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Cover

To commemorate the 20th anniversary of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, the
cover of this issue of NOTES ON VIRGINIA fea-
tures Tuckahoe in Goochland County, the first prop-
erty listed on the Virginia Landmarks Register (No-
vember 5, 1968) and the first Virginia property
officially nominated by the Virginia Historic Land-
marks Commission to the National Register of His-
toric Places (Cover photo credit: Dennis McWa-
ters). Also to take note of that anniversary, we are
fortunate to feature in this issue an article by the
nation’s first Keeper of the National Register, Dr.
William Murtagh.

Dating from the first quarter of the 18th cen-
tury, Tuckahce is perhaps the most complete and
least altered of the Commonwealth’s early plantation
dwellings. It is also the site of a tiny schoolhouse
where Thomas Jefferson is said to have attended
classes during the period when his parents lived at
Tuckahoe. The legacy of that great Virginian is
discussed in another article in this issue, “Jefferson’s
Workmen and the Virginia Landmarks Register,” on
p. 26 by Dr. Richard C. Cote, architectural historian
with the Division of Historic Landmarks since 1977.

New Historical Highway Markers

The Virginia Historic Landmarks Board, acting
on behalf of the Department of Conservation and
Historic Resources, has approved ten new historical
highway markers and one replacement marker. The
markers approved were: OLD RUSSELL COUNTY
COURTHOUSE, X-4 and FANNIE DICKENSON
SCOTT JOHNSON, X-3 both in Russell County and
requested by the Russell County Historical Society;
SITE OF TIDEWATER INSTITUTE, WY-2, North-
ampton County, requested by the Tidewater Insti-
tute Alumni Association; TERRILL HILL, Q-6, in
Bath County, requested by Dr. Virgil Howell of
Virginia Beach; WILLOW SHADE, B-17, in Fred-
erick County, requested by Mr. Morris E. Cather;
MANGOHICK CHURCH, 0OC-20, King William
County, requested by the congregation of the
church; COLONEL JOHN SINGLETON MOSBY,
B-12, Fairfax County, requested by V. C. Pat Jones;
THOMAS CALHOUN WALKER, NW-11 in
Gloucester County requested by citizens of
Gloucester County; BARFORD, J-90, Lancaster
County, requested by Fred L. Broad of Vermont;
FLUVANNA COUNTY COURTHOUSE, F-49, re-
quested by the Fluvanna County Historical Society.
The replacement marker is GERMANNA, J-34 in
Orange County, requested by the Board of the
Germanna Foundation. All markers must meet the
standards of significance set by the Landmarks
Board. The markers are paid for from private
sources.

Notes on Virginia is funded in part by a grant from the National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, Under Title \
Rights Act of 1964 and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the U.S. Department of the Interior prohibits discrimi
basis of race, color, national origin, or handicap in its federally assisted programs. If you believe you have been disc
any program activity, or facility described above, or if you desire further information, please write to: Office for Equal
Department of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. The contents and opinions of this publication do not necessarily reflect t een ent 0
policies of the Department of the Interior, nor does the mention of trade names or commercial products constitute endors

recommendation by the Department of the Interior.

New Staff Members of the Division

Joining the staff this spring are John E. Wells,
Deborah Randall, and Roberta Reid. John, who is
serving as Tax Act Coordinator in the Technical
Services Section, is a native of Martinsville, Vir-
ginia. He earned a B. A. in Architectural History at
the University of Virginia and pursued graduate
work at the University as well in architectural his-
tory, medical science, and building arts. He comes
to Virginia from the South Carolina State Historic
Preservation Office where he served as Architec-
tural Historian and Restoration Consultant. John also
worked with the Historic American Building Survey
in both South Carolina and Virginia. He is a contrib-
uting writer for Architects and Builders in North
Carolina to be published later this year.

Working with John is Roberta Reid, a recent
graduate of the preservation program at Mary Wash-
ington College. A native of Baltimore, Roberta has
worked in the construction industry since 1976,
serving as office engineer on the construction of
three stations of the Baltimore Subway Syster.
Roberta began her work at the Division as an intern
from the Mary Washington Center for Historic Pres-
ervation.

Deborah Randall is serving as the Environmen-
tal Officer for the Division. Deborah earned her
B. A. in Art History from Randolph Macon Woman's
College in Lynchburg and her M. A. in Art History
with emphasis in architecture from the University of
Utah. She worked as a Park Ranger and interpreter
at the Cape Cod National Seashore Park and comes
to Richmond from Salt Lake City, Utah, where she
worked as architectural historian responsible for the
administration of the state survey in the Utah Pres-
ervation Office. While in Utah Deborah also worked
in the Preservation Research Section of the Utah
State Historical Society.

Architecture: Virginia Style

The response to the Division of Historic Land;
marks’ presentation “Architecture: Virginia Style
has been most gratifying. Since November when the
slide/tape program was first offered, requests have
been received from sixty individuals and organiza-
tions around the State ranging from boy scout troops
to retirement homes and civic groups to elementary.
schools. It is estimated that between 1000 and 1200
people have viewed the presentation which focuses
on the development of Virginia's architectural styles:
Supervisor of the program, Dianne Picrce, €M
courages those wishing to reserve the presentatioh
to make arrangements well in advance of schedule

viewings to assure availability. All inquiries aboué for

program, which includes printed materials an

which there is no fee, should be directed to Dlﬂ‘gg

Pierce, Division of Historic Landmarks,
3143.
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United States since can be found in the “Conclusion
to the Findings” of that book. We were enjoined to
stop limiting our concerns to landmarks and convert-
ing them into museums; to pay attention to a fine old
street of houses, a good old neighborhood, a mar-
ketplace, and everything that gives us a sense of
stability and belonging; and that if we were to be
successful we would have to look at our tax laws to
give preservation of the existing environment as
much an economic chance as new development. Out
of that came the National Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, Public Law 89-665, in which the Congress
of the United States directed the Secretary of the
Interior to create a national list of what's worth
keeping in the United States, known as the National
Register. The law spelled out that this list should
include sites, buildings, objects, districts, and struc-
tures significant in American history, architecture,
archaeology, and culture. These could be national,
state, or local in significance. The importance of the
Act lies in the inclusion of the word “district”; the
authority of the Secretary of the Interior to make
grants to the private sector for preservation projects
at the state’s discretion, and the creation of the
Advisory Council which set up a dialogue laterally at
the highest level in government, the Cabinet level,
and allowed preservation philosophy to filter down-
ward through the bureaucracy of the government.
The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 then
perhaps can be seen as an environmental act con-
cerned with what we might call the cultural ecology
of the nation. Here was a planning act to reverse the
traditional “rear guard brush fire” role of the preser-
vationist in the dialogue of change and to bring the
voice of the preservationist to the planning table

Another early historic district in Virginia—Portsmouth Olde Town.
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before federal dollars were spent to make change.
The writer, who had been functioning as the
Director of Program of the National Trust, became
the first Keeper of the National Register in August
of 1967. To publicize to the general public the great
new capabilities that the Congress had placed in the
hands of the American citizen, by creating a system
by which the citizen could have tax dollars returned
to him for preservation purposes, and by creating a
system by which his voice could systematically and
legally be heard at the planning table prior to imple-
mentation of federal projects, this new office in a
new program in the National Park Service organized
a series of thirteen conferences around the country.
The first of these, if my memory serves me cor-
rectly, was held in Richmond, Virginia at the hand-
some Carrére and Hastings Hotel Jefferson recently
rehabilitated. A number of Virginians in the public
and the private sectors participated in the program,
and the Park Service road show took its message to
the rest of the country through the ensuing winter
months. By that time the Secretary of the Interior
had written to each of the Governors of the fifty
states and six territories and had asked them for a
representative to carry out the Secretary’s Direc-
tive from the Congress. These are the group of
appointees known to citizens in each of the states
and territories now as State Historic Preservation
Officers (SHPOs). It was shortly thereafter that
Virginia and a selection of other states in the South
took the lead in developing this program by meeting
with the writer then functioning as the Keeper of the
National Register. From these meetings held in
Alabama and Georgia came the idea to organize the
State Historic Preservation Officers into the Na-
tional Conference of State Historic Preservation
Officers now headquartered in Washington, DC.
Thus was established the Federal-State infra-struc-
ture that continues to carry on the preservation
programs at the state level in the public sector.

A frenzy of creativity and activity has followed
in the twenty years since 1966, stimulated not only
by the action of the 89th Congress in passing the
National Historic Preservation Act, but also by the
subsequent activity of others as well. As a result, a
number of legislative building blocks have been put
in place over the last twenty years relating to the
National Register of Historic Places, and an equally
large number of developments have taken place in
the private sector. We have achieved in the past two
decades nearly everything, if not everything, called
for in the “Conclusion to the Findings” of With
Heritage So Rich prior to the passage of the National
Historic Preservation Act including changing our tax
laws to give economic incentives for rehabilitation
purposes. (The Tax Reform Act of 1976 and Eco-
nomic Recovery Act of 1981).

It is interesting to note that within this period
also, academia has seen fit to recognize the need to
develop programming to train individuals to work in
the preservation field. The University of Virginia and
Columbia University in New York City were among
the first to enter this field.

As we have proceeded through the years since
1966 into the 1980s, preservation has become in-
creasingly aware of economics, politics and the law.
It has also become more technically oriented, in part
due to the creation of such organizations as the
Association for Preservation Technology. Founded
in 1968, the APT seeks to improve the quality of
preservation practices and to promote education in



historic preservation by study of materials, struc-
tures, and techniques.

In 1967 the National Park Service created the
The Historic American Engineering Record in con-
cert with the American Society of Civil Engineers to
document and study engineering and industrial
structures of the United States as we have been
doing since the 1930s with buildings of architectural
interest with the Historic American Building Survey.
As early as 1970 Virginia enjoyed yet another first,
in being the first to remove a structure from its state
register and to request that a pending nomination to
the National Register of Historic Places be with-
drawn. This was done because “grossly incorrect
preservation methods” were used in sandblasting
the 19th-century brick Cumberland County Court-
house after advice was given not to indulge in such a
destructive method of cleaning brick. The Congress
passed The Environmental Policy Act in 1969, and
the Council for Environmental Quality resulted the
following year. The Environmental Policy Act in-
cluded the environmental impact statement process
which embraced preservation of the built environ-
ment as well.

A major tool was put in the hands of preserva-
tionists throughout the country when the President
of United States issued Executive Order 11593 in
1971 for the protection and enhancement of the
cultural environment. This direct order of the Chief
Executive of the United States, directed federal
agencies to preserve, restore, and maintain cultural
properties under their control and to establish pro-
cedures to implement a survey of their resources.
When in doubt as to the significance of a property,
these agencies were required to seek a ruling from
the Secretary of the Interior as to whether they

were dealing with a culturally significant property or
not. The end result was that a building no longer had
to be actually listed on the National Register for the
Advisory Council to take it into account; it only had
to be determined eligible for the National Register.

During this same period, the National Trust for
Historic Preservation witnessed an explosion of ac-
tivity, thanks in large part to grants which it received
along with the states from the National Historic
Preservation Fund. It established field offices
throughout the country, the earliest being opened in
San Francisco in 1971. In the same year the Society
for Industrial Archaeology was founded to encourage

the study of industrial and engineering sites and
artifacts. The United States Postal Service issued its
first United States commemorative postage stamp
honoring historic preservation about the same time.
The following year, the United States played a piv-
otal role in setting up the equivalent of a world
National Register known as the World Heritage List
when it became the first UNESCO member to ratify
the World Heritage Convention. Yellowstone and
Mesa Verdi national parks were placed on the World
Heritage List the following year. By so doing, the
United States entered into the concert of world
efforts in the prescrvation field in a role stronger
than it had ever played in the past.

All sorts of activities continued to develop in the
decade of the 70s; the Old House Journal began
publication to which many local preservationists
turned for advice, and the Federal District Court in
New Orleans upheld the constitutionality of historic
district ordinances when it supported the right of
denial of demolition of an important building in the
Vieux Carré Historic District.

Perhaps the most controversial preservation
issue of that decade concerned the protracted Green
Springs suit in which the Commonwealth of Virginia
planned to build a prison in rural Louisa County using
federal funds. The area selected for the prison site
was located in a historic district listed on both the
State and National registers. The planned facility
was opposed by many landowners in Louisa as well
as by the Virginia Historic Landmarks Commission.
The ultimate conclusion was that the Department of
the Interior agreed to take historic preservation
easements on many of the historic structures and
sites in the district, thereby forcing the state to
abandon its plans for a correctional facility which
would have had a clearly adverse impact on the
historic district. Although the Commonwealth of
Virginia was conservative in dealing with what we
call historic districts nominated to the National Reg-

ister in its early years, the interest of citizenry
throughout the state in the neighborhoods where
they lived continued to grow as the concept did
nationally. Seattle for example, as early as 1974,
became the first locality in the United States to
appoint a city conservator responsible for directing

the preservation activity under the city's Office of

Urban Conservation. A number of cities have subse-
quently followed suit. In the second half of the

s for the rehabilitation of
ures certified to be historic
d imposed tax
¢ buildings. This
-onomic Recovery Tax Act of
innumerable new players to
mmunity whose involvement
ates not to the traditional pres-
€. seeing preservation as an end
as a profitable investment. Re-
and rehabilitating old structures
ancially in many in-

-producing struct
> Secretary of th
penalﬂels for1 the demo
was replaced by the Ec
1981 which attracted
the preservation co
with preservation
ervation interest—i,
In itself—but rather
taining, recycling,
has become more

stances than demolition and repl

e Interior, an
tion of such

attractive fin

decade of .t};e 197

preserve the existin
Terminal—for publi
down and replace it
legal precedent in the favor

ere does this leave

c benefit rather than to tear
yscaper. This set great
of preservation,

- us natioz]ally, and where

toric Preservation

i e Act of 1966 has been established

that‘it has begn less

ne can observe
ts sights to include

12 to broaden i

One can perhaps_ascribe this to th
properties of national significance
wealth of Virginia is fortunate t

able position

€ unusual legacy of
that the Comm}(’m-
0 have and which

aces it in an envi within the collective

states of the Union.

of national sj

to convince the non
of state and local si
toncentrated in nej

-Preservationists that resources
gnificance, and especially those
ghborhoods or historic districts,

Ifocahcmtas Historic Distyict.

are critical in maintaining the sens
identity across the state. In bandir?gotfogéatiira?g
form the relatlvely new Preservation Alliance of
thlrglm.a, preservation activists have recognized that
lere is strength in numbers. One hopes that they
‘becqme a major bulwark in establishing the
concept in non-preservation circles in Virginia that

fied sensitivity to the built i i i
mateg emerg§ from their actiﬁﬁ\;ronment el
. 11 general, one can make the oh i

during the implementation period b:tewrgae;lor;gtggf
1986 of the National Historic Preservation Act, legal
counsels have moved litigation from an evaluation of
the subject and its relative quality to an evaluation of
process. Lawye_rs are more comfortable in dealing in
absolutes than in dealing with the sliding scale of

one accepts the premise that the h iti

v y umanities
man’s concern with the humanness of mankind thag::
preservation today is essentially a humanist int'erest
exercised in the non-l;u_manistic environment of to-

day’s increasingly politically and economically ori-

cost of everything and the value of i
rth thing,” we
must be sensitive t ks torss
i 0 cost, yet we also must know
Virginia has a justifiable pride i iti
L pride in a t
couched in concern for its great Iandmarks.r zicthtl‘)grs]
continued to operate an outstandingly professional
program within the office of the State Historic Pres-
_ervatnon_Oﬁ‘icg: and has established a very fine work-
gx]g gelatlonshlp with the public and private sector of
to% . r;)enﬁ?lgnwet:;]lth. Thﬁse of us in Virginia continue
om the excellence of this s ildi
block that was put in place in 1966. FERn

William Murtagh

Alexandria, Virginia

Preservation Consultant and

First Keeper of the National Register

----
‘e,



The Virginia
Landmarks Register

he Virginia Historic Landmarks Board is pleased to note the following additions made to the Virginia
Landmarks Register since the fall of 1985. As the state’s official list of properties worthy of
preservation, the Register embraces buildings, structures, sites, and districts prominently identified
with Virginia history and culture from prehistoric times to the present. Since the General Assembly
established the Register in 1966, recognition of more than 1,100 places has directed public attention to
Virginia's extraordinary legacy from the past and greatly encouraged the preservation efforts of state, local,
and private agencies and groups. All of the properties here listed have been nominated to the National

Register of Historic Places.

A cloth-bound copy of the Virginia Landmarks Register (published in 1976) is available for $8.95
(plus Virginia sales tax) from the printer, the Dietz Press, 109 E. Cary Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219. This
volume contains brief statements about each of approximately 600 properties and is profusely illustrated.

Long a familiar landmark on the Seaside Road in upper
Accomack County, the Arbuckle Place is a rare survivor
of a once common Eastern Shore form—the small brick-
end house. Distinguished by complex interior paneling, an
unusual floor plan, and rich detailing, the dwelling has
woodwork that relates directly to a school of locally made
furniture and derives from the English pattern book Palla-
dio Londinensis. In addition to its architectural impor-
tance, the Arbuckle Place is the sole unaltered remnant of
the once thriving port of Assawoman. When Alexander
Stockly built the house in 1774, Assawoman was the
largest town on the upper Eastern Shore, with a church,
Makemie Mill, a tavern, and several stores. Militia mus-
tered in the yard of the Arbuckle Place during the Revolu-
tionary War, but as Assawoman declined, the house be-
came closely associated with the mill and was owned by a
succession of millers. It is likely that one of these millers
added and dining room woodwork about 1810. Otherwise
little changed, the house is among the best preserved of
its type and, in its present quiet, rural setting, is a
significant document of the vernacular 18th-century
houses that once dotted the Eastern Shore.

Built in 1846 for John Hancock Lee, Brampton repre-
sents a rare example in the Virginia Piedmont of a two-tier
portico, temple form Greek Revival-style mansion. While
such houses enjoyed widespread popularity in the north
and in the deep south, few such dwellings were erected in
the Virginia countryside. The land on which Brampton is
sited was acquired by the Madison family in the late 18th
and early 19th centuries. William Madison’s granddaughter
married John Hancock Lee, and Lee bought the property
from the executors of his late father-in-law's estate. Dur-
ing the Civil War, Brampton, whose historic name accord-
ing to local traditional was Buena Vista after the Mexican
War Battle of the same name, served on several occasions
as the headquarters of General J.E.B. Stuart.

The Boulevard Historic District, a linear district ex-
tending thirteen city blocks in the City of Richmond, is
significant both for its architecturally distinguished early
20th-century public buildings, apartment houses, and
town houses as well as for the strong visual interest of its

harmoniously unified streetscape. Leading southward
from the equestrian statue of Stonewall Jackson on Monu-
ment Avenue to the entrance to Byrd Park, the Boulevard
represents architectural and landscape designs by such
architects of national and regional importance as Bissell
and Sinkler, Warren Manning, Merrill Lee, Eggers and
Higgins, Peebles and Ferguson, Albert L. West, Carl
Ruehrmund, Ballou and Justice, G. C. Morris, and Henry
E. Baskervill. Notable buildings in the district include
Battle Abbey, home of the Virginia Historical Society; the
Virginia Museum of Fine Arts; the National Headquarters
of the United Daughters of the Confederacy; the Tuscan
Villas, and the Henry E. Baskervill House. Reflecting
Richmond’s residential expansion westward in the Pro-
gressive Era as well as the growing popularity of apart-
ment houses in the city by the 1920s, the district is also
associated with the rise and fall of Robert E. Lee Camp
Number One, a home for disabled Confederate veterans
chartered by the Virginia General Assembly in 1884. [nits
prime the camp served nearly three hundred pensioners
and was one of the largest facilities of its kind in the South.
A fashionable address for early 20th-century Richmon-
ders, the dwellings and institutional buildings along the
Boulevard display a variety of popular architectural styles
of the period including the Colonial Revival, Spanish Eclec-
tic, and Tudor Revival. The picturesque quality of the
district is further enhanced by handsome trees and street
lamps that line the street and the grassy median whi
divides the flow of traffic.

Encompassing a total area of nearly forty square miles,
Burke’s Garden Rural Historic District is 4 1P
graphically unique basin rimmed entirely by one contint i
ous mountain, physically isolating the area from the rest 0
the county. Although the area was first explored an®
surveyed by white settlers led by James Burke in the Tk:at
18th century, it was not until the early 19th century %

German Lutherans settled there permanently. Tanfic
evidence of this settlement is represented by the Pfure
Gose House, the only example of early stone arc!nte; veh
in Burke’s Garden along with the Central Lutheran Chu

and cemetery with its German carved headslonesin the
prosperity of the local agrarian economy resulted
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The Tuscan Villas in the 500 Block of North Boulevard in the

Boulevard Historic District, Richmond, The Virginia Museum of Fine Arts in the 200 Block of North

Boulevard in the Boulevard Historic District, Richmond.

o

View of o residential block in the Boulevard H. istoric

District, Richmond.

Spr. .
acker Farm barn in the Burke's Garden Historic District, Tazewell C ounty.

-




James R. Meek House in the Burke's Garden Historic District,
Tazewell County.

The Centre Hill Mansion, focal point of the Centre Hill Historic
District, Petersburg.

View of 9, 10, and 11 Centre Hill Court in the Centre Hill Historic
District, Petersburg.

construction of substantial frame and brick residences that
are architecturally significant as representative of the late
19th and early 20th centuries. Besides its scattered farm-
steads, the district contains t;.vo churches, a former stor_f.

d a school gymnasium which now serves as a community
22nter. The Burke’s Garden Rural Historic District also
possesses high potential for archaeological research. Pre-
liminary investigations reveal nearly continuous occupa-
tion of the area from 8000 B.C. to the present. Burke's
Garden retains its integrity as a significant rural landscape
with few contemporary intrusions.

Located in one of the four original wards of Petersburg,
the Centre Hill Historic District is an architecturally
interesting enclave of early 19th-century to early 20th-
century residential buildings surrounded on all sides by
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Fairview Farm, Warren County. Credit: Gibson Worsham

more recent commercial, industrial, and municipal dev?l’-
opment. The district takes its name from the ca. 1823
mansion of Robert Bolling (1759-1839) called Centre Hill,
an important and well known example of Petersburg
architecture at its grandest that has notable associations
with the visits of two American president to Petersburg.
With the sale of Centre Hill Square by Charles Hall Davis
in 1910 for development by the Centre Hill Development
Corporation and the rapid growth of Petersburg which
followed the outbreak of World War I, the setting of the
stately Bolling mansion changed radically. Between 1914
and 1923, the estate was transformed into a court-shaped
urban residential development, typical of many built i
American cities in the same period. With its successive
examples of Federal, Greek Revival, Italianate, Queen
Anne, and early 20th-century eclectic styles, the districtis
unique in maintaining as its focal point the Centre H
Mansion. The district as a whole reflects the vncmxlpde!}
of Petersburg’s evolution as a city from the Early N;ntxotr;la
period to the Progressive Era of the first quarter of the
20th century.

Located near the village of Rockland in Warren (,t)l..ll‘ll%_
the house at Fairview Farm was the home of a prospé It
ous lower-Shenandoah Valley settler of English desge?tihe
seems probable that it was built in the last quarter ‘0 e
18th century for Samuel Shackelford whose fqlh(-.f i
settled in the Shenandoah Valley by ca. 1777. 1 hz" lr(:n ¥
incorporates features generally associated with ‘ ’emosl
culture in portions of Pennsylvania and the Valh':vl. chim
notably the arrangement of rooms around a cenu:l_vado n
ney. The roof form of English and popular (lu’:
further identifies the house as a transitional w'l)db'o { the
decorative carvings incorporated in the crown mo O g
long room on the first floor are associated wuh_)t s
found in several houses of the Valley. They llb(ge Fman
additional evidence of the adaptation of traditiona
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Nathaniel B. Harvey House, Pulaski County. Credit: Leslie

Naranjo-Lupold
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Hidden Valley Rockshelter, Bath County.

elements into a popular form, pointing, like the house’s
plan, to the cultural interdependence of ethnic groups in
the Valley.

The Nathaniel Burwell Harvey House, a county-
owned property in Pulaski County, is situated on a hill with
a commanding view of the surrounding countryside. Built
in 1909-1911 by Nathaniel B. Harvey, the house is partic-
ularly noteworthy for its original interior decorative paint-
ing. Nathaniel Harvey was a successful farmer and raised
prize winning Clydesdale work horses. The breeding of
these draft horses made Harvey an influential and promi-
nent citizen of Southwest Virginia and brought considera-
ble attention to his homestead in Pulaski County. Harvey
employed local craftsmen to build the two and one-haif
story Colonial Revival house after drawing plans which
Incorporated ideas from the Radford American Homes, a

ok published in New York which displays illustrations,
plans, and costs for one hundred mail order homes for the
dverage homeowner. James D. Chapman, an itinerant

ﬁ:;:lftsm;m from Florida, stencilled the entire interior of the
se.

;I_’e “_"_lden Valley Rockshelter in Bath County is an
fe;glgll‘nluly shaped overhang approximately 90 feet by 10
Soll shelter is formed within the Oriskany sandstone
ok qa lon and lies 30 feet from the west bank of the
T e“f“ 'Wer about 20 feet above the normal river flow.
ocey )zl‘."“‘v‘l‘ contains the stratified remains of human
land -2ton from the Late Archaic through the Late Wood-
arti a‘é?”‘l'“&:i\rufact analysis indicated subtle changes in
00 dlan(jUbfls that reflects culture change through a
‘“’dlan& l( ontinuun from Transitional Archaic-Early
oral through possibly Protohistoric. Preservation of
Supert, O“] ,"”_“ paunal materials was excellent and offers a
last 2(,00' !;“’ tunity to study subsistance patterns over the
=000 years in western Virginia.

-

Interior detailing of the first-floor parlor, Nathaniel B. Harvey
House, Pulaski County. Credit: Leslie Naranjo-Lupold

Main_building of the Laurel Industrial School Historic District,
Henyrico County. Credit: Sara Amy Leach

Basement interior of the Main Building of the Laurel Industrial
School showing the washing trough. Credit: Sara Amy Leach

The Laurel Industrial School Historic District, is
located on Hungary Road in northern Henrico County.
Comprised of the significant Romanesque Revival Victo-
rian school building along with several buildings associated
with the farm and industrial school established in 1892, the
Laurel Industrial School was founded under the auspices
of the Prison Association of Virginia, a private citizens’
association. The complex was designed to be self-support-
ing and served as a model for industrial reformatories for
juvenile offenders. Among the other surviving structures
are the tailor's shop, the infirmary, a dormitory, and
officers’ and teachers’ quarters. The Laurel Industrial
School represents Virginia's first endeavor toward prison
reform which gained momentum in the early years of the
20th-century. It was designed to separate young offenders
from hardened criminals and train them for useful produc-
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Robert E. Lee Boyhood Home, Alexandria. Credit: James C.
Massey

Locust Hill, Rockbridge County. Credit: Patrick Hinely

tive lives following incarceration. It was not until 1920 that
Laurel Industrial Institute was conveyed to the Common-
wealth of Virginia who shortly thereafter sold the property
and moved the reformatory operation to a new location as
the Virginia Industrial School for Boys.

The Robert E. Lee Boyhood Home, Located at 607
Oronoco Street in the Alexandria Historic District, also
known by its historic name the Potts-Fitzhugh House, is
owned by the Lee-Jackson Foundation. A distinguished
example of Federal-style architecture, the Lee Boyhood
Home was completed ca. 1795. Its exterior has been
virtually unaltered since the 18th-century and, with its
adjacent near-twin dwelling, occupies an entire block of
Oronoco Street. It was built for John Potts, Jr. the first
secretary of the Potomac Navigation Company. Its early
19th-century owners included William Fitzhugh, an impor-
tant Virginia planter who served in the first Continental
Congress. For nine years, the house was occupied by
General Henry “Light Horse” Harry Lee, celebrated cav-
alry officer of the American Revolution and father of
Robert E. Lee. It was at this residence that later to be
General Robert E. Lee prepared for his entrance to the
United States Military Academy. During the Roosevelt
administration, 607 Oronoco Street was residence for
poet Archibald MacLeish who served briefly as Librarian
of Congress and later as Under Secretary of State. The
building is now a historic house-museum operated by the
Lee-Jackson Foundation.

Locust Hill, a typical Shenandoah Valley I-house, is
distinguished by fine Flemish bond brickwork and Greek
Revival interiors. Located east of Buena Vista in Rock-
bridge County, the house was built in 1826 by John
Hamilton who settled in the county in 1813. Hamilton was
an active layman in the Methodist Episcopal Church and
helped to organize the Wesley Chapel. He was also the
founder of the local Bible Society, A 20th-century resident
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Robert E. Lee Boyhood Home, Alexandria. Credil: James C.
Massey

s

X503C-1 Navy plane in Full-Scale Tunnel, 1940. Credit: National
Advisory Committee for Aeronawtics, Hampton, VA.

of Locust Hill was Colonel Samuel Millner, a V~l_\11- L
graduate and professor of French for over fifty years ﬂt{
the Institute. A fire in 1855 destroyed the interior Ot
Locust Hill, and it was at that time that the excellen
Greek Revival interiors were constructed. The nnmm;lfe

area includes a 19th-century log dependency and sc.-.\i_ctrfi
late 19th-century farm buildings on the beautifully site

320 acres of farmland.

Man In Space Thematic Nomination '
Langley w‘;s the first National Advisory (,ommnlgﬁ\ for
Aeronautics field installation and thus the oldest | e
center. Through the use of its fine complex ~u.t i
tunnels and other facilities, Langley supports rcs:j!: s
aeronautical and space structures and materials; a v-lmic &
concepts and techniques for future aircraft; aercuh{{zfs .
of re-entry vehicles; and space environmental phys!
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Boeing XBFB-1, last fixed landing gear military aircraft in Full-
Scale Tunnel, 1934. Credit: National Advisory Commitice for
Aeronautics, Hampton, VA.

mproved supersonic flight capabilities. Langley has also
Provided major support for most aspects of the Space
rogram including Projects Mercury, Gemini, Apollo, the
Pace Shuttle, and the Viking project. Included in the
Nomination are the Variable Density Tunnel, the Full Scale
unnel, the Eight-Foot High Speed Tunnel, the Lunar
anding Research Facility, and the Rendevous Docking
Imulat o
Mapl_e H

A all, an imposing antebellum residence with a
rominey|

two-tiered portico, is located just north of

ﬁmnisrz‘hlmrart the intersection of Interstates 64 and 81.
& sophis {3-.{-) for John Beard Gibson, the mansion displays
Bibson -{H:ﬂed rendering of the Greek Revival style.
ounty "\vlned several farms in northern Rockbridge
"Deratim'.l\“[ was the proprietor of milling and distilling

at Timber Ridge and Jordan’s Point near Lex-

Pulaski County Courthouse in the center of the Pulaski Historic
Commercial District.

.

South side of Main Street in the Pulaski Historic Commercial
District, Pulaski County. Credit: Charlotte Worsham

ington. His accumulation of wealth in these endeavors
enabled him to erect Maple Hall, a home that in its day
surpassed in size and splendor any other mansion in the
area. Especially noteworthy is its fine interior trim which
its builder-craftsman modelled after plates from Asher
Benjamin's The Practical House Carpenter. Adjacent to the
main house are two ancilliary structures: a two-story brick
building which probably dates from the 1820s which has
one extant Federal chimney piece, and a small log out-
building of indeterminate date. The brick building was
probably used as a dwelling and later as a service building.
The property remained in the Gibson family until 1906.

The Pulaski Historic Commercial District repre-
sents the core of the late 19th-century industrial center of
Pulaski County and a broad section of Southwest Virginia.
Undoubtedly affected, as were most similar manufacturing
centers in Virginia, by the Economic Panic of 1893, Pu-
laski grew gradually through the first decades of the 20th
century to fill out its generously-scaled plat of 1888. The
relocation of the courthouse to Pulaski in 1895 cemented
the town’s preeminence in the region and further spurred
development. Pulaski today retains the context and fabric
of a turn-of-the-century boom town. The historic district
comprises most of the commercial center and consists of
one hundred buildings including commercial structures,
industrial buildings, multi-family dwellings, two railroad
depots, a church, the county courthouse, the former high
school, and the town park.

Snowville is a small village located in eastern Pulaski
County. Founded in the 1830s by Asiel Snow on the banks
of the Little River, the village grew to be a manufacturing
center of Pulaski by the 1850s supporting local industries
that utilized the locally-produced raw materials such as
iron ore, lumber, and wool. An early progressive school
and the county's first newspaper, public library and Ma-
sonic Temple were initiated in Snowville. The surviving

; .




Burke’s Garden:
Discovering Our Rural Heritage

Snowville Christian Church, Snowville Historic Di:strict, Pulaski Masonic Temple, c. 1865 in the Snowville Historic District, Pulaskt . o many Virginians, especially those living i iatard
s e, g : ) e livin
County. Credit: Robert C. Mack County. Credit: Robert C. Mack the southwestern region 0¥ the. Com go:_’ hlséon[ c?]n labnd uses, dugtil;r Ta?gemelltt of houses
- e n . P al uildings, an ulation patterns have

buildings which line State Route 693 are dominated by the wealth, one of the Old Dominion’s ittle si 0. pasa
Snowvigllse Christian Church. With few contemporary iitru- beautiful spots is Burke’s Garden in S(r)rlll(t)gE ggﬂg&d htttle l::,mce. the basins historic. petiod of
sions, Snowville retains the sense of 19th-century isola- eastern Tazewell County. Although not a gardenin  scape f ent i She i L0 Feriie s ST sl e
tion that was characteristic of many pre-railroad villages. the traditional sense of the word, Burke’s Garden is archp:eoelggl;rc:ls}ecs%l:ll:'lce:s wlt& ew:f e o8 SIgmﬁcaI}t
Spring Hill, located near Jarratt was built on land willed actually an elliptical basin, taking the form of a  Garden an ideal candidautl fe kg ki
by Michael Wall to his son James in 1749. There are picturesque bowl-shaped valley, approximately nine  Virginia Landmarks Regi e for nesimten 1o, the
several theories about the exact building date of the miles long and four and a half miles wide, and of Historic Pla AE@ Reguter and Nitiond Register
building that has served the county as a residence, tavern, completely encircled by a single mountain. The val- In 1983 ce'fl B hlst’onc G
and school, but it seems likely that it was erected some- Iey'ﬂoor features gently rolling countryside, most of ini f reaxjents of Burke.s Garden sought the
time in the late 1780s. The structure definitely housed a which is in pasture or cultivation with 'forested afiion l IOHL stall cegaribiug the. sy of
tavern in the 1780s operated by William Andrews as ” mountain slopes leading to the basin ed W'e several area buildings and archaeological sites for
evidenced by an entry in George Washington's J el i [ . of the bod dered ane: find edge. With  placement on the state and national registers. Hav-
1791 in which the President states that he “breakfasted at views of valley and taotinEsi one finds spectacular  ing nominated the Central Lutheran Church and
one Andrews’ a small but decent house about a mile after drect; ey ountain when looking from any Cemetery in Burke’s Garden in 1978 :
passing the fort (or rather the bridge) over the Meherrin ection. Copses of trees, patches of vegetation acknowledged th i 278, and having
river . . .” During a period in the middle of the 19th ?gdtggdlguﬁrbed forested mountain slopes contributé toric villag%esite eme)t(;lsge:rcee; Oftt?es{%l{i{cfnsttgflf-ems-
ch scenic quality of the rural landscape.  already familiar with Burke’s Garden as a unigsg

century, Mrs. Mary G. Jane Johnson operated a school in
the house. Spring Hill is the sole surviving house in These natural features as well as the current and  cultural resource. During the fall of 1983 vall
. o valley

Greensville County that can be documented to have ex-
isted in the 18th century. o

The neo-classical Surry County Courthouse is a visu- - Aevial view of Burke's Garden, Tt g .

ally prominent landmark in the small courthouse town o s p— . T T axewell County. Credit: Grubb Photo Service, Bluefield, W. VA.
Surry. The two-story, brick building was erected in 1923
after a fire destroyed a 1907 courthouse on the same site.
Designed by the architect G. R. Berryman to resemble
the building which it replaced, the courthouse is the
seventh structure to serve the county since its formation
in 1652. An earlier clerk’s office erected in 1825-26 stands
as a part of a small complex of buildings near the court-
house. It is one of the very few early 19th-century free-
standing clerk’s offices surviving in the Commonwealth.
Other contributing structures in the complex include the
V.P.L extension office, the Commonwealth Attorney’s
office, the Commissioner of Revenue's office, and the
general district court building. The courthouse and sur-
rounding buildings, together with a 1909 Confederate 2 - 1 =
Memonal, contribute to the complex’s ambiance as a 1 ; b X
quintessential early 20th-century Virginia courthouse -
grouping. Surry Counly Courthouse Complex, Surry County.
One of Albemarle County’s oldest and least altered build- Woodstock Hall Tavern, Albemarle County. Credit: Marlene Eliza-
ings, Woodstock Hall Tavern achieved its present ap- beth Heck
pearance in 1808, a half century after the construction of
the original two-room plan. The structure stands on State
Route 637 southwest of lvy, Virginia. In operation as an
ordinary by 1783, the tavern is historically associated with
the Woods family who settled in the area in the mid-18th
century. The building was acquired by Richard Woods in
ca. 1771 and two generations of the family occupied the
structure for nearly eighty years. During much of this
period it functioned as a tavern, and its operation was
recorded in the 1796 travel journal of the Duke de la
Rochefoucault Liancourt. The original 1757 section of the
structure has retained a considerable portion of its original
architectural fabric. As one of only a few unaltered dwell-
ings of its period in Albemarle County, Woodstock Hall
Tavern provides valuable information on traditional build-
ing practices and the changing aesthetic ideals and spatial
needs of 18th- and 19th-century Virginians.
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landowners, led by Mr. Jim Hoge, and the Tazewell
County planning office, represented by Ms. Emily
Fisher, invited speakers from the Virginia Outdoors
Foundation and the Historic Landmarks Division to
discuss appropriate open-space and historic preser-
vation protective measures for the Garden. From
these meetings came a determination that a rural
historic district designation for the entire valley
would be preferable to the nomination of individual
farmsteads. The State Review Board concurred,
and during the summer of 1984 staff architectural
historians and archaeologists jointly surveyed the
valley, photographing and recording 347 buildings
and two cemeteries and identifying and assessing an
additional thirty-five archaeological sites. State Re-
view Board member and Tazewell County resident
Mrs. Nellie White Bundy and Burke’s Garden resi-
dents Mr. and Mrs. Jim Hoge and Mrs. Betty Melvin
were especially helpful in making arrangements to
welcome and assist VDHL surveyors. After comple-
tion of the archival research and fieldwork, a detailed
evaluation of the architectural, archaeological, and
historical resources of Burke's Garden commenced,
followed by a state and national register nomination
report. The report was jointly written by VDHL
staff archaeologists and architectural historians,
based upon survey materials, field notes and re-
ports, photographs, local histories, manuscripts, and
primary sources at the Virginia State Library. Re-
search revealed the fascinating history of an isolated
community whose residents prided themselves on
their independent spirit, who were nevertheless
united in the love and preservation of their land and
way of life.

Abandoned lime pit at Burke's Garden. Such structures were
constructed to burn blocks of limestone, converting them into lime
for use on local farms.

e 2 L

The area encompassing Burke's Garden was
first granted to James Patton in 1745 as a part of
100,000-acre tract. Around 1750 Patton brought a
surveying party to his land led by James Burke.
Seven years after the initial survey, Colone! William
Preston, a surveyor from Augusta County, wrote of
a night spent in Burke’s Garden: “Tuesday, ye 24th,
marched at 10 o'clock from Bear Garden and with
great trouble and fatigue passed two large mountains
and at length arrived at Burke's Garden where we
camped that night. We had plenty of potatoes which
soldiers gathered in the deserted plantation.” The
quotation represents the first documented reference
to the area as “Burke’s Garden.” Due to the contin-
ual threat of Indian attack attempts to settle the
garden were short-lived until after the Revolution-
ary War.

Among the first permanent settlers in Burke’s
Garden was a contingent of Germans who were
descendants of the first immigrants to the Shenan-
doah Valley. They erected a Lutheran church in the
middle of the valley during the early 19th century
and established a cemetery within the church yard.
Although the first church structure is no longer
standing, tangible evidence of the early German
settlement survives in the presence of hand-carved
limestone grave markers executed in a decorative
German style. German bibles, hymn books, and
windmills are listed in the inventories of early land-
owners with surnames of German origin—Gose,
Greever, Spracher, Bergman, and Litz, lending fur-
ther evidence of German influence among the pio-

neers. ]
While most of the early settlers built log dwell-
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ings, some of them have been incorporated into |
buildings, Peter Gose chose to I;:I:)nstruct hisag:
1812 house of cut limestone blocks, indicative of his
intention to settle permanently in Burke’s Garden.
The two-story dwelling is the only example of early
stone architecture in Burke’s Garden and is also one
of the valley’s oldest surviving structures.
. In 1835 Burke's Garden was acclaimed to be
one ”of the most remarkable spots in western Vir-
ginia.” According to Joseph Martin’s Gazetter of Vir-
ginia, there were in that year approximately 450
resndepts, a church, a flour mill, and two tanyards in
Burke’s Gardgn. Two significant factors contributed
to the Garden s prosperity: the unusually fertile soil
and the valley's network of roads which provided
farmers direct access to outside markets.

By 1860 the population of Burke’s Garden had
reached nearly 800 including 75 slaves. The heart of
the community lay along the central road that bisects
the valley along which could be found general stores,
schools, mills, a Grange Hall, and in 1895, Burke’s
Garden Academy, a private preparatory school with
boarding facilities for students from outside the com-
munity, Farmhouses of the 19th century in Burke’s
Garden are mostly frame “I” houses with a minimum
of decorative detail. Nevertheless, a few examples
suggest the successive influences of the Federal,
Greek Revival, Italianate, and Queen Anne styles as
denoted in building scale, mass, and decoration.
While brick dwellings were also built, they are com-
paratg'ely rare.

eginning in the mid-19th century the economi
staple of Burke's Garden became livgstock farminz
with sheep and shorthorn cattle forming the basis of

Joseph Meek Farm, Burke's Garden.

the local commercial livestock industry. The cultiva-
tion of the land in corn, oats, wheat, r{re, and barlv:y
lent support to livestock raising, and each activity
remained dependent upon the other. In the late
1800s nearby railroads made Northern and Euro-
pean livestock markets accessible to Burke’s Garden
cattle and sheep farmers, while providing rail trans-
port for timber. The lumber industry became a
'12)3(1)8; 'economxc activity in the valley during the early
The period following World War I witnessed
marke'd changes in American farm operations which
Burke's Garden as a rural community did not escape.
With the introduction of power-driven machinery,
both human and draft animal labor requirements
decreased, and farm workers were drawn to towns
and cities that offered better prospects for employ-
ment. The population of Burke’s Garden, which
reached its peak in 1930 with 1,800 people, by 1960
dropped to 150. Today the population of the garden
stands at about 275 people. While cultivation of the
land still dominates the lives of many residents,
livestock raising remains the primary agricultural
activity with a sizable sector of the populace not
involved in farming at all. The recent influx of nonag-
ricultural settlement to the area has caused Burke’s
grardten landowners to seek local ordinances and
ant easements to insure the preservation of the
agricultural and rural character of their community.
Many residents hope that historic designation will
focus local attention on the importance of preserving
the scenic and cultural values represented by the
rural landscape of their beloved valley.
Important to this landscape are the numerous




farm buildings and domestic outbuildings that make
up the largest number of structures in Burke’s Gar-
den. Most examples date from the late 19th and
early 20th centuries and include frame and log barns,
corncribs, springhouses, smokehouses, garages,
tenant houses, and sheds. The arrangement of out-
buildings in clusters to the rear of farmhouses with
each farm delineated by wire and post or split rail
fences creates a rarely disturbed rural landscape
that is notable for its physical integrity and pictur-
esque charm.

Supplementing the inventory of standing struc-
tures are sites found during the archaeological sur-
vey. Due to the large size of Burke's Garden with
much of it in pasture or forest hindering surface
visibility, archaeologists were able to survey inten-
sively less than one per-cent of the basin. Thirty-
five archaeological sites were identified, undoubt-
edly representative of but a very small fraction of
those sites still extant, yet clearly indicative of the
high archaeological potential of Burke’s Garden.

Native American occupation prior to historic
settlement in Burke's Garden was noted at nineteen
of the thirty-five archaeological sites. They range
from examples of a large village near the center of
Burke’s Garden and a small number of seasonal base
camps near major springs and streams to a wide
variety of temporary camps of smaller size through-
out the basin. A review of collections held by local
residents and artifacts obtained during the VDHL
survey showed nearly continuous occupation,
though of a light intensity, from the Early Archaic
period through the Late Woodland period (ca. 8000
B.C. to A.D. 1700). Such a long span of occupation
within a well defined area such as Burke’s Garden

The Robert Lawson House on Route 666 in Burke's Garden.
f — ‘

greatly aids archaeologists trying to document
changing uses of the landscape over time by Native
Americans as well as related changes in how their
societies were organized. Noticeably absent is any
evidence of Paleo-Indian period (ca. 9500 B.C. to
8000 B.C.) utilization of Burke’s Garden. This is not
unexpected given the basin’s high elevation and the
more severe weather that would have characterized
this locale during this time of initial human settle-
ment in Virginia.

Historic occupation was noted at eighteen of
the thirty-five archaeological sites identified. All of
these date to the 19th through 20th centuries and
show the wide range of site types expected in a rural
community of Burke’s Garden’s age. Included are
well preserved examples of a bridge and roads,
stone boundary marker, mill-millrace-dam com-

Livestock, long an important component of the economy of Burke's

plexes, lime pots, homesteads and springno
cemeteries, Grange Hall/school, and (%ddggellll?;\a:‘é
Hall. Given gaps in local archival materials, this
variety of historic archaeological remains becomes
increasingly important for historical studies on such
topics as local economy, settlement patterns, and
transportation systems. No archaeological examples
of the initial more s(goradic, temporary historic set-
tlement of Burke's Garden during the second half of
the 18th century have yet been found. While un-
cslgﬁtz;:idlty re:jrcte).e §g:es tlfimtr)n this time period should
st an identifia i i
survgrys. le through more intensive
he most unique archaeological site disco
to date in Burke's Garden is 1:h!¢§1 Hoge site,c avira‘:g
Woodland period (ca. A.D. 900 to 1700) sedentary,
agricultural village slightly over one acre in size.

Bryan Mitchell, Division Director, David E dwards, Historic Di:
! Chett, ) , Hish -
t‘;’zcht' ‘E%ordmalon E. Randolph Turner, Archacologist, a;gc?c N?I‘lfe
i - undy;l ngmlm of the erngma Historic Landmarks Board
Imwaﬁngmheld .t saunbr“m”k’fnspect urke's Garden prior to public

Being at an elevation of 3,150 feet, the Hoge site i
the highest known prehistoric vi'llage in ngrSé%gi:f
Based on the sole radiocarbon date available for the
site (ca. A.D. 1660), it also may represent one of the
last major sedentary communities in southwest Vir-
ginia prior to European settlement. Further enhanc-
ing its archaeological significance, the Hoge site is
one of the few prehistoric villages never known to
have been plowed. Currently in pasture, the site is
in an excellent state of preservation. Test excava-
tions by Mr. E. E. Jones, Jr. of the Archaeological
Society of Virginia have revealed well preserved
midden deposits with cultural features such as
hearths, storage and refuse pits, and human burials.
Both individual palisade lines and house structures
have been identified through patterning of postholes.
As the sole site of Burke's Garden at which excava-
tions have taken place, the Hoge site graphically
ﬂigf;sae‘;;tﬂs tt)}lue tlv:'real;l'nh ofd glrchaeological information
L available through additional intensi ienti
mvesltlllgamnse in the basin. R

Jctober 1985 Burke’s Garden was placed o
the Virginia Landmarks Register as a mr£ hist%n'g
district, and formally nominated for inclusion in the
National Register Historic Places. As a unique area
topographically, illustrating the abiding reciprocal re-
latlons,hlp between natural and cultural resources
Burke's Garden clearly retains its integrity as a
§|g1nﬁcant rural landscape, one that has been inhab-
ited now for nearly 10,000 years.

David A. Edwards

Historic District Coordinator

E. Randolph Turner

Senior Prehistoric Archaeologist
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Progress At Shipwreck
Project in Yorktown

Project drew to a close in late October.
Sigrjﬁﬁcant progress was made in 1985 in the
excavating, preserving, and interpreting of this im-
portant remnant of the Battle of Yorktown. )
The vessel, better known by its archaeological
site designation 44Y088, is a remarkably well pre-
served merchant ship which was intentionally sunk
to create an obstacle during the 1781 Battle of
Yorktown, the last major battle of the American
Revolution. The site is being excavated from within
a steel enclosure or cofferdam with the enclosed
water being clarified using a commercial filtration
system. With the assistance of Ecolochem, Inc. of
Norfolk, Virginia, visibility has been improved from
near zero in the depths of the muddy York River to
as much as thirty feet. This imprqved visibility has
enhanced the quality of the excavation and permitted
Bates Littlehales, a photographer for the National
Geographic, to take clear photographs of the wreck
with divers at work. )
Archaeologists have been analyzing and pre-
serving artifacts recovered from within the hull dur-
ing the 1985 season, as the excavations in the
vessel's bow were completed. Many of the items

he third and most successful season to dgtg
I of the Yorktown Shipwreck Archaeological

Diver excavating bow of 44Y088 using an airlift.

(" e

iated with the ship’s equipment or boatswain's
zisn?ga that were recovered are in excellent condi-
tion. They include rigging blocks, rope, a flagpole,
sailcloth, a carpenter’s bevel, a winch for making
spun yarn, a woven mat, and several oars and

S. _
paddlﬁl addition to the bosun’s stores, ample evi-
dence of the ship’s provision have been recovered
including various casks, butchered bones, nuts,
cherry pits, and grains including corn, barley, and
wheat. A large quantity of coal which was probably
used in cooking meals for the crew, was found in the
starboard side of the bow. Among personal items
were buttons, a well preserved leather shoe, a lead
die, (possibly made from a rifle or"plstol ba!!) and
part of a silk hat decoration called a cockade.

The Division of Historic Landmarks has been
awarded a grant of $81,000 by the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities which has been matched
with $100,000 from the Virginia General Assembly
to complete the excavation. The project 1 scheduled
to be completed in 1987.

John Broadwater
Archaeologist and Manager of the
Yorktown Shipwreck Project
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Colonial Garden Discovered
In Surry County

Virginia’s oldest surviving dwelling—did not
come as a complete surprise to researchers
who have studied the history of “Arthur Allen’s
Brick House,” as the Castle was originally known.
Indeed, there are several references to the exis-
tence of a 19th-century garden at Bacon's Castle,
the earliest being the 1911 Morrison Map which
reproduced an 1844 survey of Bacon Castle’s prop-
erty. This particular map depicts a large, rectangular
garden—the legend indicating that it was 1.578
acres—west of the main approach to the mansion.
Furthermore, in 1935, a detailed sketch map of the
former garden was made by Louis Hankins, son of
John Henry Hankins who purchased Bacon’s Castle
in 1844. Hankins’ rendering shows how he remem-
bered the garden during his childhood between 1859
and 1871. Hankins depicted a vegetable and flower
garden laid out in four large planting beds, divided by
a crosspath and bordered on three sides with a wood
fence with a brick wall completing the enclosure.
The documented existence of a 19th-century
garden led to speculation about the existence of
earlier gardens. Questions were raised as to
whether precise boundaries of the 19th-century gar-

he discovery of a large colonial garden in
I Surry County, Virginia at Bacon’s Castle—

den could be delineated, and whether there might be
any surviving archaeological remains of either the
19th-century garden or possibly a colonial predeces-
sor. The Association for the Preservation of Virginia
Antiquities, owners of Bacon's Castle, commis-
sioned an archaeological survey of the garden area in
1983 to address these questions. Archaeological
investigations revealed evidence of fencelines, plant-
ing beds, and walkways, some which may date to the
18th century. Based on these preliminary findings,
the Garden Club of Virginia funded a major excava-
tion of the gardens which took place between July,
1984 and February, 1986.

Excavations revealed that the core of the gar-
den, measuring approximately 360 feet by 195 feet,
consisted of a main north-south walk of white sand,
measuring twelve feet in width with three large
planting beds flanking each side and two eight-foot
east-west sand crosspaths separating the planting
beds. Surrounding the entire garden was a ten-foot
wide sand path which was paralleled by a four-foot
border bed. Dissecting the outer edge of the border
beds were numerous postholes from later fence
lines. Artifacts and research pointed to a 17th cen-
tury garden plan, making it the earliest preserved
garden path discovered in the South. Four struc-

Aerial view of garden excavation. Structures have been marked with white boards. Postholes for fenceline and arbor appear as white dots.

View s from the southwest.
- -
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tures associated with the garden were uncovered at

the ends of each crosspath. Two of these structures

were small, three-sided open buildings known as

exhedras and typically found in medieval gardens.

Measuring approximately twelve feet square, these
two structures are centered on a crosspath with the
open side facing the garden. Apparently constructed
of brick, each structure was robbed, leaving only the
backfilled trenches in which the foundations were
seated. One exhedra, however, does contain several
in situ whole bricks, including a one-brick wide
footing 2' 6" from the back wall. This likely sup-
ported a brick bench which was a common feature of
a medieval exhedra.

The excavation also uncovered a large garden
building delineated by a 20 ' by 36 ' one and one-half
brick wide foundation with an intact bulkhead en-
trance on the south. A test hole inside one corner of
the foundation encountered over five feet of fill
before striking subsoil, proving that the building had
a basement. A course of rowlock brick at the
northwest corner indicates the possible location of a
doorway. A pattern of postholes was found strad-
dling part of the perimeter path, suggesting the

adjacent to the wall.

Engraving of a medieval exhedra closely resembling the exhedra
discovered at Bacon's Castle. Note the presence of a brick bench

presence of an arbor. The hand-dug postholes were
located at eight foot intervals to form a structure ten
feet wide and forty-eight feet long.

Although only a relatively small number of arti-
facts were found during excavation, those that were
recovered proved to be very significant. Some of the
finds were directly related to garden activities such
as several iron hoes, sherds of slipped and decorated
colonial flower pots, and more than a score of folded-
over reinforced foot fragments of bell glasses. Most
significant, however, were concentrations of wine
bottle glass and ceramics found above and beneath
the border bed and perimeter path. These artifacts
date the construction of the garden to ca. 1680
during the tenure of Major Arthur Allen. Allen, who
inherited the plantation in 1669, was clearly a mem-
ber of the upper echelons of society in Colonial
Virginia, and this monumental garden is a testament
to his prominence and success.

Plans are underway to publish a definitive re-
port on the results of this significant project.

Nick Luccketti
Historical Archaeologist

Wine bottle and wine bottle seals recovered from garden site showing
a seal of Arthur Allen.
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Investment Tax Credit Update

As we go to press, the Senate Fin ni
tee has approved a Tax Reform Ac?n‘?:m%gn;guitr;
substantial agreement with the bill passed by the
House of Representatives in December insofar as it
affects the rehabilitation of certified historic struc-
tures. The latest information we have indicates:

1. ggg hu;:t%s;lt_lgletr;tu tz;x credit for rehabilitating certi-

< : ;

2 ’rﬁ;iuced ” 2O%.c ures is retained but the rate is

. The amortization period is extend 1
years for residential rental propert?rdartn(()i g{lg
years for commercial property.

3. There will be a 10% investment tax credit for
rehabilitation of structures built before 1936 but
not listed on the National Register.

4. The new credits would become effective January
1, 1987; all projects in service prior to that date

The lobby of the Martha Washington Inn in Abing afte rehaili—

tation.

109-111 S. Lewis Street tn Staunton prior to rehabilitation.

The east parlor of the ”
rehabilitation. d artha

would be eligible for the current 25% credi
5. For investors in a non-active parmersh?;;11 &hose
providing only money and not participating as an
active manager of the project) the amount of
credit that can be claimed can be equal only to the
income actually derived from that investment
This particular item differs from the House ver-
o w;lon an;j tr;:ayfbf changed.
wners of the following Virginia proj -
plied for Historic Preservatiorgluger‘:if%gtci:; }f?grfx ?lli)e
National Park Service for the purpose of receiving an
ltnvestment tax credit for rehabilitation expendi-
ures. Those applicants who received Part 2 ap-
proval obtained preliminary determination that their
gro;ects would meet the Secretary of the Interior’s
ﬁtandards for Rehabilitation. Part 3 approval certi-
es that a completed project has met the Standards.

Washington Inn in Abingdon after

109-111 S. Lewts Street in Staunton after rehabilitation.



Rehabilitation Projects From August 1, 1985 to March 1, 1986

Abingdon $ 2,800,000

Abingdon Historic District
Martha Washington Inn (Part 2)

Albemarle County $ 150,000

Woodstock Hall Tavern (Hilandale)
(Part2)
Alexandria
Alexandria Historic District

Green House, 606 Cameron St.
(Parts2 & 3)

110 King St. (Part3)
Franklin-Armfield Office-Slave Quarters
1315 Duke St. (Part3)

Augusta County $

Augusta Counly Rural Public
Schools-thematic listing

Craigsville School (Part 2)

Charlottesville

Charlottesville & AlbemarleCounty
Courthouse Historic District

213 Second St. (Part2)

Word-Wertenbaker House (Part 2)
200 South St.

Edwardian House (Part 2)
204 South St.

Rugby Road-University Corner
Historic District
Delta Kappa Epsilon (Part 2)
1820 Carr’s Hill Rd.

St. Anthony Hall (Part 2)
133 Chancellor St.

Theta Delta Chi (Part 2)
1811 Lambeth Lane

Albemarle County Courthouse
Historic District

609 E. High St. (Part2)
Wertland Street Historic District
Wertenbaker House (Part 3)
Ridge Street Historic District
511 Ridge St. (Part2)

Barringer-Mansion-1404 efferson
Park Avenue (Part2)

Danville

Danville Tobacco Warehouse H istoric
District
620 Berryman Ave. (Part 3)
755 Berryman Ave. (Part 3)

Fairfax County $

Huntley, 7000 Harrison Lane
(Part2)

$ 1,215,000

200,000

$ 2,173,639

$ 78,000

360,000

Fredericksburg $ 239,000

Fredericksburg Historic District
1218 Caroline Street (Part 2)
102-104 Lewis Street (Part 2)
308 Princess Anne Street (Part 3)
305 William Street (Part 2)

Goochland County $
Tuckhoe Plantation Barn (Part 3)

78,210

Loudoun County $ 40,000

Hillsboro Historic District
Methodist Episcopal Church South
(Parts 2 & 3)

Lynchburg $ 115,000

Diamond Hill Historic District
Moore’s Folly (Part 2)
606 Pearl St. (Part3)

The capitals on the front elevation of the Alexander Baker House
before replacement.
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Garland Hill Historic District

William Murrell House (P,
320 Madison Street R

Portsmouth
Proposed Downtown Historic District

The Catholic Club (Part 2,
450 Court Street St

$ 400,000

Richmond

Jackson Ward Historic District
515 N. Adams Street (Part 3)
415 Catherine Street (Part2 & 3)
516 W. Clay Street (Part 2)
18 E. Jackson Street (Part2 & 3)
103 E. Leigh Street (Part 3)
104 W. Leigh Street (Part 3)

Newman House Servant’s Quart
12 W. Clay Street (Part3) e

$ 3,887,721

The new capitals on the Al
replicats the damaiged wpgzl;s'.'derBakerHouse, carefully crafted to

'F)

Winchester
Winchester Historic District

25

525 St. James Street (Part2 & 3)

St. John’s Church Historic District
2811 E. Broad Street (Part2)
2715 E. Broad Street (Part2)

Chastian Farrar Row (Part 3
314 N. 25th Street Farig)

Shockoe Slip Historic District
Commercial Block

1211-1217 E. Cary Street (Part 3)

This End Up (Part 3)
23 & 25 S. 13th Street

Monument Ave. Historic District
1831 W. Grace Street (Part 2)
Shockoe Valley & Tobacco Row
Historic District
1731 E. Main Street (Part 2)

Columbia (Part 2)
601 N. Lombardy St.

St. Alban’s Hall (Part 3,
300 E. Main Streetr ¢

Proposed Broad Street Historic
District
200-202 W. Broad Street (Part 2)
Roanoke

Harrison School (Part 2)
523 Harrison Avenue

Rockbridge County
Maple Hall (Part 2)

Staunton

Beverly Historic District

114-116 W. Johnson Street
(Part2)

109-111 S. Lewis Street (Part 3)

Gospel Hill Historic District

208 Kalorama Street (Part 2)

Newtown Historic District

301-303 Beverly Street (Part 3)

Waterford
Waterford Historic District

Williams Store (Part 2)
Second & Main Streets

Alexander Baker House (Part 3
24 S. Washington Street( athsy

4-8 Cork Street (Part2)

Post Office (Part 2)
40 W. Piccadilly Street

Total

$

$

$

$

700,000

340,000

278,036

75,000

$ 410,000

$13,540,570



Jefferson’s Workmen anq the
Virginia Landmarks Register

rather important building phenomenon
rg“eaenerally unk?i(())wn to Virginians or to stu-
dents of American material culture, but dis-
covered through Virginia’s statewide regis-
ter program, is the magnitude of Thomas Jefferson’s
influence in Virginia architecture. While Jefferson’s
own architectural achievements are central to any
study of American architectural history, his mﬂpencg
in Virginia is commonly believed to have terminate
ith his death in 1826.
e '}Il‘lhe Virginia Historic_ Landmarks Board (for-
merly Commission) recognized early the importance
of Thomas Jefferson’s architectural legacy by reg&f-
tering the Virginia State Capitol, Monticello, and le
University of Virginia in the late 1960s and ear);
1970s. As the statewide survery and inventory ;)
historic places advanced, other buildings related {’l
design, materials, and workmanship to these we
known Jefferson masterpieces have been identified

Bremo, Fluvanna Counly.
| i » A .’.z‘h 7

nted. While many of these buildings
at:l:dit(iigflaulrlr)l'ehad been attributed to Jefferson, fur}hefr
research revealed that many of these so-called “Jef-
fersonian” houses, courthouses, and cl'mrch%s1 w’[g;e
built 2 decade or more after Jefferson’s dea S :1
identities of their actual builders can be gleaned ro ;
various public commissions for courthouse design
and from several private building contracts between
the owners and builders of residences. Comparing
the builders’ names in these records with Jefferson's
meticulously kept accounts of the cpn_stmctxlor:i :)
Monticello and the University of Virginia has le 3
the discovery that the same men who_desu;ned ah:d
built later buildings in the Jeffersonian style
earlier been employed and supervised by ]efferl:}o_n
during the construction of Monticello and thuci-:ld ni-
versity of Virginia. Jefferson called his builders,
“workmen,” a term he applied to both carpenters

and masons.

Jefferson demonstrated his interest in architec-
ture as early as 1769 when Shadwell, his family
residence, burned and he began planning for the
building of Monticello. Almost immediately, Jeffer-
son began to search for the most qualified and
competent builders, a search that, in many ways he
continued throughout his life. It is particularly inter-
esting to recall Jefferson’s low opinion of Virginia's
builders, expressed in his only published book, Notes
on Virginta. Commenting on the state of architec-
ture in Virginia, Jefferson observed that there could
scarcely be found, “a workman capable of drawing an
order.” His quest for well-skilled workmen led Jef-
ferson to labor markets outside of Virginia. It was
from Philadelphia, the second capital of the United
States, that Jefferson imported master-builders for
Monticello and the University of Virginia. It was also
from Philadelphia that Jefferson recruited the car-
penters James Oldham, James Dinsmore and John
Neilson for the remodeling of Monticello. These
workmen remained in Virginia and later found em-
ployment with Jefferson at the University of Virginia.
Here they collaborated with a second group of build-
ers whom Jefferson also recruited from Philadelphia,
together with a number of Virginian workmen. The
Virginia builders included John Perry, Dabney
Cosby, William B. Phillips and Malcolm F. Crawford,
all of whom continued to work in the state after their
work at the University of Virginia was completed.
[Fortunately, the extant buildings of these Jefferso-
nian workmen clearly demonstrate Jefferson’s pro-
found influence on his former builders’ architecture.

While Jefferson began building Monticello ‘in
1769, the house was not finished until forty years

Montpelier, Orange County. Credit: Virginia State Library
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later in 1809. Following its completion, a number of
Jefferson’s workmen found commissions for resi-
dences in the Virginia Piedmont. Of these workmen,
James Dinsmore’s and John Neilson’s buildings at
Bremo, Fluvanna County, and Montpelier, Orange
County, are among the most significant.

At Montpelier, the residence of Jefferson'’s per-
sonal and political friend, James Madison, Dinsmore
and Neilson renovated the mid-18th century house
in a major remodeling of 1809-1812. Although the
workmen had left Jefferson’s employ, they still main-
tained contact with him. In September, 1808, Jeffer-
son wrote to Madison, “Dinsmore has suggested a
very handsome improvement to your house and I
think the easiest by which you can make a fine room
. .. It will be somewhat in the manner of my parlor.”
By the time the two carpenters had completed their
work at Montpelier, much of the remodeling had
been influenced by their work at Monticello. This is
especially evident in the interior woodwork, triple-
hung sash windows, rear porch, and classical garden
temple, the later being among the finest of its type
for this period in Virginia.

Colonel John Hartwell Cocke commissioned
Dinsmore and Neilson to build his Fluvanna County
residence, Bremo, in 1816. Ultimately, the work
was finally completed by John Neilson in 1819-20.
Jefferson’s influence on Neilson may be measured by
the circumstance that Bremo was, for years, attrib-
uted to Jefferson. Indeed, Cocke had asked Jefferson
to design the residence, and it was Jefferson who
recommended his former workmen to Cocke. Jeffer-
son also gave Cocke valuable advice as to a potential
source for his proposed building: “Palladio,” he said,
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Arcaded pavilion, Berry Hill, Orange County.

over, in scale and proportion Cosby's three court-
houses are reminiscent of Jefferson’s courthouses.
In terms of craftmanship, Cosby’s well executed and
carefully laid brickwork recalls the statement in his
obituary of 1862 concerning his work at the Univer-
sity of Virginia and Jefferson’s instructions to him on
the “art of making brick.”

Cosby was not the only University of Virginia
workmen to have been influenced by Jefferson. John
Perry was a carpenter who worked at both Monti-
cello and the University of Virginia. Following his
services at the University, Perry remained in the
Piedmont where he was engaged in two notable
residential commissions, at Frascati in Orange
County and at Castle Hill in Albemarle.

The surviving records for both houses, make
explicit reference to the University of Virginia. In
the “Articles of Agreement” for Frascati, U. S.
Congressman Philip Pendleton Barbour as owner
and John Perry, as builder, agreed on November 7,
1821 that, “The brick work [was] to be equal to any
.. . at the University.” Likewise, in his 1823 con-
tract with John Perry, U. S. Senator, William Cabell
Rives insisted that for the addition to his residence,
Castle Hill, “all the exterior walls to be faced with
rubbed stretchers in the manner of the Rotunda at
the University.” Both houses clearly demonstrate

Lunenburg County Courthouse.

that John Perry met the terms of the contracts. Not
only is the brickwork of the highest quality, but the
woodwork is also finished in a classical style reminis-
cent of Jefferson’s own work at the University of
Virginia.

While Frascati and Castle Hill clearly document
the influence of the University of Virginia on a
traditional house plan, Berry Hill, Orange County,
built by the former University workmen William B.
Phillips and Malcolm Crawford for Reynolds Chap-
man in 1827, is directly inspired by a University
pavilion design. Prominently sited on a hill overlook-
ing the town of Orange, Berry Hill was modeled
initially after the design of Pavilion VII at the Univer-
sity of Virginia, the first building constructed at the
University supporting a Tuscan portico. For un-
known reasons, shortly after its completion, Berry
Hill's second-story portico was enclosed with brick
and the original columns removed.

Not all the buildings by Jefferson’s former work-
men were Jeffersonian style. This fact is particularly
evident in the institutional work of Dabney Cosby at
Randolph-Macon College when it was located in
Mecklenburg County and at the original Union Theo-
logical Seminary in Prince Edward County. In 1830
Cosby was most fortunate in obtaining the commis-
sions for Venable Hall at Hampden-Sydney and the
old Main Hall at Randolph-Macon College, in
Boydon. In spite of his previous experience at Jeffer-
son’s “academical village,” the University of Virginia,
Cosby’s work at Union Theological Seminary and
Randolph-Macon College involved a large, single
building, very much in the tradition of a main hall.
Neither project involved a complex of buildings or
pavilions, as found in Jefferson’s plan for the Univer-
sity of Virginia, since the trustees of both institutions
had programs in mind that differed from Jefferson’s
university plan. Thus, Cosby’s two buildings had
little except their finely executed brickwork and
correct proportions to distinguish them as Jefferso-
nian.
Jefferson’s workmen continued to practice in
Jefferson’s neoclassical style until the late 1830s. By
this time the Greek Revival style was sweeping
through America, popularized by builder’s guides
published in the North. Given Jefferson’s use of the
Roman Revival style, it was natural that the Greek
Revival would meet with a highly favorable reception
in Virginia. Moreover, the economic prosperity of
Virgima during the antebellum period resulted in a
more conscious effort among Virginians to build in
the most fashionable style. While Jefferson was cer-
tainly not forgotten, his architecture was no longer
considered new and therefore less appealing than
the Greek and Romantic revivals that had captured
America’s pre-Civil War architectural taste.

In conclusion, it is significant to Virginia’s archi-
tectural legacy that the state not only possesses the
architecture of Thomas Jefferson, but the buildings
executed in a Jeffersonian style by his workmen as
well. A significant number of these buildings have
been preserved, thereby allowing for their continual
study and appreciation. It is hoped that with their
listing in the Virginia Landmarks Register and the
National Register of Historic Places their signifi-
cance to Virginia's architectural legacy will be under-
stood and their preservation guaranteed for future
generations.

Richard C. Cote
Architectural Historian



Protecting State-owned
Historic Landmarks

The 1986 Appropriations Act passed by the Vir-
ginia General Assembly makes special provision for
the protection of state-owned historic landmarks. Sec-
tion 4-4.00: “Capital Projects” contains the following
sub-section:

State-Owned registered historic landmarks: To
guarantee that the historical and/or architectural
integrity of any state-owned properties listed on
the Virginia Landmarks Register and the knowl-
edge to be gained from archaeological sites will
not be adversely affected because of inappropriate
changes, the heads of those agencies in charge of
such properties are directed to submit all plans for
significant alterations, remodeling, redecoration,
restoration or repairs that may basically alter the
appearance of the structure, landscaping, or dem-
olition to the Department of Conservation and
Historic Resources. Such plans shall be reviewed
within thirty days and the comments of that De-
partment shall be submitted to the Governor for
use in making a final determination.

This Appropriations Act provision places into
the code the provisions of Executive Order Forty-
Seven issued by Governor Mills Godwin in 1976. In
that executive order Governor Godwin stated the
rationale for safeguarding state-owned historic re-
sources:

Virginia's many historic landmarks are among her
most priceless possessions. The preservation of
this historic resource should be of prime concern
to all citizens. As Governor, I believe the Com-
monwealth should set an example by maintaining
State-owned properties listed on the Virginia
Landmarks Register according to the highest pos-
sible standards.

Since the issuance of the executive order, the
Division of Historic Landmarks has routinely re-
ceived plans and specifications for projects involving
registered state-owned properties. Pursuant to the
Appropriations Act, the Division will continue this
review on behalf of the Department of Conservation
and Historic Resources. The DHL staff works with
many state agencies to assure that such projects
have no adverse impact on the integrity of these
places. The DHL has provided technical advice on
projects ranging from the ongoing restoration of the
Jefferson buildings at the University of Virginia to the
cleaning of the statue of R. E. Lee on Monument
Avenue in Richmond. The DHL also carried out
salvage archaeology operations at the Fort Chiswell
site in Wythe County when part of the site was
slated for highway construction. It has worked with
the Highway Research Council in establishing main-
tenance standards for historic bridges and consulted
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with the Virginia Military Institute on the advisability
of moving the Pendleton-Coles house to make its
site available for new construction.

Although capital projects represent the most
obvious state-funded activities that affect historic
resources, the DHL recognizes the importance of
state agencies’ keeping it informed of any undertak-
ing that could comprise the integrity of a landmark.
Many of these activities would be considered normal
maintenance such as repointing brickwork, cleaning
masonry, painting woodwork, or landscaping. How-
ever, repointing with improper mortar can cause
permanent damage to a building’s aesthetic quality.
Cleaning with abrasive methods such as sandblasting
can result in permanent structural damage. Painting
can cover historic treatments such as stenciling,
graining, or natural finishes. Landscaping can affect
archaeological resources. The DHL thus should be
made aware of any undertaking, whether it be re-
modeling, redecoration, restoration, or repair that
could have an impact on the structural or visual
character of a state-owned landmark or could affect
related archaeological sites. The DHL maintains a
technical assistance section whose architectural his-
torians, archaeologists, and architects are available
to consult with agencies on any aspect of treatment
of historic properties.

The Commonwealth owns an extraordinary di-
versity of historic resources ranging from prehis-
toric archaeological sites, battlefields, and churches,
to covered bridges, plantations, and Victorian man-
sions. Twelve state-owned properties have been
designated National Historic Landmarks. The Com-
monwealth even has in its inventory of structures a
grave marker for a child with an epitaph written by
Charles Dickens. Few state-owned historic places
are exhibited as museums. Most—the Capitol, the
Executive Mansion, Virginia Military Institute, and
Virginia School for the Deaf and the Blind among
them—still serve their original intended functions.
Several outstanding historic buildings in recent years
have been converted to serve alternative uses.
Broad Street Station now houses the Science Mu-
seum of Virginia; Old City Hall is leased for office
space, and the Western State Hospital complex is
being used by the Department of Corrections.

While over a hundred state-owned buildings and
sites are listed on the Virginia Landmarks Register
and the National Register of Historic Places, they by
no means represent all places worthy of such desig-
nation.

In the coming months, the DHL intends to
conduct a survey of state-owned properties with the
goal of registering those buildings and sites eligible
for recognition. The following is a list of state-owné
properties registered to date.
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Fort Chiswell Archaeological Site, Wythe
County (Department of Highways and Transporta-
tion)

Gholson Bridge, Brunswick County (Department
of Highways and Transportation)

Grant House, 1007 East Clay Street, Richmond
(Medical College of VirginialVirginia Commonwealth
University)

Gunston Hall, Fairfax County (Gunston Hall)
Home for Needy Confederate Women, Rich-
mond (Department of General Services, Division of
Engineering and Buildings)

Humpback Bridge, Alleghany County (Department
of Highways and Transportation)

James Monroe Law Office, Fredericksburg
(Mary Washington College)

Lee Monument, Monument Avenue Historic Dis-

trict, Richmond (Department of General Services,
Division of Engineering and Buildings)

Leesylvania Archaeological Site, Prince Wil-
liam County (Depariment of Conservation and His-
toric Resources, Division of Parks and Recreation)

Leigh House, 1000 East Clay Street (Medical
College of VirginialVirginia Commonwealth Univer-
sity)

aville Creek Bridge, Rockingham County (De-
partment of Highways and Transportation)
Longwood, Prince Edward County (Longwood Col-
lege)

ngton.

Barracks and Parade Ground at the Virginia Military Institute, Lexi
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McCormick Farm and Workshop, Rockbridge
County (Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State Uni-
versity)

Mansion Truss Bridge, Campbell County (Depart-
ment of Highways and Transportation)

Martinsville Fish Dam, Henry County (river-
ine—Marine Resources Commission)

Maupin-Maury House, 1105 East Clay Street,
Richmond (Medical College of Virginia/Virginia Com-
monwealth University)

Meems Bottom Covered Bridge, Shenandoah
Cou)nty (Department of Highways and Transporta-
tion,

Monroe Tomb, Hollywood Cemetery, Richmond
(Department of General Services, Division of Engi-
neering and Buildings)

Morea, Charlottesville, (University of Virginia)
Morson’s Row, 219-223 Governor Street, Rich-
mond (Department of General Services, Division 0
Engineering and Buildings
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King George County (Commission of Game and
Inland Fisheries)
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(Virginia Military Institute)

Old City Hall, Capitol Square, Richmond (Depar: 1
ment of General Services, Division of Engineeré
and Buildings)
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Four Easements Accepted by
The Virginia Historic Landmarks Board

ince the publication of the last issue of Notes

on Virginia (Fall, 1985) the Virginia Historic

Landmarks Board has accepted four historic

preservation easements, two in the Bedford
area and two in the Waterford Historic District in
Loudoun County. The largest of the properties to
come under easement is Elk Hill, a 400-acre farm
along the St. Stephen’s Road in the vicinity of For-
est. The focal point of the farm is a Federal planta-
tion house with noteworthy woodwork erected ca.
1797 for Waddy Cobb, brother of the first rector of
St. Stephen’s Church. The property was later
owned by the Nelson family, and Thomas Nelson
Page wrote poems and short stories at Elk Hill while
visiting relatives there. The easement was donated
by James Barnett Hodges, whose family acquired
the property in 1928.

The easement on the Burks-Guy-Hagan house
in the city of Bedford is one of the first easements
the Board has received on an outstanding Victorian
house. Built in 1884, the irregularly massed dwelling
is a classic example of a Victorian surburban villa. It
is surrounded by park-like grounds and is sited to
take advantage of a view of the Peaks of Otter. It
originally served as the home of Judge Martin P.

Waterford Post Office. Credit: Waterford Foundation, Inc.

W

Burks, a dean of the Washington and Lee University
Law School, justice of the Virginia Supreme Court of
Appeals, and author of Burk’s Pleadings and Prac-
tice. The easement, donated by Charles T. Hagan,
Jr. and his sister Mrs. Barbara H. Norris, includes
nine acres with the house.

Mr. and Mrs. Paul Rose have added to the
Board’s numerous easements protecting the Water-
ford Historic District, a National Historic Landmark,
by their donation of an easement on the Waterford
Post Office, a simple Italianate commercial structure
in the heart of the village. In acknowledging the gift,
Governor Gerald L. Baliles stated, “I am pleased to
know that one more element of this outstanding
village has had its future secured. Waterford's ease-
ment program is an exemplary demonstration of
citizen cooperation in protecting one of Virginia's
most important historic resources.”

The Waterford Foundation’s donation of an
easement on the Glass Shop building continues this
organization’s vigorous involvement with the ease-
ment program. The Glass Shop is a simple commer-
cial vernacular structure at the core of the village
and is a part of the facade of a small commercial row.

Waterford Foundation, Inc.
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1986-88 State Grant Awards

he 1986 session of the G
eneral As
?S§6a§v§1rd§d a total of $3.221,4003fsoerm31'g
0-88 biennium for historic preservation
Projects across the state, Awarded to muse-

While the appropriation i
priation includes
i{war(:lfed annually to twelve museums and$?1§;762i(:1?
lons for operating costs, it also contains awards to

and include such diverse proi
b projects as the 2
_pz.:? é_ls of land to protect the Germanna ﬁgggggﬁ) O-f
l(?;,l-[cI:eng n(])(:ggge Co:jmty; renovation of the A l%
artel ce and store in Scott C and
E(i[ill(f(cment of a historic shingle roof a?uggvggg
otlage in Page County to rehabilitation of the 1908

Stevens Cottage, Page Coungy.
i

grnlgyrsec;lr:) Vggléxrllty Cot;rt}l;lﬂuse for community use
d 1 or rehabilitation of g istoric
buﬂdn]gs for use by cultural organizati((a');,:;ral Hishes
he appropriation to the Germanna Archaeo-

vately sponsored archaeologi j
Vi A gical project. Wi
site of Alexander Spotswood's “é)qcljlante;v (Iit:sltlgs

Sara, and Maybelle C

‘ A arter. The Carters :

gci)é'l:sés, composers, and collectors of mot}:gii lr):l:-

s v}rerl;e Important figures in the hillbilly music
of the early 20th century. The store is now a




Cash and June Carter gave a benefit concert in Scott
County in January to raise additional funds for the
project, In attendance were Governor Gerald L.
Baliles, Lieutenant Governor L. Douglas Wilder,
Attorney General Mary Sue Terry, and many Gen-
eral Assembly members from Southwest Virginia.

Two historic former courthouses, the 1908
Grayson County Courthouse and the Old Roanoke
County Courthouse will receive historic preserva-
tion grants. Both courthouses, unique examples of
particular architectural styles, will be rehabilitated
for office and community use. The award to the old
Grayson County Courthouse will help assure the
preservation of a significant building which for the
past several years has been seriously threatened
with demolition.

Several arts centers housed in historic buildings
will receive funds in the coming biennium. The
Greater Reston Arts Center will receive an appro-
priation to aid in the restoration of a former ware-
house at the A. Smith Bowman Distillery for use for
community activities. Likewise, Ben Lomond in
Prince William County will be restored by the Prince
William Cultural Arts Federation, in part with funds
from the General Assembly, for use by cultural
organizations in the county and the cities of Manas-
sas and Manassas Park. Riddick’s Folly in Suffolk will
receive funds to help with its rehabilitation for use as
a central arts facility and the Suffolk-Nansemond
Historical Society’s library of local history.

Other significant appropriations include one of
$200,000 to the Association for the Preservation of
Virginia Antiquities, in recognition of its stewardship
of forty-four significant properties across the state,
for use in the care and maintenance of those build-

Riddick House, Suffolk.

ings. APVA properties Smithfield Plantation in
Montgomery County and Scotchtown in Hanover
County are among the museums which receive funds
annually from the General Assembly.

A grant of $750,000 to the Wells Theatre in
Norfolk represents the largest appropriation ever
made by the Assembly under this program. Restora-
tion of the theatre will provide for its continued use
as a performing arts center and will contribute to the
revitalization of downtown Norfolk.

The state historic preservation grants are
matching grants. Recipients must provide at least
25% of the estimated project cost from non-state
sources. According to the Code of Virginia funds
from this program may not be awarded for renova-
tion or reconstruction at any historic site unless the
property is included in or determined eligible for
inclusion in the Virginia Landmarks Register.

The Code of Virginia also governs how these
grant projects must be conducted. Plans and specifi-
cations for the projects must be reviewed by the
Division staff to ensure that the work meets gener-
ally accepted standards for historic preservation.
Recipients of the General Assembly grants are re-
quired to open the property to the public for at least
100 days per year for at least five years following
completion of the project.

Application forms and additional information
about the state grants program are available from
the Division.

Ann C. Miller
Assistant to the Director
State Grant Coordinator

A. P. Carter Store, Scott County (exterior).
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A. P. Carter Store, Scott County (interior).
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Grant Recipients for the 1986-1988 Biennium

Arlington Historical Museum, Arlington

Association for the P S
SSOC] or the Pres i
Virginia Antiquities SRS 200,000
Ben Lomond M i illi ’
Comie anor, Prince William SR
A. P. Carter H ’
oy omeplace and Store, o
The White Ho ,
Richmit use of the Confederacy, B
Danville Muse i ,
Hotoes um of Fine Arts and S
. ' 0
Fredericksburg Old City Hall 100,000
Germanna Archaeological Site ’
Orange Co. ' 160,000
Lewis Ginter Botanj ,
Richmond e 320,000
1908 Grayson County Courthouse 30’000
Greater Reston Arts Center 10’000
Patrick Henry Memorial F oundation 80,000
Historic Lexington F oundation 30,000
Holly Knoll, Gloucester County 25,000
R. E. Lee Memorial Association, Inc. 80,000
Magnolia Grange, Chesterfield County 20,000
Maymont, Richmond 10()’000

Intertor details of the Wells Theatye No
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b v e,

Oatlands, Loudoun County

0ld Gaol Museum, F auquier County
Old Roanoke County Courthouse
Pepper House, Montgomery County

Prehistoric Indian and M
Museum, Mecklenburg ggidnigburg

Prestwould, Mecklenburg County
Poe F oundation, Inc., Richmond
Riddick’s F olly, Suffolk

Scotchtown, Hanover County APVA
Smi .

Arlgu\;.l&ﬁeld Plantation, Montgomery Co.

Stabler-Leadbett.
Museum, Alexangfif poieuy Shop

Stevens Cottage, Page County
Valentine Museum, Richmond
Virginia Historical Society

War Memorial M
g useum, Newport

Wells Theatre, Norfolk
Wickham-Valentine House, Richmond

Wilderness Road i
Ly oad Regional Museum,

Woodrow Wilson Birthplace

Foundation, Staunton

rfolk. Credit: Robert K. Ander, Jr.
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100,000
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25,000
50,000
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60,000
24,000

30,000

30,000
3,600
100,000
50,000

100,000
750,000
250,000

15,000

48,000




Sharing the Wealth

The Director of the Division of Historic Landmarks is designated by the Code of
Virginia as the State Historic Preservation Officer for the purpose of carrying out federally
sponsored historic preservation programs in Virginia and for administering funds awarded
to Virginia by the National Park Service for these preservation activities. During 1985-86
nearly $141,000 of these funds have been devoted primarily to a program of grants to local
governments for various survey and planning projects around the state.

Certified Local
Government Program

Following an announced competition in late Oc-
tober 1985 and a public hearing on December 12,
1985 the Division of Historic Landmarks awarded
$105,919 in grants to nine local governments for
projects which, when completed, should enable
those local governments to make successful applica-
tions for formal participation in the national historic
preservation program as certified local govern-
ments. The Certified Local Government (CLG) pro-
gram was created under the National Historic Pres-
ervation Amendments Act of 1980, but the final
regulations for the program were not approved until
the spring of 1984.

Under the program state historic preservation
offices are required to set aside at least 10% of their
annual federal appropriation for certified local gov-
ernments. In Virginia that amount is approximately
$40,000 per year. During federal fiscal years 1983,
1984, and 1985, CLG funds were held by the Divi-
sion pending issuance of final Federal regulations and
establishment of the Virginia program. The recent
grant awards are from all three of those annual fund
allocations.

Certified local governments are those which
have been certified by National Park Service, upon
the recommendation of the State Historic Preserva-
tion office, as having certain elements of a local
preservation program in place. The Federal law
spells out general requirements for certification
which each state has defined and amplified according
to its own statutes and programs. Chief among the
Virginia program requirements are administrative
and legal capacities in the form of a historic preser-
vation ordinance and a review board to administer
the ordinance. The Virginia CLG program guidelines
also spell out the specific provisions which an ordi-
nance must contain and the suggested composition
of local review boards. Copies of the CLG program
guidelines are available from the Division upon re-
quest.

There are presently no certified local govern-

ments in Virginia. The completion of the projects
recently funded, however, should put all eight local
recipients in position to qualify for certification.
Seven cities, one county, and one town applied for
and received funds for projects including review and
amendment of existing ordinances to meet the CLG
requirements; training for local review boards, ac-
tivities designed to educate the public about historic
districts, ordinances, and the work of review
boards, survey and inventory of historic districts,
and nomination of them to the National Register of
Historic Places. Funds awarded must be matched by
the same amount on the local level either with cash
or with in-kind goods and services. Projects funded
with these grants must be completed by July 31,
1986 with the local government making application
for certification before September 30, 1986.

The Division expects that a number of bene-
fits—both for the state and the local government—
will result from the CLG grant projects. Completion
of the projects will prepare these eight local govern-
ments to play a formal role in the national and state
preservation programs, but it will also help to im-
prove and strengthen local preservation programs,
accomplishing preservation projects that otherwise
might not be undertaken.

Beginning with federal fiscal year 1986, the
Division’s CLG pass-through funds will be awarded
only to actual certified local governments. In addi-
tion to their eligibility for the pass through grants,
certified local governments will be allowed the right
to approve or deny National Register nominations
from their jurisdictions. CLGs will also receive high
priority for technical asistance from the Division
staff. The Division looks forward to working more
closely with these local governments through the
Certified Local Government program and to wel-
coming more localities into the more structure
partnership for preservation which the program rep-
resents.
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1985-86 Survey Subgrant Awards

The DHL has also awarded $35,000 in federal
grants-in-aid for field surveys in Buckingham and
Montgomery counties during 1985-86. A county-
wide archaeological survey of Buckingham is now
being conducted under the auspices of the Depart-
ment of Anthropology, University of Virginia. Super-
vised by Dr. Jeffrey L. Hantman, Principal Investiga-
tor, and Mr. Mark Catlin, Survey Director, the
project includes testing a predictive model of site
location developed for adjacent Albemarle County,
reevaluation of the predictive model, and prepara-
tion of an archaeological sensitivity map of the entire
county along with a final report. The federal match-
ing share for the project amounts to $18,528.

The Division of Historic Landmarks has also
awarded a grant of $16,382 to the Montgomery
County Board of Supervisors for completion of a
countywide survey of historic buildings, structures
and districts including historic resources in the

Washington Street in Portsmouth’s Olde Towne Historic District, one of

architectural review board.
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Governor Baliles signs the proclamation for Preservation Week, 1986, Looking on are David Brown, President of the Preservation Alliance

of Virginta; Lynn Beebe, Director of the Corporation for Jefferson’s Popular Forest; H. Bryan Mitchell, Director of the Division of Historic
Landmarks; Pamela Cressey, Archaeologist with the City of Alexandvia; and John G. Zehmer, Dirvector of the Historic Richmond

Foundation.

The Academy of Muste Theatre in Lynchburg has been purchased by Liberty University who has long range plans to restore the early 20th-
century theatre both for communily use and for dramatic and musical productions of the University.
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