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Project Goals

= Develop a model for identification (survey) and evaluation of

post-World War |l residences
= Streamline the identification of postwar residences

= Provide greater consistency among state agencies in
National Register eligibility evaluations under Section 106




Project Approach

" Three demonstration areas

= Selected using established criteria

= Approved by project panel

Arlington, Virginia
Madison, Wisconsin

Arlington, Texas




National Historic Context



Literature review and bibliography
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National Historic Context

= Transportation trends

= Government programs and policies

= Social, economic, and cultural trends

WHS Image ID: 1873 WHS Image ID: 8406




National Historic Context

= Planning and development

= Postwar building materials and construction techniques

Westport, Wisconsin (WHS Image ID: 66696)

1955 Parade of Homes Madison, Wisconsi ”
(WHS Image ID: 4717)




National Historic Context

= Architecture, site, and landscape, including the popular

architectural forms and styles




Example of Postwar Themes

North Fellows Historic District
Ottumwa, lowa

Photographs courtesy of Molly Myers Naumann




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




Survey and Evaluation Methodology



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




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




Survey Methodology

Fairfax, Virginia

Vienna Woods Subdivision

= 1951-1961

= Old Dominion Developers

" Yeonas Realty Company




Survey Methodology

Fairfax, Virginia

LE R R R R REENENNENEESNNEFSFFNRREENEN N NN NN N Esmammem . W

VIENNA WOODS HOMES ARE PRICED FROM 14,750—515,500

Mary years of building experience has done info maintaining this kw price range an
these fine Vienna Weoods homes. Subdivision—FHA approved.

THE HOUSEWIFE'S DELIGHT—
FULLY-EQUIPPED WESTINGHOUSE
KITCHEN

)

® Auiomatic Eleetrle Dishwasher

* Laundremat Automatic ‘Washer

& “Ceolder Cald” Refrigorater

& Speed Eleckrie Range -

& Leots of Shelf, Cabinet, Pantry'and Wark
Space

®Braakfast Space in Kitchem

Supplied by the Edgar Morriz Salis Company

REMARKABLE EXTRA-VALUE FEATURES

L C;ulcu of five distinetive cxterier de- o Kach Viennas Weods rambler is siteated
abgrd.

on 8 quarter scre led,

® Automatic ail hot water huat, Baseboard Viwnna Wacds has city ufilifies. .
radiation. (This type of hesti Lant Ench hame kas a fully-equipped 'WEST-
installed in homes costing $25,000 er IMGHOUSE kitchom with the following
mare. applismcay:
Vienna Woods ramblers have throe bed- ELECTRICITY * WATER
rosens. The third bedroom it relatively CURE AMD GUTTERS = SEWER
large in size. = PAVED STREETS

LOCATIOMN: Vienns Weoods is convenlently located in historie Fairfax County, Wirginia,
Only thirty minutes fram downtewn Was! ington and the Pentagon. Situated at a
higher glavation far cocler comfort during the Swummer sed mong relasced, spacious |ive
ing all year “round, This is ang of the faw nearby areas whera It is passible for the pur-
chasar to anjoy the benefits of a quarter acre lot with city cormmniencas,

[

A LIFETIME OF ‘%My %W IN.

READILY ACCESSIBLE: The happy resident of Wienna Woods breszes ta work bn min-

wies aver super express highways complataly ablivious of congested streets or heavy
traffic areas.

Temia\\oods

FEATURING THREE BEDROOM RAMBLER-TYPE HOMES

Eack Famblor sef fiko & focsol
\‘ on @ guaile: acie dod ’

EXHIBIT HOME Frrnished Buy:
OPEN DAILY .. 2:00 pm to B:DD pm FRANK MICHELBACH, TNC.

“Ha f Fine F e
SUNDAY .. 1000 am to B:00 pm 814 King Strast, Alensndris, Vieginis "

T RIACH VIENHA WOODS Lea Bowlosged (. 5 Rowes 5l fiee eviles Bavan

o . Drive aw
Casngns, btvond Gafiows Ruod to Sl Lina, Turs rieht oo Geler Lans, Crotinue an Coar L
acrns Les Highway o Park Swreer. Fallaw directionsf afroia ta echibid home

. . Desigmore:
Builders: Yiasena ool %Wm(m:- I..Es‘rE'R V. JOHMSON ASSOCIATES

At last a

rambler built

\\Thg,sa-:‘ha rring YWienna Waeds ramblers have been designed
prirnarily with the housewife in mind, In one of these lovely
homes, the lady of the house discovers to her delight that the
monotonous drudgery of housework is a thing of the past.
Every rocom, every appliance, every inch of construction has
bean situated with such care and forathoughr that efficiency is
the keynate, Consequently, the housewife breezes through her
daily sthedule and has many wonderful, eMra hours for
relaxation.”

SALES REPRESEMNMTATIVES

ourors UEONES 8Beey ..

2313 WILSON BOULEVARD ARLINGTON 1, VIRGINIA
PHONES: CLEBE 2100. OXFORD 1243

especially for
THE HOUSEWIFE

impEEREENENNENED

Washington Post Advertisement, 1951




Survey Methodology

Fairfax, Virginia




Survey Methodology

St. Louis Park, Minnesota




Survey Methodology

St. Louis Park, Minnesota




Survey Methodology

= Selective survey of individual properties

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

= Criteria for popular postwar architectural forms and styles




Survey Methodology

= Degree of integrity

= Minimum of three architectural elements




Survey Methodology

= Popular postwar architectural forms and styles

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




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




Survey Methodology
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Survey Methodology

Ky




Survey Methodology

Neighborhood that developed as a single Infill development in neighborhood
planned subdivision

Neighborhood with strong architectural Neighborhood with little architectural
cohesion cohesion




Evaluation Methodology

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

= ||lustrated with listed and
eligible examples

= Discussion of integrity and
alterations




Evaluation Methodology
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Evaluation Methodology
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Evaluation Methodology
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Evaluation Methodology
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Evaluation Methodology

= Examples of questions to ask:

= |s 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?




Evaluation Methodology
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Evaluation Methodology
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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




Historic Context
Arlington, Virginia

GLEBE RAD
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Survey and Evaluation Methodology

Arlington, Virginia

Virginia Heights, 1946-1953

ey

VIRGINIA HEIGHTS

OPEN TODAY, 1 'TIL PARK

These brand new California Ranch Style feature the very latest in modern time

saving equipment and represent the finest in new home construction,

% % CHECK THESE FEATURES % %
® Uving Room with Fireplace ® Sowened wide Parch
© Dining Rosm “L* ® Full Pasitioned Basement with Outside -
® 3 Sedreoms =
® Partially Paseled Kitchen
@ Garbage Daposs

We Invite Your Personal Inspection

To & Out Columbis Pike to South Frederick Sreet, left to Seuth 13th Swreet, right te Forest




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




Selective Survey Results
Arlington, Virginia

VIRGINIA HEIGHTS

Total resources: 79
Number within Study Period: 78 (99%)
Number qualified for Survey: 17 (22%)




Selection of Resources
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Surveyed




Selection of Resources
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Not Surveyed




Selection of Resources
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Surveyed Not Surveyed




Selected Survey Results
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Surveyed




Selected Survey Results
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Not Surveyed




Selected Survey Results
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Surveyed Not Surveyed




Selected Survey Results
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Surveyed




Selected Survey Results
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Not Surveyed




Selected Survey Results
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Surveyed Not Surveyed




Selected Survey Results
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia




Selected Survey Results
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Not Surveyed




Selected Survey Results
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

Surveyed Not Surveyed




Survey Findings and Recommendations
Virginia Heights, Arlington, Virginia

= 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




Historic Context

Arlington, Texas

FiNAL PLAT

FIRST INCREMENT

NORTHCREST PARK ADDITION

1203 ACRES OUT OF THE S MOORE SURVEY
ARLINGTON, TARRANT CO, TEXAS

x
«
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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




Selective Survey Results

Arlington, Texas

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

Surveyed Not Surveyed




Selective Survey Results
Arlington, Virginia




Selective Survey Results
Arlington, Virginia




Selective Survey Results

Arlington, Texas

= Northcrest Park and Fielder Place
= Areas not eligible as historic districts
= No individually eligible resources




Benefits and Dissemination



Benefits — National context

= Allows for understanding of postwar development

= Provides appropriate framework

= Serves as a guide for development of local contexts




Benefits — Methodology

= Nationally applicable

= QOpportunity for greater consistency

= Streamline the survey and evaluation process




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

1951



Burns-Whitney Estates, Colonie

$30 Million in Projects Planned

Colonie Building Boom to Double by 1957
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86520251 of which $1.7 mil-| Two shopping centers alonglC. Ga'fers, will be the sene o) Jegee for a large portion of

R . - 1he new plaza,







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
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Burns-Whitney Estates:
Yesterday and Today



The Beginning: Minimal Traditional &
Cape Cods



Shortly Thereafter — Ranchettes or Minimal Ranches



...also Contemporary!

...and Split-Level or
Raised Ranch



Cumulative Alterations...



Case Study: Burns-Whitney Estates ...Conclusions
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Case Study: Clifton Knolls,
Town of Clifton Park,
Saratoga Co., NY
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ClifEon Bnolls - Byilding ¥our FuBure















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?




SOULPrCes

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

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