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1.0 MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 

 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 

 

On July 11-13, 2012, Coastal Carolina Research (CCR), a wholly owned subsidiary of 

Commonwealth Cultural Resources Group, Inc., conducted an architectural survey for the 

Environmental Assessment (EA) of the proposed Route 29 Bypass in Albemarle County and the 

City of Charlottesville, Virginia (Figure 1.1-1).  The survey was conducted for Parsons 

Transportation Group Inc. (Parsons) and the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) in 

compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and the Advisory 

Council on Historic Preservation’s regulations for compliance with Section 106, codified as 36 

CFR Part 800.  The investigations were conducted according to the Secretary of the Interior’s 

Standards and Guidelines for Historic Preservation Projects (Federal Register, Vol. 48, No. 190, 

September 1983, P. 44716-44742, et seq.), the Virginia Department of Historic Resources’ 

(VDHR) Guidelines for Conducting Historic Resources Survey in Virginia (2011), VDOT’s 

Expectations and Standard Products for Cultural Resources Surveys (2007), and the 

Programmatic Agreement Between the Virginia Departments of Transportation and Historic 

Resources Concerning Interagency Project Coordination (1999). 

 

Parsons is preparing the EA and supporting documentation for the U.S. Route 29 Bypass in 

Albemarle County and the City of Charlottesville.  The proposed project would provide a new 

four-lane divided, limited access bypass to the west of existing Route 29. Approximately 6.24 

miles long, the project would extend from the Route 250 Bypass and the North Grounds of the 

University of Virginia on the south end to existing Route 29 north of the South Fork Rivanna 

River on the north end.  A connector road into the North Grounds of the University of Virginia, 

located on the south side of the Route 250 Bypass, which was part of the project has already 

been constructed (Leonard Sandridge Road).  Access to the new highway would be via 

interchanges at both ends, with no intermediate access points to crossroads or adjacent 

properties.  The typical cross section would include 12-foot-wide lanes, with shoulders and a 

variable-width graded median.   

 



 

  

Figure 1.1-1:  General Location of the Project. 
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The proposed project is the product of many years of study and discussion with citizens and local 

officials.  Among the studies conducted were Draft and Final Environmental Impact Statements 

documenting a major corridor study, Draft and Final Environmental Assessments documenting 

changes to the project termini, a Reevaluation to discuss changes to the project and their 

environmental consequences, and a Section 4(f) Evaluation to discuss new information received 

on Albemarle County school properties.  A Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement 

(SEIS) was prepared to consider more fully the effects of the Selected Alternative on the South 

Fork Rivanna River Reservoir and its watershed and the effects of the project’s northern 

terminus on archaeological resources.  Due to recent actions to provide funding to advance the 

project for construction, the EA is being prepared to address any changes to the project and any 

new information or circumstances relevant to environmental concerns and bearing on the 

proposed project and its impacts (e.g., changes to the affected environment and changes to 

applicable laws and regulations since completion of previous documents). 

 

The purpose of the current cultural resources study was review information on previously 

recorded resources and review the project’s Area of Potential Effects (APE) to determine if any 

architectural resources not previously meeting the 50-year threshold for historic status should 

now be examined for potential eligibility for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).   

The APE is defined as including 1) those structures in the footprint of the currently proposed 

bypass right-of-way, supplied in electronic shape file format by Parsons on July 5, 2012 (Figure 

1.1-2), and 2) those structures adjacent to or visible from the footprint.   

 

 

1.2 BACKGROUND RESEARCH AND FIELD METHODS 

 

Background research was conducted to review the eligibility findings for previously recorded 

resources in the APE to ensure they are current and to obtain information on project-specific 

historical and architectural trends.  Information was gathered from a variety of sources that 

include the architectural resource files at VDHR in Richmond and the library of CCR in Tarboro.  

Parsons also provided a number of VDOT studies and documents representing earlier work on  

  



 
Figure 1.1-2:  The Proposed Right-of-Way (ROW) for the Current Project.  Note that the APE 
Includes the ROW (for Direct Effects), and Those Resources Adjacent to and Visible from the ROW 
Footprint (to Include Indirect Effects). 
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the Route 29 Bypass project.  Background research also included use of Albemarle County 

online tax information to obtain building dates for newly recorded resources.  

 

Fieldwork for the architectural investigation was conducted by vehicle and on foot by 

architectural historian Jeroen van den Hurk, Ph.D.  Any resource that was determined to be more 

than 50 years old that had not been previously documented was recorded and photographed.  If 

possible, property owners were interviewed regarding the history of each structure.  VDHR Data 

Sharing System (DSS) packets have been prepared to document the resource information and 

recommendations (Appendix A). 

 

Resources were assessed against the criteria of eligibility for the NRHP.  These criteria 

require that the quality of significance in American history, architecture, culture, engineering, 

or archeology should be present in buildings, structures, objects, sites, or districts that 

possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and 

association, and that the buildings, structures, objects, sites, or districts: 

 

A. are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of our history; 

B. are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; 
C. embody the distinctive characteristic of a type, period, or method of construction or 

that represent the work of a master, or possess high artistic values, or that represent a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual 
distinction; or 

D. have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history 
(National Park Service 2012). 

 

Potential significance at the local, State, and/or national level was given consideration in 

evaluating the resources and any potential historic districts.  Evaluation of the resources also 

considered potentially significant themes represented by individual resources or potential 

historic districts such as architecture, early exploration and settlement, social history, and 

community planning and development.  Resources or districts possessing potential 

significance as noted at the survey level may be recommended for additional research 

(potentially eligible) as part of intensive evaluation under a separate phase of study.   
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While CCR has conducted professional oversight in creating the maps and figures in this report, 

they were not created by certified surveyors or professional engineers, and do not necessarily 

conform to the standards established by those disciplines.   

 

 

1.3 RESULTS 

 

Previous compliance studies (Botwick and Bashman 1994; John Milner Associates, Inc. 1988; 

Jones 1997; Jones et al. 1998) and coordination (FHWA 2000; VDOT 1992) have addressed 

resources within the current APE.  However, one previously recorded resource located near the 

northern terminus of the current APE has not been evaluated.  It is a ca. 1960 motel (VDHR # 

002-1335) located on the east side of US 29 (Seminole Trail) north of the South Fork of the 

Rivanna River.  It was initially recorded during a noncompliance reconnaissance survey and 

documented on a VDHR DSS form in 1984 by Jeff O’Dell.  CCR revisited this resource in order 

to update the DSS documentation and make an eligibility recommendation (see Appendix A).  

Due to loss of integrity of building materials and lack of architectural distinction, CCR 

recommends that this resource be determined not eligible for the NRHP.  

   

As a result of the current survey, eleven architectural resources (VDHR #s 002-5188 through 

002-5198) were newly recorded in the APE (Figures 1.3-1 through 1.3-3; Table 1.3-1).  Copies 

of VDHR DSS recordation packets that have been prepared for these resources are included in 

Appendix A.  Jeroen van den Hurk and Lindsay Flood obtained the VDHR architectural numbers 

and prepared the DSS forms and related documentation.  D. Allen Poyner provided GIS 

assistance for DSS mapping and for resource locations illustrated in this document.  Table 1.3-1 

also includes information on public ownership of the newly recorded resources and preliminary 

indications of demolition.  This information was obtained through the Albemarle County online 

GIS site and using notations on Route 29 design plans provided by Parsons in July 2012.   

 

Ten of the eleven newly recorded architectural resources are dwelling houses dating between 

1948 and 1962.  One of the newly recorded resources (VDHR # 002-5193) dates to ca. 1850, and 

it was recorded because it is within the current right-of-way footprint and appears to have been  



 

Figure 1.3-1:  Locations of Newly Recorded Architectural Resources in the Current APE. 
 



 

Figure 1.3-2:  Locations of Newly Recorded Architectural Resources in the Current APE. 



 

Figure 1.3-3:  Locations of Newly Recorded Architectural Resources and Unevaluated Previously Recorded 
Resource in the Current APE. 
 



 

 
 

Table 1.3-1:  Newly Recorded Resources with Eligibility Recommendations and Indication of Commonwealth Ownership and 
Potential for Demolition. 

VDHR # Name/Address Date County 
USGS  
Quad 

Recommended 
NRHP 
Eligibility Ownership 

Preliminary Indication of 
Demolition on  
VDOT Plan Sheets 

002-5188 House, 115 Falcon Drive ca. 1962 Albemarle Charlottesville West Not Eligible Public* Yes 
002-5189 Stillfield, 2805 Barracks Road ca. 1948 Albemarle Charlottesville West Not Eligible Private  
002-5190 House, 219 Montvue Drive ca. 1962 Albemarle Charlottesville West Not Eligible Public*  
002-5191 House, 223 Montvue Drive ca. 1960 Albemarle Charlottesville West Not Eligible Public* Yes 
002-5192 House, 225 Montvue Drive 1960 Albemarle Charlottesville West Not Eligible Public* Yes 
002-5193 House, 1975 Lambs Road ca. 1850 Albemarle Charlottesville West Not Eligible Public* Yes 
002-5194 House, 1965 Lambs Road ca. 1959 Albemarle Charlottesville West Not Eligible Public* Yes 
002-5195 House, 1935 Lambs Road ca. 1950 Albemarle Charlottesville West Not Eligible Private  
002-5196 House, 1925 Lambs Road ca. 1950 Albemarle Charlottesville West Not Eligible Private  
002-5197 Store, 2891 Seminole Trail ca. 1950 Albemarle Charlottesville East Not Eligible Private Yes 
002-5198 House, 2947 Seminole Trail 1950 Albemarle Charlottesville East Not Eligible Private  
*Owned by the Commonwealth of Virginia (VDOT Right-of-Way Section). 
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omitted by previous studies.   The twentieth-century resources are all modest vernacular 

examples of styles popular during the first six decades of the century.  Due to loss of integrity in 

aspects including setting, materials, feeling, and association, none of these structures are 

recommended eligible for the NRHP.  Furthermore, the lack of integrity and/or thematic/spatial 

cohesiveness among the resources diminishes any potential for definition of one or more 

residential historic districts.   The ca. 1850 dwelling has a low level of integrity and is also 

recommended as not eligible for the NRHP.    

 

 
1.4 SUMMARY  

 

One unevaluated previously recorded resource (VDHR # 002-1335) and 11 newly recorded 

resources (VDHR #s 002-5188 through 002-5198) were documented as part of the current study.  

All are located within the APE for the proposed Route 29 Bypass.  None of the newly recorded 

resources, which include ten mid-twentieth-century dwellings and one dwelling dating to the 

mid-nineteenth century, are recommended eligible for the NRHP.  The ca. 1960 motel previously 

recorded as VDHR # 002-1335 is also recommended as not eligible for the NRHP.   
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APPENDIX A 

DSS SURVEY FORMS FOR PREVIOUSLY UNEVALUATED RESOURCE AND 
NEWLY RECORDED RESOURCES 
















































































































































































