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Presentation Overview 

 Project Approach 

 National historic context  

 Model context outline 

 Survey methodology 

 Evaluation methodology 

 Questions and Answers 
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Project Team 

 Emily Pettis, Mead & Hunt 

 Amy Squitieri, Mead & Hunt 

 Patti Kuhn, Louis Berger Group 

 Debra McClane, Louis Berger Group 
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Project Panel 

NCHRP Staff and Project Panel 
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Project Goals 

 Develop a model for identification (survey) and evaluation of 
post-World War II residences  

 Streamline the identification of postwar residences 

 Provide greater consistency among state agencies in 
National Register eligibility evaluations under Section 106 
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Project Approach 

 Three demonstration areas 

 Selected using established criteria 

 Approved by project panel 

Arlington, Virginia 

Madison, Wisconsin 

Arlington, Texas 
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National Historic Context 

Gunnison houses in Omaha, Nebraska 



Literature review and bibliography 
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National Historic Context 

 Transportation trends 

 Government programs and policies 

 Social, economic, and cultural trends 
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WHS Image ID: 8406 WHS Image ID: 1873 



National Historic Context 

 Planning and development 

 Postwar building materials and construction techniques 
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Westport, Wisconsin (WHS Image ID: 66696) 
1955 Parade of Homes Madison, Wisconsin 
(WHS Image ID: 4717) 



National Historic Context 

 Architecture, site, and landscape, including the popular 
architectural forms and styles  
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Example of Postwar Themes 
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Photographs courtesy of Molly Myers Naumann  

North Fellows Historic District 
Ottumwa, Iowa  



Model Context Outline 

 Model Context Outline provides guidance for developing 
project-specific regional or local contexts 

 Mirrors themes identified in the national context 

 Tested in Arlington, Virginia, demonstration area 
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Survey and Evaluation Methodology 

Arlington, Texas 



Survey Methodology  

 Intended to guide state and 
federal agencies needing to 
identify individual properties, 
neighborhoods, and 
subdivisions 

 Provides streamlined and 
efficient process 

 Allows for consistent results 
across geographic areas 
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Survey Methodology 

 Survey of planned subdivisions and unplanned 
neighborhoods  

 Survey and documentation of similar properties as a group 

 Classifying resources within the grouping 

 Guidelines for data collection  
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Survey Methodology 
Fairfax, Virginia  
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Vienna Woods Subdivision 

 1951-1961 

 Old Dominion Developers 

 Yeonas Realty Company 



Survey Methodology 
Fairfax, Virginia 
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Washington Post Advertisement, 1951 



Survey Methodology 
Fairfax, Virginia  
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Survey Methodology  
St. Louis Park, Minnesota 
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Survey Methodology 
St. Louis Park, Minnesota 
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Survey Methodology 

 Selective survey of individual properties 

 Based on integrity, character-defining features, and architectural elements 

 Criteria for popular postwar architectural forms and styles 
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Survey Methodology 
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 Degree of integrity 

 Minimum of three architectural elements 



Survey Methodology 

 Popular postwar architectural forms and styles 
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• Minimal Traditional 
• Cape Cod 
• Transitional Ranch 
• Ranch and Raised Ranch 
• Split-level and Split-foyer 
• Colonial and Georgian Revival  

 

• Storybook  
• Spanish Colonial Revival 
• Asiatic 
• Contemporary  
• Prefabricated  



Survey Methodology  

 Survey criteria for Minimal Traditional Homes 

 Retain massing 

 Retain original siding materials 

 Retain original windows and doors 

 Retain original roofline  
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Survey Methodology  
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Survey Methodology  
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Survey Methodology  

 Survey criteria for Ranch Homes 
 Retain original exterior materials, or replacement-in-kind 

 Retain massing, roofline, and eave overhang 

 Retain a minimum of three architectural elements, which include 
prominent chimneys, accent siding materials, expanses of 
windows, planters, wrought-iron details, patios, and applied 
stylistic features 
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Survey Methodology  
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Survey Methodology  
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Survey Methodology 
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Survey as a Grouping Selective Individual Survey 

Neighborhood that developed as a single 
planned subdivision 
  

Infill development in neighborhood 

Neighborhood with strong architectural  
cohesion  

Neighborhood with little architectural 
cohesion  



Evaluation Methodology  

 Guidance for applying National Register Criteria to individual 
properties and historic districts 

 Illustrated with listed and                                                     
eligible examples 

 Discussion of  integrity and                                              
alterations  
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Evaluation Methodology  
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Evaluation Methodology  
36 
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Evaluation Methodology  
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Evaluation Methodology  



 Examples of questions to ask: 

 Is the subdivision important in the development of the community 
as an innovative or trendsetting response? 

 Did an important local/metropolitan trend in subdivision 
development originate in the subdivision? 

 Does the subdivision convey important design principles of 
community development? 

 Did the neighborhood introduce patterns of subdivision design 
that became influential in the local community? 
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Evaluation Methodology  



Evaluation Methodology  
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Evaluation Methodology  
41 



Case Study 1 – Virginia Heights, Virginia  



Primary Demonstration Area 
Arlington, Virginia 

 Proximity to major urban center/transportation routes 

 Existing survey data 

 Known concentration of postwar development 
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Historic Context 
Arlington, Virginia 
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Survey and Evaluation Methodology 
 Arlington, Virginia  
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Virginia Heights, 1946-1953 



Survey and Evaluation Methodology 
 Arlington, Virginia  

 Evaluated the Survey Area as a Group 
and Potential Historic District 

 Applied Survey Methodology to 
Determine Resources that Qualified for 
Individual Survey 

 Documented Individual Resources and 
Evaluated for Individual Eligibility 
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Selective Survey Results 
Arlington, Virginia 
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VIRGINIA  HEIGHTS 
Total resources: 79 
Number within Study Period: 78 (99%) 
Number qualified for Survey: 17 (22%) 



Selection of Resources 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Surveyed 



Selection of Resources 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Not Surveyed 



Selection of Resources 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Surveyed Not Surveyed 



Selected Survey Results 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Surveyed 



Selected Survey Results 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Not Surveyed 



Selected Survey Results 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Surveyed Not Surveyed 



Selected Survey Results 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Surveyed 



Selected Survey Results 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Not Surveyed 



Selected Survey Results 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Surveyed Not Surveyed 



Selected Survey Results 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Surveyed 



Selected Survey Results 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Not Surveyed 



Selected Survey Results 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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Surveyed Not Surveyed 



Survey Findings and Recommendations 
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia 
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 Virginia Heights 

 One individually eligible resource (Lustron) 

 Area eligible as historic district (Criteria A and C) 

 

 

 

 



Case Study 2 – Arlington, Texas 



Additional Demonstration Area 
Arlington, Texas 

 Known concentration of postwar development 
 Existing context 
 Proximity to major urban center/transportation routes 
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Historic Context 
Arlington, Texas 
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Survey and Evaluation Methodology 
 Arlington, Texas 

 Two residential subdivisions 
 Surveyed each as a grouping 
 Also surveyed individual resources that met the survey criteria  
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Selective Survey Results 
Arlington, Texas 
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Northcrest Park Subdivision 

 Surveyed 29 of 64 resources (45%) 

 No district present  

Fielder Place Subdivision 

 Surveyed 20 of 56 resources (36%) 

 No district present 



Selective Survey Results 
Arlington, Virginia 
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Surveyed Not Surveyed 



Selective Survey Results 
Arlington, Virginia 
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Selective Survey Results 
Arlington, Virginia 
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Selective Survey Results 
Arlington, Texas 
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 Northcrest Park and Fielder Place 
 Areas not eligible as historic districts 
 No individually eligible resources 

 



Benefits and Dissemination 



Benefits – National context 
71 

 Allows for understanding of postwar development 

 Provides appropriate framework  

 Serves as a guide for development of local contexts 



Benefits – Methodology 
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 Nationally applicable 

 Opportunity for greater consistency  

 Streamline the survey and evaluation process 



Case Study: Burns-Whitney Estates, Town of Colonie, Albany Co. 

1951 



Burns-Whitney Estates, Colonie 





Former Burns-Whitney Farmhouse (demolished) 



Elsie, Ira, and David Freedman on concrete pad for their house 
at 46 Bailey Ave 



Constructing the Freedman house 



Freedman House  





Neighborhood picnic at Burns-Whitney Estates 



Burns-Whitney friends 



1951 

1952 

Burns-Whitney Estates: 
Yesterday and Today 



The Beginning: Minimal Traditional & 
Cape Cods 



Shortly Thereafter – Ranchettes or Minimal Ranches 



…and Split-Level or 
Raised Ranch 

...also Contemporary! 



Cumulative Alterations… 



Case Study: Burns-Whitney Estates …Conclusions 



Case Study: Clifton Knolls,  
Town of Clifton Park,  
Saratoga Co., NY 

1970 

1965 



1980 

1930 



Clifton Knolls – Building  Your Future 











Setting 

Topography 

Mature Trees 



Clifton Knolls retains the 
landscape features and street plan 



Few Residences Displayed 
Alterations… 
• Vinyl siding 
• Replacement windows 
 

…Probably the only significantly altered 
residence in the original subdivision 



Case Study: Clifton Knolls …Conclusions 



Questions? 



Sources 
http://onlinepubs.trb.org/onlinepubs/nchrp/nchrp_rpt_723.pdf 

https://www.nps.gov/Nr/publications/bulletins/suburbs/index.htm 



Thank 
you! 

Steven Bedford, The Louis Berger 
Group, Inc. - 
sbedford@louisberger.com 
 
 
Kevin Franklin, Town of Colonie 
Historian - FranklinK@colonie.org 
 
 
Linda Mackey, SHPO – 
linda.mackey@parks.ny.gov 
 


