IV. Old Business ' ‘
A. Archeology and Act 250 - Update L0:15

. State Register Review and Designation 10:30
A. Okemo Mountain Archeological Sites, Ludlow
1. VT-WN-273, prehistoric site
2. VT-WN-289, prehistoric site
3. VI-WN-271, Bixby-Lawrence Farmstead site

VI. National Register Final Review : 11:00
A. F — Multi Unit Worker Housing, Burlington — 4.—() 1 2
B( 165,173, and 177 Intervale Ave, Burlington _- 4_,0 iﬂl’
, - e 1
VII. Annual Meeting - Election of Officers 11:45 l/‘ '
Working Lunch 7) - 12:00

VIII. SHPO Report

IX.. Old Business - continued :
A.. Advisory Council Newsletter : 1:00

0 v
- M’ ¥ X Tuttle Building Tour 1:45

i ' % VERMONT
%A/(,d W = 4 Wﬁ/b(ﬁ“/o ‘
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State of Vermont

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life Drive, Floor 2

Montpelier, VT 05620-1201

Minutes
April 13, 2007

Members Present: George Turner, Vice Chair
Ron Kilburn, Citizen Member
Glenn Andres, Architectural Historian
Susan Hayward, Citizen Member
Peter Thomas, Archeologist (attended by phone)

Staff Members: Nancy Boone, State Architectural Historian
Giovanna Peebles, State Archeologist
Scott Dillon, Survey Archeoligist
Suzanne Jamele, SR/NR Specialist
Diane Mclnerney, Executive Administrative Assistant

‘Guests: Thomas Huges, Middlebury (Crown Point)

Mary O’Neil, Burlington CLG Coordinator
Warren Foster, Dist. 8 Commissioner, Act 250

This meeting was brought to order by George Turner at 9:50 a.m. in the Asa Bloomer Building,
Room 266, 88 Merchant Row, Rutland, Vermont.

III.  Process for State Register Designation of Archeological Sites
Giovanna explained to the Council that there is a need to accelerate the listing of archeological sites
on the State Register since formal action of this kind has been delayed. She noted that the Natural
Resources Board seems focused on having archeological sites listed on the State Register.
Notification of formal listing must be sent to towns and land owners as well as the offer of a public
meeting. Giovanna then presented a Power Point outlining several ideas for accelerating listing of
archeological sites to the State Register.

Giovanna presented 4 ideas for discussion: Use of “Area” Historic Contexts to list many sites;
Listing Archeological Districts; Peter Thomas conducts substantive review at DHP — brings to AC
for final approval; List Archeologically Sensitive Areas with no recorded sites. Examples of #1 are
the sites along the Lower Winooski Watershed that follow the path of 17 miles of the
Circumferential Highway with a mile wide corridor. A matrix for site evaluation filled out with the
proper data could fulfill State and National Register criteria. The Council was concerned with the
term “‘area’ and its relation to multiple properties. It was agreed that there could be multiple
“themes” in a watershed “area’ and that the Lower Winooski is just a beginning model since that

7~ VERMONT




Advisory Council for Historic Preservation
April 13, 2007
Page 2 of 4

‘historic context already exists and is ready to list. The Council felt that each theme, state wide or
within an area, should have its own Multiple Property Documentation Forms. The Council would
appreciate these MPDF’s to be easily understood and defensible as well as encourage use of state
wide contexts to facilitate State and National Register evaluations and listings.

The Intervale area is highly sensitive with many treasures from the archaic period forward, and was
presented as an archeological district. Villages and base camps are well preserved. Specific site
areas appear sparse on the GIS map, but some sites are as large as 6-10 acres. In the Monument
Road area of Swanton, 50% of test pits are sensitive and archeological data coincides with model
data. Council members were interested in who might be doing the research work for these listings.
The Council was concerned with the lack of capacity to accomplish the necessary work of
developing historic context, evaluating the sites, and so forth. It was mentioned that Peter could do
the preliminary work with assistance from Scott Dillon and Giovanna Peebles that would then be
presented to the Council for final questions and approval. Peter and the Council felt there may be a
conflict of interest if Peter is the sole contributor. Since numbers are limited for this volunteer
work Peter explained that he had nothing to gain by the listings and that if there was a question
about a conflict then he would not vote in the final approval. It was also suggested that several
archeologists from the state may want to collaborate with Peter and the Division, perhaps set up a
series of colloquia. The Council intends to insure listings are defensible and properly understood
by well defined district boundaries. Peter asked about areas with no recorded sites, and the
probability of site encounter through density. Scott used the example of Monument Road; the
‘preponderance of it is that sites are very likely to be found even though there is no documentation
about the space between recorded sites. When “dots” become “polygons” the empty space between
sites is reduced. Scott felt boundaries between sites with obvious high density could be expanded.

IV.  Update on Archeology and Act 250
Scott Dillon shared information from his meeting with the Natural Resourses Board. The Board
reviewed potential problems with testimony and agreed to create a joint fact sheet for the
archeological process to be distributed to state coordinators and planners.

Vs State Register Review and Designation
A. Okemo Mountain Archeological Sites, Ludlow

The Council received this nomination prior to the meeting. Three archeological sites located in the
Jackson Gore have been nominated to the State Register and are eligible for listing under Criteria A
and D. Scott noted that sites VT-WN-273 and VT-WN-289 are the first two prehistoric sites found
in this area so far. Site VT-WN-271 is a complex occupied in 1786, but abandon in 1920, and is
eligible under Criteria D only. Scott presented his work in a Power Point where GIS maps of the
location could be viewed in more detail by Council members. In an e-mail from Alabama prior to
the meeting, Peter informed the Council that he had “first hand experience with the Paleoindian
sites and concur with the Division staff as to the significance of all three sites.” Glenn moved for
listing site 273 and 289 to the State Register under Criteria A and D and for the listing of site 271
under Criteria D. Ron seconded, and the approval was unanimous. George asked Scott if the
Council should expect to see more of these site nominations in the future. Since this area has been
designated a Paleoindian travel corridor from 11,000 years ago, and site 289 is located on a glacial
terrace, Scott felt there will most likely be many similar land forms discovered in this area. Listing
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.these sites on the State Register is a way of preserving them for the future

VI.  National Register Final Review

A. MPDF — Multi Unit Worker Housing, Burlington
Council members received this nomination prior to the meeting. This style of multi-unit worker
housing is found throughout the city of Burlington, Vermont, although it is concentrated in
certain areas historically associated with immigration and proximity to industry on the
waterfront and at Winooski Falls. Worker housing of the multi-unit type represents the
physical and associative qualities of significance described by Criteria A and C. The units have
evolved over time and are organic with their changes in architectural style. Mary O’Neil
informed the Council that the Mayor of Burlington, Bob Kiss, and CLG Coordinators have
reviewed the nomination, approved it, and signed off. Glenn moved to approved the MPDF
nomination and Ron seconded. The vote was unanimous for approval. The Council felt that
future MPDF’s should describe the baseline architecture from which other styles were built off
of for understanding the typology of the area. This MPDF was specific, yet general, and
Council members felt that housing patterns were missing from the text. Themes and variations
in housing architecture reveal insight into the people who inhabit them, but the Council would
also like information disclosing architectural origin.

B. 165,173, and 177 Intervale Ave., Burlington
#165 Intervale Ave: This Italianate style house with Queen Ann elements was first constructed
in 1869 as a single family dwelling with a gabled roof. In 1903 it was remodeled as multi-
family unit housing and the roof was changed. The shed roof sloping to the rear from the
bracketed cornice of the fagade is a local architectural treatment characteristic of the North End
in Burlington. Ron motioned to approve the nomination under Criteria A and C and Glenn
seconded. The nomination was approved unanimously by the Council.

#171-173 Intervale Ave: This irregularly massed, Queen Ann style, three unit apartment
building was constructed in 1888, originally as a two family residence numbered #167.
Significant under Criteria A for a long association with multi-family working class housing and
the complex connections with the social fabric of the ethnic neighborhood, it is also eligible
under Criteria C for its unique interpretation of the Queen Ann style design features. Glenn
moved to approve the listing under Criteria A & C and Susan seconded. The Council noted that
the social history of the building was well documented and they approved the nomination
unanimously.

#177 Intervale Ave: Built in 1898, this single family home was converted in 1939 to multi-unit
worker housing in the vernacular Colonial Revival style with a unique stained glass window on
the facade. Formerly numbered #169, a one-story grocery store was added to the front of this
two-story building. Reflecting multi-ethnic diversity and well preserved representation of the
Colonial Revival architectural style, this multi-unit worker housing is eligible under Criteria A
and C. Ron moved to approve the nomination under Criteria A and C and Glenn seconded.
The Council unanimously approved.
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. I. Schedule Meeting Dates
Meeting date May 23" in Brandon is firm. June meeting will be arranged by e-mail with the
possibility of Windsor as the location. The July meeting date will be determined at the June
meeting.

II. Minutes
A change from the meeting date of March 23" to May 23" was made. Glenn moved to approve the
minutes with the change and Ron seconded. The minutes were approved 4-0.

VII. Annual Meeting — Election of Officers
George Turner and David Donath were awarded term positions as members of the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation by Governor James Douglas. George was asked if he accepted
this position and he answered yes. David was not present at the meeting to answer, but will be
informed of the award at the next meeting.

VIII. SHPO Report
Jane Lendway asked Nancy Boone to express her appreciation and delight that the State Historic
Sites would be open for the season; grateful that the Legislature approved the site budgets for staff
that will be needed for the many educational family events that will occur this summer and fall.

Sue Jamele, Nancy Boone and Jackson Evans presented a history of architectural types of barns

.and agricultural buildings to the Woodbury Historical Society. In May there will be another
meeting and the volunteers will be trained with survey equipment, with the intention to record the
barns in Woodbury for potential listing on the State Register.

IX. Advisory Council Newsletter
Nancy presented the Council with a draft of the Advisory Council Newsletter that will be
distributed at the Preservation Conference on May 16" at College Hall in Montpelier. Council
members made minor changes to the language, but agreed on the work presented.

X. Tuttle Building Tour
| Council members and staff were given an extensive tour of the Tuttle Building by Elizabeth Kulas.
The building was recently renovated and is now providing space for affordable housing, state office
facilities, and two businesses.

The meeting was adjourned at 3:25 pm.
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The Mintzer House at #175-177 Intervale Avenue in the North End of the City of
Burlington, Chittenden County, Vermont, is a good example of the a former single family
home built c. 1898 that was converted c. 1939 into multi-unit worker housing in the
vernacular Colonial Revival style when owned by Bessie Mintzer. The first occupants of
the house early numbered #169 Intervale Avenue was the family of a French Canadian
immigrant barber, William T. Bessette, who moved to take advantage of the economic
opportunities available in the thriving port on Lake Champlain and the Winooski River.
William and Bessie Mintzer, Jewish immigrants from Russia, raised their family in the
house after 1906 and added a one-story grocery store to the front of the two-story
building. Bessie spent many years in the house after her husband died in the Great
Depression, creating a rental unit in 1939 after her sons moved the grocery business to
other buildings. The Mintzer House is historically significant under Criterion A for its
association with the lives of the various working class immigrants and their complex
ethnic interactions that created the cultural and economic network of the North End. It is
also significant under Criterion C for its well preserved representation of the vernacular
Colonial Revival style and its unique stained glass window on the fagade. The apartment
house is being nominated to the National Register under the “Historic and Architectural
Resources of Burlington, Vermont” multi-property documentation form, context on
multi-unit worker housing in Burlington, Vermont. It meets the Registration
Requirements for the multi-unit worker housing property type.

171-173

The c. 1888 LeFerriere House is a 2-1/2 story, irregularly massed, Queen Anne style,
three unit apartment building that was originally built as a two family residence originally
numbered #167 Intervale Avenue. The overall ell plan of the original portion of the frame
building features two gable wings on the east front set side by side which project forward
differing amounts from a rear, gable roofed ell with a brick chimney stack centered on the
ridge of the slate roof. Vermont, features a unique interpretation of the Queen Anne style
that continues to convey the majority of its architectural integrity despite cosmetic
alterations. The multi-unit worker dwelling was originally numbered #167 Intervale
Avenue and is located in the North End, historically significant under Criterion A for this
long association with multi-family working class housing and the complex connections
with the social fabric of the ethnic neighborhood. The LeFerriere House is also important
under Criterion C for its special vernacular Queen Anne style design features.

165

The Normand House is a two story, 4 x 3 bay, late Italianate style, 3-unit apartment
building with Queen Anne style elements located at the northern end of Intervale Avenue
in the North End of Burlington, Chittenden County, Vermont. First constructed in 1869
as a residence for Louis LaValle and his family, the wood frame house had a gable roof
and was apparently remodeled c. 1903 as a multi-family unit, with later modifications
dating from c. 1940.

The Normand House at #163-165 Intervale Avenue in the City of Burlington, Chittenden
County, Vermont, is a good representative of a single family home built by working class



immigrants that was converted into multiple family housing to accommodate newly
arrived citizens moving to Burlington for employment opportunities in the lumber and
textile industries of this burgeoning port on Lake Champlain. It is historically significant
under Criterion A for this long association with immigrant, multi-family, working class
housing, embodying the social fabric of the complex web of interconnection in the
closely knit ethnic neighborhood among changing immigrant groups and the dynamic
process of settlement and business creation. The Normand House is also significant
under Criterion C with its well preserved vernacular Italianate style architectural design
features with Queen Anne style elements. The shed roof sloping to the rear from the
bracketed cornice of the facade is a local architectural treatment characteristic of the
North End of Burlington where the Normand House is located.
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Mcinerney, Diane

From: Thomas, Peter [peter.thomas1@dhs.gov]

Sent:  Tuesday, April 10, 2007 2:41 PM

To: Mcinerney, Diane

Subject: Comments for Advisory Council ' |

Diane,

I'm in Alabama and will not be back before the next Advisory Council meeting. If you would convey to the Council
members the facts that | have reviewed all of the materials you sent on VT-WN-271, 273 and 289, have a first-
hand experience with the two Paleoindian sites, and concur with the Division staff as to the significance of all
three sites. Since | won't be there to cast a vote, | figured I'd put in my two cents worth beforehand.

Peter

4/10/2007
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and the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Council) with respect to the Act 250
Environmental Board process, designation of resources to the State and National Registers of Historic
Places, and other functions with which the Division, the SHPO, and the Council are charged pursuant to
the VHPA.

Rule 2. DEFINITIONS

The Definitions set forth herein apply to the rules of the Division for Historic Preservation, with the
exception of Rule 3. Additional explanatory information, citations, and examples may be found in
supplemental materials prepared by the Division.

2.1 "Act 250" means 10 V.S.A. chapter 151, as amended from time to time.

2.2 "Adverse effect” means a change in a historic property’s or historic resource’s integrity of location,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association resulting from: physical destruction,
damage or alteration; introduction of incongruous or incompatible effects such as isolation of a historic
structure from its historic setting; new property uses; or new visual, audible or atmospheric elements.

2.3 "Agency" (including "state agency' or "independent agency'') means any agency, board,
department, division, commission, committee, branch or authority of the state.

2.4 "Applicant" means the property owner, developer of the project, or other person who has applied
for an Act 250 permit.

2.5 "Archeological Guidelines" means the Guidelines for Conducting Archeological Studies in
Vermont, adopted or promulgated by and periodically updated by the SHPO to provide guidance on
statewide policies and on appropriate archeological field methodology, documentation, reporting,
management of archeological collections, and public education requirements for archeological
investigations.

2.6 "Archeological landmark" means an archeological site of significance to the scientific study or
public representation of the state’s historical, prehistorical or aboriginal past designated pursuant to 22
V.S.A. § 763.

2.7 " Archeological site" means any aboriginal mound, fort, earthwork, village location, burial ground,
historic or prehistoric ruin, mine, cave, or other location which is or may be a source of important
archeological data, as set forth at 22 V.S.A. § 701(8).

2.8 "Area of potential effects" means the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may
directly or indirectly cause changes in the character or use of historic properties, should such properties
exist. Such area shall include the project area, and may include additional areas outside of the project
area. Identification of the area of potential effects shall be determined after consideration of the scale
and nature of an undertaking, and may vary with different kinds of effects caused by the same
undertaking.

2.9 "CLG" means Certified Local Government, a federal program established by the National Historic

http://www historicvermont.org/general/rules.htm 4/10/2007
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Preservation Act (NHPA) that is administered by the Division under Rule 3 of these rules.

2.10 "Council" or "Advisory Council" means the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
as created by the VHPA at 22 V.S.A. § 741.

2.11 "Cultural Landscape" means a geographic area associated with a historic event, activity, or
person which exhibits other cultural values. There are four general types of cultural landscapes, not
mutually exclusive: historic sites; historic designed landscapes; historic vernacular landscapes; and sites
of non-western and western world view landscape value, including places of religious or other
traditional significance to other ethnic or cultural communities.

2.12 "Days' means calendar days. If the final day of an allowed timeframe falls on a Saturday, Sunday,
or holiday, the timeframe shall extend to the following business day.

2.13 "District" means a group of buildings, sites, structures, objects, and/or landscape features linked
together by a common history and development and forming a cohesive and recognizable entity such as,
but not limited to, a historic village center, residential neighborhood, adjacent historic farms along a
rural valley, the archeological remains of such areas, or a group of related archeological sites in a given
geographic area.

2.14 "Division" means the Division for Historic Preservation as created by the VHPA at 22 V.S.A. §
72 18

2.15 "Effect" means an alteration of a characteristic or characteristics of a historic property which
characteristics may qualify such property for inclusion in the State or National Register.

2.16 "Eligible for the State and National Register' means meeting the criteria for listing, though not
officially listed in either Register. See Rules 2.27 and 2.40.

2.17 "Field inspection' means visiting a project area to quickly assess the physical landscape for
archeological sensitivity, to identify areas that have been significantly disturbed in the past, and to
identify potential archeological issues that should be considered during project planning.

2.18 "Field investigation' means the study of the traces of human culture at any land or water site by
means of surveying, digging, sampling, excavating, removing surface or subsurface objects, or going on
a site with that intent, as set forth at 22 V.S.A. § 701(4).

2.19 "Ground disturbance" or "soil disturbance' means a natural or man-made alteration of the soil
that alters or destroys the integrity of any archeological sites contained in that soil.

2.20 "Historic preservation' means the research, protection, restoration, and rehabilitation of
buildings, structures, objects, districts, areas, and sites significant in the history, architecture, archeology
or culture of this state, its communities, or the nation, as set forth at 22 V.S.A. § 701(5).

2.21 "Historic property' or "resource" means any building, structure, object, district, area, or site that
is significant in the history, architecture, archeology or culture of this state, its communities, or the
nation, as set forth at 22 V.S.A. § 701(6). When used without the term "historic" in these rules, the term
"resource" shall mean any building, structure, object, district, area or archeological site which is the
subject of evaluation, though not yet identified as significant.

http://www .historicvermont.org/general/rules.htm 4/10/2007
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2.22 "Historic site' means, for the purposes of Act 250 and as defined in 10 V.S.A § 6001(9), any site,
structure, district or archeological landmark which has been officially included in the State Register of

Historic Places and/or the National Register of Historic Places, or which is established by testimony of
the Council as being historically significant.

2.23 "Historically Significant" means a historic property or historic resource that is eligible for the
State Register or National Register.

2.24 "Mitigation' means one or more measures that would modify an undertaking in order to avoid an
adverse or an undue adverse effect on a resource, or otherwise compensate for its damage or loss.

2.25 "National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)" means 16 U.S.C. §§ 470 — 470x-6, as amended
from time to time.

2.26 "National Register' means the National Register of Historic Places established by the NHPA.

2.27 "National Register Criteria' means the criteria set forth at 36 CFR 60.4, used by the Secretary of
the Interior and related National Register Bulletins published by the U.S. Department of the Interior,
National Park Service to evaluate the qualifications of historic properties for the National Register.

2.28 "Participation" means under 22 V.S.A. § 742(a)(8), the performance by the SHPO and Division
of certain functions in federal and nonfederal undertakings, as delegated by the Council.

2.29 "Potential archeological site'" means an area that has a high probability of containing a significant
archeological site.

2.30 "Potentially significant property or resource' means a property or resource that may meet the
criteria for eligibility for the State and National Registers, or that shows a likelihood of containing
historic or prehistoric archeological sites based on historic maps, information provided by individuals
knowledgeable about the history or prehistory of the area, a predictive model(s) adopted by the Council,
or other archival sources. (See Rule 2.21.)

2.31 "Predictive model" means an analytical tool developed and used by professional archeologists to
identify the archeological sensitivity of a particular property or landscape. A predictive model predicts
where archeological sites are likely to be found based on a clustering of needed human resources such as
food, water, shelter, and raw materials, and other environmental factors. Predictive models must be
approved by the Council.

2.32 "Project Area" means, for the purposes of review by the Division and the Council of an Act 250
application, the entire area subject to the application, including portions to be developed and those to be
left undisturbed.

2.33 "Qualified Professional" means a person who meets the Professional Qualifications Requirements
published by the National Park Service at 36 CFR 61, as may be supplemented by the SHPO’s policies
from time to time. In addition, a Qualified Professional may be a professional who meets the standard
for historic preservationist or other discipline, as adopted and published by the Division and/or the
National Park Service.

2.34 "RPC" means a regional planning commission in Vermont.

http://www historicvermont.org/general/rules.htm 4/10/2007
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2.35 "Secretary' means the Secretary of the Vermont Agency of Commerce and Community
Development.

2.36 "Secretary of the Interior’s Standards" means the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties, 36 CFR Part 68, July 12, 1995 Federal Register (Vol, 60, No. 133), as
they may be amended from time to time, and accompanying Guidelines. The Standards for
Rehabilitation will apply to work on buildings, except in unusual cases involving reconstruction or
museum-quality restoration of buildings when the Standards for Reconstruction or Restoration will

apply.

2.37 "Section 106" means the section of the NHPA that requires each federal agency, and, by
extension, any state agency, municipality or other entity using federal money or applying for a federal
permit or license for a particular undertaking, to take into account the effects of its actions on historic
properties.

2.38 "State Historic Preservation Officer" or "SHPO'" means the person appointed under 22 V.S.A.
§ 723(a), consistent with the requirements of the National Historic Preservation Act, for consultation on
federal undertakings.

2.39 "State Register' means the State Register of Historic Places, which is the state’s official listing of
buildings, structures, objects, districts, and sites that are significant in local, state, and/or national
history, architecture, archeology, and culture, as authorized by 22 V.S.A. § 723.

2.40 "State Register criteria' means the standards the SHPO has adopted pursuant to 22 V.S.A. § 723
(a)(2) for listing a property on the State Register. The adopted State Register criteria are identical to the
National Register criteria.

2.41 "Undertaking" means any project, activity, or program, including action on approval,
authorization, license, and permit applications, that can result in a change in the character or use of an
historic property or historic resource.

2.42 "Undue adverse effect" on a historic site for Act 250 purposes means an adverse effect that is not
appropriately mitigated or reasonably avoided.

2.43 "Vermont Archeological Inventory (VAI)" means the written, photographic, and/or digital
record of archeological sites that is maintained by the Division as the inventory of the state’s
archeological sites. Such archeological sites may be minimally or extensively documented, and may not
necessarily meet the criteria for listing on the State or National Registers.

2.44 "Vermont Historic Preservation Act (VHPA)" means 22 V.S.A. chapter 14, as amended from
time to time.

2.45 "Vermont Historic Sites and Structures Survey (VHSS)" means the written, photographic,
and/or digital record of historic buildings, districts, structures and objects that is compiled in a
standardized format and maintained by the Division as an inventory of the state’s resources that are
significant for their architectural, historic or engineering merit and that appear to meet the criteria for the
State and National Registers of Historic Places.

Rule 3. REGULATIONS FOR THE VERMONT CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT
PROGRAM

http://www.historicvermont.org/general/rules.htm 4/10/2007
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ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE EVALUATION FORM

SITE NUMBER: VT-WN-271 TOWN:_ Ludlow
PROJECT NAME: Okemo Mt. Resort-Jackson Gore Development DHP ER #: WN99-031

Phase of study completed to make this determination: Phase [ | Phase Il [ X | Other [ |

[ 1] Not eligible

[ ] Insufficient Information

National/State Register of Historic Places Criteria

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, and culture is present
in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association, and:

[t Criterion A. Sites that are associated with events that have made a significant
contribution to the broad patterns of our history.

[ ] Criterion B. Sites that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.
| ] Criterion C. Sites that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that

represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.

| X] Criterion D. Sites that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history.

| ] Advisory Council Review: determined to meet criteria. Date:
(attach minutes of meeting)

| ] Listed on State Register Date:

| ] Listed on National Register Date:

Significance Statement

The Division for Historic Preservation (Division) is requesting the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
(Council) to list prehistoric site VT-WN-273 on the State Register for Historic Places (Register). The Division believes that
VT-WN-273 is eligible for listing under Criterion D. Eligibility under Criterion D is based on the site’s ability to yield or have
yielded information important in prehistory or history.

VT-WN-271 consists of the Bixby-Lawrence Farmstead site, a historic complex located on either side of an abandoned section
of the Green Mt. Turnpike to the north of the Ranta residence in Jackson Gore. The complex is extensive and is the most intact
historic period archeological site in the Jackson Gore area. The farmstead was first settled in 1786 and was more or less
continuously occupied until 1902. Surface remains of the farmhouse, outbuildings, and lime processing area, along with the
largely preserved section of the turnpike are currently visible and were first documented archeologically in 1998 and 1999. In
2003, the University of Vermont Consulting Archaeology Program (UVM CAP) completed a partial Phase II evaluation of the
complex in advance of a proposed golf course in southern portion of the site. This work was sufficient to establish a southern
extent of the significant site deposits, and UVM CAP recommended that an existing conservation buffer be extended to include
the entire significant site area. This request for State Register listing refers to all parts of the site to the north of this line (see
attached maps).

VT-WN-271clearly preserves structural and historic archeological deposits important to the entire sequence of historic
settlement in this part of Ludlow. In addition to the farmstead itself, outbuilding remains minimally include barns, a
cooperage, a lime kiln and quarry, as well as the remains of a toll house to control access to the Green Mt. Turnpike. Most of
these structural and related deposits date to late 18" and early portion of the 19" centuries, and the high degree of integrity will
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allow a similar clarity in the interpretation of the archeological information. The articulation of the residential farmstead
complex and toll house with the building and use of the Green Mt. Turnpike is also exceptional because of the intact nature of
the abandoned section of the roadway.

Evaluating Significance:

Section 4. 4. of the VT SHPO’s Guidelines for Conducting Archeology in Vermont:

Integrity: exceptional

Relevant Historic Context (s): Early Euroamerican settlement
Early Agricultural farmsteads
Transportation
Industry and Commerce




ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE EVALUATION FORM

SITE NUMBER: VT-WN-273 TOWN:_ Ludlow
PROJECT NAME: Okemo Mt. Resort-Jackson Gore Development DHP ER #: WN99-031

Phase of study completed to make this determination: Phase I | | PhaseIl [ X ] Other | |

[] Not eligible

[] Insufficient Information

National/State Register of Historic Places Criteria

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, and culture is present
in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association, and:

[ X] Criterion A. Sites that are associated with events that have made a significant
contribution to the broad patterns of our history.

[ 1] Criterion B. Sites that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.
[ 1] Criterion C. Sites that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that

represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.

[ X] Criterion D. Sites that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history.

| ] DHP Staff Reviewer: Date:

| ] Advisory Council Review: determined to meet criteria. Date:
(attach minutes of meeting)

[ ] Listed on State Register Date:

| | Listed on National Register Date:

Significance Statement

The Division for Historic Preservation (Division) is requesting the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
(Council) to list prehistoric site VT-WN-273 on the State Register for Historic Places (Register). The Division believes that
VT-WN-273 is eligible for listing under Criteria A and D. Eligibility under Criterion A is predicated on a site’s association
with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history while eligibility under Criterion D is
based on the site’s ability to yield or have yielded information important in prehistory.

VT-WN-273 is one of two prehistoric sites (see also VT-WN-289) found during archeological investigations for the Jackson Gore
development at Okemo Mt. Resort. Both sites date to the Paleoindian cultural period and based on the characteristics of a fluted
projectile point found at VT-WN-289, and on the presence of distinct red chert which link the two areas, both sites appear to be the
result of occupations from the early portion of the period, ca. 9000-8000 B. C., or 10,000 to 11,000 years ago. VT-WN-273 is
located on a narrow ice contact terrace to the north and approximately 70 ft. higher then the broader ice-contact terrace containing
VT-WN-289. Like the latter site area, VT-WN-273 is situated at a location with a commanding view to the east and of the Branch
Brook and Black River valleys below. The site was found to be eligible for the State and National Registers of Historic Places
based on a Phase II site evaluation study completed by the University of Vermont Consulting Archaeology Program in 1999 and is
protected under Land Use Permit #2S0351 and by special conditions of a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers permit issued for the
Jackson Gore development. The current request is to complete the formal State Register listing procedure for the protected areas
depicted on the attached maps.

VT-WN-273 is eligible under Criterion D since it has and will continue to yield information important in prehistory. The site
contains stone tools and stone tool byproducts in a patterned distribution that can provide important information on range of
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prehistoric activity including hunting , food processing, tool manufacture, and trade. The site has a high degree of integrity and
despite the relatively limited sample recovered to date, the cultural material and deposits currently documented at VT-WN-273
conform to data requirements 1-3, 5, and 8 in the matrix used for evaluating site significance in VTSHPO Guidelines for
Conducting Archeology in Vermont (July 2002 and below). These data requirements are highlighted below and show that VT-
WN-273 contains archeological information which can address eight of the ten research topics identified as priorities in Vermont’s
archeological guidelines.

Like VT-WN-289, VT-WN-273 is also eligible for listing under Criterion A. Taken together, these two sites constitute the entire
known sample of Paleoindian sites professionally documented on the east side of the Green Mountains in Vermont. The
archeological information preserved in these sites represents a significant contribution to our understanding of the early settlement
of Vermont, a time period that is not yet well documented and crucial to discerning the broad pattern of prehistoric settlement in
the Northeast.

Evaluating Significance
Section 4. 4.1. of the VT SHPO’s Guidelines for Conducting Archeology in Vermont:

DATA REQUIREMENTS (see details below)
RESEARCH TOPICS

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Adaptation X X X - : . ” 5
Chronology X X X = =~ = = =
Technology X X - - ! . = =
Exchange/trade X X = L X - b =
Settlement system X X X X X = 2 =
Subsistence system X X X X = = 5 ’
Socio-political organization X X X X - - - -
Human biology X X X - - X - -
Belief system X X X - - - X -
Environmental change - X . g = . 5 X

Data requirements for a site to address the respective research topics. Highlighted categories represent data present at
VT-WN-289:

1. Site contains items, deposits, and/or surfaces that can provide inferences about relevant past activities.

2. Site contains items or deposits that can identify the site’s time period

3. Site possesses spatial relationships among items, deposits and/or surfaces which can be reconstructed. .
4. Site contains deposits with floral, pollen, faunal or other botanical and zoological data.

S, Site contains items whose potential source area(s) can be identified.
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6. Site contains the remains of at least one inhumation sufficiently preserved to permit analysis of diet, health,
pathologies, or demographic data; or contains evidence of at least one cremation.

e Site contains non-utilitarian items or deposits that can provide inferences about past beliefs.

8. Site contains natural or cultural deposits or surfaces with data pertinent to paleo-environmental
reconstruction (including past vegetation, fauna, landscape, water sources, or climate) of the locale or
larger region



ARCHEOLOGICAL SITE EVALUATION FORM

SITE NUMBER: VT-WN-289 TOWN: _Ludlow
PROJECT NAME: Okemo Mt. Resort-Jackson Gore Development DHP ER #: WN99-031

Phase of study completed to make this determination: Phasel [ | Phase Il [ X ] Other [ |

[] Not eligible

[] Insufficient Information

National/State Register of Historic Places Criteria

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, and culture is present
in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association, and:

[ X] Criterion A. Sites that are associated with events that have made a significant
contribution to the broad patterns of our history.

[ ] Criterion B. Sites that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.
[ 1] Criterion C. Sites that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that

represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.

[ X] Criterion D. Sites that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history.

| | Advisory Council Review: determined to meet criteria. Date:
(attach minutes of meeting)

[ ] Listed on State Register Date:

| | Listed on National Register Date:

Significance Statement

The Division for Historic Preservation (Division) is requesting the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
(Council) to list prehistoric site VT-WN-289 on the State Register for Historic Places (Register). The Division believes that
VT-WN-289 is eligible for listing under Criteria A and D. Eligibility under Criterion A is predicated on a site’s association
with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history while eligibility under Criterion D is
based on the site’s ability to yield or have yielded information important in prehistory.

VT-WN-289 is one of two prehistoric sites (see also VT-WN-273) found during archeological investigations for the Jackson Gore
development at Okemo Mt. Resort. Both sites date to the Paleoindian cultural period and based on the characteristics of a fluted
projectile point found at VT-WN-289, and on the presence of distinct red chert which link the two areas, both sites appear to be the
result of occupations from the early portion of the period, ca. 9000-8000 B. C., or 10,000 to 11,000 years ago. The significant part
of VT-WN-289 consists of two discrete loci, or activity areas, located on a glacial ice-contact terrace southwest of Branch Brook, a
major tributary of the Black River. Both loci were found to be eligible for the State and National Registers of Historic Places
based on a Phase II site evaluation study completed by the University of Vermont Consulting Archaeology Program in 1999 and
are protected under Land Use Permit #2S0351 and by special conditions of a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers permit issued for the
Jackson Gore development. The current request is to complete the formal State Register listing procedure for the protected areas
depicted on the attached maps.

VT-WN-289 is eligible under Criterion D since it has and will continue to yield information important in prehistory. The site
contains stone tools and stone tool byproducts in a patterned distribution that can provide important information on range of
prehistoric activity including hunting , food processing, tool manufacture, and trade. In addition, the presence of the remnant of
fire hearth or cooking pits and recovery of burned animal bone suggests the site contains important and rare information about
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subsistence practices active during the earliest part of the prehistoric record in Vermont. The site has a high degree of integrity
and despite the relatively limited sample recovered to date, the cultural material and deposits currently documented at VT-WN-289
conform to data requirements 1-5 and 8 in the matrix used for evaluating site significance in VTSHPO Guidelines for Conducting
Archeology in Vermont (July 2002 and below). These data requirements are highlighted below and show that VT-WN-289
contains archeological information which can address eight of the ten research topics identified as priorities in Vermont’s
archeological guidelines.

Like VT-WN-273, VT-WN-289 is also eligible for listing under Criterion A. Taken together, these two sites constitute the entire
known sample of Paleoindian sites professionally documented on the east side of the Green Mountains. The archeological
information preserved in these sites represents a significant contribution to our understanding of the early settlement of Vermont, a
time period that is not yet well documented and crucial to discerning the broad pattern of prehistoric settlement in the Northeast.

Evaluating Significance
Section 4. 4.1. of the VT SHPO’s Guidelines for Conducting Archeology in Vermont:

DATA REQUIREMENTS (see details below)
RESEARCH TOPICS

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Adaptation X X X - - = . =
Chronology X X X - - - 2 = ‘
Technology X X - - = - . -
Exchange/trade X X = & X = = e
Settlement system X X X X X - - -
Subsistence system X X X X . : = £
Socio-political organization X X X X - = 2 &
Human biology X X X - - X - -
Belief system X X X - - E X -
Environmental change - X - - - - = X

Data requirements for a site to address the respective research topics. Highlighted categories represent data present at
VT-WN-289:

1. Site contains items, deposits, and/or surfaces that can provide inferences about relevant past activities.

2. Site contains items or deposits that can identify the site’s time period

3. Site possesses spatial relationships among items, deposits and/or surfaces which can be reconstructed. .
4. Site contains deposits with floral, pollen, faunal or other botanical and zoological data.

5. Site contains items whose potential source area(s) can be identified.
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6. Site contains the remains of at least one inhumation sufficiently preserved to permit analysis of diet, health,
pathologies, or demographic data; or contains evidence of at least one cremation.
7 Site contains non-utilitarian items or deposits that can provide inferences about past beliefs.
8. Site contains natural or cultural deposits or surfaces with data pertinent to paleo-environmental

reconstruction (including past vegetation, fauna, landscape, water sources, or climate) of the locale or
larger region
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‘ State of Vermont

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life Drive, Floor 2
Montpelier, VT 05620-1201

NOTICE
May 23, 2007 Advisory Council Meeting

The monthly meeting of the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
will be held at 9:30 a.m. on Wednesday, May 23, 2007 at the Congregational
Church, Fellowship Hall, 3 Carver St., Brandon, Vermont.

3 I.  Schedule Meeting Dates 9:30
II. Minutes — April 13, 2007 9:40
| III. National Register Final Review 9:45

. Foundry Bridge, Tunbridge

. “Crown Point Road, 1759-1797” — Multiple Property
Documentation Form

. Crown Point Road — Socialborough South Line to Otter
Creek Crossing Road Segment, Clarendon

. Crown Point Road: Stevens Site South Road Segment,

o
W) Q W >

Proctor
IV. Review of 2006 AOT Annual Report 11:00
V. New Business ;
A. Report from Brandon CLG Wb/ﬁ%;:;f_ el 11:30
Working Lunch 12:30
VI. SHPO Report 1:30
VII. State Register Review and Designation 1:45

A. VT-CH-1002, Prehistoric Archeological Site, Colchester

VIII. Old Business 2:15

7~~_.VERMONT




Minutes
May 23, 2007

Members Present:  Beth Boepple, Chairman
George Turner, Vice Chair (left at 3:10)
Ron Kilburn, Citizen Member
Glenn Andres, Architectural Historian
Susan Hayward, Citizen Member
David Donath, Historian

Members Absent:  Peter Thomas

Staff Members: Nancy Boone, State Architectural Historian
Scott Dillon, Survey Archeologist
Jane Lendway, SHPO
Diane Mclnemey, Executive Administrative Assistant

‘Guests: Bart Frisbee, Colchester

This meeting was brought to order by Beth Boepple at 9:50 a.m. in the Fellowship Hall, 3 Carver
St., Brandon, Vermont.

I. Scheduled Meeting Times
The June meeting will be held on Wednesday the 27" at Chimney Point. The July meeting is
scheduled for Friday the 27" and may be in Swanton or Brattleboro. The September meeting is
scheduled for Thursday the 20" but this date is tentative.

II. Approval of Minutes - April 13, 2007
Two grammatical corrections were made to the minutes. Glenn moved to approve the minutes of
the April, 13, 2007 meeting and Ron seconded. The Council unanimously approved the minutes
with corrections.

Nancy noted that the Advisory Council Annual Report was not distributed at the Preservation Trust
Conference because it was not complete.

III.  National Register Final Review

.The Council received copies of all National Register nominations prior to the meeting.
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A. Foundry Bridge, Tunbridge
Council members agreed that this rare wrought iron bridge was an excellent nomination. David
moved to approve the bridge being listed under Criteria A & C and George seconded. The Council
unanimously approved of the Foundry Bridge being listed on the National Register.

This nomination led to further discussion about bridges in the Swanton area and Ron shared
information from a project he is currently working on, moving the toll house from the Missisquoi
Bay Bridge, where he did not feel that terms of the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) had been
followed. Ron was concerned with VTrans’ ability to fully anticipate and fund needed work on
buildings that are slated for preservation in highway projects. The toll house in question was not
funded for needed foundation or interior work. With no security, there is a chance the toll house
will be vandalized before it is moved. Another project VTrans said would be funded, the West
Milton truss bridge reconstruction, was not funded this session. Ron questioned if it was
appropriate for the Council to approach VTrans about these discrepancies. Nancy felt that weak
MOA’s are a valid point and need to be followed up with enforcement. She suggested that the
Council express their concerns as part of their review of the VTrans Annual Report. (See IV
below.)

B. “Crown Point Road, 1759-1797” — MPDF
This Multiple Property Documentation form has been a long term project that VTrans has worked
on, compiling extensive research, and meets the Register standards and requirements for listing.
David felt that, though the research was extensive, it was lacking 1760 journal information from
Lt. Jacob Bayley who was directly involved with building the road. According to David there were
graphic descriptions of mutiny, corporal punishment and unhappy militia workers in this journal
along with information about numerous burials along the side of the road that are not mentioned in
the MPDF. He suggested that burials be added to the MPDF as a property type at a later date.
David moved to approve the nomination of the MPDF under criteria A, B,C & D and Glenn
seconded. The Council unanimously approved of the “Crown Point Road,1759-1797” MPDF
listing to the National Register.

C. Crown Point Road — Socialborough South Line to Otter Creek Crossing Road
Segment, Clarendon

Documentation indicates that this section of the road was in use until 1771. Construction of a new
alignment east of Otter Creek during the Revolutionary War relegated this road segment to a
secondary road. The road was only used for 3 years and then plowed. Members noted that any
artifacts related to the use of the road would have been in the plow zone. Concerns were raised
about whether a site should be listed when there is no surface evidence and no subsurface
archeological investigation has been conducted to verify the existence of the resource. It was
suggested that the nomination be sent to the National Park Service to see if they feel primary
research is enough to base this listing on. Members decided to table this discussion until Scott
arrived.

D. Crown Point Road — Stevens Site South Road Segment,Proctor
The Council felt that this nomination is a significant linear resource. Glen moved to nominate the
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‘Stevens Site and David seconded. Members decided to table further discussion until Scott’s
arrival.

IV. Review of 2006 AOT Annual Report
The programmatic agreement that was signed with AOT in 2000 requires them to send an Annual
Report to the Division for Historic Preservation. The Council had received copies prior to the
meeting. The Division will be holding the Annual Review meeting with AOT on May 30™ and will
include in the discussion any concerns that the Council has. Nancy reported that the Division has
been pleased with the work AOT has conducted, catching potential adverse effects early on and
reconstructing project plans to avoid them. Their funding for work on important historic railroad
buildings in Vergennes and Waterbury is especially commendable.

One of the issues that will be discussed at the Annual Meeting is intentional burial of archeological
sites which the Division for Historic Preservation does not agree with as a blanket policy, or
Standard Mitigation Measure. The Division believes it should be considered only on a case by case
basis. The Division will also ask about contracting procedures that would allow for archeological
consultants who contracted for Phase I & II of a project to continue on Phase III since they are
already familiar with the findings of the earlier phases. In addition, projects are delayed when
Phase IIT contracting has to wait until reports are done from Phases I and 1I if a separate Phase 111
contract is to be bid.

.The Division agreed to discuss the concerns raised by Ron (see 11 A above) about ensuring
adequacy of and compliance with MOA stipulations.

VI. SHPO Report
Jane said that the Legislature passed language for VTrans to give priority consideration for work in
Designated Downtowns.

There will be a public meeting in Crown Point concerning the Champlain Bridge rehabilitation and
the proposed alternatives for this work. This bridge is a necessity for New Yorkers who are
working in Vermont. The Quadracentennial Commission endorses having a memorandum of intent
between New York and Vermont for the bridge’s rehabilitation signed by 2009. Elsa Gilbertson
and Tom Hughes at the Crown Point, NY, State Site are planning a 2009 Festival of Nations event
when the bridge will be closed down part of a day so people can walk between the two states.

V. New Business
A. Report from Brandon CLG
The Brandon CLG did not attend this meeting.
B. Other

.Gcorge asked about the status of the VELCO project, and if VELCO had violated the construction
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limits of their permit. Jane suggested that the Council call the Public Service Board for
information or contact Eric Gilbertson for information on the Division’s review of the project.

Ron began a discussion about the concerns for state owned buildings that are being *“ demolished
by neglect.” He cited 3 buildings at the Swanton Fish Hatchery that have not been maintained for
the past 9 years. Fish & Wildlife owns them. Jane said that Fish & Wildlife has suffered from a
drop in fees and needs more revenue to be able to do maintenance work on the buildings and Fish
and Wildlife may have the same problem. Ron proposed that the buildings be deeded to a non-
profit organization who would take care of them if lack of funding was the issue. Nancy noted that
the state is working on a model program to lease state buildings to people who would restore and
use them. Jane noted that the Quad Commission wants to compile a list of priority projects in the
Champlain Basin in case funding becomes available.

VII. State Register Review and Designation
A. VT-CH-1002, Prehistoric Archeological Site, Colchester

Bart Frisbee, owner of the property, was in attendance for this review. He is applying for an Act
250 permit to develop housing on the site and described the project to the Council with a
topographic map and site plan. He objects to the Division’s recommendation to list the site on the
State Register.

Scott Dillon, Survey Archeologist, said that although small amounts of cultural material were
found in sites VT-CH-1000 and VT-CH-1001, there was considerably more found in VT-CH-1002
which focuses on activity in the area. At this point confusion arose about the information
submitted by Mr. Frisbee’s archeological consultant, U Maine- Farmington. There had been two
different versions of the end-of-field letter report submitted to the Council, one, an earlier draft
version that concluded that the area was not eligible for the State Register, and, one, the final
version saying that it was eligible and calling for Phase III mitigation. The latter was submitted in
hard copy to the Division and received and date stamped. When Scott requested an electronic
version of the report to e-mail to Council members in preparation for the meeting, U Maine-
Farmington sent him an earlier draft version. Scott did not read it before e-mailing it to the Council
and so did not realize that it was different from the official end-of-field letter. The e-mailed version
directly contradicted the end-of-field letter. Beth said that the report that had been date stamped by
the Division should be the official report used. Mr. Frisbee felt that he was being asked to respond
to confusion and that the first report that found no significance should be respected although not
officially date stamped. He questioned whether the Division had influenced his consultant to
change their final recommendation. Scott noted that he had discussed the findings in general with
the consultant, a typical practice, but was unaware of the draft end-of-field letter’s preliminary
conclusion.

Scott summarized the significance of the site, as outlined in the State Register Evaluation Form
(copy attached to record copy of minutes). Beth explained that a decision needed to be made by
the Council. She asked Mr. Frisbee how the Council’s decision would impact his project if they .




Advisory Council for Historic Preservation
May 23, 2007 |
Page 5 of 6

.listed the site on the State Register, which would support the Division’s recommendation that a
Phase III study be done on the area that would be disturbed. The Council discussed alternatives to |
the project with Mr. Frisbee such as shifting the parking area or moving buildings. He said that the |
building site has many physical constraints because of its close proximity to wetlands and that it is
not economically feasible to abandon the portion of the project area with the proposed
archeological site. Scott felt that the site is significant enough to merit mitigation through a Phase
[II study. Some Council members expressed dismay over the confusion caused by the two versions
of the report.

Beth asked that the Council make their decision. To get a motion on the table, Glenn moved to |
approve the nomination of VT-CH-1002 to the State Register under Criteria D and Beth seconded. |
Beth called for the vote. The nomination was rejected by a 2-4 Council vote. Voting in favor

were Council members Turner and Boepple. Voting against were Council members Donath,

Hayward, Kilburn, and Andres. The site was not listed on the State Register.

The Council expressed their respect for Scott’s knowledge concerning the significance of this
archeological site, and that because of U Maine-Farmington’s negligence, significant archeology
has been sacrificed to support appropriate protocol.

C. Crown Point Road — Socialborough South Line to Otter Creek Crossing Road
Segment, Clarendon, Continued

Scott felt that, although there is a low density of materials present, the close proximity to Otter
Creek suggests camping and further investigation would most likely reveal artifacts. Scott also felt
that other sites, like one at Shoreham, were more significant and could have been used for this
nomination. Glen also felt that this was a poor choice for nomination and that the Council should
only send convincing sites to the National Park Service for review and listing. Nancy suggested
that the Council send the nomination and state clearly their request for feedback since this is
unusual and uncharted territory for the Council. Beth called for the vote. The Council
recommended sending the nomination to the Park Service for listing by a 4-1 vote with the caveat
that it be noted that the Council is looking for feedback and guidance from the Park Service.
Council members voting in favor were Donath, Boepple, Hayward, and Kilburn.
The Council member voting against was Andres. George Turner left the meeting before the vote

D.Crown Point Road — Stevens Site South Road Segment,Proctor, Continued
Glen asked if evidence was required if the predictive model was used in this case. The Council
felt that this 1s a known site with significant features. Beth called for the vote and the Council
unanimously approved of the Stevens Site nomination.

IV. New Business
B. Other

. Beth suggested that Velco’s visual impact on Salisbury be on the agenda for the June meeting.
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Budget information will be reviewed at this time and Jane suggested that Kevin Dorn attend the ‘
meeting and talk about funding archeological work required for act 250 permits.

The meeting was adjourned at 3:36 pm.

|
-



. State of Vermont
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life, Drawer 20
Montpelier, VT 05620-0501

MINUTES

June 10, 2002

Members Present: Peter Mallary, Chair, Citizen Member
Glenn Andres, Vice-Chair, Architectural Historian
David Donath, Historian
Elizabeth Boepple, Citizen Member
George Turner, Architect
James Petersen, Archeologist

Staff Present: Emily Wadhams, State Historic Preservation Officer
Nancy Boone, State Architectural Historian
Shari Duncan, Administrative Assistant

Visitors: Sharon Yorke, Bennington Historic Preservation Commission
Mike McDonough, Better Bennington Corporation
Jane Nicholls, Park-McCullough House Association
P.J. Van Houten, Southern Vermont College

The meeting came to order at 10:10 at the Park-MéCullough House in North Bennington.

I Schedule - Meetings are scheduled for July 16 in Barre, August 9 with the

location to be decided at the July meeting, September 12 at Chimney Point in Addison,
and October 17 in Bradford. "

II. Minutes — Glenn moved to accept the minutes, Jim seconded. The following
changes were made: Jim was not absent from the meeting. Page 4 under c, change to
George expressed that he would like to see the needs of the building and note that the
current design had functional problems such as circulation on the ground floor to the
media center. Remove “bad solution” and add, “reconsider other program options.” The

vote was unanimous.



violations and enabled residential space. The Downtown Fund awarded $225.000 to

Bennington in the past year for 6 buildings, leveraging another $262,000 in private
investment. , ‘ : ’

A program was developed in Bennington to get folks interested in preservation. Many
projects came forward that might not have without the program. Some have been funded
and others are waiting for funding, but at the very least, the level of interest in
preservation in Bennington has grown. From his experience on the Board, Mike states
that projects outnumber the funding avallable He thanked the Councﬂ for commg o .
Bennington.

Beth asked how many designated downtowns are there? M1ke says 1t just. changed to 14
- with the Town of Poultney coming on board. The village center component has
expanded the project availability. There are examples of projects that have come to the
Board and not been funded, but have continued anyway. Emily said some communities
are inspired by the program even if they don’t get funded and gave the example of the
Brooks House in Brattleboro. Emily stated that Mike has done an excellent job on the

- Downtown Board and is an active and thoughtful participant.

III. ~ O Busmess

A. Archeological Priorities and Revised Guidelinés (Chapter 4) — The Council
was given a copy of the revised guidelines at the May AC meeting. Emily stated that
much work had been put into the revisions and the Division is looking for comments.
She noted that one of the objectives with the revisions was to streamline the process.
Peter asked if the guidelines required final approval from the Council. Emily stated that
she was looking for any concerns the Council may have. Nancy explained that the
Council could approve the guidelines with conditions. Emily noted that it is the role of
the Council to determine significance; therefore, it is appropriate for the Council to be
involved. Jim added that the guidelines are moving in the right direction and he felt
confident, as does the Division, that they are well thought out and ready to put into use.
He noted that the guidelines will become available on June 14 and on June 26 there is a
workshop for consultants. Beth made a motion to accept the May 15 draft of the
guidelines and approve it in substance, subjéct to concurrence from Jim Petersen on any
technical revisions. * Jim said he is confident that this is a huge step in the right dlICCthIl
Jim seconded the motion and the vote was unanimous.

V. Archeology Report —as written and read by Jim Petersen

Following up on my last report on May 23, there is good news to report this month on
several fronts. First, the Winooski project mentioned last month as threatening an
important ancient, stratified site along the Winooski River will be likely redesigned to
avoid site disturbance. The storm water system that was to 1mpact this prehistoric site
will be rede51gned given the likely alternative, that is, the project would have required an
expensive archeological Phase ITI data recovery effort




Members Present:

Members Absent:

Staff Present:

Visitors:

The meeting was called to order by the Chair in the Bellows F alls Town Hall.

I. Schedule

Meetings are scheduled for August 21 in Montp

State of Vermont
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life, Drawer 20
Montpelier, VT 05620-0501

MINUTES

July 19, 2001

Peter Mallary, Chair

Ann Lawless, Citizen Member
Beth Boepple, Citizen Member
David Donath, Historian
George Turner, Architect
James Petersen, Archeologist

Glenn Andres, Vice Chair

Emily Wadhams, SHPO

Nancy Boone, State Architectural Historian
Shari Duncan, Administrative Assistant
Giovanna Peebles, State Archeologist
Scott Dillon, Survey Archeologist

Sue Jamele, NR/SR Specialist

Chris Cochran, Tax Credit Specialist

Richard Ewald
Ellen Howard

October 29. Locations are subject to change.

elier, September 21 in Burlington and



" II.  Minutes

George moved to accept the June 11, 2001 minutes as is. Jim seconded the motion. The
vote' was unanimous.

III. CLG Welcome

Richard Ewald and Ellen Howard were present from the Bellows Falls CLG. They had
handouts and photos to depict what Bellows Falls is in the process of doing. There was
discussion about upcoming projects and concerns in Bellows Falls.

IV. New Business

A. Reallocation of FY2000 CLG Funds — Chris Cochran asked the Council to
reallocate CLG funds to provide training that is tentatively set for September 7, 2001.
Jim made a motion to reallocate the money. Ann seconded the motion. The vote was
unanimous.

Y. SHPO Report

¢ Two RFQ’s were received by the Division for the survey planning project. The
Division is in hopes to start the project in the fall of this year.

¢ The Historic Preservation Fund in Washington has been cut to levels below last years
money. Currently in the House is 42 million which is more than half of last years
dollar amount. :

* Emily attended the Preservation Roundtable Retreat in Grand Isle. There was a good‘
turn out and gave preservationists an opportunity to discuss what is happening across
the state.

* Nancy has been involved in Act 250 hearings at Middlebury College. The Division
does not agree with the proposed changes. :

 There is an Upper Story Task Force being formed. Emily and Nancy will be a part of
the group that will meet until December. A report will be given to Legislature.

* Emily asked if they might invite Jim Richardson to the next Council meeting to
discuss the State House Expansion Project. The Council agreed they should.

VL.  Archeological Guidelines

Giovanna Peebles and Scott Dillon gave an overview of the draft guidelines (attached).
They explained some of the information included in the guidelines and how they work.
Division staff are now reviewing the draft and will comment to Giovanna. The

guidelines will remain interim until final comments are received. Discussion followed.
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Criteria for Evaluating the Effect of Proposed
Telecommunications Facilities, Transmission Lines, and
Wind Power Facilities on Historic Resources*

The installation of telecommunications facilities, transmission lines, wind power facilities and other
similar projects may affect historic resources directly and indirectly. Evaluations of project impacts are
made on an individual case-by-case basis and focus on direct and indirect impacts of a substantial nature.
Use of these criteria further implements any applicable state and federal review standards. Projects may
have an adverse or an undue adverse effect under the following circumstances:

Direct Impact: The installation of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power
facility or other similar project would cause physical damage, alteration or destruction of an
historic resource. For example:

1. If installation of project components would require the whole or partial demolition or
abandonment of an historic building;

2. If installation of a tower, pole or other related structure would cause ground
‘ disturbance at the installation site that would impact known archeological sites or
archeologically sensitive areas;

3. If construction or expansion of access roads, staging or storage areas, borrow areas,
disposal or waste areas and/or transmission lines would cause ground disturbance that
would impact archeological resources along a corridor connected to the installation site;

4. If attachment of any devices to an historic building would cause immediate or
potential structural or physical damage of the building, cause a significant visual
intrusion to the architectural character of the building, or pose a proven threat to the
continued use of the building;

5. If installation of a tower, pole or other related structure would cause physical damage
or destruction of historic features of the landscape surrounding and/or part of an historic
resource, such as stone walls, historic roadways and drives, important tree lines, orchards,
etc.

Indirect Impact: The installation of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power
facility or other similar project would cause significant alteration and deterioration of the setting or
character of an historic resource. For example:

6. If installation of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power facility
or other similar project would create a significant intrusion into important public views of
. an historic building, group of historic buildings, or historic landscapes, especially when
those views are identified in municipal or regional plans;

Page One of Two



http://www.HistoricVermont.org

Criteria for Evaluating the Effect of Proposed
Telecommunications Facilities, Transmission Lines, and
Wind Power Facilities on Historic Resources*

Page Two of Two

7. If installation of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power facility
or other similar project would create a significant intrusion into a hillside backdrop of an
important historic building or group of buildings;

8. If the siting of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power facility or
other similar project would create a focal point that would overwhelmingly disrupt and
distract from the elements of an historic landscape and the public’s ability to appreciate
it;

9. If installation of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power facility
or other similar project would create an intrusion in the setting of a National Historic
Landmark (which requires additional federal review by the national Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation);

10. If installation of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power facility
or other similar project would create a significant intrusion in a rural historic district or
historic landscape with a high degree of integrity, i.e. with little incompatible modern
development;

11. If installation of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power facility
or other similar project would significantly impair a vista or viewshed from an historic
resource if that vista or viewshed is a significant component of the character of the
historic resource and its history of use (e.g. the home of an important artist whose work
portrayed the vista or viewshed landscape);

12. If installation of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power facility
or other similar project would significantly interfere with the public’s ability to interpret
and appreciate the qualities of a historic cultural facility, including impairment of the
vista or viewshed if experiencing the view from the site is an important part of
experiencing the site;

13. If installation of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power facility
or other similar project would introduce a structure that would be dramatically out of
scale with and would visually overwhelm an historic resource or its setting;

14. If installation of a telecommunications facility, transmission line, wind power facility
or other similar project would isolate a historic resource from its historic setting, or
introduce incongruous or incompatible new uses, or new visual, audible or atmospheric
elements to a historic setting.

June 2007%*

*This document is a revision of and supersedes the Division for Historic Preservation's document
"Criteria for Evaluating the Effect of Telecommunications Facilities on Historic Resources".

**This document may be updated periodically. Please be sure to check our website for the most recent
version. (www.historicvermont.org)
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Revised Vermont Archeology Guidelines

1989 Guidelines

Revised Guidelines 01

Teghnical document intended mainly for
condultants; contains minimal additional
inforfpation.

Technical document intended mainly for
consultants; contains explanatory and reference
information.

ificant

Stated that all sites are considered si
unless démonstrated otherwise.

States that the DHP is interested in identifying
and considering only significant sites in
accordance with state and federal laws.

Followed chnventional Phase I

Puts more emphasis on:
1) Research Design that explains why an
. Investigation is justified and describes the
significant types of sites likely to be found
(prior to Phase I and not just before Phase II
and III). |
2) Considering site significance, or lack of it,
during Archeological Resources
Assessment and Phase I to whatever extent
possible; evaluating significance as early as
possible. _
3) Encouraging flexible and creative approach
if justified. ‘

Prehistoric and historig'sit

lumped together.

Differences between prehistoric and historic
sites are explained and how this effects
significance and other considerations.

| Provided no guid
public; vague gui

ce for invdlving with
Native Americ :

Provides guidance for involving the public,
including Native Americans.

Provided no infrmation on predjctive
modeling, deep testing, and othe opics of
importance t¢ consulting archeoloists,

managers, ghd developers.

Provides information on predictive modeling,
deep testing, and other useful topics.

Includes a copy of the predictive model
(revised 4/01), relevant web sites, etc.

Provided gb guidance for Archeological
Resourcgf Assessment (formerly callkd a

Field Ingpection).

New Archeological Resources Assessment
section.

Provid€d no guidance for Phase IA.

New Phase IA section.

Had g provisions for writing shorter, 1dss
costy report if no sites are found at Phask I.

Provides for a short and simpler Alternative
Report Format when no sites are found at
Phase I - End of Field Letter and Alternative
Report Format combined as one in this case.




Page 2
4/3//01
1989 Guidelines

Revised Guidelines

Vview of draft reports was required.

Eliminates DHP review of draft reports except
in unusual cases.

Includes copies of the Vermont Archeological
Inventory form.

Requires completion of an electronic Report
Database Documentation Form so that DHP can
track reports and results on database and
quickly provide summaries to consultants and
managers.

Emphasizes importance of pubhc education and
outreach and provides more detailed guidance.

Includes a lengthy Appendlx with useful
information.

Includes a new detailed section on dealing wnh

the Care and Management of Archeological
Collections in the absence of a state curation
facility.

Provideé specific guidance and information on
dealing with accidental discovery of sites and

| human remains during archeological field

investigations.

ded mimmal guidance on treatmg
refnains during archeological studies or
gommencement of construction.

er

Provides specific guidance and information on .
t:eating human remains during archeological
studies or after discovery after commencement

of construction.




'State of Vermont

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
National Life Drive, Floor 2
Montpelier, VT 05620-1201

On July 27, 2007, at the monthly meeting of the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, Nancy Boone presented the possibility of a Preserve America Grant that
would allow the Division for Historic Preservation to create a Barn Census project to
identify and evaluate all barns in Vermont over a two year period. The Council
enthusiastically endorsed this project.

Elizabeth Boepple, Chairman
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

7~ VERMONT
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MEMORANDUM

To:  Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

From.: Jane Lendway, State Historic Preservation Ofﬁcerc, % ¢ (é//((/b‘- ’
Date: June 20, 2007

RE:  Vermont Archeological Guidelines

The Vermont Archeological Guidelines were adopted by the Advisory Council as a Working Draft in July
2002 and have been implemented by the Division through the Vermont Historic Preservation Act Rules, as
part of the Division’s Section 106 review for federal projects, and for all other archeological projects during
the past five years.

The 2002 revision of the 1989 Guidelines was prompted by specific requests for guidance and standards
from consultants, the archeological community, the development community, and the Native American
Affairs Commission and was the result of an extensive peer review and public comment process.

’ The Guidelines have been successfully applied by the Division for the past five years and have a proven
track record for identifying, evaluating, protecting, and interpreting Vermont’s archeological resources.
Therefore, the Division respectfully requests the Advisory Council adopt the 2002 Working Draft of the
Vermont State Historic Preservation Office’s Guidelines for Conducting Archeology in Vermont as a

final document.
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Development
* Historic
Preservation
* Housing
* Planning

Nali”jfe
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Drawer 20
Montpelier, VT
05620-0501
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802-828-3211

800-622-4553

Fax:
802-828-2928
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Preservation

Fax:
802-828-3206

STATE OF VERMONT

AGENCY OF COMMERCE AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

February 3, 2003

Dear Colleague:

The Vermont Division for Historic Preservation is pleased to provide you with a copy of
the revised VISHPO Guidelines for Conducting Archeology in Vermont. This is a
Working Draft, effective July 2002, that replaced the 1989 Guidelines.

Some of the highlights of the new Guidelines:

Although a technical document intended mainly for archeological professionals,
they are also useful for state and federal agencies, developers, and engineering
consultants since they contain a lot of explanatory and reference informétion.
They explicitly state that the State of Vermont is only interested in identifying and
considering significant sites in accordance with state and federal laws.

They encourage evaluation of site significance as early as possible in the
assessment process, even at the completion of the Archeological Resources
Assessment or Phase I if enough information is available.

Section 4 provides specific guidance for evaluating site significance, including a
site significance matrix for pre-contact sites and a focused list of priority research
topics for historic period sites. Section 4 is the heart of the new Guidelines.

They provide information on the Division’s predictive model, deep testing, and
other useful topics.

They offer detailed guidance for conducting Archeological Resources
Assessments.

They provide for a short report format when no sites are found at Phase L.

They require completion of an electronic Report Database Documentation Form
so that the Division can track reports and results on database and quickly provide
summaries to consultants and managers.

They emphasize the importance of public education and outreach and provide
more detailed guidance.

The Guidelines contain 13 appendices containing useful information, including relevant
web sites that can be immediately accessed.

VT Archeology Guidelines Appendices:

A. Relevant Federal and State Laws, Regulations, Rules, and Guidelines
B. Procedures and Criteria for Listing on the State of Vermont’s Archeological
Consultant’s List



Environmental Predictive Model for Locating Precontact Settlement Sites (revised

4/01 and 5/02)

Vermont Division for Historic Preservation Resource Center: Selected List of

Available Information

Sources of Historic Context Information

Application and Instructions for Field Investigation Permits under 22 VSA 14

. Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Recommended Approach for Consultation
on Recovery of Significant Information from Archeological Sites
http://www.achp.gov/archguide.html

H. Detailed Supplementary Guidance for Phase I Investigations

Phase I research design checklist

Supplementary guidance for background research

Detailed guidance for completing the End of Field letter

Detailed guidance for short report format

Detailed guidance for Phase I investigation reports

Detailed guidance for Phase II investigation reports

Vermont Archeological Inventory Form (2002 form)

Historic Map Reference Information on the Web

DHP Report Database Documentation Form and Instructions for Use

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Policy Statements on Treatment of

Human Remains and Grave Goods (1988)

M. Sample Letter of Transfer and Deed of Gift.

o 0

amm
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The Guidelines are available on the Division's web site at www.historicvermont.org.
(currently, the Appendices are not on the web). However, to access the interactive web
links, it’s best if I email to you an electronic copy of the Guidelines and Appendices.
Send me an email at giovanna.peebles@state.vt.us if you are interested in an electronic

copy.

With best regards,

-

W e /\
Giovanna Peebles
State Archeologist
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NPS Form 10-900-b OMB No. 1024-0018
(Rev. Aug. 2002) (Expires Jan. 2005)

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places
Multiple Property Documentation Form

This form is used for documenting multiple property groups relating to one or several historic contexts. See instructions in How to
Complete the Multiple Property Documentation Form (National Register Bulletin 16B). Complete each item by entering the
requested information. For additional space, use continuation sheets (Form 10-900-a). Use a typewriter, word processor, or
computer to complete all items.

X __New Submission Amended Submission
A. Name of Multiple Property Listing

The International Style in Vermont N VU’

B. Associated Historic Contexts

(Name each associated historic context, identifying theme, geographical area, and chronological period for each.)

Residential Use of the International Style 1937 —c. 1975
C. Form Prepared by

nameftitle _Jackson Evans, historic preservation consultant date 03/16/2007

street & number _21 South Water Street  telephone 802.233.3220

city or town _Vergennes state_VT zip code_05491

D. Certification

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, | hereby certify that this
documentation form meets the National Register documentation standards and sets forth requirements for the listing of related
properties consistent with the National Register criteria. This submission meets the procedural and professional requirements set
forth in 36 CFR Part 60 and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation. (
See continuation sheet for additional comments.)

Signature and title of certifying official Date

State or Federal Agency or Tribal government

I hereby certify that this multiple property documentation form has been approved by the National Register as a basis for
evaluating related properties for listing in the National Register.

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action



The International Style in Vermont Vermont

MPDF Name State

Table of Contents for Written Narrative _.

Provide the following information on continuation sheets. Cite the letter and the title before each
section of the narrative. Assign page numbers according to the instructions for continuation
sheets in How to Complete the Multiple Property Documentation Form (National Register Bulletin
16B). Fill in page numbers for each section in the space below.

Page
Numbers
E. Statement of Historic Contexts (If more 1-10
than one historic context is documented,
present them in sequential order.)
F. Associated Property Types (Provide 11-16
description, significance, and registration
requirements.)
G. Geographical Data 17
H. Summary of Identification and Evaluation 18
Methods (Discuss the methods used in developing
the multiple property listing.)
I. Major Bibliographical References (List major 19-20

written works and primary location of additional
documentation: State Historic Preservation Office,
other State agency, Federal agency, local government,
university, or other, specifying repository.)

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: This information is being collected for applications to the
National Register of Historic Places to nominate properties for listing or determine eligibility for
listing, to list properties, and to amend existing listings. Response to this request is required to
obtain a benefit in accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (16 U.S.C.
470 et seq.).

Estimated Burden Statement: Public reporting burden for this form is estimated to average 120
hours per response including the time for reviewing instructions, gathering and maintaining data,
and completing and reviewing the form. Direct comments regarding this burden estimate or any
aspect of this form to the Chief, Administrative Services Division, National Park Service, P.0. Box
37127, Washington, DC 20013-7127; and the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork
Reductions Project (1024-0018), Washington, DC 20503.
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E. STATEMENT OF HISTORIC CONTEXT
Residential Use of the International Style in Vermont 1937 —c. 1975

This multiple property listing will cover historic and architectural resources relating to the use of the
International Style of architecture in residential buildings in Vermont. As an understanding of the
International Style of architecture is key to this multiple property listing, emphasis is placed on the
specific elements, influences and phases of the style and how they are reflected on a national and
statc scale, in relation to residential architecture.

The [nternational Style dominated five decades of architectural design. It began in Europe and North
America in the 1920s and had spread globally by the 1960s. It became a dominant model for
twentieth century building. In Vermont, International Style architecture appeared in the mid 1930s,
appioximately ten years later than other parts of the nation and was popular for about forty years into
the 1970s.

Arcund the turn of the twentieth century in Europe and the United States, architects and designers
wer experimenting with new concepts in art and architecture. They eschewed previous ideas of
historicism and classical styles in favor of design that did not look to past precedents, and instead
combined modern technology and new materials to express form, structure and volume in different
ways. Most influential of the new designers were Le Corbusier in France, Walter Gropius and Mies
van der Rohe in the Bauhaus School of industrial design in Germany, J.J.P. Oud and Gerrit Thomas
Reitveld in Holland, and Frank Lloyd Wright in the United States. The defining characteristics of the
work of each architect is distinct, yet together they were united in pursuing a new aesthetic in
building and furniture design suitable for living and working in the modern age.

The new design concepts were linked by theories of simplifying architecture and eliminating
unnecessary detail. For example, Mies van der Rohe coined the phrase “less is more” to emphasize
his goals for pure form and volume with limited detail. Linking technology and modern appliances
with design, Le Corbusier wrote a house should be “a machine for living”. Many designers upheld
Louis Sullivan’s late nineteenth century credo “form follows function”, meaning a building’s form
and massing visually expressed its use (this definition of functionalism goes back to Vitruvius in the
early First Century AD). Others expressed form and function by designing from the inside out stating
that a building’s design should be based on its “program”, meaning all interior spaces should have a
purpose, and no space should be wasted or unnecessary.

While the European architects were developing their new design concepts, Frank Lloyd Wright was
also experimenting with his own ideas of form and space, which in turn influenced trends on the
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continent. Wright is considered the first architect to conceive of architectural design in terms of
planes existing freely in three dimensions rather than enclosed blocks (Roth p. 242). As early as
1906-09 Frank Lloyd Wright designed the Robie House in Chicago which displays numerous
characteristics of his Prairie houses that were later incorporated into the International Style such as
rectilinear structural forms and massing, cantilevered roofs that integrate the structure with the
contours of the landscape, ribbon windows, a bold contrasting vertical chimney mass, a predominant
use of machine made materials, smooth wall surfaces, an open interior plan with exposed mechanical
fixtures and built in cabinetry, and major living quarters on elevated levels to better view the
landscape. A few years later the German publication of his Wasmuth folio of drawings and
photographs helped spur the development of the modern movement in Europe.

When the Art Deco movement became popular in the US, soon after it was introduced to the
international audience by the Exposition des Arts Decoratifs in Paris in 1925, the modern movement
that lead to the International Style rejected the decorative fagade ornament and angular stepped
planes of Art Deco design for a direct expression of building materials without superfluous details.
The favored materials - poured concrete, structural steel, plate glass, and glass blocks, replaced
wood, sash windows, and ornate millwork details.

In 1932 an important (and the first) architectural exhibition at the Museum of Modern Art in New
York included the work of forty architects representing building in fifteen countries. Museum
director Alfred Barr, asked architect Philip Johnson, and architectural historian Henry-Russell
Hitchcock to organize the event, which featured Le Corbusier, Oud, Gropius, and Mies van der
Rohe, with Wright for “contrast”, as well as other Americans, notably Raymond Hood, Howe &
Lescaze and Richard Neutra. Concurrently with the exhibit, Johnson and Hitchcock prepared the
book The International Style: Architecture since 1922, which became a textbook for defining the
foundations and characteristics of the International Style. The treatise also gave the new modern
style its name.

Philip Johnson and Henry-Russell Hitchcock, in The International Style: Architecture since 1922,
state three distinguishing aesthetic principals of the International Style.

1. Architecture as Volume
2. Regularity of features
3. Avoidance of Applied Decoration

In principal one, volume is expressed by space that is enclosed by thin planes or surfaces, as opposed
to the suggestion of mass or solidity through masonry construction or other means. Regularity,
principal two, is embodied in the use of modular forms such as a structural skeleton or repetition of
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design elements, as opposed to symmetry, which is usually avoided in fenestration patterns or other
basic design features. The avoidance of applied decoration speaks to the dependence on the intrinsic
elegance of materials, and the goal of technical perfection and fine proportions of the overall design,
without the need for applied ornament.

Johnson and Hitchcock define three characteristic types of interiors in The International Style. The
first is a large volume of space creating a single entity such as a church or theater. The second is “the
invention of the International Style” — interiors which open up into one another without definite
circumscribing walls or partitions. And, third, the enclosed room that is successful by means of
suitable proportions and appropriate contents, especially growing plants and fine paintings.

The International Style was introduced to the United States primarily by architects that emigrated
from Europe to escape the unsettling political climate there. Rudolph Schindler, from Vienna, arrived
in 1914 and soon became an assistant to Frank Lloyd Wright. His compatriot, Richard Neutra, spent
several years in Wright’s Taliesin atelier somewhat later. Schindler was sent to California to oversee
construction of Wright’s Hollyhock House and then stayed. Neutra also moved west, and the two
designed for Dr. Phillip Lovell the first landmark International Style buildings in the country.
Schindler’s beach house for Dr. Lovell (1925-26) and Neutra’s house for Lovell (1927) both project
the distinguishing characteristics of the new style expressed by rectilinear volumes, smooth white
wall surfaces, cantilevered roofs and balconies, and open interior spaces. Also significant, the Lovell
house was one of the first private residences framed in steel. It is raised on slender pilotis or columns
similar to the work of Le Corbusier, and its horizontal emphasis of forms relate to the hillside setting.
About ten years later, Wright designed his famous Falling Water (1936), which exhibits similar
forms and massing.

In 1933 Walter Gropius came to the United States after the Nazis closed the Bauhaus School. He
became head of the architecture department at Harvard, and invited Marcel Breuer, a former Bauhaus
colleague to join him. They designed houses for themselves in Lincoln, MA that foretold a new
direction of International Style domestic architecture in the use of vertical board wood siding and
wood framing, both features that soon became stylistic characteristics of New England International
Style regionalism. In 1945 Gropius formed The Architects Collaborative (TAC), which remained an
International force into the 1970s. TAC was organized around team oriented projects lead by
prominent architects such as Norman Fletcher, Sarah Pillsbury Harkness, and Benjamin Thompson,
with projects world wide, such as the Harvard Graduate Center in Cambridge, MA (1948-50) and the
US Embassy in Athens (1956).

During the depression years Wright began to work on a plan for a cluster of homes, rather than just
scattered, individual houses for the wealthy. He developed an idea for a new social order based on
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his Usonian house design in which low cost houses were sited in groups. In the Usonian house,
unnecessary elements like the garage and basement were eliminated, and at the center were a carport,
kitchen and bath arranged around a utility core. Typically the Usonian houses turned their backs on
the street, as the arms of the L plan dwellings enclosed a private backyard, and the rear elevation was
emphasized with many windows for natural light.

After World War II the elements of the International Style softened. The materials used in
construction began to be mass-produced, standardized, and less expensive, and the style became less
rigid in definition and more widespread. Some architectural historians categorize this as the
American International Style, dating from 1950 to 1970. During this time designs are similar in form
and detail to earlier examples, but the materials are modified, in particular the stark white stucco
facade typical of earlier European and American buildings is rejected for a combination of wood,
brick or stone for defining smooth wall planes. In this manner, the American International Style
moves beyond a pure curtain wall system and uses sections of supporting masonry for contrast and
often functional and structural purposes. Landscaping elements are added as part of the design, and
the integration of a building with the landscape is also stressed, in contrast with the earlier settings
where pristine, white, International Style structures were set in the landscape like a piece of sculpture
with the landscape generally left in a less modified, natural state.

In the 1970s, the so-called “New York Five” (Charles Gwathmey, Michael Graves, John Hejduk,
Richard Meier and Peter Eisenman), inspired by a purist modern approach harkening back to work of
Le Corbusier, began a revival of the International Style. Their work represents the diversity of design
that characterizes late International Style architecture. Two other groupings of architects in the 1970s
called the Whites and the Grays (three of whom were also part of the New York Five), further
complicates the variety in points of view. The Whites, (Eisenman, Meier and Graves) who primarily
designed residential buildings, were influenced by Le Corbusier’s work from the 1920s and asserted
that architecture is a complex formal language unrelated to exterior reference. The opposing group,
the Grays (Robert Venturi, John Rauch, and Robert Stern) felt complex formal language
acknowledges its context and associations with the past, which is primarily the design philosophy of
Robert Venturi. Thus the Whites and the Grays embodied once again the conflict between abstract
and historic reference that underlies much of modern architecture of the 20th century.

THE INTERNATIONAL STYLE IN VERMONT

The International Style of architecture appeared in Vermont by the 1930s. The architects and
builders that were then designing structures statewide clearly understood the changing artistic trends
in the national and international arena, as a significant number of Vermont buildings dating from c.
1935 to c. 1975 embody the new modernism that became known as the International Style.
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Prominent architects from out of state, such as Benjamin Thompson, Pietro Belluschi and Robertson
Ward designed a number of the buildings, but most of the structures are the designs of noteworthy
Vermont architects who were primarily located in the state’s larger cities and towns. These Vermont
architects, such as William Freeman and his wife Ruth Freeman, Marcel Beaudin and others, have
made an important contribution to the history of modern architecture in Vermont and the northeast.

International Style buildings in Vermont represent a number of historic contexts that have been
identified and developed within statewide themes or patterns of history by the Vermont Division for
Historic Preservation in their Historic Preservation Plan. Contexts within the theme of Historic
Architecture and Patterns of Town Development include Architectural Styles, House Forms,
Architects and Builders, Building Technology, Interiors, and Landscape Design. The theme of
Culture and Government is represented by the contexts of Religious Trends, Education, Growth of
Government, and Entertainment and Popular Culture. Buildings that are associated with Automotive
Travel embody the theme of Transportation. Buildings used by Private or Public Utilities, or that
represent Commercial Development in Urban Areas qualify as examples under the context of
Industry and Commerce. Examples of International Style buildings exist as Spas or Hotels, or are
owned by Seasonal Residents under the theme of Tourism.

In the late 1930s and early 40s, the few Vermont architects, and a number of builders that were
working in the state, began to experiment with the new modernist vocabulary that was identified in
the 1932 exhibit at the Metropolitan Museum of Art and gave it the name, International Style. The
earliest known example of the International Style in Vermont is the house (1937) designed by local
builder, Angelo Pizzagalli, for his family in South Burlington. This two-story, flat roof dwelling with
its geometric massing, smooth, stucco parged exterior walls, simple roof coping, corner casement
windows, and balcony with curved pipe railing and cantilevered deck, recalls late 1920s residential
architecture in Holland by J. J. P. Oud, an influential International Style designer in Europe. Around
the same time in the southern part of the state, Buckminster Fuller was teaching at Bennington
College. According to North Bennington poet, Stephen Sandy, Fuller designed his first geodesic
dome while he was teaching at Bennington in the late 30s and 40s. He built the geodesic dome with
students on campus, however its fate is unknown, and Sandy (perhaps in jest) stated that it might
have been given to a local farmer to store hay.

In 1937 the architectural firm of Freeman French Freeman was established by William Freeman,
from Richmond, Vermont, his wife Ruth Freeman, and John French. This Burlington firm is highly
significant for its work that represents a wide range of International Style architecture in Vermont,
spanning the years from around 1940 to the late 1960s. The firm is also important as one of the first,
if not the first, architectural firms in Vermont to provide marketing and design skills to Vermonters,
and to develop a “program” for each project that met the specific needs of the client.
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The Freemans attended Cornell’s School of Architecture in the 1920s and 30s, which stressed the
need for a “program” before aesthetics, meaning a building should be designed for a particular use,
rather than have its function fit into a standard building form. John French received a strong
technical background at Boston’s Wentworth Institute. During the Depression, Bill Freeman worked
for a time for Frank Lyman Austin, designing residential buildings in the Colonial Revival style. As
a result most of the early commissions of Freeman French Freeman were Colonial Revival style
houses.

In the early 1940s a number of buildings designed by Freeman French Freeman represent a transition
from classical designs to a newer expression that embodies characteristics of International Style
architecture also appearing in other parts of New England, California, and Europe, and, as described
above in the National Context, has overtones of Frank Lloyd Wright. A duplex (1946) at 217 Church
Street recalls Wright’s residential work, and International Style design, in its orientation away from
the street, its spare and simple horizontal and vertical lines that define spaces and lack
ornamentation, and the cantilevered roofs and decks that serve as solar visors. St. Mark’s Church
(1941) at 1251 North Avenue in Burlington represents an important transitional project for the firm.
It is one of the earliest examples of the International Style in Vermont distinguished by its smooth
brick wall surfaces, geometric massing, and its use of new materials in the glass block windows and
clerestory, and the decorative metal grillwork on interior doors. While the firm was experimenting
with modernist concepts, local products were used as much as possible in order to keep costs down,
but they also made an effort to incorporate new materials in their buildings. Bill Freeman kept
samples of new products in his office so that contractors and clients could become familiar with
them, and interested in their use.

After World War II the strong national economy was clearly reflected in a building boom in
Vermont. Nationwide, construction expenditures rose nearly every year from 1946 to 1969 and
constituted the longest continuous period of growth in United States history (Jester, p. 42). During
this time a remarkable number of International Style buildings were constructed around the state. At
UVM alone, approximately 30 buildings were constructed in the International Style (the most well-
represented architectural style on campus), with over twenty designed by local firm Freeman French
Freeman.

In their work at UVM and statewide, Freeman, French, Freeman evolved “as the state’s major
interpreter of a rational movement in architecture that became known as the International Style...
Their modest budgets, straightforward construction, and conservative and pragmatic approach,
reflects not only Freeman French Freeman’s interpretation of the modern aesthetic but Vermont’s
influence on modernism.” (Holden, p. 18) This firm left a legacy of thousands of buildings in New
England, and hundreds in Vermont. Along with the considerable number of buildings the firm
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designed for UVM, they were also retained by the Burlington School Commission to develop a ten-
year building program. Ruth Freeman headed the firm’s design team for the UVM and school
department projects and is remembered for her thoughtful designs that provide ample natural light,
and which project characteristics of the International Style in their rectangular forms and curtain
walls reminiscent of the work of Mies van der Rohe.

Soon after Freeman French Freeman were recognized as a preeminent Vermont firm, other architects
began to form partnerships or developed successful individual practices around the state, generally in
the larger urban communities. As the largest city, Burlington attracted the most architects. Around
1956 Jay Henderson Barr and Bill Linde formed a partnership, and a few years later it expanded to
include Charles Hubbard, Tom Cullins and Willem DeGroot under the name of Burlington
Associates. Barr was a talented artist, and had produced the renderings for Eero Saarinen’s award
winning design for the St. Louis Gateway Arch. In Burlington, Barr designed among other buildings,
Votey Engineering, (1962) and the University Store (1966) at UVM; and Burlington Associates was
responsible for St. Paul’s Cathedral and Southwick Music Center, both important Brutalist style
buildings in Burlington. In 1975 the firm went bankrupt and DeGroot and Cullins started a new
partnership that has evolved today into Truex Cullins & Partners Architects. Julian Goodrich is
another notable local architect. He worked with Roland Whittier and others beginning in the late
1950s, designing schools, commercial buildings and apartment buildings such as the crescent shaped
International Style apartment house just northeast of the Vermont State House in Montpelier.

Marcel Beaudin worked for a few years in Julian Goodrich’s firm after he graduated with a degree in
architecture from Pratt Institute where a number of the professors had been associated with the
Bauhaus School of Design. During this time he designed McAuley Hall (1959) for Trinity College,
and developed its innovative lift slab floor construction system, by which concrete slabs are
hydraulically lifted in place. McAuley Hall is an important and early example in Vermont of true
curtain wall construction with metal frame windows and mullions, and it also features Beaudin’s
characteristic slate spandrel panels. Beaudin worked for Marcel Breuer while he was in school and
embraced the simple, direct style that Breuer became famous for in his home in Lincoln, MA and his
design for the Exhibition House at the Museum of Modern Art in 1949 that was built in the MOMA
garden as “The New American House” for contemporary living. Breuer’s influential house design
featured a shed roof, large glass walls, vertical board siding, and a floating exterior stairs under
canopy roof. The residential work of Marcel Beaudin and others in the state, such as Freeman French
Freeman and Dan Kiley in Burlington, and builder Howard O’Brien of Brattleboro reflects the
regionalized International Style led by Breuer and Gropius who modified the characteristics through
their contact with the New England wood vernacular, and west coast steel frame translated into
timber with flush board siding.
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This regionalized International Style that is often called the American International Style, emerged in
the 1950s in Vermont and other parts of the United States. It is distinguished by smooth wood siding
often mixed with sections of brick or stone, massive rectangular brick chimneys that intersect
rooflines and often project from the wall plane, shallow gable roofs, and bands of casement or
awning windows. Marcel Beaudin captures the evolving American aesthetic in his statement, “I am a
minimalist by nature... .I developed my own style ”, which reflects the trend toward simple,
straightforward architecture, that is not tied to rigid design tenets, but rather allows for variations in
expression by each architect using the available materials at hand.

At the same time as the Burlington architects were active in the north and central parts of Vermont, a
number of important architects were working in the southern parts of the state. A remarkable number
of highly significant International Style buildings exist on the Bennington College campus dating
from 1959 to 1974. Internationally acclaimed architect Pietro Bellushchi, working in Portland,
Oregon, and Massachusetts, was ahead of his time with the aluminum curtain wall design of the
Equitable Life Assurance Building (1944-47) in Portland, and in the early 1940s, he was one of first
modernists to consider context and employ local materials to reflect that context. Belluschi expressed
these ideas of context and materials in his design for Crossett Library (1959) on the Bennington
campus. The use of vertical board siding, and the height and massing of the library are appropriate to
the site and compatible with the surrounding wood frame buildings, some of which are classically
inspired and some that are modified, vernacular barns. However, the regularity of forms, cantilevered
roofs and decks, floating stairs, bands of windows, and sun visors all project the image of
International Style architecture. Similarly, Robertson Ward reflected respect for setting and context
with his three buildings at Bennington College, Dickinson Science (c. 1970), the Visual and
Performing Arts Building (1974), and the Meyer Recreation Barn (c. 1970). Ward’s structures are set
into the landscape in a manner that does not dominate, and his use of post and beam frames and
wood siding are compatible with the agricultural heritage of Vermont. In addition, his use of
prefabricated materials, ribbon windows and low, rectangular massing reflect his period of study
with Mies van der Rohe in Chicago in the 1960s. Edward Larrabee Barnes designed three identical
dorms on the Bennington Campus in 1968. The buildings’ angular and square edged massing, and
geometric forms are characteristics of Barnes work in which he uses prefabricated materials to order
his designs.

Nearby, Benjamin Thompson, who, like Barnes, attended Harvard’s Graduate School of Design, and
was influenced by its prime mover, Walter Gropius, designed Mt. Anthony Union High School
(1967) in Bennington, and the new Fire Station (c. 1967) in North Bennington. While both buildings
reflect Thompson’s ability to create bold, rectangular forms with window openings that define the
design, the Fire Station is a single, self-contained volume, the expansive, original H-plan High
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School that embraces a circular courtyard suggests a corporate campus, such as IBM (1957) that like
the high school would experience substantial additions.

While much of the known International Style architecture in Vermont is located in the more densely
populated areas, a number of important residences are scattered around the state in rural
environments, and only a representatlve few have been identified through this hlstorlc context.
Besides those mentioned above, others in the 1nventory mclude the

cco, Corbusier influenced Mills House (1 d Be
M House I (1970) designed by Peter Eisenm
in She UMOW, hip toof main block, slightly Tower-roofed appendages, and

grouped, vertical windows that suggest the influence of Wright, and the unique Scoville-Klimock
House (1965-68) in Mount Holly that recalls Corbusier’s cube-elevated pedestal houses in France.
Significant to all the houses is the care taken in selecting an appropriate site for each — not a hill top
setting but rather one that serves as a backdrop to the building on the side of a hillside, with views

‘ not necessarily directly in front but often obliquely aligned, and gardens that are not formally
arranged but instead follow the natural curve of the landscape.

ther example of rural modernism based upon some of the principles of the International Style is

series of house
that went up

ich would eventually make up “Prickly Mountain.” The design for the buildings
osely planned out in rough sketches and grew organically from the landscape,

/ . r - .
respected magazine, Progressive Architecture. (Morris)

The complex of buildings at Prickly Mountain arose from well educated, inspired and creative
individuals who were re-evaluating the way in which buildings should interact with their surrounds,
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International Style, from flowing organic forms to more strict geometry, yet the inspiration and
motives have much in common.
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F. ASSOCIATED PROPERTY TYPES

I. NAME OF PROPERTY TYPE: Houses

I1. DESCRIPTION:

Houses reflecting the International Style of architecture will cover a range of forms, sizes,
locations and settings. From houses located in more densely built up urban areas, to small
towns and pastoral rural settings, the residential use of the International Style has been used
in constructing single family homes, duplexes, apartment buildings and seasonal homes.
Existing typically as one to three story buildings, these houses will have a main entrance with
additional means of egress located at other points in the building, and an exterior that will
reveal some elements of what is occurring behind the walls in the various parts of the house.
Through window type and location, projecting balconies, and exterior massing the house will
reflect a clear “program” in its function and relation to the environment in which it was
constructed. Large, rectilinear chimneys or towers may project from roof plans, creating a
visual connection between the exterior and interior. Other exterior features of the
International Style house include careful landscaping with a minimalist approach that seeks
to offer other environments (or “rooms™) from which the house may be viewed, outdoor
artworks that may be viewed from within the house, and garages or carports reflecting
similarities in style and intention. Houses located in rural settings will present intentional
views of the surrounding landscape from both the houses interior spaces and the spaces
adjacent to and surrounding the house.

Interiors of International Style houses will reflect a careful floor plan organized around one
or more axis’s and ordered with a careful flow of space and use of rooms. Spaces include
those intended for gathering, either familial or for entertaining guests, kitchen spaces with
modern appliances and workspaces organized for efficient use. Individual bedrooms may be
located in a more confined and private section of the house intending to mark a clear
separation between public and private areas. Additional spaces and features include office or
studio space, formal dining area, reading or music rooms, fireplace(s) and outdoor living
areas such as, balconies and patios.

The International Style in Vermont evolved from relatively pure expressions of form. Two
major influences were the Meisian branch of the style, expressed through the use of rigid,
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rectangular forms with curtain walls and massing, defining the interior use, and the stark,
white walled buildings reflecting the work of Le Corbusier, which are often set in a pristine,
wooded landscape. Many Vermont resources reflect the emergence of a softened, American
International Style with shallow gable roofs, wood framing, and wood and brick siding
replacing steel frames and curtain walls, and increased landscape elements. By the 1970s
most Vermont architects rejected the ideas of “less is more” and “form follows function” for
a broader philosophy of architecture that more fully embraced historical associations in new
construction as well as in designs for compatible new additions.

Additional features and elements are found in Section IV: Registration Requirements.

III. SIGNIFANCE:

Houses in the International Style clearly reflect the modernist movement’s acceptance in the
United States and in Vermont in particular. While earlier examples exist, the majority of
houses built in the International Style followed the post-World War II economic and
population boom. The growth of suburban developments during this time in the nation’s
history provided a housing market that readily adopted the International Style for its obvious
modernity, optimism, and efficient use of space and materials. The quest for modernity in all
aspects of American life during the mid 20" century pushed the house form to new levels of
efficiency and sophistication in design and function. Moving beyond the traditional homes of
their parents, children of the later half of the 20™ century sought new directions for their
living space. These were new times with new struggles and new social practice; the home
should reflect this.

Many single story homes were built that reflect the so-called American International Style,
which was evolving at this time. Horizontal bands of casements windows, rectilinear massing
with flat or shallow pitched hipped or gable roofs, flat smooth surfaces contrasting
occasionally with brick or stone veneers all mark the presence of the International Style in
residential homes of this period.

Not limited to newly built suburbs or urban in-fill, the International Style house was also
constructed in pristine rural settings. As the post-World War II boom was giving way to the
unrest of the 1960’s, there was a conscious movement to reconnect with the natural
environment. Children of the 1950’s suburbs, seeking the romantic vision of getting back to
the earth, purchased rural acreage and planned their secluded homes. Many of these homes
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took traditional house forms, others displayed more organic, free form expressions of
architecture, and still others adopted the tenets and ideals of the International Style. The
complex of organic buildings constructed at Prickly Mountain in Warren, Vermont during
the 1960’s and 70’s is a prime example of this desire to reconnect with landscape while
advancing the goals of modern architecture. Here the relationship of the house to the
landscape takes center-stage with the building’s orientation intended to direct one’s gaze to
various vistas, frequently at intentionally oblique angles. Careful and often understated
landscaping presented further means by which the house could interact with the surrounding
environment, offering new vantage points and framing. This movement “back to nature” had
an effect on the form taken by the International Style house in Vermont. Similar to the
emergence in the previous decade of the New England International Style in residential
buildings in Massachusetts, the construction of a number of International Style homes in
Vermont utilized local materials, and blended strict geometry with more curvilinear forms.
The use of local materials such as wood and stone, either by conscious selection, economics,
or simple lack of choice creates a clear connection of building to site. This linking of two
seemingly disparate environments, the built and the natural, through use of material is a
distinct feature of residential, International Style buildings in Vermont.

The organization of interior space is another notable aspect of the International Style’s
applications to the house form. With Le Corbusier’s notion of that the house should be a
“machine for living,” spaces are laid out with an eye towards efficiency. The main entrance
provides a conscious transition from the exterior to the interior from which rooms flow into
one another with simple partitioning or none at all. Public spaces may be large and open with
ample lighting, as if to welcome the inhabitants and encouraging conversation, while private
spaces like bedrooms or studies are often enclosed and organized for work or quiet repose.

IV. REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS:

International Style buildings, structures and sites in Vermont are eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places if they are significant representations of this modern movement in
architecture and design, and display some or all of the features of the style specified below.
Based on a survey of International Style buildings in Vermont it was determined that
buildings can appear eligible for the National Register for their architectural and historic
merit despite the fact that they may be less than fifty years old. The International Style was
not common in Vermont until after World War II, and most examples studied were
constructed between c. 1955 to c. 1975. Therefore, even though many of the outstanding
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examples of the style are less than fifty years old, their distinguishing characteristics that
represent the International Style, qualify them for inclusion in the National Register.

In order to be considered of statewide significance under this context a resource in most
cases should be the work of a recognized architect or designer, although some may be the
work of a prominent local builder. The resource must be recognized as a good example of the
International Style through scholarly evaluation, or critical claim in major architectural and
design publieations. Local significance will be determined by the International Style’s
representation in the given area, importance of local events or people associated with the
property, being a locally outstanding example of design or construction, or relating to local
patterns of development.

Resources must have been completed by c. 1975 or earlier. This termination date reflects the
end of this period of architecture in Vermont and shifts in modern design. This termination
date may be reevaluated in the future with the passage of time and with analysis of further
commentary and scholarship.

Eligible resources should have integrity of location, design, setting, materials, and
workmanship. Resources should have few alterations. Essential features that should be
present for a property to convey its significance include its original facades, fenestration,
principal entries, important public spaces inside the building, and other highly visible and
important interior and exterior spaces that define the particular property’s character and use.
Interior alterations that are reversible have much less impact on a property’s integrity than
permanent changes. An addition will not disqualify a resource if it is compatible with the
original building and if it is not opposed to the intention of the original designer, and if it
does not obscure the qualities for which the building is significant. Among the tenets of
International Style architecture are the relationship of the building with landscape design
(whether a natural site in the early years or with designed gardens later), and interior design
features such as veneer paneling.

Sufficient features should be intact to relate the property to the International Style as an
important component of modernism in Vermont in terms of massing, spatial relationships,
proportion, pattern of windows and doors, texture of materials, and minimized
ornamentation. Some characteristics may be critical in defining a particular resource and
should not be altered. For example, the flat roof and cube form in the Pizzagalli House and
Scoville House are original and highly visible features of modern residential structures that
identify the buildings as being part of the International Style of architecture. Another
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example is the relationship between interior and exterior space seen in Crossett Library, and
the Visual and Performing Arts Center at Bennington College. For each resource, these
critical characteristics will vary.

Primary Features that should be evident in a resource (as identified by H. R. Hitchcock and
Philip Johnson in The International Style (1933).

1.

Volume that is enclosed by thin planes or surfaces such as curtain walls rather than
having heavy masonry suggest mass or solidity. The building’s frame may be visible
behind the walls, or exposed as a skeleton to which the walls are attached. Smooth
exterior finishes of stucco & wood are typical, less often bricks; ceramic tile possible.
The building’s design displays regularity, but not necessarily symmetry. Regularity is
achieved by the arrangement of various elements that are often standardized to create
a balanced pattern of parts, and to create interest but not monotony; i.e. a symmetrical
frame may have an asymmetrical, but well-balanced arrangement of modular details.

The dependence on the intrinsic elegance of materials as opposed to applied
ornament. The materials without ornament provide interest and create the design.
Smooth unadorned wall surfaces are without decorative details at windows and doors.

Secondary Features of which several are usually present:

1

QO v o L1

o0 N

9,

Flat roof, usually with no more than a simple roof coping; shallow gable or hip roof is
less common.

Windows set flush with outer wall, often metal casements, no double hung sash.
Rectilinear forms predominate with a minimum of curved forms for contrast.

Ribbon windows, often wrap around corners.

Floor to ceiling plate glass windows.

Cantilevered projections stress non-supporting nature of walls — as roofs, balconies,
terraces; also function for solar control.

Natural landscape provides setting, formal gardens not typical.

Restrained colors typical, sometimes mixed with bright accent colors, such as for
mechanical features; for instance, “Breuer blue”, a pure, bright sky blue, became a
trademark of the architect Marcel Breuer’s work.

Open plan interiors without definite fixed partitions for flexible room layout (the
function influences the plan).

10. Interiors have large blank walls where windows not necessary.
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11. Interiors are simple with built-in cabinetry, little ornamentation; plants and artwork
are a focus.

12. Natural finish, light-colored wood interior details, such as flush doors and cabinetry,
wood veneer wall paneling
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G. GEOGRAPHICAL DATA

The geographical area for this multiple property submission is the state of Vermont.
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i’g STATE OF VERMONT

AGENCY OF COMMERCE AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

MEMORANDUM

TO: Advisory Council Members
FROM: Giovanna Peebles, State Archeologist
DATE: Julyl11, 2001 '

RE: Draft Revised Archeologgl'cal Guidelines

Enclosed is a new draft of the revised Archeological Guidelines. We plan to discuss it at
the July 19 Council meeting and ask you to comment on the draft Guidelines. We would
then like to circulate them for use and comment by the archeological consulting
community for a period of 4-6 months before finalizing them.

The attached chart summarizes the differences between the 1989 Guidelines and the
revised Guidelines. To make it easier to prepare for next week’s discussion, we’d like to
direct your attention to several key sections, issues and questions in the enclosed draft.
We don’t expect you to read the entire document (unless of course the mood strikes...)

* Evaluating Archeological Site Sensitivity
Chapter 4 is really the heart of the document emphasizing that our regulatory
archeology efforts should focus on identifying and treating significant sites. This
section describes what is a significant site and what is not. Can you read this section,

paying particular attention to the threshold for significance and research questions for
historic period archeological sites?

e Earlier evaluation of significance
In the Preface, Introduction, and ARA and Phase I chapters, the Guidelines encourage
archeologists to evaluate significance earlier in the process than before, when
evaluation typically did not occur until Phase 2. Assessing site significance as early as
possible is especially important in the Act 250 process so that a site meets the
threshold of “historic site.” Does the Council support this concept of earlier
evaluation of significance?

e Public Education
The Guidelines are more explicit in requiring greater public education efforts from

people doing regulatory archeology. Chapter 9 details the requirements. What do
you think?

* Collections Care and Management
The Guidelines provide detailed guidance for dealing with collections found on
private or state lands or during investigations conducted in accordance with Section
106 and state laws. Curation of archeological artifacts and other data classes is an
important component of an archeological investigation but raises questions about



cost, responsibilities for caring for collections in perpetuity, and the current lack of a
state facility for archeological collections recovered during regulatory archeology.
What do you think about this section?

Sections 11.0 and 12.0 on accidental discovery of archeological sites and human remains
during federal or state regulated construction and on treating human remains once
discovered in such contexts have been drafted. However, they are pending additional
review by Emily to ensure they are compatible with other burial policies and protocols on
which the Department is working. Thus, they are not in the attached draft.
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1) Research Design that explains why an
. investigation is justified and describes the
significant types of sites likely to be found
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including Native Americans.

Provided no i
modeling, de

Provides information on predictive modeling,
deep testing, and other useful topics.

Includes a copy of the predictive model
(revised 4/01), relevant web sites, etc.

Resourcef Assessment (formerly callkd a
Field I

New Archeological Resources Assessment
section. ’

New Phase IA section.

provisions for writing shorter, 18ss
report if no sites are found at Ph

Provides for a short and simpler Alternative
Report Format when no sites are found at
Phase I - End of Field Letter and Alternative
Report Format combined as one in this case.
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11989 Guidelines = -

?view of draft reports was required.

Eliminates DHP review of draft reports except
in unusual cases.

Includes copies of the Vermont Archeologlcal
Inventory form.

Requires completion of an electronic Report
Database Documentation Form so that DHP can
track reports and results on database and
quickly provide summaries to consultants and
managers.

Emphasizes nnportance of public education and
outreach and provides more detailed guidance.

Includes a lengthy Append1x with useful
information.

Provided minimal fn&not very useful
idance cheological

Includes a new detailed section on deahng w1th

the Care and Management of Archeological
Collections in the absence of a state curation

‘ facility.

Sections befow are pending ynd are not -
included i L 7/11/01 draft of Gyidelines.

imal guidance on
Bl d1scovery of s1tes and

Proﬁdeé specific guidance and information on -
dealing with accidental discovery of sites and

| human remains during archeologlcal field
| investigations.

gmmencement of construction.

Provides spec1ﬁé gmdance and mformatlon on |

‘treating human remains during archeological
| studies or after discovery after commencement

of construcuon




MEMORANDUM

To:  Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation :
From: Jane Lendway, State Historic Preservation Ofﬁcerw
Date: June 20, 2007 . -

RE: Vermont Archeological Guidelines

The Vermont Archeological Guidelines were adopted by the Advisory Council as a
Working Draft in July 2002 and have been implemented by the Division through the
Vermont Historic Preservation Act Rules, as part of the Division’s Section 106 review for
federal projects, and for all other archeological projects during the past five years.

The 2002 revision of the 1989 Guidelines was prompted by specific requests for guidance
and standards from consultants, the archeological community, the development
community, and the Native American Affairs Commission and was the result of an
extensive peer review and public comment process.

The Guidelines have been successfully applied by the Division for the past five years and
have a proven track record for identifying, evaluating, protecting, and interpreting
Vermont’s archeological resources. Therefore, the Division respectfully requests the
Advisory Council adopt the 2002 Working Draft of the Vermont State Historic
Preservation Office’s Guidelines for Conducting Archeology in Vermont as a final
document.
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Sterling Construction, Inc.
4049 Williston Rd., Ste. 8
South Burlington, VT 05403

November 14, 2006

RE: Archaeological Phase IT Testing of the Proposed Severance Property Residential Development
Project, Colchester, Chittenden County, Vermont End-of-Field Letter Report

Dear Mr. Frisbie:

We write to inform you of the completion of the archeological phase II testing of the proposed
Severance Property Residential Development Project, Colchester, Chittenden County, Vermont. The
UMF ARC conducted the fieldwork on behalf of Sterling Construction, Inc. from October 17® to October
24™ 2006. The parcel is bordered on the south by the Severance/Blakely Road and on the west by Routes
2 & 7 (Figure 1). The proposed Circumferential Highway marks the southern and southeastern perimeter
of the project. The proposed project includes the construction of 51 single family homes, eight duplex
units (4 separate buildings), and 56 multi-family condo units with associated road work and parking areas,
storm water management areas and open space within a parcel of land totaling 63 acres (25.5 hectares).
Following an archaeological phase I survey of the property, conducted by the UMF Archaeology
Research Center (UMF ARC) on September 6% through September 13®, 2006, three previously
unrecorded Native American archaeological sites were identified. Unequivocal Native American cultural
remains were recovered from seven test pits, within three distinct landforms, resulting in the identification
of the three newly recorded Native American sites, VT-CH-1 000, VT-CH-1001 and VT-CH-1002 (Figure
2). Recovered artifacts included a total of three quartzite and eight chert debitage fragments (waste from
stone tool manufacture) and two chert flake tools.

These three sites lay on raised relatively level to gently sloping landforms overlooking two deeply
incised tributaries/wetlands of an unnamed stream that flows into Lake Champlain at Mallets Bay.
Project plans provided by Sterling Construction, Inc. indicated that all three sites will be impacted by the
proposed project and, therefore, all three archaeological sites were included in the archaeological phase I

testing.

A member of the University of Maine System
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The archaeological phase II testing included the excavation of a total of 134 0.5 m x 0.5 m test pits
and four 1.0 m x 1.0 m test units and the establishment of a site grid and arbitrary elevation control

system at each archaeological site.

Site VI-CH-1000

Site VT-CH-1000 was identified in archaeological phase I survey Area 5, which is centrally located
within the project area on a high, gently rolling landform between two steeply incised drainages that cross
the property in a north to south orientation. A total of 41 test pits spaced at 5.0 m intervals along seven
transects were excavated in Area 5 during the archaeological phase I survey (Figure 3). Native American
lithic materials consisting of four chert flakes, three quartzite flakes and a chert possibly utilized fragment
tool were recovered from five test pits (T6 P4, T6 P6, T7 P2, T7 P3 and T10 P2). The known site area is
situated in the general location of proposed driveways for buildings A, B and C.

In the course of the archaeological phase II testing of site VT-CH-1000, a total of 68 0.5 m x 0.5 m
test pits and two 1.0 m x 1.0 m test units were excavated at 2.5 m increments surrounding positive phase I
survey test pits. Test pit and test unit depths ranged from 15 cm (test pit N118 E93 SW, where a high
water table was encountered) to 48 cm and averaged 31.8 cm. Soil deposits encountered were
characterized by an uppermost plow zone (or Ap horizon) of dark yelloWish brown (Munsell 10 YR 4/6)
to brown (Munsell 10 YR 4/3) of very silty loam that ranged in thickness from 11 c¢cm to 36 cm and
averaged 22.6 cm. All excavations were terminated within a basal deposit of grayish brown (Munsell 2.5
Y 5/2) to light olive brown (Munsell 2.5 YR 5/4) silt and clay.

Native American lithic debitage was recovered from seven test pits and both test units, all from the
context of the disturbed plow zone. In all, a total of 18 lithic flakes, representing three distinct stone
material types, were recovered. These include four flakes of regionally available quartzite, ten flakes of
light gray or dark gray to black chert that is also probably regionally available and four flakes of
yellow/brown to yellow/red chert that was probably not obtained from a Vermont quarry source. All
were flakes less than 2 cm in maximum dimension and many were less than 1 cm. Two small
concentrations of scattered charcoal were excavated from confexts immediately below the plow zone in
test pit N123 E100 SE and unit N111 E96 and retained for flotation and laboratory analysis. Laboratory
examination of the heavy and light fractions of this possible feature fill, obtained through processing by
flotation, failed to identify any definitive cultural material, only charred wood, and it is concluded both
samples may have been produced by non-cultural burning episodes, such as forest fires.

A preliminary assessment of the lithic materials recovered from site VT-CH-1000 suggests that at
least three stone tools were minimally modified or finished during one or a few episodes of limited Native

American utilization of the site VT-CH-1000 landform. The possible utilized chert fragment tool



recovered during the archaeological phase I survey of site VT-CH-1000 consisted of a cobble fragment,

which split off a parent chert cobble along a bedding plane, with one edge that is slightly' rounded,
possibly as a result of use. No diagnostic Native American artifacts were recovered from site VT-CH-
1000 and all Native American lithic flakes were recovered from contexts disturbed by historic agricultural
activity. Therefore, it is considered unlikely that consh'uctioﬁ of the Severance Property Residential
Development project will adversely affect significant Native American cultural deposits at site VT-CH-
1000 and site VT-CH-1000 is unlikely to be eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP).

Site VT-CH-1001

Site VT-CH-1001 is located in archaeological phase I survey Area 1 to the east of routes 2 and 7 and
north of a residence belonging to Edward and Celine Rathe on the margin of a high landform overlooking
a drainage channel to the east. The site area is situated in an open agricultural field approximately 70
meters east of the drainage channel. A total of 21 test pits spaced at five meter sampling intervals along
two sampling transects spaced 5 m apart were excavated in the course of the archaeological phase 1
survey of site VT-CH-1001 (Figure 4). A single chert flake was recovered from the plow zone of test pit
T13 P4. This positive test pit is located about 10 meters from a proposed access driveway and 15 meters
west of a proposed buildirg envelope.

During the archaeological phase II testing of site VT-CH-1001, a total of 27 0.5 m x 0.5 m test pits
were excavated at 2.5 m increments surrounding positive phase I survey test pit T13 P4. Test pit depths
ranged from 15 cm (test pit N120 E98 NW, where high water table was encountered) to 40 cm and
averaged 29 cm. Soil deposits encountered at site VT-CH-1001 were characterized by an uppermost plow
zone (or Ap horizon) of brown (Munsell 10 YR 4/3) very silty loam that ranged in thickness from 13 cm
to 33 cm and averaged 23 cm. All excavations were terminated within a basal deposit of grayish brown
(Munsell 2.5 Y 5/4) silt and clay. As a result of the archaeological phase II testing, a single chert flake
was recovered from the plow zone of test pit N118 E101 SE, 2.5 m north of positive phase I test pit T13
P4.

A preliminary assessment of the lithic materials recovered from site VT-CH-1001 suggests that a
single chert lithic biface was minimally modified or finished during, perhaps, a single episode of very
limited Native American utilization of the site VT-CH-1001 landform. No diagnostic Native American
artifacts were recovered from site VT-CH-1001 and both Native American lithic flakes were recovered
from contexts disturbed by historic agricultural activity. Given the low artifact density and plow zone

context of the site, it is considered unlikely that construction of the Severance Property Residential




Development project will adversely affect significant Native American cultural deposits at site VT-CH-
1001 and site VT-CH-1001 is unlikely to be eligible for listing in the NRHP.

Site VT-CH-1002
Site VT-CH-1002 is located in archaeological phase I survey Area 6 on the crest of a high narrow

knoll on the opposite side of the drainage to the east of site VT-CH-1000, near the eastern boundary of the
property. A total of eight 0.5 m x 0.5 m tests pits, spaced at five meter intervals along a single transect,
(T11), were excavated along the crest of this high knoll during the initial phase I survey of the project
(Figure 5). Three chert flakes and a chert retouched flake tool were recovered from the plow zone of a
single test pit (T11 P6). The positive test pit lies on the edge of proposed building envelope F.

During the archaeological phase II testing of site VT-CH-1002, a total of 39 0.5 m x 0.5 m test pits
and two 1.0 m x 1.0 m test units were excavated at 2.5 m increments surrounding positive phase I survey
test pit T11 P6. Test pit and test unit depths ranged from 15 cm to 40 cm and averaged 27.1 cm. Soil
deposits encountered at site VT-CH-1002 were characterized by an uppermost plow zone (or Ap horizon)
of brown (Munsell 10 YR 4/3 to 10 YR 5/3) of silty loam that ranged in thickness from 7 cm to 28 cm
and averaged 20.2 cm. All excavations were terminated within a basal deposit of grayish brown (Munsell
2.5Y 5/4) silt and clay.

A total of 59 Native American chert flakes were recovered from seven test pits and both test units. A
fragment of a chert biface in an early stage of reduction was also recovered from test pit N128 E200 SE.
All were recovered from the context of the plow zone. A total of 56 lithic flakes (94.9% of the flakes
recovered during the archaeological phase II testing of site VT-CH-1002) and the single biface fragment
were recovered from a clustered area within a 36 m? area to the north and west of positive phase I test pit
T11 P6 (see Figure 5).

With the exception of a few flakes that were too weathered to provisionally identify as to a source
area, a preliminary assessment of the lithic materials recovered from site VT-CH-1002 suggests that all
(including the three flakes and retouched flake recovered during the phase II survey of site VT-CH-1002)
were of regionally available Hathaway-like chert and could have been produced during the reduction of a
single large chert initial reduction biface. The tight spatial distribution of these lithic artifacts supports this
idea and the assemblage could have been produced during a single episode of Native American utilization
of the site VT-CH-1002 landform. The tight clustering of the artifacts suggests that they have been only
minimally disturbed by agricultural plowing activity. Although no diagnostic Native American artifacts
or cultural features were recovered during the phase II testing work, the potential presence of both

diagnostic artifacts and cultural features is very possible.




‘ The location of the site, the character of the artifact assemblage from the site as compared to the other
sites in and near the project area, suggest that this small site may be eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP). The research potential for this site lies in its relative undisturbed context and
the probable single component vcharacter which with additional research could inform us about a variety
of Native American issues relevant to both local and regional archaeological trends. Given the research
potential of site VT-CH-1002, if the site cannot be avoided through project redesign and protected from
ground disturbing activities in the future, a small phase III data recovery project is recommended.

Conclusions and Recommendations
Archaeological phase II testing of sites VT-CH-1000, VT-CH-1001 and VT-CH-1002 at the proposed

Severance Property Residential Development Project resulted in the recovery of a small but significant
assemblage of stone artifacts. Sites VT-CH-1000 and VT-CH-1001 did not produce cultural material or

| cultural features of great research potential, however, site VT-CH-1002 proved to be a probable small,
single component encampment where stone tool production and likely other activities were carried out.
No additional work is recommended at sites VT-CH-1000 and VT-CH-1001. Given the research
potential at VT-CH-1002 phase III data recovery is recommended if the site cannot be avoided through

. project redesign.

Please call if you have any questions and thank you for the opportunity to conduct this study.

Sincerely,

y A %75”“
Michael S. Brigham, Research Supervisor II
UMF Archaeology Research Center

T M Oy

Ellen R. Cowie, Ph.D., Director
UMF Archaeology Research Center

cc: Scott Dillon (VT DHP)
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‘ Figure 1. Topographic map showing the location of the proposed Severance Property Residential Development
Project, Colchester, Chittenden County, Vermont.
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