
Town of Stockbridge Historical SHC
Minutes of Meeting

June 27, 2019

The Town of Stockbridge Historical SHC (SHC) held a meeting at the Town Offices on 
Thursday, June 27, 2019, beginning at 10:10 AM.   Present were Chairman Linda 
Jackson, Maria Carr, and Clerk Peter Williams, constituting all members of the SHC.  
Ms. Jackson presided over the meeting.  Also present, as an invited participant, was 
Gregory Farmer, principal of Agricola, Inc., consultants in historic preservation, 
documentation and management.  The meeting's agenda, date, time and place were duly 
posted at the Town Offices at least two business days in advance of the meeting.  

Procter Hall and Related Matters:  Ms. Jackson reported that she had received 
information from Bonney Hartley, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer of the 
Stockbridge-Munsee Community (SMC), reporting that she hopes in the future to do 
more archeological surveys of the old town green areas.  Currently, Ms. Hartley also 
reported that the SMC had received permission and funding to do survey work in and 
around the Main Street areas of Stockbridge.   The SHC and Mr. Farmer discussed the 
implications of both the SMC and the SHC preparing supplements to the National 
Register Main Street Historic District.  Mr. Farmer did not see a problem with each party 
making separate supplemental filings.

Mr. Williams, who is a trustee of the Norman Rockwell Museum, updated the SHC 
regarding the status of the Museum's potential acquisition and rehabilitation of Procter 
Hall.  Progress is happening, but any actual acquisition and rehabilitation is not 
imminent.  The SHC also discussed the status of a possible initiative by the Town to 
repair recent water leakage of the roof of Procter Hall.  

Stone Arch Bridges:  The SHC first discussed the Larrywaug bridge on Interlaken Road.  
SHC members all have seen active surveying work on the bridge in recent days.  The 
bridge is not currently the subject of any official historic record filings.  The SHC 
reviewed an October 8, 2017 article in the Berkshire Eagle concerning the bridge, along 
with an included photograph of stonework on the side of the bridge.  The SHC next 
reviewed two letters regarding the bridge written by the Massachusetts Historical SHC 
(“MHC”), the first dated March 12, 2019 and the second dated April 25, 2019.  The 
second letter somewhat reverses the first letter regarding the MHC's position regarding 
the bridge.  Mr. Farmer stated that the gist of the second letter is that the MHC has closed
the file as it made a recommendation that a finding of no historic value be found.  Mr. 
Farmer stated that the MHC likely placed significant emphasis on the fact that there are 
no historic records in its files regarding the bridge.

Mr. Farmer stated that the SHC could either agree or disagree with the MHC's decision.  
The SHC discussed what might happen to the stone facing of the bridge in a 
reconstruction.  A potential letter might say that the SHC did not have an opportunity to 
review the plans for the planned reconstruction of the bridge.  Mr. Farmer advised that 
fundamentally the issue appears to be whether the bridge, as reconstructed in  1931, is 
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historic.  A case could be made that the bridge is historic as it is a Depression-era 
reconstruction of a much older stone arch bridge, now with a stone arch facade designed 
to match similar bridges in the area. The SHC determined that it should write a letter to 
the Army Corps of Engineers, cc'ing the MHC; details of the letter to be determined.  

The SHC next discussed the historic stone arch bridge in the Old Curtisville National 
Register Historic District.  The SHC noted that some construction work is going on 
adjacent to the bridge, but it seems ancillary to the bridge itself, possibly a drainage or 
utility project.  Although the MHC funded an engineering study on the bridge in 2016 
preparatory to possible restoration of the bridge (which has been closed to vehicular 
traffic by the Commonwealth for several years), apparently the Town and 
Commonwealth have put the project on the back burner due to complications and, as far 
as the Town is concerned, other bridge-repair issues of greater urgency.  

Potential Future Assistance by Agricola to the SHC:  

The SHC reviewed the minutes of the March 5, 2019 meeting of the Community 
Preservation Committee at which the Committee approved an expenditure of CPC funds 
to be overseen by the SHC to retain Mr. Farmer during the current fiscal year at a fee up 
to $4,999 to undertake/update an index of significant historic features that might be 
impacted by potential future work along Main Street.  

The SHC also reviewed and discussed Mr. Farmer's June 2016 report to the SHC.  Some 
of the potential future documentation and survey work discussed in that report would cost
significantly more that $5,000; conceivably it could be the subject of an expenditure 
approved at Town Meeting; in any event it of course would first be discussed with the 
Selectboard.  

Mr. Farmer elaborated on some of the possibilities for future documentation/survey work.
Among the various options: (1) look at what has not been covered at all, including 
historic assets that were not yet 50 years old when the prior work was done (in this regard
the parties briefly discussed the Town Historic Preservation and Demolition Delay bylaw,
which, uniquely among such bylaws in Massachusetts, enables in some circumstance 
very long-term mandatory protection of historic structures, but is less effective where 
there has been no finding of historic significance by the Town or Commonwealth 
Historical SHCs); (2) focus on resources that are most at risk and upgrade the 
documentation regarding them (here the SHC and Mr. Farmer discussed whether it would
be possible for the SHC to be more involved with the presently ongoing zoning review 
process); (3) focus on corridors that are along defined state roads – here findings of 
historic significance might have some real leverage, as state or federal funding for 
improvements might be involved;  (4) consider possible incentives that the town could 
offer to encourage people to preserve buildings, such as CPC funds or tax credits (Mr. 
Farmer noted that commercial properties in National Register historic districts should be 
taking advantage of tax credits); and (5) improve access to historic-preservation-related 
information, such as including links to the MHC on the Town and/or Library websites.  
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The parties next focused discussion on the possible future construction by the Town and 
the Commonwealth of a rotary or roundabout at the intersection of Main and South 
streets.  Mr. Farmer noted that there already is a National Register Historic District 
covering Main Street; however, it was documented some years ago, and there may be 
subsequent features or omitted features that should be documented.  A supplemental 
filing of the National Register nomination materials should cover any such features.  Ms. 
Jackson noted that the SMC is engaged in potentially relevant research, and Mr. Farmer 
stated that subsurface historic resources can have relevant cultural significance.  Mr. 
Farmer also reiterated that it is fine if the SHC and the SMC each submit separate 
supplements to the National Register filings (indeed, he noted that some of all of the 
SMC filing might be “restricted” to keep potential artifact seekers from disturbing 
historic sites).  Any filing by the SHC might reference whatever the SMC is doing or has 
done.  

The parties next discussed what to focus on currently.  Mr. Farmer noted that it appears 
that “the ship has sailed” on the Larrywaug stone bridge.  The Curtisville bridge seems to
be a low priority for the Town and Commonwealth at this time.  Procter Hall, on the other
hand, seems to be potentially more active in the relatively near future.  As to Procter Hall,
the parties decided that the SHC should keep itself in the loop regarding any specific 
plans that come forth.  What might be the SHC's attitude to any particular plans would 
depend on a variety of factors, and a meeting to review and consider potential plans at the
appropriate time may be in order.   As for paying for any additional future work by Mr. 
Farmer, he noted, in addition to the Town funds previously discussed, that it may be 
possible to obtain survey and planning grants from the MHC.  

Turning back to the immediate focus, Mr. Farmer suggested that he could excerpt 
materials from the existing Main Street National Register district, focusing on what has 
been documented and what needs to be documented.  This would not be a huge 
undertaking. The goal is for the SHC to have good and accurate information that it could 
then share it with the MHC.  The parties then discussed what is the potential work area 
that might be affected by the potential future roundabout work and related street 
improvements on Main Street:   What are the limits of the Commonwealth right of way?  
It was agreed that the SHC should seek from the Town any solicitation package issued by
the Town for bids on the engineering work.  Ms. Jackson will pursue this with the Town 
Administrator.    

Other potential priorities: (1) SHC involvement in the zoning review discussions, and (2) 
making historic information more accessible and public, such as putting historic 
information links on the various websites. 

In sum: Main Street work is the most immediate focus; zoning next; Procter Hall when 
potential alterations become known (Mr. Farmer might attend a SHC meeting reviewing 
any such plans).  Mr. Farmer could assist the SHC in preparing a survey and planning 
grant application for the MHC that would involve future potential work.  There is an 
annual deadline to make such applications with the MHC; Mr. Farmer thinks it is in the 
fall, but the MHC website will have the information.
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At the SHC's request, Mr. Farmer will submit an invoice for current work within the next 
few hours so that Ms. Jackson can present it to the Town accountant for payment  from 
the current fiscal year budget. 

The SHC adjourned the meeting at 11:51 AM.

Dated: Stockbridge, Massachusetts
July 17, 2019

Peter C. Williams
Peter C. Williams
Clerk
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