The monthly meeting of the Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation will be
held on Thursday, January 27, 2005, at 10:30 a.m. in the John Dewey Lounge, 2
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January 27, 2005

Members Present: David Donath, Chair
Glenn Andres, Vice-Chair
James Petersen, Archeologist
George Turner, Historic Architect
Elizabeth Boepple, Citizen Member
Tracy Martin, Citizen Member

Staff Present: Jane Lendway, SHPO
Nancy Boone, State Architectural Historian
Shari Duncan, Administrative Assistant
Suzanne Jamele, NR/SR Specialist (arrived 10:00, left at 12:00)
Eric Gilbertson, Deputy SHPO (arrived 12:00)
Judith Ehrlich, Environmental Review Specialist (arrived 12:00)

Visitors Present: Harvey Carter, Attorney for VT Citizens for Safe Energy (arrived at 1:00)
Liz Pritchett, Historic Preservation Consultant (arrived at 1:00)

The Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation meeting was called to order by the Chair at
10:35 a.m. in the John Dewey Lounge at Old Mill, UVM, Burlington, VT.

I. Schedule/Meeting Dates — Meetings are scheduled for February 11 in Montpelier, March 15 with
location to be determined, April 11 in Montpelier and May 6 at the annual Historic Preservation
Conference in Bennington.

II. Minutes — On page 5, paragraph 3; change “ten” to “twelve”. Glenn made a motion to accept the
minutes as amended, Jim seconded. The vote was unanimous.

IV. CLG Grants - The Council had previously received a summary and staff recommendations for
this CLG grant cycle. George made a motion to award the grants as recommended by Division staff,
totaling $39,297, Jim seconded. The vote was unanimous. George suggested the City of Burlington be
encouraged to apply for the remaining CLG funds to address the reburial issue of the War of 1812
remains.

Following is the FY 04 CLG Grant Summary & Staff Recommendations:



Grant # CLG Eligibility Categor Request Match Total

CLG05-01  Bennington Info/Education $2,800 60% $1,883 40% $4,683
CLGO05-01a Bennington Info/Education- Conference $3,000 55% $2,408 45%  $5,408
CLG05-02  Burlington  Survey $4,200 53% $3,717 47% $7,917
CLGO05-02a Burlington  Building Assessment $4,000 60% $2,640 40% $6,640
CLG05-03  Hartford Info/Education $6,554 60% $4,369 40% $10,923
CLG05-04  Montpelier Survey $4,252 50% $4,252 50% $8,504
CLG05-05  Stowe Info/Education $2,212 50% $2,212 50% $4,424
CLG05-06  Rockingham Info/Education -Training $5,580 60% $3,720 40% $9,300
CLG05-07  Williston Info/Education $3,199 60% $2,133 40% $5,332
CLG05-08 Windsor NR Survey $3,500 49% $3,675 51% $7,175

Totals $39,297 56% $31,009 44% $70,306

CLG Appropriation*  $48,066
Unallocated $ 8,769

VI. National Register Final Review

A. Josiah and Lydia Shedd Farmstead, Peacham - The Council had been sent copies of the nomination
prior to the meeting. Sue gave an overview of the nomination. Glenn made note that the biographical
dates did not appear to be correct and suggested that they be looked into and changed. Sue agreed that
she would talk with the owner. Beth made a motion to nominate under Criteria A and C, Glenn
seconded. The vote was unanimous.

B. St. Johnsbury Federal Fish Culture Station, St. Johnsbury — The Council had been sent copies of the
nomination prior to the meeting. Sue summarized the nomination. Glenn made a motion to nominate
under Criteria A and C, Jim seconded. The vote was unanimous.

C. Arthur D. and Emma J. Wyatt House, Brattleboro — The Council had been sent copies of the
nomination prior to the meeting. Sue gave an overview of the nomination. Glenn made a motion to
nominate under Criteria A and C, Beth seconded. The vote was unanimous.

VII. State Review and Designation

A. District 6 Schoolhouse, Lyndon Center — The Council had been sent copies of the nomination prior
to the meeting. Sue summarized the project. George made a motion to nominate under Criteria A and
C, Jim seconded. The vote was unanimous.

B. Bullis House, Grand Isle — Sue summarized and reminded the Council that this project was
discussed at the October meeting and the Council had requested more information. Sue noted that
Nancy had conducted research on Methodism in Grand Isle. The Council received survey forms that
summarized observations and conclusions resulting from research and a site visit by Nancy and Sue.
The Council agreed there is potential for a good story and suggested more research be done including;
getting dates confirmed, name of the Pastor, confirm how the parsonage parlor was used. The parlor
has significant architectural features. Dave made a suggestion that Tom Bassett’s book on the history
of religion in Vermont might be of interest in this regard. Glenn made a motion to nominate under
Criteria A, Jim seconded. The vote was unanimous.




V. New Business

A. Velco Northwest Reliability Project — Harvey Carter, an attorney representing the Vermont
Citizens for Safe Energy and Liz Pritchett, Historic Preservation Consultant, were present because of
their earlier request that they have time on today’s agenda. Mr. Carter had concerns about the decision
issued by the Division on the Velco Northwest Reliability Project; in particular the area that involves
Shelburne Farms, Shelburne Museum and the Meach Cove Trust property, along Route 7 in the
northwestern part of the state. In a letter issued by Jane Lendway, SHPO, on November 4, 2004; the
Division offered its opinion that the project will have no adverse effect to historic resources provided
several conditions are met. Mr. Carter and Ms. Pritchett were present to discuss their concerns with
the decision and the process. Dave Donath stated that the Council was willing to hear the concerns but
not in a position to take action or make determinations

Ms. Pritchett stated that she was astounded by the quality of the landscape of the property mentioned
above. She noted that it was in her opinion that the visual impact would have an undue adverse effect
and that the proposed taller poles and bigger wires would contribute to that. Liz said that Olmstead
designed it as a working agricultural farm and is one of the best-preserved agricultural landscapes in
the United States and a unique Vermont resource. Her concern is to make certain the Council
understands the concerns of protecting historic resources and making sure the process works.

Mr. Carter suggested the Division needed extra staff to assist with the review of this project and could
have applied to the Emergency Board for funds. He suggested that there might be some benefit to
establishing a more formal process between consultants and the Division. Mr. Carter noted that the
Division’s letter was issued in an untimely manner and made things more difficult for him as the
consultant. He felt it was vital to know certain facts before the Certificate of Good is issued by the
PSB. Mr. Carter stated his biggest concern is with the lack of specifics in the letter. He doesn’t feel
the letter addresses the issues and is confusing, and would like the Division to clarify. Eric offered to
meet with Harvey to explain the intent of the letter. Dave thanked Liz and Harvey for bringing their
concerns to the Council. He noted that the Council is aware of the importance of landscapes and the
difficulty in reviewing these types of projects.

George expressed concern that the Council wasn’t involved or been given information about this
project until last month making it difficult to consider Mr. Carter’s presentation. Nancy explained that
PSB projects have not been reviewed by the Council in the past. Glenn said that perhaps the landscape
views should be written into the nomination on National Register Listed sites. The Council agreed to
plan a discussion at a future meeting to address the landscape issue.

III. Old Business

A. Advisory Council Annual Report — Beth and Jim each had a handout for the Council. Beth was
working on the formatting of an annual report and Jim had the content. Each member agreed to review
the work and email suggestions and/or comments. A round robin email will be facilitated by Nancy.

VIII. SHPO Report — Jane gave the following report:

e There is draft language written for the Vermont Downtown Program to expand and improve the
tax credits. They are hoping to increase the cap on the rehab credits to 1.5 million. The
increased cap will help, especially since Winooski has stated they will be in every year for
$400,000. The intent of the new language is to make the tax credits easier to use and
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Grant # CLG Eligibility Categor Request Match Total

CLGO05-01 Bennington Info/Education $2,800 60% $1,883 40% $4,684
CLGO05-01a Bennington Info/Education- Conference $3,000 55% $2,408 45% $5,409
CLG05-02 Burlington  Survey $4,200 53% $3,717 47% $7,918
CLG05-02a Burlington  Building Assessment $4,000 60% $2,640 40% $6,641
CLGO05-03 Hartford Info/Education $6,554 60% $4,369 40% $10,924
CLG05-04 Montpelier Survey $4,252 50% $4,252 50% $8,504
CLGO05-05 Stowe Info/Education $2,212 50% $2,212 50% $4,424
CLG05-06 Rockingham Info/Education -Training $5,580 60% $3,720 40% $9,301
CLG05-07 Williston Info/Education $3,199 60% $2,133 40% $5,333
CLG05-08 Windsor NR Survey $3,500 49% $3,675 51% $7,175

$39,297 56% $31,009 44% $70,312

Anticipated CLG Appropriation* $48,066
Unallocated  $8,769

* The Secretary of the Interior has yet to sign the grant apportionment for the SHPOs, but
the signature is anticipated before the Advisory Council meets.

No applications were received from Brandon, Calais, Mad River, or Shelburne.

Bennington (CLG05-01): This project will finalize the update of Time & Place: A
Handbook for the Central Bennington Historic District, by printing the design guidebook
with new photographs and details on new materials and procedures.

Bennington (CLG05-01a): This project will assist with the marketing of the 2005
Vermont Historic Preservation Conference to be held in Bennington in May.
Specifically, the money will be used for the printing and mailing of the postcards
announcing the conference.

Burlington (CLG05-02): This project is to hire a 36CF R-qualified historic preservation
consultant with experience in conducting historic sites and structure surveys, and a
Historic Preservation Graduate Student summer intern, to continue the City’s efforts to
complete a historic sites and structure survey.

This survey will complete the “Prospect Park” survey work begun last year. The total
number of properties that will be surveyed will be determined by proposals received by a
36CFR-qualified historic preservation consultant working in conjunction with a Historic
Preservation Graduate Student. The city estimates that it will be able to survey 200
properties at a minimum.

Burlington (CLGO05-02a): The purpose of this project will hire qualified historic
preservation consultant to write a historic building assessment for the Moran Generating
Station. The assessment will document the history and architecture of the buildings; and
identify the character defining features, current level of integrity, and potential areas of
opportunity and limitations regarding future rehabilitation (with respect to the



preservation standards). The assessment will identify the remaining historic structures
associated with power generation located on Burlington’s waterfront and include the
history and context associated with Burlington’s public power generation beginning at
the turn of the 20™ century.

Hartford (CLG05-03): The project will underwrite transcription services for the taped
interviews from Phase I as well as interviews planned for Phase II. The project also will
include three training sessions for volunteers to fine tune skills necessary for a successful
volunteer oral history program. Also included in the scope of work is a request for funds
to scan photograph negatives of several National Register historic districts to a digital
version. This will allow inexpensive duplication of all of the historic district
photographs, and integration into reports and the Town’s website

Montpelier (CLG05-04): This project will hire a 36CFR-qualified historic preservation
consultant to update the survey of Montpelier’s National Register District to determine
whether if the status of the any building has changed and to include any outbuildings,
manufacturing buildings, and possibly include Hubbard Park in the re-survey. A GIS
map layer of the National Register District will be created as part of this project.

Stowe (CLG05-05): The Town’s plans to designate a historic overlay district (historic
zoning) became controversial and were delayed. As a consequence, the town was not
able to complete its overlay design guideline publication project proposed last year and
returned their money. This project is to complete the last year’s project as planned. The
publication will be eight pages long consisting of a four-color cover and two-color text
with pictures and graphics explaining the purpose of the overlay district and guidelines
and provide guidance to affected property owners in an easy-to-read format. The Design
Review Guide would be mailed to the approximately 400 property owners who are either
located within the proposed overlay district or who own historic properties outside the
district. The remainder of the Guides would be available to the public at the Planning and
Zoning office on an ongoing basis.

Rockingham (CLG05-06): The purpose of the project is to fund a wide range of
activities that celebrate, enhance, and preserve the Town's historic resources. These
activities support the Rockingham Historical Commission, the position of CLG
Coordinator, integrate historic preservation into Town policies and actions, provide
informational and technical support to property owners of historic properties, and
promote preservation generally in the community.

The project will also hire a 36CFR-qualified historic preservation consultant to expand
recently established Bellows Fall’s Neighborhood Historic District. This grant would not
cover the cost of listing the entire Village of Bellows Falls but would provide funding
allowing approximately 40 to 50 more buildings to be included in the National Register.
The CLG would also create a master plan outlining the process required to get the entire
Village of Bellows Falls listed on the National Register.

Windsor (CLG05-07): This project is to hire a consultant to finalize and submit the



National Register District Revision and will include a nomination for the Franklin
Museum property to honor Edwin Battison’s contributions to the Nation, the State of
Vermont, and the Town of Windsor. The funding will support community outreach
through a monthly (or regular) column in the local newspaper about the expansion of the
district and the rationale for the Designated Downtown and the Design Review District.

Williston (CLG05-08): This project is to hire a consultant to write an educational booklet
and walking tour brochure, which discuss the rich architectural and cultural history of
Williston’s historic homes. The booklet, to be entitled, “A Look About Historic
Willistonwill include approximately 40 homes (30 homes listed on the State and
National Registers in the Historic Village District, and about 10 selected houses and
farmsteads outside the Village). As a stand-alone or booklet insert, a brochure will also
be produced entitled Williston Historic Village Walking Tour. This brochure would be a
condensed version of the booklet, and only include the homes visible from public
sidewalks and roadways in the Village Center. Both publications will be made available
to the public free of charge at the Town Hall, Planning Office and local library.
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Q2.

Q3.

A3.

Q4.

Ad.

Please state your name and position.

My name is Liz Pritchett. I am registered with the State of Vermont as a sole-

proprietor doing business as Liz Pritchett Associates. Iam a historic preservation

consultant, and I have been retained to assist Vermont Citizens for Safe Energy, Inc.
(VCSE) in reviewing impacts of the proposed VELCO Northwest Reliability Project. I

have provided more information as to my background and experience. (Please see

VCSE-LP-SURR-1)

What is your educational background?

I graduated from Middlebury College with a Bachelor’s in Art History in 1969. In
1992, I received a Master of Science Degree in Historic Preservation from the
University of Vermont.

Do you have professional licenses/registrations?

Because I hold a degree in Historic Preservation, I am 36 CFR qualified according to
the National Park Service, Department of the Interior’s standards required to conduct
review of historic resources.

Please describe your professional background.

I'have worked in the field of historic preservation since 1986 when I began as a field
surveyor for the Vermont Division for Historic Preservation. In 1992, after graduate
school, I started Liz Pritchett Associates. During eighteen years as a preservation
consultant, I have worked statewide on hundreds of projects involving Act 250 review
and Section 106 review for state and federally funded projects. For example, I

provided testimony for the Agency of Transportation’s current roadwork
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improvements on Route 7 between Shelburne and South Burlington, and for the
Fletcher Allen Health Care Renaissance Project. I have ongoing contracts with
Housing Vermont, Inc., the largest affordable housing non-profit in the state, and the
Vermont Housing and Conservation Board. They call upon me to make
recommendations for rehabilitation of buildings listed in or eligible for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places in order to avoid adverse effects upon these
resources, according to standards set by the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966.

Determination of the Effect of the proposed VELCO Northwest Reliability -

Project on Certain Properties in the Town of Shelburne

What work has the Vermont Citizens for Safe Energy asked you to do and what
approach have you used?

My understanding of Section 248 is that it requires the Public Service Board to make a
finding that a proposed transmission project will not have an undue adverse effect on
the scenic or natural beauty of the area, aesthetics, historic sites or resources including
those designated as historic districts or structures. This testimony sets forth my review
of the potential effect of the proposed transmission project on the scenic beauty or
setting of the area, and upon its historic sites or resources, including those designated
as historic districts or structures.

To conduct this review I have applied the standards set forth in 36 CFR 800,

regulations established by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation to implement
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Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, by which federal agencies must
take into account the effect of any federally assisted undertaking on historic resources
and provide the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation a reasonable opportunity to
comment. Project review identifies potential impacts to historic buildings, structures,
historic districts, historic landsc‘apes and settings, and to known or potential
archeological resources. This review also meets requirements for Act 250 review
under 10 V. S. A. Chapter 151, Criterion 8, and applies as well to Section 248 review.

To determine the potential effect I have also applied “The Criteria for
Evaluating the Effect of Telecommunications Facilities on Historic Resources for both
Indirect Impacts and Direct Impacts”, as developed by the Vermont Division for
Historic Preservation (DHP). (Please see VCSE-LP-SURR-2) According to the DHP,
this document “also pertains to the effects of proposed power lines, poles, etc.”
(Memo dated 11/4/03 from Judith Ehrlich, DHP Environmental Coordinator, to S. -
Rowe, VELCO, re: Scope of work for architectural historian for VELCO project).

Tasks to complete this work included two site visits to the proposed foute and
area of potential effect within the town of Shelburne. The first site visit, led by Alec
Webb, President of Shelburne Farms, and Hope Alswang, President of Shelburne
Museum, was also attended by representatives from the Vermont Division for Historic
Preservation, VELCO, the town of Shelburne, Kimberly Hayden, David Englander,
and Harvey Carter, attorneys for VELCO, ANR and VCSE, respectively. I have

reviewed various documents noted below regarding the history and significance of
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Shelburne Farms, Shelburne Museum, and the Meach Cové Real Estate Trust
property, files at the Vermont Division for Historic Preservation, Montpelier,
Vermont, and the testimony and Exhibits provided by the Petitioner’s consultants
regarding the VELCO Northwest Reliability Project (NRP).

Please describe the project.

My testimony comprises my analysis of impacts on historic resources associated with
VELCO’s proposal to construct a 115 kV overhead transmission line in the town of
Shelburne. This undertaking affects parcels of land along the alignment between
Bostwick Road on the south and Harbor Road on the north. At the southerly portion,
north of Bostwick Road, the transmission line alignment currently runs adjacent to or
near Limerick Road, and its proposed reroutes continue to follow this alignment at the
southerly section of Limerick road, veering somewhat to the east in the northerly
sections. The existing GMP 34.5 kV transmission poles range from 32 feet to 35 feet
in height, and the proposed new 115 kV alignment will have poles from 52 feet to 65,
perhaps 70 feet tall, and at one northerly section, three H frame poles are planned. A
widened right-of-way is anticipated. (Please see VCSE-LP-SURR-3).

Have you determined the area of the line’s potential effect as it passes through
this part of the town of Shelburne?

I have taken into account an area of potential effect (APE) that comprises the land
bounded by Meach Cove Trust on the south, Lake Champlain on the west, Shelburne

Farms on the north and east, and Meach Cove Trust and Shelburne Museum on the
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east. Within these boundaries, principally near the center of the area of potential effect
between Meach Cove Trust land and Shelburne Farms are 14 inholdings in separate
ownership. The area of potential effect comprises approximately 3,000 acres — about
1,400 acres at Shelburne Farms, 1,045 acres of Meach Cove Trust land, more than 500
acres of other inholdings, and 45 acres at Shelburne Museum. (Please see VCSE-LP-
SURR-4)

In my opinion, VELCO’s proposal for poles that are twice as high as the
existing poles, and generally wider cutting, will result in an undue adverse effect due

to visual impacts on the historic landscape in the area of potential effect which has

been determined to be of outstanding signiﬁéance, indeed a treasure to Vermont, and

one of our nation’s most remarkable cultural resources.

What did you do next?

I compiled an inventory of resources and assessed their significance. I determined that
the land comprising the properties of Meach Cove Trust, Shelburne Farms, Shelburne
Museum and the inholdings in between, makes up a nationally recognized historic
landscape of immense significance. Together these properties create a cultural
landscape that ranks in the top tier of our national treasures, and impacts to the
integrity of its resources should be held accountable to the highest review standards.
The historic character of this landscape is created by the combination of historic
architecture, agricultural land, a unique museum, and the views that are shared from

and between these resources. This property area is important not only for these
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cultural resources, but also for the importance of this heritage to the Vermont
economy, agriculture, recreation, the educational benefits to children, and the
enjoyment and public benefit of the land and its beauty for tourists and local residents.
In addition, the study area is also highly significant for its unique position as a
largely intact rural and agricultural landscape, surrounded by the most densely settled
area of Vermont with a population of more than 100,000 people. I felt keenly the need
to evaluate the potential for impacts from threats to the integrity of this very important
park-like setting, in order to understand how to protect this valuable cultural resource

for all Vermonters and all Americans.

Besides common geographic boundaries, the project area is bounded by a
cohesive history associated with the Webb family. This history begins with the
development of Shelburne Farms as a country estate in the 1880s by W. Seward and
Lila Vanderbilt Webb, and extends to the founding of Shelburne Museum in 1947 by
their son’s wife Electra Webb, as well as Webb family connections with the land now
owned by Meach Cove Trust.

What are your observations and findings as to the significance of Shelburne
Farms?

SHELBURNE FARMS AND THE OLMSTED SIGNIFICANCE

Shelburne Farms is a property of distinction recognized for its importance in Vermont

and the nation. It is one of 14 sites in the state that has achieved the status of National

Historic Landmark (designated on January 3, 2001). (Please see VCSE-LP-SURR-5). ‘
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In the last ten years Shelburne Farms has been recognized on the state and national
Jevels for its important preservation and conservation work. The property was first
entered in the National Register of Historic Places in 1980, but the nomination did not
include Southern Acres and the Breeding Barn complex, which from 1913 to 1986
was under separate Webb family ownership. In 1994 Shelburne Farms reacquired the
Southern Acres parcel.

The qualities that define the character of Shelburne Farms and justification for
the National Historic Landmark (NHL) designation (the most distinguished national
category for historic broperties) are expressed in the NHL document’s Statement of
Significance, which states, in part:

“Shelburne Farms, with its monumental building and
pastoral landscape, represents an outstanding example
of late-nineteenth and early twentieth century model
farms and country estates in Vermont and the United
States as a whole. Occupying perhaps the most
glorious waterfront setting in Vermont, the estate is the
result of a care and understanding of the natural
environment in which the estate buildings harmonize
with the surrounding landscape. With all of its most
significant buildings and landscape features intact,
Shelburne Farms provides an exceptionally valuable
record not only of turn-of-the-century architecture and
landscape design, but of a period of history as well.

The estate is a nationally-significant representative

of turn-of-the-century American country estates and
model farms that retains its core property and its

historic character. Shelburne Farms is the most
significant and intact property developed by its

founders, Dr. William Seward Webb and Lila Osgood
Vanderbilt Webb, and represents one of the most
significant country estates created by the same generation
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of the Vanderbilt family. In addition, its architecture and
landscape architecture represent significant achievements
by both architect Robert Henderson Robertson, and J\,& LN
landscape architect Frederick Law Olmsted, Sr.” 0

(NHL p. 33).! A\

Frederick Law Olmsted, Sr. (1822-1903) shaped the essence of the design of «;: A
the Shelburne Farms landscape. Considered the father of American landscape il
architecture, Olmsted was the preeminent l'andscape designer in the late nineteenth
century, known for his design of New York City’s Central Park, Mont Royal Park in
Montreal, the Biltmore estate, and the grounds for the United States Capitol. The
Shelburne Farms landscape retains many of his design characteristics including the
placement of different landscape functions in separate areas of the estate, and
curvilinear drives that provide glimpses of estate buildings and landscape scenery as
they progress (Ibid. p. 38). Olmsted’s working landscape, with its separate divisions
for farm, forest and parkland, is still the core feature of Shelburne Farms. It remains an
important and intact example of Olmsted's work for private estate properties (/bid. p.

39)

! Pastoral and picturesque landscapes represent much of Olmsted’s work and are notable features of an
“ornamental farm” such as Shelburne Farms. The pastoral and picturesque are two styles created and much
described in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. The pastoral landscape is epitomized by broad sweeping
lawns, full, mature shade trees and calm bodies of water reflecting overhanging trees and sky. A pastoral
landscape can also have elements of agriculture, like grazing cows or sheep, crops, and people at work in the
field. Farm landscapes are also potentially scenic in the “ferme ornee” or ornamental farm tradition. The
picturesque landscape is characterized by woods with luxuriant, varied growth and a play of light and shade. The
landscape styles are enhanced by the framing of scenic, distant views as “borrowed” landscape. Frederick Law
Olmsted was a renowned landscape architect who designed in these styles, and both the pastoral and the
picturesque styles are seen in the Shelburne Farms landscape. The “borrowed” landscapes, viewed from this
property, are Lake Champlain and the Adirondack Mountains.” Shelburne Farms Landscape Stewardship Plan,
2004, p. 1.2).

)
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Between c. 1886 and 1889 Olmsted prepared a plan dividing the estate
landscape into three functional groupings of farmland, forest, and parkland, with a
system of drives according to his principles of landscape scenery and scenic
enjoyment. (Please see VCSE-LP-SURR-6, p. 1.4, Figure 1.3). Also, he proposed
planting schemes for the parks and woodlands including an “Arboretum Vermontii”
with native species such as maples, elms, poplar, ash and oak. The farm landscape was
created between the late 1880s and 1905 incorporating 32 farm parcels purchased by
the Webbs for the estate. (Please see VCSE-LP-SURR-6 Drawing No. SUR-1891, and
VCSE-LP-SURR-7). The landscape was transformed by the Webbs’ first farm
manager, Scottish horticulturalist Arthur Taylor, who implemented much of Olmsted’s
farm-forest-park plan encompassing 3,800 acres of land with 12 miles of frontage on
Lake Champlain, and 40 buildings. Fences were removed to create broad, sweeping
fields and parklands that gently flowed into woodland areas. Existing roads were
replaced with winding, recreational drives through the forests and along the lakeshore
(NHL p. 33). In forested sections, woodlands were defined and planted on land that
had previously primarily served as cleared farmland. Plant stock of native species was
grown in a nursery on the property and planted in the woodlands, although Olmsted’s
«“Arboretum Vermontii” was not established as initially advised. (NHL p. 7). Gifford
Pinchot (1865-1946), the first head of the U. S. Forest service, was also involved with
the landscape planning at Shelburne Farms, and he prepared a forestry plan for the

Webb estate in the Adirondacks, Ne-Ha-Sa-Ne.
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Shelburne Farms retains most of the historic resources present during its period
of significance, c. 1887 to 1936 (the year Mrs. Webb died) (NHL p. 4). Historic and
orthophoto maps show us that the landscape Olmsted designed, and that farm manager
Arthur Taylor implemented, has been remarkably preserved since the early twentieth
century. (Please see VCSE-LP-SURR-6, AIR-1942, AIR-2000). Today the property
continues to represent the ornamental farm tradition, comprising approximately 1,400
acres of pastures, hayfields, woodland, lawns, garden, and lakeshore connected by 11
Y, miles of primary and secondary roads and 8 miles of walking trails. Working
agricultural lands predominate in the eastern two-third of the property and consist of
gently rolling fields of varying shapes accented with isolated softwood plantation
mounds.

While much of Olmsted’s farm-forest-parkland divisions remain intact today,
the landscape has experienced some alterations consistent with its character as an
evolving farm and residential property. The Webb’s decision to build their estate
residence on Saxton point overlooking the lake (rather than on Lone Tree Hill as
initially planned), shifted the boundaries of the farm and parkland sections of the
estate. Moving the dairy operation from the Breeding Barn complex to the northern
part of the golf links diminished the overall amount of parkland. Many specimen elm
trees at the entrances, on the House lawn and other areas died of Dutch elm disease in
the 1970s and 80s. Almost 750 acres are working agricultural fields used for growing

hay, and as pastureland for the dairy cows enclosed by temporary electric fences. Four
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hundred acres of woodlands and plantations are managed as sustainable woodlands.
This is still, amazingly, a working landscape. The modern Dairy Complex is shielded
from view with pines and spruce on the side facing the Shelburne House to mitigate its
impact. Elms have been replaced with maples and other hardy species. (NHL p. 7)

Southern Acres, since it has been reacquired by Shelburne Farms, is now a
focus of revitalization, its barns and landscape were somewhat neglected while other
major buildings such as the Farm Bam, Coach Barn and the Shelburne House itself
were being restored in the northern portions of the estate. According to the _Ohnsted
design, the Breeding Barn anchors an important cluster of agricultural buildings (as
does the Farm Barn in another cluster) within Olmsted’s landscape section, while the
Shelburne Houée and the Coach Barn are centerpieces of the parkland areas. '

The four primary estate buildings — the Breeding Barn, Farm Barn, D-a;ry Barn,
and Shelburne House, along with other buildings on the farm designed by Robert
Henderson Robertson (1849-1919), likely represent this architect’s most significant,
extensive, and intact country estate commission. (Ibid. p. 39). Robertson was a
prominent American architect who designed buildings in several late-nineteenth
century styles for ecclesiastical buildings, railroad stations, at least seven pubiic and
commercial buildings in New York City such as skyscrapers and the Park Row
buildings, and estates on Long Island, New York, and Newport, Rhode Island.

W. Seward Webb, a New York City railroad entrepreneur, possessed great

interest in agriculture and horses and was the driving force behind the estate’s model
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stock farm and Hackney horse breeding service. For a time he owned the Rutland
Railroad, whose tracks bordered Shelburne Farms, and he built the village depot for
his guests. (In 1959, after passenger service ceased, the depot was moved to the
Shelburne Museum.) The 300 employees on Webb’s model stock farm, raised cattle,
sheep, pigs and other animals, yielding high-quality meets and produce. The horse
breeding service in the breeding barn consisted of imported English Hackneys, a
champion stallion, some which were sold or shown at Madison Square Garden. The
estate was equipped with the latest technological innovations such as an early natural

gas plant for gas lighting, a steam power plant, and telephone and telegraph lines

linked the buildings to the outside world.

Shelburne Farms reached its peak prior to the First World War when it was one
of the finest country estates in America, during an era when a large number of estates
were being developed. For example, Olmsted firms undertook more than 2,000 private
property commissions from the 1870s to the 1940s (Ibid. p. 37). A number of such
country estates included agricultural lands and ornamental farm landscapes such as the
Biltmore Estate of George W. Vanderbilt, in Ashville, NC; Lyndhurst, Tarrytown,
NY; and the Marsh-Billings-Rockefeller Farm, Woodstock, VT (NHL 1967). Known
as an “ideal country place”, Shelburne Farms was featured in numerous period
publications, including “Frank Leslie’s Popular Monthly” and “Country Life in

America”, as an exemplary American gentlemen’s estate for its architecture,

agriculture, landscape (including one of the earliest golf courses in the country), and .
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social activities. The 25 bedroom Shelburne House was filled during the season from
May to October with family and friends including noted Americans and politicians
such as President Theodore Roosevelt. (/bid. p. 35).

In 1972 six great-grandchildren of W. Seward and Lila Webb founded the
nonprofit organization called Shelburne Farms Resources. Its mission focused on
environmental education and preservation of the Farm and its major buildings. Under
the nonprofit’s management, the estate’s architectural and landscape features are being
preserved and restored. Covenants restrict development and control the number and
placement of new buildings, ensuring long-term preservation of the historic landscape.
As of 2001 there were 14 inholding properties within Shelburne Farms. In 1994 the
organization reacquired the Southern Acres property, including 330 acres and the
Breeding Barn Complex, from Shelburne Museum, and 391 acres of the Southern
Acres were protected in 1997 by a conservation easement held by the Vermont
Land Trust (Ibid. p. 37). The land surrounding the Breeding Barn complex is part of
the conserved land.

Shelburne Farms is one of ten residences and estates constructed and
developed in this country by members of the same generation of the Vanderbilt family
c. 1880-1920. Of the Vanderbilt properties, Shelburne Farms possesses distinction for
its emphasis on the estate landscape and agriculture. Only Shelburne Farms, Frederick
Vanderbilt’s Hyde Park, and George Vanderbilt’s Biltmore were founded as country

estates with agricultural operations and significant land masses. As of 2001 only
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Biltmore and Shelburne Farms remained as working farms that retain significant land
bases. In addition, the Webbs were unique in their conscious decision to focus upon
the agricultural and landscape aspects of Shelburne Farms rather than building a
showcase house that dominated the estate (/bid. p. 37).

Relatively few historic country estates like Shelburne Farms remain intact
today. Often, as in the case of Lﬁ@mst, and the Vanderbilt Mansion, the farm lands
were lost while the designed landscape of the estate remains. On other properties,
historic integrity has been reduced by changes over time. Within this broader context,
the retention of the core agricultural and estate property and its historic character at
Shelburne Farms is all the more important. (/bid. pp. 37-38).

Similarly, on the state level, Shelburne Farms is a rare resource. In Vermont,
no other country estate is known to exist that possesses similar importance in terms of
the relationship between the architecture, a working landscape, and the architects that
designed them. One property, however, is somewhat similar in scope. The Marsh-
Billings House, also known as the George Perkins Marsh Boyhood Home, built in
1805 in Woodstock, Vermon’_t was designated a National Historic Landmark in 1975.
This country estate is highly significant as the home of scholar, naturalist and public
servant, George Perkins Marsh, but the property lacks the extensive, working
landscape found at Shelburne Farms. Although the mansion, and surrounding grounds,
designed by landscape architect R. M. Copeland remain largely intact, unlike

Shelburne Farms, a landscape architect did not design the farmland and woodlands,
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and thus the property does not qualify as an ornamental farm on the level of Shelburne
Farms.

The immense value and achievements of Shelburne Farms Resources have
been recognized with a number of prestigious awards such as a President of the United
States’ Award for Historic Preservation in 1988, plus awards from the Preservation
Trust of Vermont in 1987 and 1993, and a National Trust for Historic Preservation
National Honor Award in 1995 (Ibid. p. 37).

And to the significance of the Museum?

SHELBURNE MUSEUM and the S.S. TICONDEROGA

Shelburne Museum was founded by Watson Webb (son of Seward and Lila)
and Electra Havemeyer Webb in 1947. The museum began as a result of Electra’s
interest in folk art, and the need to house her growing collection of American artifacts,
which were filling her five homes, coupled with her idea to start a transportation
museum to exhibit her parents’ many sleighs and carriages. Electra and her husband
purchased 8 acres of land south of Shelburr'1e village for the museum, which opened in
1952 with 14 building and a variety of collections. By 1957 the museum had grown to
21 buildings and 25 acres. Today Shelburne Museum encompasses 45 acres of land
and has 37 buildings. It continues to represent the unique vision of its founder Electra
Webb, who is remembered for her good artistic “eye” and her fervent search primarily
throughout the northeast for items that “spoke to her”. Unlike many historical

museums that are developed as villages based on a specific period of history or
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culture, the Shelburne Museum may be the only museum of its type in the United
States, which is a “collection of collections”. Many buildings and structures (including
a covered bridge, school house, and a lighthouse) from Shelburne village and
surrounding towns were carefully moved and placed on the museum grounds to create
a unique setting that is educational in scope, and aesthetically pleasing. The museum’s
collections’ care and building restoration methods follow a high preservation standard.
Electra’s interest in sharing her collection with the state of Vermont, and to bringing
tourists here “to enjoy and learn”, continues to be part of the museum’s mission today.
(Video, Out of the Ordinary, Electra Havemeyer Webb, Vermont Public Television,
2002).

According to the Vermont Division for Historic Preservation, the Shelburne
Museum is potentially eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places,
and the president of the museum, Hope Alswang has expressed interest in pursuing
this nomination. One outstanding museum structure, the S. S. Ticonderoga has already
been determined an outstanding resource for the State of Vermont and the nation
borne out by designation as a National Historic Landmark in 1963. The S. S.
Ticonderoga, constructed in 1906, is a steel-hulled, multi-deck, side-wheel steamboat
220 feet in length. It was retired from service on Lake Champlain in 1954 and moved
from Shelburne Bay to the museum where is now rests, fully restored on the southwest
portion of the museum grounds near the western border. From the top of the deck of

the ship, the power line poles will be visible, particularly when the trees have lost their




Surrebuttal Testimony of Liz Pritchett
VELCO Petition — PSB Docket No. 6860
September 14, 2004

Page 17 of 17

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

Q11.

All.

leaves, and shared views exist of the Meach Cove property and Shelburne Farm fields
east of the Breeding Barn complex. In addition, shared or “borrowed” views (in the
Olmsted vernacular) of the Adirondacks to the west and Green Mountains to the east
exist not only from the S. S. Ticonderoga, but also from many other vantage points on
the Museum grounds.

Of particular significance is the fact that the Museum is the only Vermont
destination to receive a 3-star rating in the current Michelin guide travel series, it
received the “Best of the Road” designation by the American Automobile Association,
and was deemed one of “Seven Wonders of New England” by Yankee Magazine.
According to Hope Alswang, President of the Museum, these designations reflect the
travel companies’ opinions on the importance of the views from Shelburne Museum to
the west, encompassing the broad expanse of pastoral, agricultural landscape and
picturesque views of Meach Cove Trust and Shelburne Farms, across Lake Champlain
to the rugged range of the Adirondacks in the distance. (meeting with Hope Alswang,
President, Shelburne Museum, 8/20/04).

And please describe the significance of the Meach Cove property.
MEACH COVE TRUST

Meach Cove Real Estate Trust property consists of approximately 1,045 acres
of land that is bordered generally to the east by Shelburne Museum and U. S. Route i+
to the west by Lake Champlain; to the south by Nature’s Way Trust property and the

Charlotte Town line; and by private properties on the north extending to Depot and
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Harbor Roads. The property contains residential houses and farm buildings, many of
which are significant 19™ and 20™ century resources, including the 1936 airplane
hangar and landing strip, organic farmland and pastures, managed woodlots, and a
vineyard and winery. This very well-preserved and well-maintained complex of
historic buildings and rural landscape is listed in the Vermont Historic Sites and
Structures Survey (site no. 0413-03), and is clearly eligible for listing in the National
Register. (Please see VCSE-LP-SURR-8).

Meach Cove Trust property incorporates part of the land originally owned by
Moses Pierson, one of the first settlers in Shelburne, and later owned by Ezra Meech,
who was one of the wealthiest men in the county and the largest landholder in
Vermont at the time of his death in-1856. The farmstead was purchased from Truman
Fletcher in 1931 by J. Watson Webb as a wedding gift to his daughter Electra Webb
and her husband Dunbar Bostwick. Meach Cove Trust now owns the extensive
holdings of Bostwick Farm. Today the large agricultural property retains the character
of a prosperous early twentieth century farmstead, with pastures and hay fields that
appear generally intact from the nineteenth century, somewhat contrasting with the
more manipulated, but no less significant landscape of the Olmstead-influenced
Shelburne Farms. As stated above, and reflected in the photographs of the area of
potential effect, the open fields, forests, and ridge lines of Meach Cove Trust are
important components of the shared or “borrowed” landscape of this property, namely,

Shelburne Farms, Shelburne Museum and the views to the west of Lake Champlain
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and the Adirondacks. The proposed alignment for the VELCO overhead transmission
line upgrades runs primarily along the easterly boundary of Meach Cove Trust land
generally along or near Limerick Road, a former town road that is now privately
owned. The proposed poles and wires will be clearly visible from many vantage points
on Meach Cove Trust land, as described above and exhibited on the attached
photographs, from various points of view from Shelburne Museum and Shelburne
Farms land east of the Breeding Barn.

Have you determined whether the project will have a potential effect?

I have. The proposed VELCO project will have an effect on the numerous remarkable
resources that are within the area of potential effect that are eithc;r listed in or are
eligible for listing in the State and/or National Registers of Historic Places, or that
have been designated National Historic Landmarks.

What conclusions have you reached under the so-called “Quechee Lakes” test
and any other evaluative criteria?

Using the Environmental Board’s methodology for determining what are “undue”
adverse effects on aesthetics and scenic and natural beauty as outlined in the Quechee
Lakes decision, I have concluded that VELCO’s proposed project has the potential to
be adverse, because its components (transmission line size and scale) are out of
context and not in harmony with the area of potential effect. In addition, the
undertaking would violate the clear written community standards in town of Shelburne

that list the visual qualities of the views of farmland, the Adirondacks and Green
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Mountains as an important legacy to be protected, and Shelburne Farms and Shelburne
Museum as important cultural resources. The transmission line, as proposed, would be
difficult if not impossible to mitigate in a manner that would successfully avoid an
undue adverse effect.

As I stated in A5, the Criteria for Evaluating the Effect of Telecommunications
Facilities on Historic Resources may be usefully applied to the VELCO project for
overhead upgrades to transmission lines, and leads me to conclude:

Indirect Impacts would cause significant alteration and deterioration of the
setting or character of an historic resource.

Criteria 9 through 11 and 13 for Indirect Impacts are applicable to this
undertaking, which “would create an intrusion in the setting of a National Historic
Landmark” (Criterion 9); “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” (Criterion 10); “would significantly impair the
viewshed from an historic resource if that viewshed is a significant component of the
character of the historic resource and its history of use” (Criterion 11); and “would
introduce a structure that would be dramatically out of scale with and would visually
overwhelm an imp;rtant historic resource” (Criterion 13).

The “Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties with Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural Landscapes (Guidelines)

recommends that all treatments avoid anachronistic conditions, in which features
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which never coexisted historically in a landscape are placed together today.

(O’Donnell, Shelburne Farms Historic Assessment Report, 2001). (Please see VCSE-
LP-SURR-9, p.30). Based on this statement by noted landscape architect, Patricia
O’Donnell, the proposed power lines do not comply with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards and will be out of character with the qualities of the outstanding
cultural landscape in the vicinity of the proposed alignment; this kind of twenty-first
century technology and size do not fit in with the qualities of the fields and pastures
and view sheds that evoke the heritage of these farms and the museum.

Wﬁile the Museum, Shelburne Farms, and Meech Cove all have new structures
that allow the properties to adapt to developing needs, the new individual buildings
and structures are sited within the contours of the landscape, blending with the
landscape rather than dominating it. Power lines that project above treelines and attract
attention due to their size and reflective materials will dominate the landscape and
detract from the character of the properties. At Shelburne Farms for example, the farm
has been adapted to meet new uses of the property, and the new buildings and
structures that have been constructed to meet these needs are resources significant to
the broader history of Shelburne Farms. Buildings such as those at the new Dairy
Complex reflect the evolution of dairy activities in Vermont and the nation. However,
the new buildings and structures are sited sensitively, and most are not visible from
major buildings or main roads. They do not detract from the integrity of the individual

historic resources or overall feeling of Shelburne Farms (NHL p. 5). Construction of

B e e N S
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the upgraded power lines will be counter to this philosophy of Shelburne Farms of
siting new structures that are not visible from major buildings or main roads and
which do not detract from the integrity of the farm. The new power lines will be
visible from the farm fields adjacent to the Breeding Barn, one of the major estate
buildings, where an extensive educational program will soon begin; they will be
visible within the viewsheds of these fields from Shelburne Museum (in particular
from the deck of the Ticonderoga and the two Event Fields), and thereby will detract
from the integrity of the farm and the characteristics that qualify it for listing as a
National Historic Landmark site.

Patricia O’Donnell reinforces my opinion that the power lines will be intrusive .
on the landscape. She states that the Breeding Barn complex is very exposed to the
east, as is the adjacent land that will have programmatic uses on the ridge that runs
north-south to the Farm Barn. For more than 100 years this land from the ridge to the
east has always been a farm landscape with orchards, pasture land and hayfields. ;I“he
power line will be visible from this ridge. (Patricia O’Donnell, phone conversation
9/3/04.)

Avoiding impacts to the highly significant shared landscape of Meach Cove
Trust, Shelburne Farms, and Shelburne Museum will embrace the spirit of the
educational and conservation mission of Shelburne Farms, and the design philosophy
of Olmsted himself, as it relates to the ever more crowded development pressures in

Chittenden County. According to landscape historian Alan Emmet (Please see VCSE- ‘
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LP-SURR-10, “Arnoldia”, 1996 Fall), “One of Olmsted’s primary goals was to
improve the environment of the burgeoning cities where more and more people spend
their lives. At the same time, he perceived the importance of planning to preserve
wilderness areas and places of particular natural beauty. Olmsted worked to protect
Yosemite and Niagara Falls, places he deemed to be national treasures, the birthright
of all Americans. His work for rich private clients was just as firmly grounded in his
belief in the necessity for conserving natural resources.”

Based on the documentation of the immense significance of Shelburne Farms,
Shelburne Museum and Meach Cove Trust lands, the proposed undertaking by
VELCO to upgrade the transmission lines with tall poles and generally wider cutting
along the alignment will have an undue adverse effect on these remarkable state and
nationally recognized historic resources. In many situations along the lengthy VELCO
corridor, careful pole placement and vegetative screening of power lines will mitigate
the adverse effect of the VELO upgrade. In this very important section of the
alignment, however, between Bostwick Road and Harbor Road, the outstanding
degree of historic resource integrity of both buildings and landscape elements makes
the traditional mitigation measures of screening and careful pole placement less than
successful in avoiding impacts. This resource area goes beyond the typical situation in
the Vermont landscape. It is rather, one of the most important landscapes in Vermont,
and because of this, it demands special attention and consideration in this undertaking.

In short, extraordinary resources demand extraordinary protection, even if it is
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expensive to do so. If this is the line route that VELCO determines it must follow,
then the only way to mitigate the undue adverse effect in my opinion, in this very
difficult situation is to bury the lines along the Limerick Road corridor. The
advantages of this solution are that burying the lines along the roadway will avoid an
adverse effect on historic resources, will provide good access to power lines in the
event repairs are necessary, and impacts to the landscape when installing the line will
be minimal. It is my understanding that the owners of the Meach Cove Trust property
are willing to allow use of the land along Limerick Road for this purpose.

Q14. Does this conclude your direct testimony?

Al4. It does.

Q.15. Thank you.
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Figure 1. Meach Cove Trust Property barns looking West.
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Figure 2. Meach Cove Trust Barns looking SW.




Figure 4. Southerly end View of Limerick Road looking NE.




Figures 5 & 6. Typical views of Meach Cove Trust Agricultural land.




Figure 7. Looking NW from Meach Cove land, past Galipeau land
(center) to ridge east of Breeding Barn.

Figure 8. View from Limerick Road, Galipeau land in foreground,
ridge and roof of Breeding Barn, right.




Figure 9. View from Route 7 and Shelburne Museum entry to Shelburne
Farms Ridge

Figure 10. Shared view from Shelburne Museum; Meach Cove Hangar and
airplane, left mid-ground; Adirondacks in distance.




Figure 11: Shared landscape from Shelburne Museum parking lot; Shelburne Farms

ridge, right, distance.

Figure 12: View to Breeding Barn ridge from S.S. Ticonderoga.




Figure 13. Shared landscape from Shelburne Farms ridge east of Breeding
Barn; S. S. Ticonderoga, right, mid-ground.

Figure 14. Shared landscape from Shelburne Farms ridge east of Breeding
Barn; S. S. Ticonderoga, center, mid-ground.



Figure 15. Lake Champlain sunset from Breeding Barn ridge.

Figure 16. Dairy Barn just north of Breeding Barn looking North.
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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 on Friday, February 11, 2005, at 10:00 a.m. in Conference Room A/B, Sixth Floor,
National Life Building, Montpelier, VT.

15

I11.

IV.

VL

Schedule/Confirm Future Meeting Dates 10:00
Minutes — January 27, 2005 Meeting 10:05
Historic Preservation Grants 10:15
Lunch 12:00
Archeology Report 12115
SHPO Report 12:30

HP Grants Continued 12:45



February 11, 2005

Members Present: Glenn Andres, Vice-Chair
James Petersen, Archeologist
George Turner, Historic Architect
Tracy Martin, Citizen Member

Members Absent:  David Donath, Chair
Elizabeth Boepple, Citizen Member

Staff Present: Jane Lendway, SHPO
Nancy Boone, State Architectural Historian
Shari Duncan, Administrative Assistant
Eric Gilbertson, Deputy SHPO

The Vermont Advisory Council on Historic Preservation meeting was called to order by the Vice-
Chair at 10:15 a.m. in Conference Room A/B, Sixth Floor, National Life Building, Montpelier, VT.

I. Schedule/Meeting Dates — Meetings are scheduled for March 15 with location to be determined,
April 11 in Montpelier and May 6 at the annual Historic Preservation Conference in Bennington.

II. Minutes — Jim made a motion to accept the minutes as amended, George seconded. The vote was
unanimous.

II1. Historic Preservation Grants — Eric noted that approximately $150,000 is available for grant
awards. Eric summarized the application review process and the scoring guidelines. He explained the
importance of consistency in each member’s score. He added that the actual number is less important
than the consistency of the numbers from project to project. The Council had received copies of the
grant summaries before the meeting (see attached).

Eric presented slides of each project and summarized the proposed work. Council members scored the
projects. Jim moved that the top scoring projects be awarded grants (see list below). Tracy seconded.

The vote was unanimous. Jim moved that the award grantees are all eligible for the National Register

of Historic Places, George seconded, and the vote was unanimous.

The Council had the following comments:

e Project # HP05-03, St. Albans Bay United Methodist Church — If awarded, Eric will discuss
priority concerns with the applicant.



Project # HP05-19, Mclndoe Falls Congregational Church — Eric states they will need to
prioritize work and is subject to review per PTV report.

Project # HP05-20, Bald Mountain Cabin, Westmore — The Council found this project
ineligible and did not score. They suggested the Division send a letter to the Agency of Natural
Resources urging them to take responsibility for the repairs.

Project # HP05-21, 76-78 Cherry Street, Burlington - The Council found this project ineligible
and did not score. They suggested the applicant apply for a grant for repair work after the
building is moved.

Project # HP05-30, Topsham United Presbyterian Church, Topsham - If awarded, Eric will
recommend plaster repair.

Project # HP05-34, Greatwood Garden House, Plainfield — Suggest the applicant hire a
preservationist for long term planning.

Project # HP05-40, Old Rutland Railroad Pump Station, Alburg — Eric will suggest they look
into the Enhancement Grant Program. If awarded, they should replace with the same kind of
sheet roof.

Project # HP05-45, Morgan Center Church, Morgan — Eric will encourage applicant to talk
with PTV about a preservation plan.

Project # HP05-50, Brownington Village Congregational Church, Brownington — Eric will
encourage the applicant to have an assessment done and work on a preservation plan.

Project # HP05-52, St. Michael’s Episcopal Church, Brattleboro — Need to hire a specialist to
evaluate.

Project # HP05-53, Springfield Town Hall, Springfield — Eric will suggest an assessment be
done.

Following is a list of grants awarded for 2005:

DIVISION FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

FY05 - PRESERVATION GRANT AWARDS

TOWN COUNTY PROJECT COST AWARD WORK
Middlebury (Addison) Memorial Baptist Church $25,800 $12,900 Turret, roof and pointing
Bennington  (Bennington) The Orchards $43,233 $15,000 Roof and eves

McIndoe Falls Congregational
Barnet (Caledonia) Church $83,000 $15,000 Steeple restoration
St. Johnsbury (Caledonia) South Congregational Church $48,000 $15,000 Roof
Burlington (Chittenden) Calkins Farmstead $30,791 $15,000 Roof, trim, windows, porch
Richmond (Chittenden) Old Round Church $35,000 $15,000 Roof
Strafford (Orange) The Strafford Town House $164,000 $15,000 Steeple restoration
Irasburg (Orleans) United Church of Irasburg $40,000 $11,000 Roof and roof framing
Pittsford (Rutland) Walker Memorial Building $31,900 $15,000 Repointing foundation
Rutland (Rutland) St. Paul's Universalist Parish $45,000 $15,000 Roof and porch restoration
Chester (Windsor) Old Stone Church $54,500 $12,200 Bell tower, windows, trim
Totals $601,224 $156,100



V. SHPO Report — Jane reports the following:

e Contrary to last month’s SHPO report, the tax credit legislation was called back for revisions.
The Division is working with the Tax Department to make the changes and hopefully, the end
result is a more accessible and consumer friendly tax credit program.

e Legislation is proposed for a change in the make up of the Vermont Downtown Board.
Because of the recent changes in the make up of the Department of Labor and Industry, it is
being suggested that the Commissioner of Public Safety or designee (likely the Director of the
Fire Prevention Division) serve on the Board in place of the Commissioner of Labor &
Industry.

e On February 22, Vermont Public Television will air an episode of the program, “Quest” that
will feature Vermont archeology.

e Jane, John Dumville and LuAnn Dillon will meet with Tasha Wallis on February 25 to discuss
capital budget projects and the MOU that is in draft form.

IV. Archeology Report — Jim reports the following:

Due to a lack of time, Jim quickly briefed the Council on the Donovan Site (VTADO1) in Addison. He
reports that Representative Connie Houston and her husband have purchased the property from the
Albarelli’s and have plans to develop the property. Apparently the Houston’s were unaware that this
property is the first archeological site recorded in Addison County and didn’t anticipate restrictions on
possible development. Jim will keep the Council updated as needed.

VI. Advisory Council Session at HP Conference — The Council discussed how they might organize
a workshop session at the annual Historic Preservation conference on May 6. They agreed that it
should include practical information on how to advocate for more and better funding for historic
preservation projects. It could be a roundtable discussion to develop strategy. Dave might present
comments about heritage and the future economic strength of Vermont. There might be scoring of
sample grant projects. Case studies could be incorporated. The session could be an actual Council
meeting, with the funding topic and some other business, like approval of a NR nomination (especially
one from the Bennington area). There could be a slideshow of grants. The council could recognize
grant recipients. The council will continue discussion of the session at the March meeting.

The meeting adjourned at 4:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted by Shari Duncan




consolidate to benefit the applicant. The Tax Department agrees with the changes. It is the
hope that the legislature will be responsive.

House Appropriations gave the okay for a budget adjustment to cover the funding hole for the
Historic Sites Program and the Downtown Program administration. They agreed to a $70,000
increase for the 2006 budget so Historic Sites don’t repeatedly end up in debt. This is proposed
through the Budget Adjustment Act.

Jane met with interested parties on the War of 1812 remains burial issue. The Department of
Defense has ignored requests to become involved. John Crock, UVM Consulting Archeology
Program, has found a precedent and will research that further to help determine the next steps.
Jane will keep the Council updated as things happen. ‘

Jim Petersen agreed to chair the GIS Taskforce. The UVM CAP and University of Maine
Farmington will finish the mapping. The Division will stay involved but not in a leadership
role.

Tom Torti, former Commissioner of BGS, has taken a position as Secretary of the Agency of
Natural Resources. Tasha Wallis, former Commissioner of Labor & Industry has filled that
vacant position at BGS. The Division looks forward to working with Ms. Wallis on the MOA
between the Division and BGS.

Jane handed out the newly published report from the Legislative Summer Study Committee on
Consolidating History Activities.

Jane asked for recommendations for the vacant Council position. Members agreed to
participate in an email round robin, giving names and brief summaries of suggested candidates.

Jane handed out a sheet summarizing the activities of the Quadricentennial Celebration
Committee. Dave said he was serving on the advisory board for the quad plans for Jamestown
that will meet next June or July. He will keep Jane updated on their celebration plans and/or
activities.

Eric testified at Senate Institutions regarding the Division’s two grant programs. Phil Scott,
Chair of Senate Institutions expressed how well the Division’s grant programs are managed.
There is interest in having legislators involved in the grant review and selection process of all
state grant programs. There were many ideas discussed but nothing has been finalized.
Council Members agreed they would like to participate in the process. Eric will keep the
Council updated via email.

The meeting adjourned at 3:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted by Shari Duncan




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 on Tuesday, March 15, 2005, at 10:30 a.m. at the Calkins Farmstead located at 180
Intervale Road, Burlington, VT.

I Schedule/Meeting Dates 10:30
i i Minutes — February 2005 10:40
[11. Annual Meeting — Election of Officers 10:45
IV.  Advisory Council Annual Report 11:00
V. Advisory Council Session at HP Conference 11:30
VI.  CLG Grants 12:00

Working Lunch
VII.  Archeology Report 12:30

VIII.  Old Business
A. Histor