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Virgnia Historic Landmarks Board Welcomes New Members

Governor Gerald L. Baliles has appointed two
new members to the Virginia Historic Landmarks
Board, replacing retiring W. Brown Morton and
Richard Reynolds. Dr. Jessie L. Brown is a retired
professor at Hampton University. She holds degrees
from Hampton University and Columbia University
Teachers College. Dr. Brown served as Chairman of
the Virginia Foundation for the Humanities and Pub-
lic Policies from 1982-1984, as Chairman of the
Education Committee of the Virginia Women's Cul-
tural History Project from 1982-1985, and as a
Board Member of the Cultural Alliance of Greater
Hampton Roads from 1982-1985. She holds an Hon-
orary Doctorate of Humanities from James Madison
University.

David J. Brown is currently the Executive Direc-
tor of the Historic Staunton Foundation. He holds
degrees from Tennessee State University and the
Georgia Institute of Technology. He is the immedi-
ate past president of the Preservation Alliance of
Virginia. Prior to coming to Virginia he was a historic
preservation planner with the Georgia State Historic
Preservation Office. Mr. Brown is the author of a
number of articles on preservation and urban revital-
ization.

The Virginia Historic Landmarks Board also wel-
comes Ella Gaines Yates, the newly appointed State

John Warren Daniel, IT

John W. Daniel, recently appointed Secretary of

Natural Resources, the newly-created cabinet post,
has served in State government in various capacities
for the past nine years. The new cabinet secretariat
was created by the 1986 General Assembly at the
request of the Governor. Mr. Daniel served as
deputy secretary of Commerce and Resources be-
fore the reorganization that took effect on July 1,
1986.
A Richmond native and a graduate of the T. C.
Williams School of Law of the University of Rich-
mond, Mr. Daniel served for five years as a staff
attorney in the Division of Legislative Services for
the Commonwealth of Virginia and for four years as
Special Assistant to the Attorney General.

Mr. Daniel served in the United States Army
Reserve from 1972-78. He is a member of the
Virginia State Bar Association, Board of Directors of
the Kanawha Recreation Association, the Virginia
Association of Retarded Citizens and the Greater
Richmond Area Association of Retarded Citizens.

Librarian who serves ex-officio on the board. Ms.
Yates holds degrees from Spelman College, Atlanta,
Rutgers University, and a law degree from the
Atlanta Law School. Ms. Yates has had thirty-four
years of experience in library administration and is
recognized nationwide as a leader in her field. Her
most recent publication is an article on “The Free-
dom to Read Foundation,” in the American Library
Association Yearbook of 1985.

Joining the Board officially as an ex-officio mem-
ber on July 1, 1986 is B. C. Leynes, Jr., Director of
the Department of Conservation and Historic Re-
sources. Mr. Leynes has regularly met with the
Board since the Department’s creation January 1,
1985.

New Markers Approved by
Virginia Historic Landmarks Board

The Virginia Historic Landmarks Board has ap-
proved eleven new markers to be included in the
state’s system of historical highways markers. They
are: Lee’s Mill (W-71) in Newport News; Randolph
Macon Academy/Liberty Academy (K-133) in Bed-
ford County; Civilian Conservation Corps Company
1370 (M-21) in Nottoway County; Kilgore Fort
House (KA-9) Scott County; Hatton Ferry (GA-37)
in Albemarle County; Battle of Ox Hill (B-13) Fairfax
County; Apple Tree Church (OB-11) King and
Queen County; Sallie Jones Atkinson (K-304)
Dinwiddie County; Lewis Chapel-Cranford Memo-
rial Methodist Church (E-71) Fairfax County; Mag-
nolia Grange (S-29) Chesterfield County; and The
New River Train Song in Carroll County.

All markers are funded from private sources.

New Staff at Division

Abena O. Nkromah has joined the staff of the
DHL as executive secretary. Coming to Richmond
from New Rochelle, New York, Ms. Nkromah most
recently was self-employed as an office manager for
a small business. Prior to that she was executivé
secretary to the senior vice-president of Rothsc
Inc., in New York. Abena has studied at Hiram Scott
College and Columbia University.

Notes on Virginia is funded in part by a grant from the National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior. Under Title V1 of th
Rights Act of 1964 and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the U.S. Department of the Interior prohibits discrimination o° (il
basis of race, color, national origin, or handicap in its federally assisted programs. If you believe you have been discriminated agﬂ"‘j
any program activity, or facility described above, or if you desire further information, please write to: Office for Equal Opportumityy =
Department of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. The contents and opinions of this publication do not necessarily reflect the Vi€ o
policies of the Department of the Interior, nor does the mention of trade names or commercial products constitute endorseme

recommendation by the Department of the Interior.
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Third Edition of the Virginia
Landmarks Register Published

This edition of The Virginia Landmarks Regis-
ter provides eloquent testimony to the
broad range of historic and cu tural re-
sources that mark the Commonwealth’s
landscape.

Gerald L. Baliles, Governor of Virginia

he Virginia Historic Landmarks Boar
nounces the publication of the third edit?onagf
The Vzrfgzma Landmarks Register. This
edition of the register appears approximately
ten years after the publication of the Jast edition and
is a compilation of the places officially designated
historic landmarks from 1968 through January, 1984
some 1,100 in all. In contrast to the second édition'
the third contamning nearly twice as many entries as'
its predecessor, illustrates every registered prop-
erty. The_ text contains considerably more historical
?:nd archltectural. information on every property.
Dglgice_r Loth, Senior Architectural Historian for the
Lal}lllSlOl‘l, served as editor. The Virginia Historic
dmarks Board is authorized by the General As-
sembly to make additions to the register and to
ls)lelgl:;l xlms entngs from time to time. The Board also
< \ it
His:f.(i)]ﬁc P dr:ar‘?ii?ry capacity to the Division of
e third edition of the Virginia Land
gggtsteg is arranged alphabetically by coun’t’;a;ﬁg
e tgsln ent city. Although many counties and cities
e arlrlxore than a score of registered landmarks,
regisf are represented by at least one. The
. siseli. covers a wide variety of landmarks—em-
histon'cs not limited to the most popularly known
S, shn}:]ies. _Spec1a]_ categories of landmarks
= tiosre storic and historic archaeological sites,
e complexes, colonial churches, court-
and 50; _ernacular structures, Victorian mansions
has als, gzntu;y commercial structures. Attention
A bridgen given to gristmills, covered and metal-
ure, The ol;' iron furnaces, and frontier architec-
vPal e0-Indiny est .reglstered site is a 12,000-year-old
Wi o designsne’ the most recent is a Frank Lloyd
4 ’
Was bga;'ly 2 1980, when work on the third edition
Mark g uld bg, It was determined that every land-
€ illustrated to show the current condi-
Dg gperty, particularly the architectural
it faluse the state had experienced a
de. 0n0 rehabilitation activity in the past
foc! n:?came apparent that over half of the
DHL e Srks had o be rephotographed.
€ services of professional pho-

tographers Richar:
Cheek and William Edmund Bar(-:I
rett to reshoot many of the buildings and historic
districts. A number of the new photographs were
taken by the DHL staff. Other updated photographs
were obtained from the Historic American Building
_Survey.. In the case of one high-security military
$:;aﬂt:ktmn, the photograph of the landmarik involved
e :::pecnaﬂy for the DHL by the Department
In addition to the descriptions and ill i
registered properties, Thg Virginia Lucsztri?imi:sf
Register contains an appendix of registered build-
ings that have been destroyed (eleven), a listing of
places registered during preparation of the book, a
listing of National Historic Landmarks in Virginia
jcn}d a listing of 144 architects associated with Virgin:
1as registered landmarks. The book contains 512
%?rgglqrsﬁa anﬁii sat;f-i?:glt,ha% dmmdex. It was published for the
Prflzrs’s l(:f Vi arks Board by the University
1 keeping with the spirit of the man
publish the register, the Division has made ad:;gcitaci
effort to produce a high quality volume at low cost to
the purchaser, so that this record of Virginia’s land-
\r;l,arl_\:s. can be spread widely among the people of
Llrglma. A clothtbour{d copy of The Virginia
Vandmarks Register is available for $20.00 (plus
Vlrg_nma sales tax) from the University Press of
‘irginia, Box 3608 Umversity Station, Charlottes-

ville, Virginia 22903. Th i
postage harbs. ere is a $1.50 handling and



125 Valley Street in the Abingdon Historic Distyios '
ishington Covnty, NG Historic District, Exte

he Virginia Historic Landmarks Board is pleased to note the following additions made to the Virginia
Landmarks Register since the Spring of 1986. 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 hard-bound copy of the Virginia Landmarks Register, Third Edition (1986) is available for $20.00
(plus Virginia sales tax) from the University Press of Virginia, Box 3608 University Station, Charlottesville,

VA. 22903. Add $1.50 for handling.

The Abingdon Historic District Extension includes
properties on Valley, King, Park, and Oak streets and
White's Mill Road, areas that are primarily significant for
their late 19th- and early 20th-century architecture. The
Town of Abingdon has served as the transportation, com-
mercial, and political hub of Washington County since its
selection as the county seat in 1778. Originally a small
frontier settlement consisting of a courthouse, jail, and a
few taverns and dwellings, Abingdon prospered in the
19th-century from its strategic location on the Virginia-
Tennessee Railroad. Architecturally the town is best
known for its handsome collection of well preserved ante-
bellum brick dwellings and commercial buildings lining
Main Street at the eastern end of town. Architectural
styles represented in the extension include Italianate,
Queen Anne, Colonial Revival, Bungalow, and Tudor Re-
vival. Anchoring the western end of the extension is the
Sinking Spring Cemetery which contains the graves of
many of the town’s foremost citizens including two former
Virginia governors. Also included in the extension of the
district is the William King School built in 1913 as a visually
prominent symbol of the community's abiding concern for
education.

Blenheim, one of the earliest extant dwellings in Powha-
tan County, was sited on land patented in 1730 by the
prominent 18th-century Virginia surveyor, William Mayo.
Blenheim portrays the development of a vernacular cot-
tage constructed by Mayo's son and enlarged by his
grandson and subsequent owners into a principle family
seat. Vestiges of the 18th-century construction and the
two large early 19th-century additions comprise its U-
shaped plan, a rare plan type in Virginia in that period. The
earliest fragments of the dwelling are probably most
closely associated with William Mayo, grandson of the
surveyor. William Mayo, the younger, was a member of
the first Cumberland County Court and served in the
Virginia House of Delegates in 1777-1781 and 1783-1785.

Camden, was listed on the Virginia Landmarks Register
in 1969. The Camden Manor House, constructed in 1857-
59, is one of the most complete and best preserved
[talianate country houses in America. The nomination has
been expanded to include significant information on the
archaeological sites at Camden. For details, see the article
on Camden on p. 21 of this issue of Nofes.

The Cedar Creek Meetinghouse Archaeological
Site is located on a wooded knoll in Hanover County.
From the first quarter of the 18th century until the end of
the 19th century, the Cedar Creek Meeting of the Society
of Friends convened here for worship. Extant minute
books for this congregation from 1739 to 1868 contamn
several references to repairs and replacements of the
meeting houses which had stood on the property. The last
meetinghouse was destroyed by fire in 1904. The founda-
tions of this last structure, which had been completed it
1799, are clearly indicated at the site. Test excavations,
have revealed intact subsurface cultural features relating:
to the architecture of the meetinghouse. A photqgfatﬁg'.
and description of the meetinghouse appeared in L%
Richmond Times Dispatch just two weeks prior to its:
destruction on April 21, 1904.
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Built in 1854 for William Bayne, a commission merchfi’i‘;,.
and grocer in Alexandria, the Bayne-Fowle House
architecturally significant as a little altered exan)Ple 0 of
wealthy merchant’s residence of the period. It is one
the few buildings in Old Town Alexandria to employ i
stone facade. Of particular interest is the richly a_PPO“‘o 3
suite of reception rooms on the first floor, compnslﬂg e
of the finest mid-Victorian interiors in the state. The A9,
was occupied by Northern troops during the Civil Wi%f od i
ol:iginal graffiti from that occupation can still be ident '
the attic.

William Sandoe House at 1 1 EastP e i :l
District, Extension, Washington Coapy 2" Abin&don Historic

Stlver medallion recovered in 1964

_ -65 i
(44CE3). Reverse side reads “Ye K. ing of- 'Fg::aalgtoen%oazfng.a i

Cedar Creek Meeting House, H
Richmond Times Dispatch, A;bn'l ?0?1}18.;040.0“"& ks o the




Chippokes Plantation Historic District in Surry
County, was listed on the Virginia Landmarks Register in
1969. In 1986, an updated and expanded report was
prepared. Farmed continuously for over 350 years, Chip-
pokes Plantation is a 1,400 acre tract that has been a part
of Chippokes State Park since 1968. The plantation is
significant for its history, architecture, and archaeological
sites. Visually dominating the site is the mid-19th century
Greek Revival River House built by local planter Albert C.
Jones. The farm property and buildings were donated to
the Commonwealth in 1965 by Evelyn Stewart and the
property has been open to the public since then. Besides
significant examples of 19th-century domestic architec-
ture, Chippokes contains over 34 historic and prehistoric
archaeological sites with cultural remains dating from
3,000 B.C. to the early 20th century.

Cleydael, a prominent King George County landmark
located near Weedonville, was built in 1859 by Dr. Richard
H. Stuart as a summer home. Cleydael has an unusual T-
shaped floor plan that allowed greater ventilation in the
warm summer months. Stuart believed that locating his
summer home eight miles from the Potomac River would
provide a more healthful respite from muggy Tidewater
summers. Dr. Stuart moved his family to Cleydael for the
duration of the Civil War believing that it would be safer
from Union shelling. General Robert E. Lee sent his two
daughters to stay with their cousins at Cleydael when they
were forced to leave Arlington. On Sunday, April 23,
1865, John Wilkes Booth sought medical aid from Dr.
Stuart while the Stuart family was residing at Cleydael.
Suspicious of who his visitors were and aware of the
Lincoln assasination, Stuart refused medical assistance
and sent the men away after giving them dinner.

Douthat State Park, located in Bath and Alleghany
counties in Virginia’s highlands, is representative of the

Jones-Stewart Manston at Chippokes Plantation Historic District.
Surry County. The late 1920s 1- and 2-story wing is at right.

movement at the state and federal level in the early
decades of the 20th century on behalf of improved recrea-
tional facilities for citizens. Douthat was Virginia's first
recreational park and the first of six state parks es-
tablished in Virginia by the Civilian Conservation Corps
from 1933 to 1942. For a detailed discussion of Douthat
State Park, see p. 26 of this issue of Notes.

The Fan Area Historic District Extension in Rich-
mond is a thirty-seven block area south of the already
registered Fan Area Historic District. The area included in
the enlarged district shares with the original Fan Area a
similiar architectural character, historical development,
and physical integrity. Many of the architects, builders,
and contractors erected similar and sometimes identical
blocks of houses. There is a similarity of street plan, roof
and set-back lines, street names, building materials and
design details with the original Fan Area district. The
extended area represents more comprehensively the Fan
Area’s association with the historical themes of architec-
ture, transportation, urban history, and community plan-
ning. One of the most significant structures in the exten-
sion is the trolley barn complex erected in the early 20th
century to house the electric street cars that probably
were most responsible for the development of the Fan
Area neighborhood.

The Ginter Park Historic District is a twenty-one
block area that encompasses 152 buildings in Richmond’s
Northside. It was planned by noted Richmond philanthro-
pist Lewis Ginter in the last years of the 19th century.
The boundaries of the nominated district were drawn to
coincide with Ginter's original plan. In order to enhance
the area, Mr. Ginter encouraged the relocation of the
Union Theological Seminary from Farmville to Richmond.
He also worked to have the new streetcar line located
along one of the main thoroughfares so that residents

Original brick kitchen quarters of the Jones Stewart Mansion at
Chippokes Plantation Historic District. Surry County.
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could commute from their new homes to jobs in the ci
Ginter’s concept for his development epitcjmu'zed state-lg:
the-art community planning in his day with its generous
residential parcels. Ginter Park was incorporated as a
town in 1912, and its first mayor was the Honorable John
Garland Pollard, later Governor of Virginia. Ginter Park
was annexed by the City of Richmond in 1914. The
a;clutecturglly rich neighborhood has a number of distinc-
tive styles including Tudor Revival, Colonial Revival, Bun-
galow, and American Foursquare as well as the popular
Queen Anne and Shingle styles.

High Meadows, located near Scottsville in Albemarle
County, 18 an unusual landmark consisting of a two-part
dwelling. The earlier brick section was constructed in
1831-32 by Peter White and the later section was erected
ca. 1883 by Charles Harris. The two sections are joined by
an unusual longitudinal passage rather than the more
traditional hyphen. The newer section is particularly note-
worthy fo_r its intact grained woodwork. Near what was
the growing commercial center of Albemarle County,
Scotts Landing on the James River and Kanawha Canal,
High Meadows is a reflection of the mercantile society that
dominated this area. The Harris family continued their
commercial activities in Scottsville after the Civil War and
were sufficiently successful to enlarge and improve the
High Meadows dwelling complex. The property has been
carefully rehabilitated by the present owners for use asa
bed and breakfast inn.

Janelia, located east of Leesburg in Loudoun Co

was built by Vinton L. Pickens a professional artist,unag'c’i
her husband, author and correspondent Robert S. Pickens
in 1935 and 1936. Designed by Boston architect Philip L.
Smith, Janelia includes a sprawling manor house, a large
four-car garage with servants quarters, formal gardens,
and a pastoral landscape with impressive vistas across the

Lewis Ginter Community Center, 3421 H, ;
inter Park Historic District, Richmond, seihinns. Auewueron the
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View of the 3800 block of Noble Avenue in the Ginter Park Historic

District. Richmond.




Potomac River valley. Architecturally, the house is a blend
of the Norman Manor style popular for estates in the
1920s and the modernistic tenets of the 1930s. The
architect, following the specific instructions of Mrs. Pick-
ens, avoided any reference to the Georgian style which at
that time was widely popular in Virginia. Having been
occupied by only one family, the house is remarkably
unchanged, making it an important document of the afflu-
ent lifestyles of the 1930s.

The Kentucky Hotel, located at 900 Fifth Street in
Lynchburg, is one of three surviving Lynchburg ordinaries
dating from the late 18th century. It is the only one
surviving with no major alterations. The hotel is also a rare
survivor of Lynchburg's Federal-style architecture. In
1816 when James Mallory received his ordinary license,
Lynchburg was according to Thomas Jefferson “the most
rising place in the United States.” The impressive brick
structure, recently rehabilitated, continues to function as a
commercial structure on Lynchburg’s main thoroughfare,
U.S. Route 29.

The North End Historic District, lying northwest of
the downtown commercial area of Newport News, is a
twenty-two block neighborhood that evolved in three
major phases between 1900 and 1935. Following the
extension of the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad to a deep
water terminal at Newport News in 1881, and the found-
ing of the Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock
Company in 1886, the area known as North End was laid
out by the Old Dominion Land Company. In the early
period between 1900 and 1910, both middle managers of
the shipyard and skilled workmen resided in the neighbor-
hood. Large numbers of dwellings were erected between
1910 and 1920 to accomodate the swelling growth of
population during World War . Prominent residents of the
district have included Walter A. Post and Homer L.

Janelia in Loudoun County. Credit: Paula S. Reed.

garold Norton House in the North End Historic District. Newport
ows.

Ferguson, presidents of the Shipyard; Samuel R. Buxton
and Phillip A. Hiden, mayors of Newport News; Saxon W.
Holt, Lieutenant Governor of Virginia from 1938 to 1940;
and the Honorable Thomas N. Downing, former United
States Congressman from the First District.

Saint Paul’s Episcopal Church on North Union Street
in Petersburg was designed by the Baltimore architectural
firm of Niernsee and Neilson. Unlike contemporary north-
ern churches built under the influence of the English
Ecclesiological Society, St. Paul’s is a much freer interpre-
tation of the Gothic Revival style. St. Paul’s was founded
in 1802 to serve the “increasing prosperity and numbers of
Petersburg.” The first church edifice stood near the court-
house and served the congregation until 1830. A second
church burned in February, 1854, necessitating the con-
struction of the present building. It was dedicated on May
19, 1857 by Virginia's third Episcopal Bishop, William
Meade. One of its most famous communicants was Gen-
eral Robert E. Lee who worshipped at the church during
the Seige of Petersburg in 1864-65. The Parish Rectory
constructed in 1860 and the Parish Hall built in 1922 are
part of the landmark designation.

Shalango, located on the Great Wicomico River in the
northeastern part of the county, is one of the largest
antebellum plantation houses in Northumberland County.
The main house was erected in 1855-56 for planter John
Hopkins Coles and is still owned by his direct descend-
ents. A 2Yz-story frame structure with a central-passage
plan and a raised brick basement, Shelango also features
Greek and Italianate style interior detailing and a dramatic
three-story open well stair, one of the few of its kind in the
state. John Coles, the builder, was married to Josephine
Harding in 1851 and some of the portraits and furnishings
in Shalango are said to have come from Louisa Harding's
!b10rtlle (alt Cloverdale in the southeastern part of Northum-
erland.

Facade of the Kentucky Hotel, 900 Fifth Street. Lynchburg. Credit:
Tom Graves, Central Virginia Image Services.

View of the 300 block of 65th Street in the North End Historic
District. Newport News.
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St. Paul’s Episcopal Ch 1
piscopal Church, Petersburg. St. Paul’s Episcopal Church, tnterior view of chancel. Petersburg.

Inten'o?' view of central passage of Shalango. Northumberland County.
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Restoration of Jefferson’s Pavilions

We are especially grateful to James Murry Howard
for the following discussion of the outstanding efforts
to restore the highly significant pavilions at the Uni-
versily of Virginia. It is hoped that the information will
inform and inspire both state and private institutions
in their on-going efforts to mainlain Virginia's rich
collection of historically and architecturally significant
buildings. The Division commends the pioneering
efforts of the Universily of Virginia in providing train-
ing for the craftsmen necessary to carry out these
preservation efforts.

etween 1817 and 1826 an academical village

was erected on the Virginia landscape at the

eastern edge of the Blue Ridge Mountains.

The site was planned and the buildings de-
signed by Thomas Jefferson, a gentleman architect
who was also a statesman, a farmer and, between
1801 and 1809, president of the United States. His
vision was a romanticized interpretation of how an
intellectual community should be set up within a
larger society that he hoped would remain funda-
mentally agrarian. It was arcadia suffused with a
sense of enlightened purpose.

The buildings Jefferson designed comprised a
three-dimensional essay in architecture. Ten major
buildings were set in two parallel lines to either side
of a terraced rectangular green space. In these
pavilions, ten professors lived on the top floor,
teaching their classes below, in rooms opening onto
the Lawn, as the green space was called. Between
the taller buildings were student rooms, the ensem-

ble being connected by a sheltering colonnade. Be-
hind were gardens and, beyond, more student
rooms, amongst which were located the dining halls.
There were two foci—at the north end of the Lawn
was a half-scale cousin to the Roman Pantheon; at
the south end, a vista displaying the rolling hills of
the piedmont, linking Jefferson’s planned village with
seemingly limitless stretches of land as yet undevel-
oped and unspoiled. Altogether the buildings were
the clearest demonstration of Jefferson’s attraction
to ideals associated with antiquity, in particular the
artistic and intellectual achievements of Rome. It
was this heightened sense of accomplishment that
he wanted to display to the students.

The Need For Restoration

Since the 1820s the central precinct of the Uni-
versity of Virginia has provided housing for students
and faculty as well as spaces for learning and relax-
ing. This uninterrupted occupancy has, not unex-
pectedly, resulted in wear. Deterioration has also
been induced by the elements, especially water.
Indications of the need for repairs were reported by
visitors as early as the 1830s:

“The whole has a shabby genteel look, and is
already showing marks left by time of its frail
materials. The columns arve . . . peeling [and
the] wood is yawning, with wide long splits.”
—John H. B. Latrobe, as cited

by William B. O’Neal in

The American Association of Architectural

Bibliographers PAPERS, Vol. VI, 1969.




In the late 1970s the University began a major
roof repair program, for most of Jefferson’s build-
ings, except the Rotunda, suffered from leaking
roofs and gutters. The handsome wood cornices
enclosed corroded metal gutters long overdue for
replacement. Attendant rotting of wood and damage
to plaster was routine. And it was fascinating to
uncover the “rooflets” used by Jefferson to cover the
student quarters, roofs that were subject to very
early failure. This roof repair program should be
finished by 1987.

In 1983 steps were taken toward establishing a
comprehensive restoration program for all the build-
ings of the original academical village. Since then
four of the original ten pavilions have undergone
work, each year achieving results of a higher order
than those of the previous year. By January 1986 the
work being done displayed the principal features
essential to the first phase of what we expect to be
an unending program. It is anticipated that subse-
quent phases of work will introduce restoration re-
finements not presently affordable or practical. In-
deed it is hoped that the buildings will continue to
benefit from creative imaginations and new under-
standings of restoration and preservation at their
best. Cyclical changes in thinking must be expected
and welcomed, as may be true for any building. In
the process the Lawn will be a constantly used
laboratory for the study of techniques and philoso-
phies of preservation.

Our current work is essentially subtractive. Fea-
tures added to the pavilions with resulting damage to
spatial concepts or in a manner so awkward as to

As had been the case tn the early 19th century, light once again spills
over the edge of the colonade deck, following removal of closures
made during the 1850s.

detract from the nature of the building are removed.
Closets of less than full height tucked into corners
typify such elements. Radiators and randomly placed
piping as well as window air conditioners are re-
moved and replaced by systems concealed as much
as possible.

The most obvious features missing for many
decades are renewed colors and door graining. Paint
analysis by Frank Welsh, of Bryn Mawr, Pennsylva-
nia, has begun to establish a pattern for tonalities
first used in the buildings. It seems at this early
stage of study that most interior walls were painted
with calcimine paint, essentially white in color, and
that slightly darker tones were used on interior trim.
Evidence about other uses of paint may lead to
rethinking of locally accepted ideas, especially on the
exteriors. As for doors, we have discovered that the
original graining, which masked handsome pine, was
much brighter, redder and, in some cases, more
abstract than previously thought. Considerable ef-
fort has been made to instruct selected University
painters in such skills, thus establishing a group of
craftsmen expected to be unique among American
universities. Such changes in finishing techniques
are still considered experimental, which is under-
standable in a program involving many buildings not
yet fully researched.

Applications Beyond The University )

Though unique as an academic setting, the Uni-
versity of Virginia restoration program resembles
similar efforts at different properties. Invariably
money is scarce. Features or techniques once lost
Graining, the painting of cheap wood doors to ressemble more
precious kinds of wood, was common in 19th-century Virginia. The
left half of this door shows the pine over which there was mahogany
graining, as shown by the original preserved graining on the right
half.
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regraining the doors] . . . was that we didn’t clean
[the inner corners of the door jambs]. . . .” Only by
continual effort do all potential problems surface and
get resolved. So often the truthful answer to a
successful restoration is, as another of our workers
remarked: “. . . [to do] it all by trial and error.” Such
comments simply reflect a truism about preservation
and restoration work—that much of what must be
done to achieve the best result is fundamentally
experimental, demanding creativity and diligence.

How Experimentation Produce Results

One of the most encouraging and useful facets of
our emerging restoration program at the University
of Virginia is the training of selected workers in
techniques needed for the Jeffersonian buildings.
The hope is to assemble a staff of craftsmen who can
routinely respond to the needs of the buildings with
skills far superior to those commonly available. At
the same time the spirit of those who work is
transformed from the realm of the routine to that of
the extraordinary. A harmony between worker and
cherished object does, we hope, germinate within
each individual, in a manner parelleling that of the
property owner who progresses from ordinary deed
holder to enthusiastic preservationist. A frequently
heard comment is summarized by one of our best
craftsmen: “A small percentage [of workers], but
more than before, are [now] interested in the cura-
torial aspect of working on the buildings. . . . Before,
such ideas were curiosities. No one dwelt on the

Exact replica patterns for graining are developed over many weeks
of “trial and ervor” on test panels.
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outcome or the place in history of their work.”

To date, we have conducted training seminars for
up to ten workers in masonry and finishing tech-
niques. Not everyone perfected the new or revised
skills immediately, but all have tried to improve on
subsequent projects. Some have excelled, especially
in the field of graining. The University anticipates
that such seminars can eventually be offered to the
public, thereby allowing other owners of historic
properties to develop skills and understanding that
will benefit their buildings.

As property owners become more sensitive to
specific preservation techniques, it is hoped that the
potential for guidance by organizations such as the
Division of Historic Landmarks will be tapped more
often by those who own or have responsibility for
historic buildings and sites. Fortunately the value of
that particular state office has already been recog-
nized by the General Assembly who now require
review by the DHL when demolition or alterations
are proposed for historic properties owned by the
Commonwealth. Restoration work at Jefferson’s ac-
ademical village has benefitted greatly from the
DHL's advice and support. Such state support will
help insure that Jefferson’s masterpiece along with
other significant historic properties under the stew-
ardship of the Commonwealth will be properly pre-
served for posterity.

James Murray Howard, AIA
Architect for the Historic Buildings and
Grounds of the University of Virginia

Andy Johnson, restoration expert for Monticello, instructed two
Unaversity painters in the techniques of graining required for doors
in each of the ten Pavilions.
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Rehabilitation Tax

Credits and the

Tax Reform Act of 1986

i tial
al tax code has provided substant
gfvgigent tax credits for the rehabmtangr(;
of historic buildings since 1976. Nearly $i3 )
million in private money has been mvesi::e url\ll
the rehabilitation of Virginia’s hxstorl_c.landx;mtll"1 sTax
der this program. Now. 28, PEOCRCCL on October
t of 1986, whic came la
IZQZefOI]:?SéC the investment tax credits have be:rx}
reétructured. Congress has rgcogmzeq the mpand
tance of the credits in promotmgi {se‘;?algl!;?)tll:ndnder
while most investment tax cré e
:or law have been repealed, the cre or thy
?:rhl;liglitation of income .prc:jducmg certified historic
ildi have been retained.
buﬂlgglisbilitation projects completed by Decerr‘;téir
31, 1986 will be eligible under the old t.axf 5981'
dehned by the Economic Recovery Tax _Actfc - 25
as amended. These pro;ecésit\;gll{ (c:l:?ltilfi}; dolfi Ao
investment tax cre :
r:tl;gebﬁitt:t]ions; or for a 20 percent mvestm«;:‘i'ntt t?i)é
credit for commercial rehabilitations of {mn-f S 015
buildings that are at least forty years old; or_ <1)r aha-
percent investment tax crsgitl%if;\)r c:;;;n:;:xz y rl?aast
ilitati -historic gs tl
i noc? lasetcl)abilitatjon projects completed

i id. '
taﬁhlretryDy;:fritfer 31, 1986 will be subject to the new

code.

The new code includes the following provisions:

— i £in
igi Buildings: The rehabilitation 0
corgétg:"&li?xcmg buildianis hs'tedP llngé\gdxgll){) L:)ll?.‘ln tléz
i Register of Historic Flaces, OL |
ﬁﬁ:%nglre co%ltﬁbuti_ng historic struﬂ&ugiia ?el\(l)a;’tllgxgll
Register Historic Districts or cer es e ol
istricts, will qu investors for the higher ter of
?laiugihts T(tl\e rehabilitation of non-historic build

Willson Walker House, Lexington. Front elevation before rehabili-
tation.

i which were built prior to 1936 will qualt
!u?%Zstors for the lower ne'r.of tax credlts'tiff\eil v;nntéz
the tax code, those rehabilitations of cgr_ ed e
toric structures which are not complete ;fda ds?’or
ance with The Secretary o the Interior’s Sta t'.l +
Rehabilitation will not qualify for the lower tier
credits.

i 3 i tages
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reduced from the 25 percent proviae jer e
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llu?gcliinlzgconstructed prior to 1??;6 Wl(l:lr ggi fhﬁg ti:
i 10 percent investment taX 2

‘r:gcllxlrnlc:d fro‘r)n the 20 percent and 15 percent tax
credits provided under the 1981 law.

i f the
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i that have been
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Willson Walker House, Lexington Front elevation after
tion.

rehabtlita-

e S

N ————————

=

" — —

bilitation must be “substantial” to qualify the investor
for any tax credit. The Internal Revenue Service
defines “substantial” as exceeding the owner’s ad-
justed basis in the building or at least $5,000. The
adjusted basis is the purchase price, minus the value
of the land, minus any depreciation already claimed,
plus the value of any earlier capital improvements.

75 Percent Existing External Walls: The
Internal Revenue Service requirement that 75 per-
cent of existing external walls be retained in place as
external walls will no longer apply in certified his-
toric rehabilitations. The National Park Service will
have authority to determine, on a case-by-case ba-
sis, the extent to which existing walls in a historic
building must be retained. In rehabilitations of non-
historic buildings, the alternative 75 percent rule will
apply. This rule requires the retention of at least:

1. 50 percent of the external walls as external
walls, and

2. 75 percent of the external walls as either
external or internal walls, and

3. 75 percent of the existing “internal struc-
tural framework.”

Passive Activity Roles: Noncorporate taxpay-
ers will be prevented from using credits or losses
derived from passive activities to offset income and
tax liability resulting from active income, including
salary, interest, dividends, and nonpassive invest-
ments. Passive activities include investments where
the taxpayer does not materially participate, and any
rental activity. Limited partnership investments in
real estate are considered passive investments.
Credits and deductions from passive investments
may be used to offset income from passive invest-
ments. Unused passive credits and deductions can
be carried forward, to be used in future years, and
they can be applied against gains on disposition of an
investment.

Rehabilitation investment tax credits are partially
exempt from these passive activity rules. Passive
credits may be used to offset taxes owed on up to
$25,000 of non-passive activity income each year.
This credit use is in addition to credits that a tax-
payer uses to offset any taxes owed on passive
income.

This partial exemption phases out for taxpayers
whose incomes are between $200,000 and
$250,000. Each two dollars of income over $200,000
reduces the $25,000 exemption amount by one dol-
lar. Thus, taxpayers earning more than $250,000
may use the rehabilitation credits only to offset taxes

itaiﬂs‘m Walker House, Lexington. Rear of building prior to rehabil-
ion.

m
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owed on passive income.

Taxpayers who actively participate in rental real
estate activities may also use rehabilitation tax
credits or loss deductions to offset the taxes on up to
$25,000 of non-passive income each year. This
$25,000 limit phases our for taxpayers with incomes
between $100,000 and $150,000.

The passive activity rules are effective for tax
year 1987. Investments made prior to October 22,
1986 are subject to a phase-in of the rule, from 1987
through 1990. For 1991 and afterwards, the rule is
completely effective for pre-enactment investments.

Transition Rules: Rehabilitation projects under
way prior to the enactment of the Tax Reform Act of
1986, but not completed by December 31, 1986,
may qualify for favorable consideration under the
code’s transition rules. Details of these rules, as

gesgillved by Congress, have not yet been released in
etail.

Easements: The new code does not change the
authority of taxpayers to deduct the value of quali-
fied conservation easement donated to qualified or-
ganizations. Easements on historic buildings may
still be donated to qualified groups, with the tax-
payer taking as a charitable donation an amount
equal to the difference in value of the property
before and after the easement donation.

Application and Review Procedures: The
application and review procedures will remain the
same. The Virginia Division of Historic Landmarks
and the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office of the National
Park Service will continue to review all historic
rehabilitation projects in Virginia. Compliance with
The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabili-
tation is necessary to qualify for the 20 percent tax
credits for certified historic rehabilitations. Applica-
tions are to be made on the Historic Preservation
Certification Application forms (forms 10-168, 10-
168a, 10-168b, and 10-168c, rev. 3/84.)

This interpretation of the new tax code is based
on analyses by The Washington Post, the National
Park Service, the National Trust for Historic Preser-
vation, and Preservation Action. The Technical As-
sistance section at the Division of Historic Land-
marks can provide further information on these
points. Call John Wells, Roberta Reid, or Calder
Loth at (804) 786-3143 if you have questions about
the new law.

John E. Wells
Division of Historic Landmarks

Willson Walker House, Lexington. Rear of building after rehabilita-
tion completed.




Abingdon )
Martha Washington Inn

Alexandria
719 King Street (Part 3)
Charlottesville

Rehabilitation Projects From April 1,1986, to Oct

(Part 3)

RugabyRoad/ University Corner
Historic District
518 17th Street (Part 2)
165 Chancellor Street
hx(fi)(art 2)S' 160
Phi Kappa Sigma,
Ma&gon Lane (Part 3)
Theta Delta Chi, Lambeth
% (Par%3) ilon, 1820
Delta Ka psilon,
Carrs% Road (Part 3)
Sigma Chi, 608 Preston
Place (Part 2)
Kappa Sigma, 165 Rugby
Road (Part 2)
Kappa Alpha, 600 Rugby
Road (Part 3)
St. Anthony Hall, 133
Chancellor Street
(Part 3)
Pi Kappa Alpha, 513 Rugby
Road (Part 2) ‘
Sigma Nu, 1830 Carrs Hill
Road (Part 2)
Sigma Phi, 163 Rugby Road
(Part 2)

$4,633,755.00

532,000.00
3,592,501.00

Charlottesville & Albemarle
County Courthouse Historic
District
609 E. High Street (Part 3)
Barringer Mansion, 1404

Jefferson Park Avenue
(Part 3)
Culpeper

Dpavli)s Street Ordinary, 195 E.

Davis Street (Part 3)
Danville ) )
Tobacco Warehouse R esidential
Historic District
835 Cole Street (Part 2)
Essex County )
Cherry Walk, Summer Kitchen
(Part 2)
Franklin o
Franklin Historic District
314 Clay Street (Part 2)
Fredericksburg
Fredericksburg Historic District
606 Caroline Street(Part 2)
303 William Street (Part 2)
102-104 Lewis Street
(Part 3)
209 Hanover Street (Part 2)
818 Caroline Street (Part 2)
401 Hanover Street
(Part 3)
307 Lafayette Boulevard
(Part 3)
Front Royal
Fairview Farm(Part 3)
Goochland County
Rock Castle (Part 2)
Hot Springs
Thep Hor%estead Hotel, Phase
11 (Part 2)
King George County
Cleydael (Part 2)
Lexington |
Lexington Historic District
Willson-Walker House, 30
N. Main Street (Part 3)
Loudoun County |
Goose Creek Historic District
Springdale (Part 2)

ober 1, 1936

51,420.00

32,798.00

50,000.00

15,000.00

1,116,330.00

440,000.00
19,750.00
986,000.00

60,000.00
294,692.00

160,000.00

Atrium entry to Old City Hall, N orfolk, after completion of rehabili-

tation. View is looking into

the new atrium which was the o

mailroom, Existing screen has been restored and adapted Jor

entrance.

—

Louisa County
Green Springs Historic District
Depot House, Brackett’s
Farm (Part 2)
Lynchburg
Kentucky Hotel, 900 Fifth
Street (Part 3)
Garland Hill Historic District
320 Madison Street (Part 3)
Daniel’s Hill Historic District
412 Cabell Street (Part 2)
Newport News
Riverside Apartments,
(4500-5600 Washington
Avenue (Part 3.)
Norfolk
Old City Hall, 235 E. Plume
Street (Part 3)
Occoquan
206 Commerce Street (Part 3)
Petersburg
Old Towne Historic District
136 River Street (Part 2)
Portsmouth
Old Towne Historic District
420 Middle Street (Part 3)
367 Middle Street (Part 2)
Richmond
Jackson Ward Historic District
523 St. James Street
(Part 2)
306 W. Marshall Street
(Part 2)
420 W. Marshall Street
~ (Part2)
512 W. Marshall Street
(Part 2)
513 St. James Street
(Part 2)
505 St. James Street
(Part 3)
507 St. James Street
(Part 2)
419 Catherine Street
(Part 2)
518 W. Clay Street (Part 2)
309 W. Marshall Street
(Part 3)
516 W. Clay Street (Part 3)
623 St. James Street
(Part 3)

65,000.00

143,936.00

2,227,835.00

2,842,724.40

65,000.00
20,000.00

229,000.00

7,537,527.00
948,506.00

Brownstone vepair at the Chesterman Place, 100 West Franklin

Street, Richmond.

617 St. James Street
(Part 3)
100 E. Clay Street (Part 3)
102 W. Leigh Street (Part 3)
105 E. Leigh Street (Part 3)
St. John’s Church Historic
District
2111 E. Broad Street
(Part 2)
21112 E Broad Street
(Part 2)
2606 E. Broad Street
(Part 2)
312 N. 25th Street
(Part 3)
2715 E. Broad Street
(Part 3)
2721 E. Broad Street
(Part 2)
The Belfry, 2515 E. Broad
Street (Part 3)
Commonwealth Club Historic
District
416 W. Franklin Street
(Part 2)
Shockoe Valley and Tobacco
Row Historic District
7 N. 25th Street (Part 3)
105 N. 17th Street (Part 2)
303 N. 19th Street (Part 2)
11-15 E. 18th Street
(Part 3)
Fan Area Historic District
2315 Floyd Avenue
(Part 2)

1,234,363.00

140,000.00

623,440.00

46,000.00

Brownstone repair at the Chesterman Place, 100 West Franklin
Street, Richmond.




nockoe Slip Historic District
> 01614—122 \;irglma Street
Part 2 _
12(§3~1205 E. Main Street
(Part 3)
Columbia, 1142 W. Grace
Street (Part 3)
Randolph School, 300 S.
Randolph Street (Part 3)
Broad Street Histonc District
200-202 W. Broad Street
(Part 3)
k
Ro?ggsglem Avenue (Part 3)
Stamgg\‘r‘erley Historic District
Marquis Building, 2-4 E

Beverley Street (Part 2)
117-119 W. Frederick
Street (Part 2)

2,186,493.00

333,725.00

57,000.00

305,195.00
242,968.00

121

121-123 Green

T

_123 Greenville Avenue, Staunton, before rehabilt

tation.

ville Avenue, after rehabilitation.

103 W. Fredenck Street
(Part 2) _
121-123 Greenville Avenue
Partd)
Historic District
Neg)é%wvrb‘ Beverley Street
Part 2)
11§—113 Church Street
(Part 3)
ton '
wal‘l:;::uizr Female Institute, 194
E. Lee Street (Part 3)
inchester . .
WI%cinchester Historic District
703 S. Loudoun Street
(Part 2)
620 S. Loudoun Street
(Part 2)

62,227.00

525,000.00

85,000.00

TOTAL (Parts 2 and )] $26,157,466.06

Camden
Another Look Seventeen Years After Registration

imately 1400 acres of bottomland along the

southern shore of the Rappahannock River.
Listed on the National Register of Historic Places in
1969, the property was recognized for the outstand-
ing architectural significance of the magnificent
manor house which has been the focal point of
Camden plantation since 1859. Considered “one of
the most complete and best preserved Italianate
country houses in America”, the structure earned
Canégen designation as a National Historic Landmark
in 1971. .

For many years, however, the significance of
Camden has been underestimated by the preserva-
tion community. A survey recently completed by the
Division of Historic Landmarks has shown that, in
addition to its surviving architectural features, the
property holds a rich and diverse array of archaeo-
logical resources which had previously been largely
overlooked. Preserved within the soil at Camden is a
complex record of the lives of the many groups of
Native American and Anglo- and Afro-American peo-
ples who have called the middle stretches of the
Rappahannock River their home over a period span-
ning almost ten thousand years.

Ironically, in a 1968 article on Camden for Arts in
Virginia, architectural historican Richard Howland
commented that appreciation for the plantation’s

he Camden National Historic Landmark, lo-
I cated in Caroline County, comprises approx-

Italianate country residence at Camden, 1859.
W

mid-19th-century manor house represented a nota-
ble change in professional interests which, merely
forty years earlier, had overwhelmingly favored the
18th century. Of course, rather than remaining
static since 1968, the interests of historic preserva-
tion have continued to expand. We now concern
ourselves with an even wider range of resource
types, whether they be architectural or archaeologi-
cal, which we consider fundamental to a comprehen-
sive understanding of America’s past. Seventeen
years after registration of the property, the results
of the Division’s archaeological survey of Camden
illustrate the benefits of being mindful of these
changes in our own perceptions and occassionally
taking the time to re-examine and evaluate the
properties we think we already understand.

The report prepared in 1969 nominating Camden
to the National Register of Historic Places focused
almost exclusively on the architectural significance
of the main plantation house. Included in the report,
however, was a brief description of one archaeologi-
cal site on the property, 44CE3. Tested in 1964-65
under the direction of Howard A. MacCord, then
State Archaeologist with the Virginia State Library,
the site yielded numerous Native American and
Anglo-American artifacts dated ca. 1680-1710, in-
cluding a silver medallion inscribed “Ye King of
Machotick”. In an excavation report which appeared
in the Archaeological Society of Virginia's Quarterly
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Students from Mary Washington Collegieiare given instruction prioy to assisting in the survey.

presented an excellent opportunity to learn more
about prehistoric period settlement within the inner
Coastal Plain of Virginia. Although little systematic
archaeological survey has been conducted within the
middle Rappahannock River valley, by 1983 surveys
of portions of the U.S. Army Fort A. P. Hill in
Caroline County had produced some preliminary
information on the types of prehistoric sites found
within interior and predominantly upland settings.
Survey of the lowland Rappahannock River flood-
plain was needed for developing a more comprehen-
sive assessment of prehistoric settlement. An ar-
chaeological inventory of Camden would provide an
important sample from the region, for within the
property are included a variety of micro-environ-
mental settings characteristic of the Rappahannock
River bottomland.

With the support and encouragement of Mr. and
Mrs. Pratt, and of John Davis who manages the farm
for the Piedmont Fertilizer Company, the Division
initiated an archaeological survey of Camden in De-
cember 1983 with fieldwork continuing intermit-
tently through the following year. Conceived as a
reconnaissance survey, the project had two major
objectives: 1) to produce a more complete inventory
of significant archaeological resources located within
the bounds of the Camden National Landmark, and
2) to gather preliminary information on archaeologi-
cal site types and their distribution from a sample of
bottornl_and along the middle Rappahannock River.

pproximately 800 acres were examined in the sur-
vey. Plowed lands with good surface visibility were
checked for archaeological remains by walking paral-
lel transects systematically spaced across the fields.
Yooded areas were examined through the excava-
tion of small shovel test pits. While fieldwork was
“Ing conducted, Martha W. McCartney, formerly
taff historian with the Division, examined numerous
Storical records and interviewed Mr. Pratt to learn

More about historic period settlement within the
Project area,
theAhhough the time Division staff could devote to

amden survey was limited given other program

responsibilities, the Division’s committment to the
project was strengthened by the contributions of
numerous volunteers who assisted in the fieldwork.
Among individual volunteers were James Harrison
and Jack Edlund of Fredericksburg, who recently
established a chapter of the Archaeological Society
of Virginia there. Additional support was provided by
students in the Department of Historic Preservation
at Mary Washington College and their instructor,
Mark Catlin, who contributed several weekend days
to the project.

The Division's survey of Camden fully proved the
property's enormous archaeological potential and
significance. Included among the ninety-five sites
identified in the survey are a wide variety of site
types which should provide important new informa-
tion on nearly all periods of human settlement within
the middle Rappahannock River valley.

Native American sites identified on the property
span a period of several thousand years and consti-
tute an excellent sample for examining the many
changes which occured in the lives of native peoples
through time. Although archaeological research con-
ducted in Virginia suggests the state was first inhab-
ited ca. 9500 B.C., the earliest sites yet identified at
Camden date from the Early Archaic Period which
began ca. 8000 B.C. From this time through the end
of the Middle Archaic Period (ca. 3000 B.C.), Cam-
den was visited frequently by small groups of no-
madic peoples who established short-term camps
there while they hunted, gathered wild foods, and

replenished their tool kits by fashioning stone imple-
ments from quartz cobbles found in the gravel de-
posits of the bottomland.

In respect to their size, number, and distribution,
later prehistoric sites at Camden contrast sharply
with those dating from the Early and Middle Archaic
Periods. The vast majority of prehistoric sites iden-
tified during the survey are associated with occupa-
tion dating from the Late Archaic (ca. 3000-1000
B.C.) and Early and Middle Woodland (ca. 1000
B.C.-A.D. 1000) Periods, suggesting that, not only
was the Native American population of the inner
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Among other historical sources pertinent to the
Camden survey is the journal of Durand de Dau-
phin€é, a Frenchman who visited the Ralph Wormeley
plantation at Nanzattico during the winter of 1686.
During his stay, de Dauphiné toured Wormeley’s
holdings on the southern shore of the Rappahannock
River at Portobago and described a Native American
village located nearby. “These savages have rather
pretty houses,” he wrote, “the walls as well as the
roofs ornamented with trees.” De Dauphiné also
noted that the native people he met wore both
European and traditional deerskin garments, and
! that the women within the community made “pots,

earthen vases and smoking pipes (which) the Chris-
tians buying these pots or vases fill them with Indian
corn, which is the price of them.”

Although it is presently impossible to say whether
the Native American village visited by de Dauphiné
was situated at Camden and not at some other
location in the vicinity of Portobago Bay, the settle-
ment examined during the Division’s survey of Cam-
den comprises one of the largest archaeological
complexes representing a late contact period situa-
tion yet identified within the circum-Chesapeake
region. The Camden village should yield important
new information on the cultural adaptations of native
an peoples during a very disruptive period character-
the Nan ized by the displacement of many groups. Situated
as it was within the frontier of the Virginia colony,
the settlement also should provide new insights into
the nature of social and economic relations between
Native American and colonial settlers.

In addition to the Native American sites described
above, the Division’s survey of Camden identified
other archaeological resources dating from the his-
i J toric period. Included within the bounds of the prop-

d from ‘ erty is a varied body of archaeological sites, repre-

senting both Anglo- and Afro-American peoples,

which should prove particularly valuable for examin-

ing changes in land use and settlement patterns,

labor systems, and economic development within

the middle Rappahannock River valley from the early
th century through the postbellum period.

The Camden area was among the first locations in
the upper Middle Peninsula and Northern Neck to

Patented by English colonists, although, as of yet,
ts the _':10 l?th-cer}tu;y Anglo-American sites have been
depic identified within the property. Evidence of colonial
Settlement dating from the first half of the 18th
Century is abundant, however. Widely dispersed

alpiiiagtation are a vzm'eft}('i of slites represe}l:ltI;
0 erent aspects of development withi
ative Ame“car} What wag stil] essentially the frontier of the Virginia
ny. Three sites, all first occupied ca. 1725,
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appear to represent the remains of separate dwell-
ings inhabited by middling farmers. Also included
within the property are the site of a ferry landing in
use as early as 1705: another site which may possi-
bly be the remains of a complex referred to as

“Taliaferros Landing” on an early 18th-century plat;

and portions of two early roadbeds, one a section of

a major overland route and the other probably repre-

senting the road which led from this highway across

the Camden bottomland to the ferry.

A number of archaeological sites identified in the
survey are associated with the early development
and subsequent evolution of the Pratt plantation at
Camden. The family’s first home on the property
was built ca. 1790 by John Pratt who originally
purchased several hundred acres of land along the
eastern side of Peumansend Creek. By 1802 Pratt
had extended his holdings to include most of the
currect bounds of the property. He named the plan-
tation Camden in honor of Charles Pratt, the first
Earl of Camden, a champion of the American cause
in the Revolutionary War.

The distribution of archaeological sites at Camden

indicates that during the period ca. 1780-1850 de-
velopment of the plantation was confined largely to
the northeastern portion of the property, the same
area associated with the earliest Pratt holdings.
Sites dating from the postbellum period are more
widely dispersed across the property in a pattern
which may reflect changes in the plantation labor
system following the Civil War. As shown on a U.S.
Coastal Survey map prepared in 1854, the first Pratt
house at Camden was situated at or very near the
site of the present manor house. The plantation
complex extended east from the house parallel to
the river. The majority of dependencies—including
workshops, quarters used by the overseers, slaves,
and tenants, and agricultural structures—which
comprised this complex are no longer standing.
Their original location is still indicated however by a
dense concentration of archaeological debris dating
from ca. 1750 through the present century which is
found along an elevated terrace in this area. Located
at the east end of the complex is a cemetery,
presently unmarked, which was used through the
end of the 19th century by Afro-American slaves and
tenants associated with the Camden plantation.

The results of the Division’s archaeological sur-
vey of Camden were summarized in a formal adden-
dum to the original National Register report and
submitted to the Keeper of the National Register in
September 1986. The remarkable complex of ar-
chaeological resources documented in the survey
has greatly expanded our appreciation for the signifi-
cance of Camden, and argues even more strongly for
the continued preservation of this important land-
mark. The example provided by the Division’s ar-
chaeological survey of Camden should serve as a
reminder that registraiton is not the final step in the
preservation process. In order to be effective stew-
ards of our registered properties, we must ensure
we are truly cognizant of their full potential for
contributing to our understanding of America’s past.
Periodic re-examination and evaluation may indicate
that our national treasures shine even brighter than
we had originally perceived.

Mary Ellen N. Hodges
Archaeologist
Division of Historic Landmarks



Douthat State Park
Recognized as Historic Landmark

he Virginia Historic Landmarks Board and

the National Park Service joined in the re-

cent public celebration of the fiftieth anniver-

sary of Virginia's State Park System by offi-
cially placing Douthat State Park in Bath and
Alleghany counties on the Virginia Landmark Regis-
ter and the National Register of Historic Places.
Initiated by the Department of Conservation and
Historic Resources, the project of recording and
nominating Virginia's first recreational park as a
historic district of statewide cultural significance in-
volved the coordinated efforts of the Division of
Parks and Recreation and the Division of Historic
Landmarks. The nomination shows the Depart-
ment’s increasing attention to the protection of sig-
nificant natural, scenic, historic, cultural and recrea-
tional resources, especially when those resources
are located on properties managed by the Depart-
ment.

Marking an important event in the history of
public policy in the Commonwealth, Douthat’s place-
ment on the state and national registers is a telling
reminder that historic designation is a moving fron-
tier, advancing with the passage of time according to
our changing perspectives on what is historically,
architecturally or archaeologically significant. As
properties which are now becoming fifty years old,
buildings, structures, objects, and designed land-
scapes of the New Deal era stand on the cutting
edge for evaluation of National Register eligibility.
Douthat’s designation reflects this on-going concern,
as well as a growing interest nationwide in the
cultural legacy of the Civilian Conservation Corps
(109:%:) and other public works programs of the

S.

Virginia's acquisition of Douthat State Park for
development in 1933 represented the culmination of
a national as well as statewide effort in the early

The Beach at Douthat State Park in 1936 or 1937. Credit: The Virginia Conservation Commission.
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Members of C.C.C. Camp 1386 who constructed Douthat State Park in the 1930s.

decades of this century to improve recreational facil-
ities for citizens of moderate income by the creation
of state parks. The first annual National Conference
on State Parks, initiated by Stephen Mather, first
Director of the National Park Service, was held in
Des Moines, lowa in 1921. Mather promoted state
park systems in order to alleviate pressure on the
national parks, which had become immensely popu-
lar since the founding of the National Park Service in
1916. While conservation of natural and scenic re-
sources was a dominant theme of these annual
gatherings of park authorities, satisfying the growing
need for recreational facilities became a matter of
increasing concern throughout the era of Republican
ascendancy.

The establishment of Shenandoah National Park
sparked the beginning of popular support for crea-
tion of a state park system in Virginia. In 1926, the
General Assembly created the State Commission on
Conservation and Development, headed by William
E. Carson. The new agency assumed lead responsi-
bility for “the acquisition, preservation, development
and maintenance of areas, properties, lands or es-
tates of scenic beauty, recreational utility, historical
interest, remarkable phenomena or other unusual
features . . . for the use, observation, education,
health and pleasure of the people.” As the first step
toward the development of a state park system,
Carson in 1929 proposed the idea of a seashore
facility in Tidewater. Enthusiasm for the idea issued
in a number of popular resolutions to Governor-elect
John Garland Pollard by proponents of such a sys-
tem. As a result the State Conservation Commission

28

in June 1930 appointed Robin E. Burson as head of
the Commission’s Division of Landscape Engineer-
ing. Burson at once initiated a comprehensive study
of park systems in Michigan, Indiana and New York.

With the commencement of Burson’s investiga-
tion, momentum for the establishment of a seashore
state park grew; and on July 2, 1931, the Virginia
Seashore State Park Association was established in
Norfolk to promote the selection and development of
a site. Cape Henry, the first landing spot of the
Jamestown colonists, was selected for its historic
significance and scenic beauty. To underscore the
importance of this development, the National Con-
ference gn State Parks held its meeting of May 1932
at Virginia Beach and the Cape Henry site.

By spring of 1933 Burson completed plans for a
system of six state parks to complement Shenan-
doah National Park in the north-central part of the
state: Seashore and Westmoreland state parks to
serve the Tidewater region; Staunton River State
Park to serve the middle region; Fairy Stone State
Park to serve the Piedmont; Hungry Mother State
Park to serve the Valley; and Douthat State Park to
serve the mountain and valley region. Each park
would service a fifty-mile radius encompassing
200,000 Virginians. )

The idea of a state park system for Virginia
became reality with the Emergency Conservation
Work Act of March 31, 1933. By this act Congress
created the Civilian Conservation Corps and autho-
rized the use of CCC crews on state and municip:
lands for the purpose of encouraging and assisting
the development of state and county parks systems

throughout the nation, Part of an emergency pro-

gram to reduce unemployment through park con-
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Guest lodges at Doufha-t State Park have recently been rehabilitate,
the environment of the park.

twenty-five cabins, a guest lodge, superintendent’s

residence, office service buildings, picnic and camp-

ing shelters, toilet facilities, bathing and boating

facilities, concession buildings, a fire lookout tower,

a dam and spillway for man-made Lake Douthat, and

minor roads, paths and trails throughout the park.

Camp Malone (Company 1386) took charge of
forestry work including trail and fire break construc-

tion as well as the establishment of a nursery. Camp
Carson (Company 1373) constructed the dam and
spillway for the lake. Camp Douthat (Company
1374) undertook all miscellaneous construction in-
cluding cabins, shelters, and truck trails. Each man
in the camp received a wage of one dollar per day as
well as room and board in one of three separate
complexes of camp buildings. A camp complex com-
prised a dozen or more buildings, including barracks,
officer’s quarters, mess halls, recreational halls, la-
trines and bath houses, all organized around a small
green. Educational and social activities in the camps
included Sunday afternoon lectures, vocational train-
ing, occasional dances, and athletics. As successive
projects were completed, the camp buildings were
razed, and good materials salvaged for incorporation
into the permanent park buildings.

Fifty years after Douthat State Park opened to
several thousand visitors on June 15, 1936, the
statesmen, administrators, planners, architects and
workmen who created the first generation of Virgin-
ia’s state parks are suitably memoralized by the

d. All cabins and the main guest lodge ﬁre uniformly rustic and tazléred to
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careful maintenance of Douthat’s exemplary rustic
architecture, harmonious landscaping and sympa-
thetic park design. In designating the park as a
cultural resource for the Commonwealth, the Vir-
ginia Historic Landmarks Board especially noted
Douthat’s integrity of design, materials, workman-
ship, setting and feeling.

Douthat’s park buildings are uniformly rustic and
tailored to the natural environment of the park. Four
of them achieved national attention as models of an
exaggerated rustic style in Albert H. Good’s Park
Structures and Facilities (1935, 1938), a National
Park Service reference book and training manual for
construction workers in national and state parks.
Cabin No. 19, a historical log building completed in
1935 as a vacation cabin, exhibits rustic architecture
at its best. The rustic feeling of its exterior is
continued indoors in its log partition walls and stone
fireplace. The Guest Lodge with its six bedrooms
and three stone terraces displays the exaggerated
rustic character of the cabins but on a grander scale.
Also completed in 1935, the lodge is a masterpiece
of craftsmanship, from the handwrought hardware of
its shutters, doors and beams, and the pleasing
harmony of its wood and stone fireplaces, to the
living room ceiling with its five arch support 0
exposed beams. The Superintendent’s Resi-
dence, which Good called “proof that a log structuré
can be varied and exciting without breaking Wi
tradition,” rivals the guest lodge in the scale and
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beyond the tenure of

the recent easements is the Bayne-Fowle House, an
1854 Italianate town house at 811 Prince Street in
Alexandria. Although restrained on the exterior, the
stone-fronted structure has a remarkable interior,
essentially unchanged since the mid-19th century.
The focal point of the first floor is a suite of reception
rooms featuring a three-arch pendant screen spa-
tially separating the double parlors. The rooms pre-
serve original pier mirrors and early gasoliers. Adja-
cent to the house is a small formal garden, a rare bit
of street-front open space in the Alexandria Historic
District. Donated by Mr. and Mrs. Bernard Fen-
sterwald, the Bayne-Fowle House easement is held
jointly by the Virginia Historic Landmarks Board and
The Historic Alexandria Foundation, Inc. A photo-
graph of the exterior and additional historical infor-
mation on the house is contained in the Register
Section of this issue of Notes.

The Janelia easement in eastern Loudoun County
covers a Normandy manor-style house and 16 acres
of gardens and grounds. Built in 1936, the house is
one of the newest structures in Virginia to be pro-
tected through this instrument. It was designed by
the Boston architect Philip Smith for the writer and
correspondent Robert S. Pickens and his wife, Vin-
ton L. Pickens, a professional artist and area civic
leader. The house is a distinctive example of the
carefully planned and finely appointed large dwellings
built for country estates between the wars. The
easement was donated by the Janelia Farm Limited

g ough-Brothers House in the Waterford Historic District, Loudoun
ounty.

Partnership which recently purchased Janelia with
the intention of developing the balance of the 270-
acre farm as a corporate complex centering on the
home lot or easement portion. An interesting aspect
of the easement is a scenic easement on the view
from the house towards Sugarloaf Mountain, an
isolated peak across the Potomac River valley in
Maryland. Mrs. Pickens retains a life tenancy in the
house.

The remaining three easements are in Loudoun
County's Waterford Historic District, a tiny Quaker
village designated a National Historic Landmark.
The Virginia Historical Landmarks Board holds
nearly fifty easements in the district, representing
the largest concentration of easements for any his-
toric district in the state. The donors of the most
recent easements are Mr. and Mrs. George L.
Bentley, Mr. and Mrs. John DeCourcy, and Mrs.and
Mrs. Jose Gomez. The Bentley easement covers
the Hough Brothers House, a Federal-era Quaker
house built for the Hough family. The DeCourcy
easement protects an 1897 frame dwelling known as
the Edith Walker house. The Gomez easement in-
cludes a mid-19th-century frame house along with a
barnyard complex, one of the few remaining such
complexes in the village.

Additional information on Virginia's easement
program may be obtained by contacting Calder Loth
at the Division of Historic Landmarks, 221 Governor
Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219, (804) 786-3143.

A mid-19th-century frame house placed under easement in the
Watefford Historic District.

Interior view of the furst floor o
t screen.

nelia; front hall. Credit: Andre R. Alonzo.
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Governor’s “Work Weeks”
Encourage Local
Preservation Efforts

Governor Gerald L. Baliles spent a June work
week in Northern Virginia and an October work

week in Central Virginia (Lynchburg) to meet
with local leaders, view local accomplishments

and problems, and bring his Administration
closer to the citizens of Virginia.

site for renewed growth, new industry, and future
jobs. Ultimately, responsibility will rest with the
community. I encourage you to seize the opportuni-
ties that these fine resources represent.”

Governor Gerald L. Baliles
October 17, 1986

“, . . but designating this Lower Basin Historic
District as a Virginia landmark is not a mere conse-
cretion of . . . past glories. It is appropriate to recall
the importance of the Lower Basin Historic District
and to point the way to its renewed vigorous devel-
opment that is built on this well preserved past. By
preserving the historical economic center of Lynch-
burg beginning at this boulder, this city is creating a

Historic Landmark by the Virginia Historic Land-
marks Board. The Mayor responded. “Let’s let thls
be the beginning of restoring our riverfront.” Credit

Tom Graves

Governor Baliles presents the historic district
plaque for the Lower Basin Historic District to the
Honorable Jimmie Bryan, Mayor of Lynchburg.
Lower Basin has just been designated a Virginia
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DHL Awards Subgrants for Fiscal Year 1986

the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966. This act authorized the U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior to grant funds to states to
| prepare comprehensive cultural resources surveys
| and institute and foster other preservation activities.
Of the funds allocated to Virginia in Fiscal Year
1986, there were approximately $93,000 available to
. localities and private preservation organizations to
carry out certain preservation activities. In June, the
Division announced that grants were available for
architectural and archaeological surveys, historic
and cultural resource protection planning, prepara- z
tion of National Register nominations for eligible e *
I resources, and curriculum modules for elementary 1§
and secondary preservation education. $45,000 of . ’
the grant funds were earmarked for governments e i ﬁ
| who met the criteria for Certified Local Government — - el 4
{ status. (See NOTES #28, pp. 38-41). In August The Roswell-Seagle House on Prospect Street in Pulaski; one of the

% W 3 . conbributing residences in a proposed residential historic district
{;h? Division announced the grant projects listed b;i;)nglnozzinawdwthe Virgimg and National registers by the Town
elow: of Pulaski.

he Division of Historic Landmarks is the
' I state agency responsible for administering

L. to r. Constance Chamberlin,
The Governor’s Northern Virginia work

Wi e i E o et S 5
5 's visit to Wa : Status of lnese localities 1S penaing INationai I av
‘&ee\%ﬁﬁ; E:&o%gvtﬁ'%st with Loudoun County officials to Service approval)

P i unty. . : ; lopment pres-
‘tﬂh‘:eclzd l::ew ;ltt';ios;’gatte}}goﬁ:;g:?ig:n t(e:f?orts (]);' the gl:r%‘lssso:iﬁso&g%%‘ggl Til%tgii dlfz‘l,!(lad?rll)ark JViE:gz- Lynchburg Funds to publish design review guidelines $ 3,373
: irec- : ‘sah i . . . g :
Waterfortti Fg&dmgérﬁrgnrﬁﬁz?tn;% lI)’!ll'esident Flanked kt)y gm&ggmg‘g?&m:&socm- Prince William Co. mgns;ye le\tgelé sulflve)(rl cf>f 88 sites Eo C(;m[g}llet% s;x‘rveg $ 10,500
%)lfsgg:tshaguuwan on the right. Mrs. Sullvan ﬂvl‘f“ mv?;fne% F. Brownell to his left, the Governor g glp; eyl e e u‘:) da::hnlc;nof
presented four more presﬁgu:)\ilr;:getrl?:rrg so!\xrler ?c—) listened to presenta}tll'z?I}l;,e<()111tht;l;(i1 gggx;g : p;;rg:leg;le previous survey of county; Ti’aining for mesihers of
tggc;;d %\?ﬁ :hcﬁegoylgtl;go%ommonwealth now holds tullog ﬁggﬁnagn%gger: Virginia's fragile historic re- Architectural Review Board

preservation easements in the Waterford D rom the onslaught of rapid development.

nearly fifty
Historic District.

Survey, Planning and Other Preservation Programs

. S e e .7 el Piedmont Development of a preservation plan for the northeastern $ 23,000
\ "", s 3 ~ o= - Environmental quadrant of Albemarle County
SR = - A it . Council
\lr i1 : : ’ “ Historic Staunton Development of a preservation plan for the City of $ 9,250
45y Foundation Staunton
Natipnal Trust for Intensive Level archaeological survey of Montpelier in $ 19,700
Historic Orange County
Preservation
Washington County  Development of curriculum module on architectural styles $ 1,000
Preservation in Washington County
Foundation
City of Chesapeake  Architectural survey of the City of Chesapeake and $ 18,000
preparation of National Register nominations for two
historic districts
Town of Pulaski Survey and preparation of National Register nomination $ 7,680
(Part 1) of a residential historic district
(Part II) Development of a historic district zoning ordinance and $ 6,250
design review guidelines; training for Architectural
Review Board
Pl‘ese;rvation Development of a workbook of preservation education $ 8423
AJhapqe of materials to be presented to statewide educators at a
Virginia workshop in May, 1987.
Total Funds Awarded $ 93,303
s jﬂ-. :A‘v' - T

To the Governor’s right is JohnA. S

towers and to his left, James F. Brownell.
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Around the State

The Longwood House Refurbishing Commit-
tee of Longwood College met earlier this fall at DHL
offices in Richmond to tour various examples of
historic houses in Richmond. The group is charged
with the refurbishing and restoration of Longwood
House, residence of the president of the college.
Houses visited included the White House of the
Confederacy, the Elmira Shelton House, and Linden
Row. Each of these landmarks reflects a different
approach to historic property stewardship and inte-
rior treatment. The White House of the Confeder-
acy is a historic house museum engaged in an exact-
ing restoration to the period of Jefferson Davis’
residency. The Elmira Shelton House as the head-
quarters of the Historic Richmond Foundation
serves the foundation’s various meetings and activi-
ties. Linden Row is in the midst of rehabilitation as a
bed-and-breakfast and will receive heavy public use.

Longwood House, Prince Edward County.

-
- - T
.

Statr hall and passage of Longwood House, Prince Edward
County.

The Division of Historic Landmarks welcomes
the opportunity to assist groups and organizations
with their stewardship of registered landmarks.

The Gloucester County Historical Society has
announced the formation of the Rosewell Founda-
tion. The foundation will be a unit of the historical
society devoted to the preservation and improve-
ment of the Rosewell Estate. The foundation hopes
eventually to open a small museum and a caretaker’s
house. The chimneys and walls are all that remain of
the once monumental 18th-century estate of Mann

Page.

The City of Roanoke has unveiled a poster for the
Southwest Historic District. The poster, a joint
project of the city’s Architectural Review Board and
the Roanoke Neighborhood Partnership, was de-

Rosewell ruins, Gloucester County

signed to focus attention on th i
us atf e pre
Southwest Historic District. Parpt)ialSf(:]lr:vd:}xt;(gmfc;)rf tt}l::

poster came thr 5 s
of Historic Landlg)ll::lt%ll:sfl Sub-grant from the Division

Preservation of Hj i i
: storic Winchester h -
;ggtl)ﬁ r:l:)s\gad %tl% nt(e;\;r quaélters in the stately ﬁeg-
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and gave Preservati i
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The Association for the Pr i

- - - ., . eserv i d
ginia Antiquities has sold the old 333523 fn;g;-
¥ illiamsburg to the Colonial Williamsburg
b ng T’he octagonal landmark in Williamsburg
s af VA’s first preservation effort. Funds from
A e will be used for endowments and other

programs around the Commonwealth,

Southern Seminary, A Virgini i

! ary, ginia and National reg-

g;stgrggo landmark in Buena Vista, has reggive?ga
»U00 grant from the Robert G. and Maude Mor-

gan Cabell Foundation of Richmond. Funds will be
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Man P = e or restoration of the

The Town of Inde i
I pendence in G

will donate $2,500 toward repairing tﬁy%t}yggrug%’
rayson County Courthouse. The donation brings

the total raised for the once-
$111,000 of the $300,000 noo iz tened landmark to
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» @ project within t
S;mqgeé Youth Employment and Training P:l:ggris
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; . Rotenizer, Project Direc-
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Preservation Planning and the Valley

The Virginia Division of Historic Landmarks, in
cooperation with James Madison University, spon-
sored a two-day preservation conference in Septem-
ber. The conference was designed to encourage and
strengthen local and regional preservation planning
in the lower Shenandoah Valley. Featured were a
series of workshops offering timely information on
comprehensive preservation planning, financial and
technical assistance for local preservation surveys,
eligibility criteria for state and national register des-

ignation, and effective local protection programs.
Participating in this panel discussion were (from left
to right) Marley Brown, Archaeologist with the
Colonial Williamsburg Foundation, David J. Brown,
Executive Director of the Historic Staunton Founda-
tion, G. Robert Lee, Administrator for Clarke
County, Ann Miller, Certified Local Government
Coordinator and Assistant to the Director of the
DHL, and Robert A. Carter, Supervisor of the
Survey and Register Section of the DHL.

Third Annual Preservation Conference

The Division of Historic Landmarks and the Pres-
ervation Alliance of Virginia held the Third Annual
Preservation Conference at the Jefferson-Sheraton
Hotel in Richmond November 14-15. 105 partici-
pants from around the State gathered to hear pre-
sentations on design review, Main Street programs,
and archaeology on Friday and Saturday sessions
addressing landscaping, archaeological research, and
activities of the DHL. The conference was high-
lighted by a dinner at the Virginia Museum and a
Walking Tour of historic districts along Richmond's
Franklin Street conducted by John Zehmer, Director
of the Historic Richmond Foundation.

Elected president of the Alliance to take office
January 1, 1987 was Genevieve Keller of Charlottes-
ville. Dr. William Kelso, Archaeologist for the
Thomas Jefferson Memorial Foundation, was
elected vice-president. Charles Daniel of Richmond
was re-elected treasurer, and Susan Ford Johnson,
Director of the Historic Fredericksburg Foundation,
was re-elected secretary.

John W. Daniel II, Secretary of Natural Re-
sources for the Commonwealth, was the keynote
speaker for the Conference. Highlights of his re-
marks appear below.

“I would find it helpful in shaping the State’s role
in preservation if we took a comprehensive look at
the issues facing the preservation community in

AN

John W. Dantel IT

Virginia today. Virginia can be proud of its work I
preservation and of the work of the State Historic
Preservation Office: The Landmarks Division. But
we cannot rest on these accomplishments. Virginia
once led the nation with both ideas for governing an

able leaders who put these ideas into practice. Given
this past, I believe it is important that Virginia take
the role of national leader once again—this time I
the area of the preservation of our past.”
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