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Call to order: A monthly meeting of the Sandwich Historical Commission, was held in
the MacKnight Room, Sandwich Public Library, Sandwich, MA on July 13, 2011. The
meeting convened at 7:00 pm, Chair, Terry Blake, presiding, and William Daley, acting

secretary.

Members in attendance: Terry Blake, William Daley, Jennifer Madden, Jonathan Shaw,
Dave Wheelock

Members not in attendance: Ellen Carlson, Carolyn Crowell
Associates in attendance: Don Bayley, Karen Juros, Kate Bavelock

1. Approval of minutes: Upon a motion made by Bill Daley and duly seconded it was
voted to approve the minutes of the meeting June 1, 2011. Motion carried.

2. Selection of Secretary and Treasurer — Terry Blake asked for volunteers to serve as
in either post for a period of longer than one month. It was determined that there is no
need for a Treasurer because the Commission does not keep its own accounts. No one
volunteered for the post of Secretary for more than one month. William Daley
volunteered to take the minutes for this meeting.

3. Houses - William Daley presented four houses for discussion. He informed the
Commission that the criteria for the houses that he reviewed were as follows:

1. 121 Main St.
Archives reveal that the home was built by William Bassett (c.1680 - 1744).
William was married in 1709 (a custom of the times was to build a home for the
new bride and is often a clue in dating it.)
John Cullity (Nye historian) examined the house and dated it c.1700.
Conclusion: William Bassett ¢.1700

2. 102 Main St
Per Archives, 9/5/1902 Independent article states that it was built by William F.
Denson in 1844.
Denson was first taxed for house and lot in 1845.
Denson was skilled hunter and fisherman and was a guide for sportsmen and



known as "John Trout"
Conclusion: William F. Denson 1844.

3. 40 Rte 130, Forestdale
Archives record sale of Indian lands to Simeon Fish (1724-1801) and Nathanicl
Fish Jr. on 1/25/1776.
Archives show document dividing the land between Simeon and his brother
Nathaniel dated 7/8/1782. The document contains language, " from Captain
Simeon Fish's dwelling house" and thereby indicates that house was already
standing by 1782. Confirmation in Lovell's book, pp.360-361.
Dave Wheelock (expert house historian) examined the house and stated, at the
carliest 1t 1s 1750, but most likely built in the late 1700's.

Conclusion: Simeon Leonard ¢.1780 (around the time the land was acquired and when
the dwelling was cited). -

4. 100 Tupper Rd., Brick House.
Kaiser and Barlow; Lovell’s book date it as 1815.
Simeon Leonard owned the Sandwich Brickyard and was the owner of the house
when he sold it to Wm. Fessenden in 1821.

Conclusion: Simeon Leonard 1815.

5. 165 Main St. Isaiah Jones Inn. :
Archives documents it as built in 1849 by Dr. Jonathan Leonard (I1I - (2™ Dr,
Leonard).
Dr. Leonard sold it to a prominent figure in Isaiah Jones in 1869.

Conclusion: let the owners decide between the names of Dr. Leonard and Isaiah Jones,
year is 1849,

Bill Daley stated: All of the primary material is in the Archives and I assume that there is
no need to attach them; otherwise doing the markers would be an administrative burden.
Moreover, my research was gleaned from multiple sources within the archive room, e.g. -
family files, asset lists, assessor's records, maps and books as well as deed research at the
ROD in Barnstable. These are the sources that I have been using since [ started this
project more than 2 years ago. If I cannot name/date houses with any certainty, [ have not
submitted them. This has happened 3 or 4 times.

4. Local Comprehensive Plan and Priorities — The plan prepared by Ellen Carlson was
distributed to everyone. Discussion on the subject was tabled until Ellen could be present.

5. Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) Statewide Goals and Objectives — A
listing of goals and objectives for local historical commissions from the MHC was
distributed to everyone present. Further discussion on the subject was tabled until it could
be discussed in parallel with Ellen Carlson's work. MHC inventory forms were bricfly
discussed.

6. Community Preservation Act funding — Jonathan Shaw briefed the Commission on




the “Qualifying Historic Projects for CPA Funding” flow chart. There followed, a brief
discussion of the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and the email
from Sarah Korjefl, Preservation Specialist for the Cape Cod Commission, regarding the
proposed relocation of the Sand Hill School building. It was noted Peter Sherwin,
assistant building inspector, Sandwich, MA. said the removal of the Sand Hill School is
considered a demolition by the town's building standards. It was noted that this
discussion will continue with Kate Bavelock to present her proposal to move the Sand
Hill School.

6. Website 2-year plan — There was a brief discussion based on the distributed goals for
the website.

7. FY-2012 Budget — There was a brief discussion of the commission's budget and the
procedures for accessing the allotted funds. '

8. Voting Criteria — There was a discussion on establishing standards for documenting
issues to be voted on. Terry Blake requested copies of applications and any
documentation presented at meeting to be forwarded to the SHC in order to comply with
Massachusetts General Laws.

9. New Business: None

Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 8:30 pm.

List of documents presented at meeting:

Massachusetts Historical Commission list of Local Historical Commission Goals and
Objectives

Sandwich Historical Commission Draft Priorities

Qualifying Historic Projects for CPA Funding flow chart

Email between Terry Blake and Sarah Korjeff regarding demolition

The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation

Email between Warren Blake and Terry Blake regarding demolition

2-year goal for the sandwichhistory.org website

SHC FY-2011 Expense Report

Proposed changes the voting procedures for the SHC

Terry Blake
July 23, 2011
Chair, Sandwich Historical Commission

Approved as amended (section 3. Houses) by a unanimjous vote of the Gommisgign e:‘i}bg
SHC meeting of July 27, 2011 and submitted by Jon: ¢ gy pr '

following the meeting of July 27, 2011.




BACKGROUND

After reviewing the Commission’s mission statement and list of relevant goals and objectives in
the 2009 Town Comprehensive Plan, members of the Sandwich Historical Commission devoted
a portion of the June 2011 meeting agenda to a discussion of the mission statement and priorities
for the coming year or two.

The following statements represent the draft outcome of that meeting. Commission members
voted to adopt the Mission Statement as final at the June 2011 meeting. However, the language
in the Mission Statement as drafted here should be double checked for accuracy.

The Commission members identified 5 priorities to focus their attention over the near term.
These draft priority statements are merely a statement of where the Commission should be
placing its emphasis in the next year or two. The priorities support the implementation of the
2009 Comprehensive Plan and do not represent a departure from the goals and objectives
identified in that document.

The priorities are in draft and require review and adoption by the members of the Commission to
finalize them.

MISSION STATEMENTS

The Sandwich Historical Commission was established in 1971 to identify, evaluate, document,
preserve, develop, and protect the historic and archeological assets of the Town and to promote
public awareness of the history of the Town of Sandwich.

DRAFT PRIORITIES (Not necessarily in priority order . . .)
Elevate the profile of historic preservation issues in a wide range of public forums.

[¥] Develop regular events and promotional materials that will educate residents, visitors,
and students of all ages about the significance of Sandwich’s historic resources.

Update the inventory of the town’s historic resources including cultural landscapes, burial
grounds, 20™ century resources and other overlooked resources.

Develop a variety of means to enhance the preservation and maintenance of historic
buildings while allowing for their adaptive reuse.

Coordinate among preservation groups and a wide range of town offices and committees
to increase institutional support and regulatory protection for the town’s historic
resources.



Local Historical Commission Goals and Objectives

The following list is condensed from the Massachusetts State Historic Preservation Plan 2011- 2015
Only tasks listed for Local Historical Commissions (LHC) are listed.

1. Identifying and Documenting Historic and Archaeological Resources

Goal: Support ongoing historic and archacological resource identification and
documentation and its integration into local, regional, and statewide preservation
planning.

Initiate, maintain, update, and expand a community-wide inventories of historic and |
archaeological resources using MHC guidelines and inventory forms in accordance with
NPS standards for the identification and evaluation of cultural resources.

Not | In communities with little or no survey, prepare a community-wide survey plan that targets
Applicable |priority properties for survey, identifies significant historic themes, and establishes a
phased approach to completing the identified goals.

Seck local and state funding for professional assistance in preparing survey forms such as
local fund raising, municipal funds, community preservation at fund, and survey and
| planning grants.

Undertake surveys of historic and archaeological resources owned by municipal, state
federal, and non-profit land holding organizations, including regional and local
conservation land trusts.

Undertake plans and surveys that address the full range of local resources by type, period,
and location.




2. Evaluating and Reglstermg Historic and Archaeological Resources

Goal: Support ongoing historic and archaeologlcal resource evaluation and registration |
into local, regional, and statewide preservation planning. '

website Inform the public about the benefits of the benefits of the National Register program.

As needed |Prepare nominations through volunteer efforts or with professional assistance.

‘Asneeded |Seek funding sources for professional assistance in preparing national register
nominations.

3. Protecting Archaeological Resources through State & Federal
Regulations

No action items for LHCs

4. Protecting Archaeological Sites

Goal: Strengthen initiatives for the protection of significant archaeological resources.

Coordinate with the Massachusetts Historical Commission on known and potential
archaeological sites.

Prepare comprehensive, community-wide archaeologlcal survcys with quahﬁed
consultants and in partnership with the MHC.

iAs needed Collaborate on identifying and protecting significant Native American sites.




5. Protecting Historic Resources through Financial Support
No action items for LHCs

6. Protectmg Historic Resources through Assnstmg Local Governments

Goal:

Assist local governments, partlcularly historical commlssmns, historic district —|
commissions, and community preservation committees in protecting their s1gmficant |
historic resources through technical expertise and effectiveness. '

' Establish a statewide association of local historical and historic district commissions.

L

7. Protecting Historic Resources through Local Government Actions

Goal

Establish outreach, pollcles and regulations at the local level recogmzmg that the
strength of historic preservation is at the local level.

Protect significant properties through the passage of local historic districts, demolition

delay, architectural preservation districts, and other preservation local bylaws and
ordinances.

Administer the demolition delay bylaw to best protect significant historic resources.

Attend training workshops offered by the Massachusetts Historical Commission,
Preservation Massachusetts, and other organizations.

'Revise zoning bylaws and ordinances that will encourage concentrating development,
discourage sprawl, and revitalize commercial centers.




Integrate historic preservation concerns into the planning and development process.

Undertake public information programs such as walking tours, neighborhood brochures,

preservation awards, websites or DVDs to heighten public awareness of historic resources.

Complete

Adopt the Community Preservation Act in order to fund historic preservation projects.

As needed

Apply for funding through the Survey and Planning Grant program for survey, national
register nominations, planning projects, and public education projects.




Community )
Preservation Coalition

Preserving our past. Building our future.

i 33 Union Street, Fourih Floor

! Bosion, MA 02108
| Phone: 617-367.8998
{ Fox: 617-367-8788

QUALIFYING HISTORIC PROJECTS FOR CPA FUNDING

Is the project appropriating
CPA funds for a building,
structure, vessel,

NO

PROJECT IS
NOT
ELIGIBLE

real property, document,
or artifact?

YES

Is the resource on the State

FOR CPA
FUNDING

Register of Historic Places
or eligible for the State
Register?

YES

NO

Has your local Historical
Commission made a
determination that the
resource is significant in the
history, archeology,
architecture, or culture of
your city or town?

following actions:

Acquisition of an historic resource?
Preservation of an historic resource?
Rehabilitation of an historic resource?
Restoration of an historic resource?

Will the funds be spent on one of the

i YES

CPA FUNDS MAY BE APPROPRIATED

FOR THIS PROJECT

Note: For rehabilitation projects, work must
comply with the U.S. Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation

YES NO

PROJECT IS
NOT
NO ELIGIBLE
FOR CPA
FUNDING
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Demolition question

2 messages

TB WB <blake.probate@gmail.com> Wed, Jun 29, 2011 at 11:59 AM
To: "skorjeff@capecodcommission.org" <skorjeff@capecodcommission.org>

Hello Sandra.

The Sandwich Historical Commission has been asked to approve the removal of a 19th century schoolhouse to
a non-historic area to be used as an information center for tourists. The building is in good condition and was
used by the town but is not in use at the moment. It will have to be cut apart in order to move it.

My question to you is: Does cutting the building apart constitute a demolition?

Thank you for your time.

Terry Blake, Chair
Sandwich Historical Commission

Sarah Korjeff <skorjeff@capecodcommission.org> _ : Mon, Jul 11, 2011 at 12:53 PM
To: Terry Blake <blake.probate@gmail.com>

Terry,

Without detailed information about the proposal, I can only respond to your question generally, but I will
do my best. As I'm sure you know, it is always preferable to leave an historic structure on its original site,
so that its historic relationship with its surroundings can be understood. In general, then, I would be
concerned about a proposal to move an historic schoolhouse to a non-historic location.

Your question about whether dismantling or cutting apart the building constitutes ‘demolition’ depends on
the town’s definition of demolition, but I believe that in most communities the answer would be yes. At the
Cape Cod Commission, we have reviewed historic building relocations under the same process as historic
building demolitions because both are believed to have a significant impact on the integrity of an historic
building.

I understand that there may be an interest in using CPA funds to support this proposal. Please note that
under CPA, all work on historic resources must com ply with the Standards for Rehabilitation as outlined in
the United States Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment of Historic Properties. Those
standards include the following: ;

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal
change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materiale or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
Therefore, I think it is questionable whether CPA funds could be used for the relocation of an historic
building to a new site. I believe your husband mentioned that the schoolhouse is located in Jarvesville. If
this is correct, I assume it is within the boundaries of the recently established Jarvesville National Register
Historic District, and removing an historic building from that district would certainly be counter to
preservation goals.

I hope that answers your question. Please feel free to contact me again if you have further questions.

Sincerely,

Sarah Korjeff
Preservation Specialist
Cape Cod Commission
508-362-3828

























