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Restoration and preservation are not necessarily the same 
  thing, as a recent dispute in Litchfield has highlighted. 
This case has put Litchfield right in the middle of a preserva-
tion debate that has been raging for more than 100 years, 
one that involves all Connecticut local historic districts. 

The dispute began when the owner of the Ozias Seymour 
house, located in Litchfield’s historic district, removed a door 
and a porch from the house’s side wing and replaced them with 
a window that matches the other windows on the house. The 
wing, which always had a door, was added to the house in about 
1830, and the porch added in the 1850s. The historic district 
commission tried to require the owner to reverse the change; 
she sued to overturn the ruling and won on a procedural issue. 

In the 19th century, Europeans began restoring architectural 
monuments to their past glory. One of the most prominent 
restorers was the French architect Eugène-Emmanuel Viollet-le-
duc, whose works include Notre Dame cathedral in Paris and 
who penned a famous definition of restoration: To restore an 
edifice means neither to maintain it, nor to repair it, nor to rebuild 
it; it means to reestablish it in a condition of completeness, which 
may in fact never have actually existed at any given time. As this 
suggests, Viollet’s restorations often included a good deal of what 
we might consider guesswork; his aim was to undo alterations 
made after the original construction and sometimes to fulfill 
the medieval builders’ unfulfilled intentions. Buildings restored 
by Viollet-le-duc often look drastically different from their 
pre-restoration selves, but they are works of great beauty and 
coherence that have inspired other restorers around the world. 
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 In Litchfield, the owner of the Seymour house seems to 
belong to Viollet-le-duc’s school of restoration. According to 
William Devlin, an historian who testified on the owner’s 
behalf, the main reason for removing the door and porch was 
that having two doorways on the front wall of the house was 
confusing to visitors and that replacing the side door with a 
window would give the façade greater coherence. Moreover, the 
door had been altered, was out of character with the house as a 
whole and was not of itself an important piece of architecture. 
“Should a minor Victorian addition be a major make-or-break 
element of an important Federal house?” Devlin asked. 

 In contrast with Viollet-le-duc’s approach to restoration was 
that of the English critic John Ruskin. Reacting to the some-
times drastic efforts of Viollet and his followers, Ruskin wrote 
that [Restoration] means the most total destruction which a build-
ing can suffer: a destruction out of which no remnants can be 
gathered; a destruction accompanied with false description of the 

The Ozias Seymour house in Litchfield, 
in the 1960s. The porch and door on 
the wing are the subject of a preserva-
tion debate. (Since the photograph was 
taken, the balustrades were removed 
from the roof.)

Rather than restore Drayton Hall in South Carolina, 
the National Trust for Historic Preservation decided 
to stabilize and preserve the house without even 
installing heat or air conditioning, an approach 
in keeping with John Ruskin’s anti-restoration 
approach to preservation. 

C
ou

rt
es

y 
of

 D
ra

yt
on

 H
al

l, 
C

ha
rl

es
to

n,
 S

ou
th

 C
ar

ol
in

a 



PRODUCING CUSTOM MILLWORK FOR 

CONNECTICUT CONTRACTORS AND  

HOMEOWNERS FOR OVER FIFTY YEARS 

SPECIALIZING IN PERIOD WOODWORK 

WINDOWS • DOORS • ENTRANCES 

MOLDINGS • BALUSTRADES 

PANELING • TURNING • CARVING

222 QUARRY HILL ROAD

HADDAM NECK

EAST HAMPTON, CT 06424

PHONE: 860 267-4693

FAX: 860 267-1611

WWW.JOHNSONMILLWORK.COM

CONNECTICUT PRESERVATION NEWS, March/April 20062

AT THE TRUST
From the Executive Director

An important component of  
  the Connecticut Trust’s strategic  
plan is to improve how we reach our  
constituencies. Two recent activities are 
a direct outcome of that goal for 2006:

The Trust has signed up with a web 
messaging service, Constant Contact, 
which allows us to send important 
announcements electronically, in a format 
that is both attractive and consistent with 
the Trust’s image. We are using this sys-
tem to keep legislators informed of Trust 
activities and grants in their districts and 
to disseminate information to members on 
our awards program, our map of Historic 
Sites in the Settlement of African Americans 
in Connecticut during Black History 
month, our real estate courses, HouseTalk, 
and other events. For the time being, we 
have opted not to join the e-newsletter 
world, believing that our print magazine, 
Connecticut Preservation News, now in its 
27th year, is too important a communica-
tion vehicle to abandon. I hope that all our 
members will view this electronic method 
of communicating our work and events 
as helpful and informative and want to 

make sure we have up-
to-date e-mail addresses. 

The Trust has been 
selected to participate 
in a Google Grants 
program that will give 
us free advertising on 
Google for three months. 
Whenever someone types 
any of a selected list of 
key words into Google’s 
search engine, a three-line 
ad for the Connecticut 
Trust will appear on the 
first page of the search results. The ad will 
include a link to our website, www.cttrust.

org. After researching the most common 
search words used in historic preserva-
tion and history searches—for example, 
“this old house” is the top one—we have 
selected twenty that we hope will help 
us reach a targeted audience. We look 
forward to seeing a three-month burst of 
activity at www.cttrust.org that we hope will 
translate into further use of our services.

With funding from the Connecticut 
Humanities Council, three architectural 
historians and four researchers wrapped up 
a six-month field survey of Connecticut 
barns, collecting either windshield or com-
prehensive documentation on 400 barns 

around the state. Finding the barns depend-
ed on good local contacts. When there 
were no local contacts, the researchers just 
drove around with a map on the passenger’s 
seat, stopping whenever they saw a barn to 
note its location and snap some photos. In 
some cases, known old and/or scenic roads, 
like Route 169 in the east and Route 4 in 
the northwest, provided starting points for 
exploration. We hope to receive one final 
grant from the Humanities Council in May 
to develop exhibits and a database from this 
research for our new website, www.connect-
icutbarns.org. The site is already up; please 
visit it now, but come back later, too, when 
it will have much more information. 

—Helen Higgins
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Capture from www.connecticutbarns.org. Watch your mail 
for more exciting House Talk programs in the upcoming year.
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People who live in Greenwich hate to 
 hear this, but for those of us who 
don’t the town’s name usually conjures up 
rarefied images of imposing estates, chic 
shopping streets, or glass-and-concrete 
corporate headquarters. These alone would 
constitute an architectural heritage well 
worth writing about, but Rachel Carley 
has uncovered much more. Greenwich’s 
long building history (settled in 1640, 
the town is one of Connecticut’s oldest) 
also includes Colonial farmhouses that 
blend English and Dutch influences, 
factories and working-class housing, bun-
galow colonies, and such little-known 
specialized structures as potato ware-
houses and oystermen’s watch houses. 

The author of books and articles on 
architecture, Carley led the Connecticut 
Trust’s two study tours to Cuba in 
2002 and contributed to the Trust’s 
town greens project. She wrote Building 
Greenwich for the Historical Society of 
the Town of Greenwich, and much of the 
raw material comes from the Society’s 
“Signs of the Times” program, which 
since 1987 has documented the town’s 
historic buildings. An appendix lists 
buildings covered by Signs of the Times, 
as well as those listed in the National 
and State registers of historic places 
or located in local historic districts.

 A wealth of illustrations, including 
both present-day and historic photographs, 
architectural drawings and historic maps, 
makes Building Greenwich a joy to read. 
The only thing missing is a present-day 
map of the town. Readers unfamiliar 
with the Greenwich’s geography will 
find it difficult to follow much of the 
discussion of the town’s development. 

That’s important, because Building 
Greenwich is no mere recitation of indi-
vidual buildings and their fine crafts-
manship and design. The book’s true 
subject is much broader: a history that 
focuses on the town’s physical devel-
opment as a way of understanding its 
social and economic development.

The story begins with Greenwich’s 
earliest days as a settlement on the 

Architecture as History, 
History as Architecture
Rachel Carley, Building Greenwich: Architecture and Design, 1640 to the Present 
(Greenwich Historical Society of the Town of Greenwich, 2005), 246 pages, $49.95. 

border between New England and New 
Netherlands. It continues with the water-
powered mills and maritime occupations 
of the 19th century, and later with the 
growth of manufacturing. These activities 
sparked the rise of a number of villages, 
each with its own identity: the factory 
communities of western Greenwich, the 
commercial center in the borough of 
Greenwich, the immigrant neighbor-
hood of the Fourth Ward, the sleepy 
fishing and milling center of Cos Cob. 
New forms of transportation enabled 
the growth first of resorts and then wave 
after wave of suburban housing develop-
ments at every income level from modest 
bungalows and capes to gated enclaves. 

In fact, “architecture” per se frequently 
takes a back seat to social, economic and 
technological movements. It comes to 
the fore, however, in a series of sidebars 
that discuss individual buildings, as well 
as in meaty photo captions. (An excep-
tion is the chapter on post-World War II 
architecture, where the language suddenly 
becomes more vivid, betraying Carley’s 
particular interest in the subject.)

In her final chapter, Carley makes a 
strong plea for preserving Greenwich’s 
built heritage, which is increasingly 
threatened by homogenized mass design 
practices and by sprawl development 
that together are erasing the individual 
character of the town’s communities, 
neighborhoods and countryside. But 
there are encouraging signs, particularly 
“the proprietary attitude demonstrated 
by residents toward their educational and 
cultural institutions” as the town’s great-
est asset in the effort to preserve a sense 
of place. That attitude has expressed 
itself in a number of recent public build-
ings that, despite differences in style and 
materials, share “the familiar symbol-
ism of the town green or plaza because 
these familiar formats help to reestablish 
a community focus and sense of belong-
ing. In towns that are steadily losing their 
identity and character to the neutralizing 
hand of development, it is precisely that 
sense of belonging that people want the 

most because it is what they miss the most.” 
Books like Building Greenwich help us 

to move beyond stereotypes and understand 
just what makes a sense of place. They 
are the first step toward preserving what 
is important and toward building com-
munities that will be better places in the 
future. We need more books like this.   

   —Christopher Wigren

BOOK NOTES
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A remarkable exhibition at New 
 London’s Lyman Allyn Art 
Museum (open till April 10, 2006) helps 
us see urban space as a work in prog-
ress and a work of art. Commerce and 
Culture: Architecture and Society on New 
London’s State Street, the product of a 
senior seminar at Connecticut College, 
was the dream child of art history pro-
fessor Abigail Van Slyck. It provides 
a visual feast that paints an astonish-
ing portrait of a world we have lost. 

This is truly a must-see for Connecticut 
preservationists whose interests do not 
often find overt expression in museum 

Making Sense of Place:
Lyman Allyn Museum Explores
New London’s State Street  by William Hosley

settings, despite the fact that historic pres-
ervation was born out of the act of creating 
house museums and despite the fact that 
our most public art—and I would also say 
much of our most compelling art public or 
private—is the built environment. Those 
who lament the decline of the metropolitan 
experience once supplied by our central 
cities cannot fail to find inspiration here. 
Whether you prefer Danbury, Hartford, 
New Haven, Waterbury or Willimantic, 
we can all recognize the cycles of growth 
and decline revealed in this story of New 
London’s primary thoroughfare. It’s a 
model museums associated with every 
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Connecticut city would do well to emulate.
The exhibition presents an abun-

dance of riveting photographic images 
and involves pictures enlarged to mural 
scale to create a kind of virtual reality 
we can almost step into. The only thing 
missing is the honking of horns, the 
sound and smells of sea, and the clatter 
of street side conversations by the throngs 
once drawn to this alluring place. 

State Street, the historic commercial 
center that connects New London County 
Court House (1784) with Union Station 
(1888) and the sea, is shown from every 
angle. Photographs, postcards, maps, paint-

State Street in New London, from Union Station, 1907
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ings, prints, advertising ephemera, archi-
tectural drawings, and tourist souvenirs 
evoke a sense of place so compelling, 
it left me wondering how we function 
without the social effect created by such 
mixed-use, multi-faceted public environ-
ments. Our malls, theaters and airports 
cannot even pretend to stimulate such 
conversation. State Street wasn’t just a 
shopping and office corridor, it was a 
veritable banquet that clearly stimulated 
and nurtured a sense of belonging. 

Photographs provide vignettes of 
a bustling urban setting layered with 
architectural aspiration. Henry Hobson 
Richardson’s Union Station, with its 
oak paneled waiting room, anchors the 
prominent intersection of State Street 
and Main. The Nichols and Harris 
Drug Store (ca. 1896) offered a classic 
nineteenth century retail environment 
where customers, relegated to a single 
aisle flanked by display counters, asked 
clerks to fetch goods from the floor-to-
ceiling shelves that lined the walls.

One of my favorite images shows 
the whaling exhibits at the Mariners 
Savings Bank (ca. 1885) a local busi-
ness that commissioned murals, and 
lined the walls and filled display cases 
with artifacts to signal an integration 
of commerce and culture so compel-
ling that no distinction need be made.

Alas, the arrival of the automobile 
brought on wrenching change as an 
environment designed for pedestrians 
and horses adjusted with difficulty 
to accommodate a growing car cul-
ture that increasingly passed it by. 

Like New Haven and Hartford, 
New London was devastated by urban 
renewal and now grapples with the chal-
lenge of downtown revitalization. One 
of the first substantial triumphs of the 
historic preservation movement in the 
1960s was rolling back an urban plan-
ning consultant’s recommendation that 
Union Station be demolished “to restore 
the seascape value to the heart of down-
town New London.” The planners took 
another whack at it in the ill-conceived 
Captain’s Walk project of the 1970s, 
which razed the areas historically associ-
ated with working-class housing to build 
office structures and parking garages 
conspicuously devoid of character. 

The exhibition helps visualize new 
possibilities for a public space that still 
has enormous aesthetic and emotional 
power. It provides an opportunity for 
city planners and urban boosters to fill 
their imaginations with impressions of 
what Connecticut’s cities were like before 
they were gutted by urban renewal and 
sprawl. A close study of art and history 
is an excellent way to imagine the pos-
sibilities of a revitalized urban environ-
ment. It’s all about bits and pieces coming 
together to create a thick stew of urban 
life. Since there appear to be few success-
ful examples engineered from above and 
many instances of top-down planning 
making things worse, the most we can 
hope for are new incentives that reward 
good behavior, incremental change and 
modest aspirations. In helping us see 

that, the Lyman Allyn Art Museum has 
staged a rather immodest triumph.  

William Hosley of Enfield is an  
historical consultant and a Trustee of the 
Connecticut Trust. An earlier version of this 
article appeared in the Hartford Courant.

Built by the Woodward family in 1884, a member of the family 
has lived in the house ever since. The original detail is intact, 
including slate roof, fish-scale gable shingle, clapboard exterior, 
Eastlake-style lintels, and lovely turned porch railings and trim. 
Interior woodwork, floors and stairway are unchanged. With 
some updating, this house would make a wonderful home for 
someone who values its style, quality, and New Haven history. 

For more information or to see the house,  
please call Katherine Bennett, 

Betsy Grauer Realty, (203) 787-0104 ext. 118

A very special house is available 
to a very special buyer.



CONNECTICUT PRESERVATION NEWS, March/April 20066

NEW LISTINGS ON THE NATIONAL REGISTER

Sites recently listed in the National 
 Register of Historic Places include 
one that relates to the transportation 
system that supported Connecticut’s 
industrial development and two others 
that represent leisure time pursuits made 
possible by the state’s increasing prosperity.

The New Haven Railroad Danbury 
Turntable is one of a rapidly shrinking 
number of railroad-related maintenance 
facilities in Connecticut. The turntable is 
essentially a swing bridge, consisting of a 
deck girder that revolves within a circular 
pit of reinforced concrete. The turntable 
served a number of tracks, allowing steam 
engines, which could not easily back up, to 
be shuttled between tracks and the engine 
house, where they were stored, serviced, 
or repaired. Built in 1916, the Danbury 
turntable has a girder that is 95 feet long 
and was able to handle all but the largest of 
the New Haven Railroad’s steam engines. 

“Particularly in the age of steam, 
turntables were a vital part of railroad 
operations, allowing an engine house 
with multiple stalls to be served by a 
single track,” writes Bruce Clouette of 
PAST, Inc., in the turntable’s nomina-
tion. “Every railroad town of any size 
had at least one turntable and engine 

Work and Play house, so there must have been several 
dozen in Connecticut at one time.” The 
Danbury turntable is the only intact sur-
viving railroad turntable in Connecticut. 

Essential to the movement of raw 
materials and finished products, the 
railroads played an indispensable role in 
Connecticut’s development as an indus-
trial power. Clouette continues, “Although 
there are many historic railroad stations 
in Connecticut, these represent only a 
fraction of the state’s original rail infra-
structure, which also included bridges, 
tunnels, interlocking towers, crossing-ten-
der shanties, and a host of maintenance, 
storage, and repair facilities. Today, these 
other railroad buildings are becoming 
ever more scarce. Such attrition heightens 
the heritage importance of the rail-related 
structures and buildings that remain. 
Without them, it will become increas-
ingly difficult to visualize the histori-
cal impact of the railroads, particularly 
in urban areas such as Danbury.”

Two consequences of industrial develop-
ment were increased leisure time (at least 
for some) and the breakdown of traditional 
small-town forms of social interaction as 
more people moved to the cities. Both 
of these needs could be met by fraternal 
organizations such as the Willimantic 
Elks Club, completed in 1927. At that 

time, the Elks had about 600 members in 
Willimantic and sponsored social activi-
ties throughout the year, culminating in 
a summer fair that drew thousands of 
attendees from surrounding communities. 
In addition, the Elks, like many other fra-
ternal organizations, offered sickness and 
death benefits at modest cost in an age 
before government benefits were available.

Lodge room, Willimantic Elks Club
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The clubhouse, designed by the 
Norwich architectural firm of Cudworth 
and Thompson, is a Tudor Revival build-
ing with half-timbered gables and broad 
porches. Well detailed, sitting on a knoll 
above the street and surrounded by spa-
cious grounds, it resembles a mansion 
of the era. The interior is ornate and 
well-preserved, particularly the lodge 
room, whose rostrum, formal chairs, bal-
lot boxes, organ pipes, ceremonial altar, 
members’ seating and symbolic elements 
are all original. Embellished with elks’ 
heads, stars, and the organization’s ini-
tials, the room is said to have been one 
of the most perfectly constructed Elks 
lodge rooms anywhere, its every dimen-
sion and features exactly as prescribed in 
the rules of the organization to fit into the 
lodge-meeting ritual and remind members 
of the group’s civic and moral ideals.  

Prosperity and good transportation also 
made possible the growth of summer resort 
communities in Connecticut. One of them 
is the Oswegatchie Historic District in 
Watertown. The community dates to the 
1870s, when the Manwaring family began 

Stacey Vairo

Petite Normandie, Oswegatchie historic district, Watertown.

taking in summer boarders on their farm 
at Sandy Point. In the early 20th century 
Selden Manwaring built an inn and cot-
tages, reportedly naming them for an elite 
Adirondack resort. Following a common 
pattern, guests at the inn bought land 
nearby and built their own cottages. At 
Oswegatchie, many of the residents were 
relatively wealthy; a yacht club was formed 
in the 1920s, and a number of the homes 
included carriage houses, detached servants’ 
quarters, tennis courts, or croquet lawns. 

The inn closed in 1932, but many of 
the summer houses remain. Generally 
built near the water, most were constructed 
in the first third of the 20th century in 
either Colonial Revival or Arts-and-Crafts 
mode. Almost all share an informal style, 
with generous porches, spacious grounds 
and water views to encourage relaxation. 
At least one house, “Petite Normandie,” 

the French-inspired cottage of sculptor 
George Gray Barnard and his actress wife, 
Sarah, is downright whimsical. Decorated 
with half-timbering, and flanked by a 
tiny, conical smokehouse, it is said to have 
formerly sported a thatched roof.  

Built in 1861, this majestic Victorian 
sits on over one and half acres of land 
in Windsor’s historic district. It offers 
over 4,000 square feet of living space, 
including 11 rooms. Features include a 
newly refurbished slate Mansard roof 
characteristic of the French-inspired 
Second Empire style, 12-foot ceilings, 
and original coal fireplaces adorned with 
marble mantels. The grand, curved stair-
case leading to the second floor makes 
gives the foyer a dramatic and elegant 
appearance. This house has been carefully 
updated to protect its historic character, 
with rebuilt front and side porches, refin-
ished chestnut floors throughout, and 
windows replaced to ensure efficiency 
without sacrificing historic detail.

For more information or to see this 
house, please call Leslie Bajorski of 
RE/MAX Precision Realty at 
(860) 223-4804.
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AROUND THE STATE

Hartford.  Connecticut television  
viewers were startled in December by  
news reports that the state Capitol was 
“crumbling.” The reports were accom-
panied by views of cracked stonework, 
flaking plaster, rusting columns, and 
leaking skylights that seemed to con-
firm the building’s dangerous state.  

Within a few days, however, the 
story settled down. The Capitol was not 
actually in serious danger, but merely 
suffering from the ongoing problems 
that plague any old structure, particu-
larly any as large and complex as it is. 
A major renovation of the building was 
completed in the late 1980s, but no 
major work has been done since then.

 The problems included in the news 
report were identified in a conditions 
assessment by Schoenhardt Architecture 
+ Interior Design, a Simsbury firm that 
has provides ongoing consulting services 
to the Capitol. Among the problems are: 

•  deteriorating stone trim; 
•  leaks from skylights and 

around the dome;
•  cracked window frames;
•  exterior steps that are  

buckling;
•  flaking plaster ceilings 

under entrances;
•  need for major cleaning;
•  oak exterior doors that 

need refinishing;
•  rust on interior beams  

and columns; and 
•  peeling decorative vinyl patterns on 

skylights 
A number of these problems are related 

to leaks that let water into the building.  
“The roof has always been a problem 
and will always be a problem,” said Eric 
Connery, facilities administrator for 
the Office of Legislative Management, 
which operates the Capitol. The roof ’s 
complex design, with many hips and 
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ridges and dormers, not to mention 
the dome, offers many opportunities 
for small cracks that become leaks.

Others issues are related, ironi-
cally, to preservation efforts. The peel-
ing vinyl patterns on the skylights were 
used in the 1980s restoration as a less 
expensive alternative to painting designs 
on the glass. Unfortunately, they have 
not held up well. Still other issues are 

Small problems at the state capitol highlight the need for regular 
inspections and maintenance.

Gad Norton house at 
Lake Compounce, Bristol. 
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Irwin pool house, New Canaan

simply the result of aging and the wear 
and tear of daily use. Connery’s office 
is in the process of analyzing the report 
and setting priorities for repair work. 

Owners of any historic building should 
know that regular inspection is crucial 
to keep up with small maintenance and 
repair problems before they become large 
ones. Such studies are recommended for 
any historic site, although the frequency 
and degree of detail are determined by 
the nature of the building itself. The 
Connecticut Trust has given Historic 
Preservation Technical Assistance Grants 
to nonprofit organizations and towns to 
perform such assessments. One of the 
first HPTAG recipients was Saint John’s 
Episcopal Church of Stamford, who 
used their grant to develop a plan for 
restoration and regular maintenance of 
their church and parish buildings. 

Bristol.  The Bristol Historical Society 
and other citizens are up against a deadline 
to save the Gad Norton house, home of 
the founder of Lake Compounce amuse-
ment park. The park, which claims to be 
the oldest in the country, traces its his-
tory to 1846, when Norton opened his 
lakeside property to picnickers. Norton 
descendants operated the park until 1985.

In December, the Kennywood 
Entertainment Company, the park’s pres-
ent owners, announced plans to demolish 
the house for a new maintenance building. 
Kennywood maintains that the house, 
built sometime around 1800, is in poor 
condition and not of any use for them. 

Objections by Bristol resident George 
Cowles triggered a 90-day delay of demo-
lition, which expires March 13, to give 
preservationists a chance to work out a 
deal. They thought that a museum of the 
park’s history would be an attraction, but 
Kennywood insists that restoring the house 
would be economically infeasible. In early 
February, the company offered to let the 
historical society move the house off park 
property if that can be done by April 1. 
The company also offered to contribute 
$15,000 toward the cost of the move. 

As CPN goes to press, the historical 
society is trying to raise additional sup-
port for keeping the house within the 
park, but Kennywood continues to insist 
that it be moved. The society is also work-
ing with the state Historic Preservation 
and Museum Division to nominate the 
house to the National Register of Historic 
Places. The Connecticut Environmental 
Protection Act allows lawsuits to prevent 
the unreasonable demolition of structures 
listed in or under consideration for the 
National Register. Kennywood could 
eventually block the nomination, remov-
ing any protections, but the process could 
be a way of buying some more time. 

New Canaan.  Residents are 
working to rescue the Irwin pool house, 
one of the town’s landmark modern 
buildings, and reuse it for exhibition 
and meeting space. As New Canaan’s 
modern houses are increasingly threat-
ened with alteration or demolition, this 
would offer a rare opportunity for the 

public to see one of the structures that 
put the town on the architectural map. 

Built for Jack and Jane Irwin in 1960, 
the pool house was designed by Landis 
Gores, one of the “Harvard Five” architects 
who settled in New Canaan after World 
War II and made the town an internation-
ally-known hotbed of modern architecture. 
Gores was stricken with polio in 1954, 
which severely limited his subsequent 
career, and few of his buildings survive.

The design of the pool house reflects 
Gores’ interest in the work of both Frank 
Lloyd Wright and Ludwig Mies van der 
Rohe. Like many of Wright’s Prairie 
houses, it has a heavy hipped roof and is 
anchored at the center by a massive fire-
place. Slender cross-shaped redwood posts 
were inspired by the Barcelona Pavilion 
and Villa Tugendhat, two of Mies’ ground-
breaking modern buildings of the 1920s.

The town acquired the Irwin estate for 
a park in 2005, and is allowing a citizen 
group, the Friends of the Gores Pavilion, 
to raise money to restore the pavilion. But 
the group needs to come up with a detailed 
plan and raise $150,000 needed for resto-
ration quickly, or the pool house will be 
demolished. As CPN goes to press, the 
Friends group is preparing to meet with the 
town Parks and Recreation Commission 
and also putting together a nomination  
to the State Register of Historic Places, 
which would allow the building to 
qualify for state restoration funding. 

For more information, call the New 
Canaan Historical Society at (203) 
966-1776, or visit www.fotgp.com. 
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THE MOST IMPORTANT THREATENED HISTORIC PLACES—UPDATES

Second North District School, 
Hartford (2001).  On November 14, 
Mayor Eddie Perez announced Hartford’s 
receipt of a federal grant of $1.7 million 
toward the rehabilitation of the vacant 
school, most recently used as central offices 
for the city’s Board of Education. The 
building is to become part of a new public 
safety complex serving the police and fire 
departments. The grant will help solidify 
the city’s plan to preserve the building 
and incorporate it into the complex. 

The most recent design for the site, 
prepared by the Hartford architectural 
firm of Jeter, Cook & Jepson Architects, 
Inc. (now known as JCJ Architecture), 
places the fire department headquar-
ters in the historic building and police 
department headquarters in a new 
complementary building nearby. 

The federal funds will be used to set 
up a regional command center that will 
serve as a communications hub for major 
emergencies. The $40 million cost of the 
project is about $7 million more than the 
bond authorization approved by city vot-
ers. The city is expected to seek state and 
federal assistance to cover the balance. 

The federal grant is “a great down 
payment and investment in safety for 
the city and region,” Mayor Perez said 
in a press release. “This is also a way to 
integrate the historic architecture of the 
old Board of Education building into 
the future, and a centrally-located home 
for our police and fire departments.” 

— reprinted with permission from 
the Hartford Preservation 
Alliance newsletter
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Regional Water Authority 
houses, New Haven County 
(2004).  After several months of inac-
tion, the Regional Water Authority of 
South Central Connecticut (RWA) has 
renewed its efforts to demolish fifteen 
historic houses plus one historic barn. In 
2003 RWA announced that it wanted the 
buildings moved from Authority-owned 

watershed land—in spite of special leg-
islative permission to sell the structures 
along with the land they sit on. Despite 
strenuous opposition from the Connecticut 
Trust and citizens from all seven affected 
towns, RWA proceeded to solicit proposals 
to move the buildings. David Silverstone, 
RWA’s CEO said that the Authority would 
be willing to consider proposals to keep the 
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Alling house, Orange
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Stained Glass Restoration
QUALIFIED TO RESTORE

LAMB & TIFFANY WINDOWS
and repair or replace painted glass.

We install, clean or replace
storm window covers, and we restore
or replace metal and wood frames.

LAMB STUDIOS
works throughout the

United States and is fully insured.

862 VAN HOUTEN AVE.
CLIFTON, NJ  07013

877-700-LAMB • Fax 973-916-9945
E-mail: info@lambstudios.com
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Connecticut Realty
98 Park Street
New Canaan, CT 06840
203 322-1400
203-966-7970 x4036
800 778-6228 x4036
Fax 203 972-6157
tnissley@prudentialct.com

Tom Nissley
Sales Executive
(Member, CT Trust)

An independently owned and operated Member of the Prudential Real 
Estate Affi liates, Inc.

“I know 
antique 
houses, 

and others, 
too!”

Architect’s rendering of the proposed public safety complex proposed for 
Hartford. The Second North District School is on the right.

buildings on their sites for non-residential 
use, subject to local zoning approval. 

A year later, RWA had received only 
a handful of proposals, no doubt due 
to the difficulty and expense of mov-
ing buildings, and to the Authority’s 
stringent financial and environmental 
conditions. By the beginning of 2006, 
all negotiations with potential takers had 
fallen through, and the sixteen historic 
buildings are once again in danger. 

 According to Dianne Tompkins, 
Senior Land Use Manager, RWA is no 
longer officially soliciting proposals to 
move the buildings, but will consider 
any proposals. Information on the build-
ings can be seen by appointment at the 
Authority’s offices in New Haven.

 One house has already been demol-
ished: the DiSanti house at 785 Foxon 
Road in North Branford. One of the 
smallest and least historically or archi-
tecturally important of the group, it had 
attracted no interest from potential takers. 

Tompkins says that RWA is cur-
rently working on the Alling house in 
Orange, a Federal-style house probably 
built sometime between 1798 and the 
1820s. The house is notable for its layer-
ing of high-quality decorative features 
from several periods, as well as for its 
association with local industrial history. 
Of the sixteen threatened buildings, 
this is one of five that the Connecticut 
Trust rated “Most Important.”

RWA has carved out a building lot 
on nearby non-watershed land and on 
February 16 asked its Representative 
Policy Board for permission to sell the 
lot and allow the buyer to move the 
Alling house to that lot. If there are 
no takers for the house, the Authority 
intends to sell the lot by itself and pro-
ceed with plans to demolish the house. 

Once the Alling house is taken care 
of, the Authority plans to continue 
with the other properties. In each case, 
says Tompkins, there will be a hear-
ing before the Regional Policy Board, 
although RWA may group some of 
the buildings rather than making a 
separate application for each one.

At the hearing on February 16, the 
Trust’s Executive Director, Helen Higgins, 
noted that the demolition of the Alling 
house would ensue if its removal could 
not be achieved. She argued that demoli-
tion of historic resources owned by RWA 
contradicts its Land Use Policy, which 
discusses the importance of preserving 
historic resources, specifically mention-
ing the Alling house, among others. 
The Policy Board did not vote that 
evening on the Authority’s request. A 
decision is expected at the next meet-
ing, scheduled for March 16. 

To contact the Regional Water Authority, 
telephone (203) 624-6671 or visit 
www.rwater.org.

Upcoming Meetings of the 
Connecticut Historic 
Preservation Council

April 5, 2006, at 9:30 a.m.
May 3, 2006, at 9:30 a.m.

All meetings take place at the 
South Congregational Church

277 Main Street, Hartford

For more information 
call (860) 566-3005



As restored by Norman Isham in 1897, Guilford’s Whitfield house embodied the Viollet-le-duc approach of 
idealized restoration. Early guidebooks noted that the Great Hall that Isham created in the house had “the 
appearance which Whitfield could, had he wished, have given it.”
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a candidate for governor, and eventu-
ally Chief Justice of the state’s Supreme 
Court of Errors. By removing the door 
and porch, Stedronsky argues, the owner 
has erased this history from public view.

Both approaches to preservation are 
still with us, and arguments can be made 
in favor of either one. In fact, outside of 
museums, most preservation projects owe 
something to both Viollet-le-duc and 
Ruskin. There are few pure examples of 
anti-scrape maintenance; most build-
ings tend to continue be altered to meet 
new uses, new code requirements, or new 
tastes, and there is a growing interest in 
the successive layers of time and use seen 
in most historic buildings. When the Old 
State House in Hartford was last restored, 
in 1996, different rooms were used to tell 
different stages in the building’s history, 
from Federal-era state house to Victorian 
city hall to Colonial Revival museum. 

There are also fewer cases in which 
buildings are “taken back” to a single his-
toric moment in the past, and the projects 
that do take that approach generally do 
so for a carefully articulated reason. In 
Virginia, the Montpelier Foundation is 
currently removing extensive 20th-century 

thing destroyed. His point was that what 
people like Viollet called restoration was 
in fact alteration. Instead, Ruskin and 
his followers advocated simply preserv-
ing a building as it is, preventing further 
deterioration but not attempting to undo 
changes that had already happened. This 
approach became the guiding light of the 
Society for the Preservation of Ancient 
Buildings, an English organization famil-
iarly known as “the Anti-Scrape” for its 
hands-off approach to preservation. 

The Borough of Litchfield has taken 
an Anti-Scrape position on the Seymour 
house. According to James Stedronsky, 
the Borough’s attorney, the successive 
changes made to the house paralleled the 
career of Ozias’ son, Origen Seymour. 
It was Origen who added the side wing 
about the time of his marriage. He used 
part of the wing for his law practice and 
to instruct law students from Tapping 
Reeve’s law school, and clients and stu-
dents would have used the wing’s door 
to avoid disturbing the family. The later 
porch was part of a remodeling done just 
before Origen went into politics. In the 
ensuing years, he became the Speaker of 
the Connecticut House of Representatives, 

additions from Montpelier, the home of 
James Madison. In this case, the organiza-
tion believes that Madison’s significance 
as author of the Constitution and presi-
dent far outweighs the importance of the 
additions and the house’s later history. 

What stand should local historic dis-
tricts take? Should they allow the restora-
tion, and even the improvement of historic 
buildings? Or should they hold out for 
strict preservation of all historic fabric? 
The state law that gives towns the author-
ity to establish local historic districts is not 
particularly clear on the subject. While 
there is nothing that specifically instructs 
historic district commissions to prevent 
or minimize the removal of specific his-
toric features, the statute does say that 
commissions should consider “historical 
and architectural value and significance” 
in making decisions, which seems to 
allow them to protect historic fabric. 

William Devlin argues that Litchfield’s 
historic district commission, in a series of 
rulings over several years, has established a 
precedent that allows changes such as the 
removal of the Seymour house’s door. On 
the other hand, Wethersfield’s historic dis-
trict guidelines specifically discourage the 
alteration or removal of characteristic archi-
tectural features, including architecturally 
significant additions. But they also include 
a broader statement that, “…the philo-
sophical goal of historic preservation is not 
to freeze time, but to integrate the neces-
sary and desirable changes that are signs 
of our neighborhoods’ continuing vitality.” 
According to Clare Meade, trustee of the 
Connecticut Trust and former chair of 
Wethersfield’s historic district commission, 
that commission’s goal is “to encourage 
an ongoing architectural conversation in 
which each building makes the best contri-
bution it can to the streetscape as a whole.”

“The enabling legislation is 
extremely broad,” continues Meade. 
“It’s up to each commission to cre-
ate something that’s workable for its 
own district, and then be consistent 
to their own internal documents.”

—Christopher Wigren 

Restoration verses Preservation, cont’d from page 1
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Closeups, cont’d from page 16

produce a thick growth ring. In years 
when the tree struggles, it will produce a 
narrow ring. The pattern of wide and nar-
row rings provides a sequence which, if 
large enough, allows a tree’s growth to be 
matched to a known pattern established 
from other trees for a specific period. 

 Out of this phenomenon grows a pro-
cedure that can, with some luck, yield 
a very specific date for the felling of the 
trees that make up the frame of a wooden 
building. The process starts with choosing 
timbers for sampling within a building’s 
frame. When an appropriate candidate is 
found—an ideal timber should be sound 
(no rot or insect damage), have evidence 
of the outermost growth ring or bark (so 
that it is clear that the final ring observed 
will correlate with the date of felling) and 
contain at least 50 annular rings (provid-
ing a larger enough sample to provide a 
usable pattern)—a small diameter core 
sample stretching from the outside of the 
timber to its center is taken with a special-
ized bit. The sample ends up looking rather 
like a dowel or round pencil. The more 
samples that can be taken, the more likely 
it is that a successful outcome will occur.

 There is one other catch. For the 
research to be successful, the tree must be 
of a species and from a region where the 
pattern of growth rings has been estab-
lished. This pattern, called a master curve 
or chronology, provides general trends over 

a long period of time to which specific 
samples can be compared. (The master 
curve is assembled by overlapping patterns 
from successively older samples. There are 
a number of chronologies that now stretch 
back many millennia for the American 
southwest and parts of western Europe.) 
While this matching was first done in the 
early 20th century by visually searching for 
patterns, the majority of the work is now 
done with computers running sophisticated 
statistical analysis programs. In simple 
terms, the programs compare the pattern of 
a sample to the existing curve, shifting one 
against the other until a match is achieved. 
When this happens, the master curve pro-
vides the date when a tree began growing 
and, most importantly for people interested 
in the construction dates of buildings, 
when it was felled. With a few exceptions, 
such as wood used in paneling or furni-
ture, research has suggested that timbers 
were used quite soon after they felled.

 The challenge in Connecticut is finding 
areas where existing master curves work or, 
alternatively, creating new master curves 
through further sampling. So far, fewer 
than a half dozen buildings are thought 
to have been sampled for dendrochronol-
ogy. In addition to the Bates-Scofield barn, 
Bush-Holley House in Greenwich, Webb 
House in Wethersfield, a private house in 
Suffield, and a private barn in Simsbury 
are known to have been sampled. The 

Windsor Historical Society is hopeful that 
it will be able to use dendrochronology to 
help solve some of the puzzles surround-
ing the construction of its Strong House. 

 Happily for the Darien Historical 
Society the preliminary results from Dr. 
William (Ed) Wright of the Tree Ring 
Laboratory at Columbia University’s 
Lamont-Doherty Earth Observatory sug-
gest that the samples taken from the barn 
match up with an existing master curve, 
and the Darien Historical Society will 
soon have a definitive date for their barn. 
Judy Groppa, the Executive Director of 
the Society, offered a ringing endorse-
ment of the process, “I would encourage 
everyone who has a historic structure 
to consider applying this technology.”

James Sexton, an architectural his-
torian and preservation consultant from 
New Rochelle, is a member of the team 
for the Connecticut Trust’s barns survey. 

English Heritage has produced a good  
introduction to dendrochronology.  
It can be found at:
www.english-heritage.org.uk/upload/pdf/
Dendrochronology._Guidelines_on_producing_ 
and_interpreting_dendrochronological_dates 
_2004.pdf

Dr. Edward R. Cook 
The Tree Ring Laboratory
Lamont-Doherty Earth Observatory
Columbia University 
New York, New York

Resources and Contacts for  
Dendrochronological Research

William A. Flynt
Historic Deerfield, Inc.
P.O. Box 321
Deerfield, MA 01342
413-775-7210    
wflynt@historic-deerfield.org

Daniel Miles
Oxford Dendrochronology 
Laboratory
Mill Farm 
Mapledurham 
Oxfordshire 
RG4 7TX
www.dendrochronology.com

mailto:wflynt@historic-deerfield.org
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JOIN THE CONNECTICUT TRUST!Preservation Circle
■ Chairman’s Circle  $ 1,000
■ Preservation Patron  $ 500
■ Circuit Rider Sponsor $ 250
■ Heritage Partner  $ 100

Basic Membership
■ Business  $ 100
■ Non-profit/Municipal  $ 75
■ Family  $ 50
■ Individual  $ 40

Name  ■ Mr.  ■ Mrs.  ■ Ms.  ■ Miss  ___________________________________________

Street _____________________________________________________________________

City  _______________________________________  State ______  Zip _________

Telephone (____________) __________________________________________________

Employer (for matching gift program) ___________________________________________

■ Check enclosed (payable to “Connecticut Trust for Historic Preservation”)

Charge my:  ■ Mastercard   ■ Visa   ■ American Express

Card Number _______________________________________________________________

Exp. Date ______/________   Signature ________________________________________

Mail to:
940 Whitney Avenue
Hamden, CT  06517-4002
Telephone: (203) 562-6312

All contributions are tax deductible.

You can join the 
Connecticut Trust online 
too, at www.cttrust.org

The following people,  
organizations, and  
companies gave $100 or  
more to the Connecticut 
Trust during 2005:

Chairman’s Circle,  
$5,000 or above

Backus Corporation, Norwich
Commission on Culture and 

Tourism
Connecticut Humanities Council
Inger M. Elliott
Mr. & Ms. Stephen Holmes
Mr. & Mrs. Peter L. Malkin
National Trust for Historic 

Preservation
Norwich Bulletin
Martha Stewart

Chairman’s Circle,  
$1,000 or above

Mr. & Mrs. James Alexander
R.J. Aley, Building Contractor
Mr. & Mrs. Robert P. Anderson, Jr.
Dr. Lynne T. Brickley
Mr. & Mrs. Philip Caldwell
J. Barclay Collins, II
William Crosskey, II, AIA
Theodore F. Ells
Walter M. Fiederowicz
Mr. & Mrs. David Findlay
Fleet Matching Gifts Program
General Cologne Re
H. Clark Griswold
Heritage Recruiting Group, LLC
Kenneth Johnson
Mr. & Mrs. John T. Kahler
The Knox Foundation
Kronenberger and Sons 

Restoration, Inc.
Susan and Peter Lawrence
Charles T. Lee
Henry Lord
Ruth Lord
Jennifer R. McCann
Mr. & Mrs. Jeffry E. Muthersbaugh
Mr. & Mrs. David C. Oxman
Paul, Hastings, Janofsky &  

Walker, LLP
Cesar Pelli & Associates
Guido L. Petra
FiFi Sheridan
Jane K. Talamini
Union Savings Bank, Danbury
United Technologies Corporation

Preservation Patrons, 
$500 or above

Bi-Glass Systems
Suzanne Braley
Robert Buckholz &  

Lizanne Fontaine
Nadine Cancell &  

Dr. Craig Curry
Cly Del Manufacturing Co.
Maggie Daly
Mr. & Mrs. Robert B. Dannies, Jr.
Stanley G. Fullwood
Mr. & Mrs. Jon T. Hirschoff
William Hosley
IBM International Foundation
Eric Jackson Chimney
Ann Jones and Stephen Ramsey
Gilbert Kenna
Mr. & Mrs. Lee G. Kuckro
Sheldon Kutnick
Marta Jo Lawrence
Mr. & Mrs. Lee H. Levy
Mr. & Mrs. Paul Meade
Monument Conservation 

Collaborative
William Morris
Thomas W. Nissley
C. Roderick O’Neil
Redding Preservation Society
Rob Sanders Architects
Charles Shanner
Ann Elizabeth Sheffer
Mr. & Mrs. Gary J. R. Singer
John A. Steffian
Beth Walker
The Hon. Patricia Widlitz

Preservation Sponsors, 
$250 or above

Deborah Mattison Angotti
Paul B. Bailey Architect, LLC

Barkin Associates Architects, PC
M.J. and Jim Berrien
Ralph C. Bloom
John Canning & Co., Ltd.
Gail Carmody
Mr. & Mrs. David G. Carter
Mr. & Mrs. George Castell
The Chubb Corporation
Mr. & Mrs. Fred Clarke
Colonial Restorations
Mr. & Mrs. David W. Dangremond
Barbara S. Delaney
Mr. & Mrs. Edward J. Dunham
Mr. & Mrs. Michael Elgee
Elmore Design Collaborative, Inc.
Margaret K. Feczko
Mr. & Mrs. Eric Ferguson
Mr. & Mrs. Erik Fiebert
Dr. Bruce Fraser
John and Gina Freeman
Mr. & Mrs. Peter Friedman
Fusco Corporation
Mr. & Mrs. Maxfield S. Gibbons
Mr. & Mrs. Barry Ginsburg
Melanie Ginter & John Lapides
Thomas B. Gorin
Mr. & Mrs. Richard B. Gould
Rowan A. Greer
Mary Harper
Mr. & Mrs. John E. Herzog
James Heym
Mr. & Mrs. Edmund Higgins
Alice W. Houston
Mary B. Hobler Hyson
Robert Kaufmann and Joann 

Chapel
Mr. & Mrs. Harvey Koizim
Bill Kraus
Alexandra D. Lyman
Ms. Catherine Lynn and Mr. 

Vincent Scully
Melanie Marks
Anita L. Mielert
Jeffrey Morgan
Mr. & Mrs. Cormac O’Malley
Mrs. Robert B. O’Reilly
Arthur Robertshaw
Michael and Kim Ronemus
Mr. & Mrs. Stephen A. Ross
Charles S. Rotenberg, AICP

James J. Ryan
Jane L. Schnitzer
Marvin & Joyce S. Schwartz Fund
Paul H. Serenbetz
John B. Toomey, Jr.
Theodore Tucci & Nancy A. 

Hronek
Peter J. Tucker
D. R. A. Wierdsma
Deanne H. Winokur
Mr. & Mrs. Wick York
Christopher Wuerth Restoration 

Contractor
Karen Youel
Albert Zellers

Heritage Partners,  
$100 or above

George W. Adams, III
Dawn Adiletta
Aetna Foundation, Inc.
Mark Aldieri
Nancy Alexander & Phillip G. 

Bernstein
American Clock & Watch Museum
Jonathan Appell
The Architects
Architectural Preservation, LLC
The Architecture & Development 

Studio, LLC
Mrs. R.L. Ardery
Austin Patterson Disston 

Architects, LLC
Mr. & Mrs. Jonathan Auerbach
Mr. & Mrs. William Bailey
Benjamin M. Baker
Margaret Becker
Martha M. Becker
Becker & Becker Associates, Inc.
Mr. & Mrs. Timothy R. Beeble
Bianco Giolitto Weston Architects
Charles W. Boos
Mr. & Mrs. Timothy Brady
Mr. & Mrs. Malcolm E. Bramley
Barbara and Glenn Brett
Jay Bright, Architect
Patricia Briley
H.P. Broom Housewright, Inc.
Carol Ann Brown
Thomas V. G. Brown

Building Conservation Associates
Mr. & Mrs. Michael S. Burd
Jonathan P. Butler
C & C Builders, Inc.
The C. G. Bostwick Company
Mr. & Mrs. Guido Calabresi
Orton P. Camp, Jr.
Dorothy Cantor
Jay E. Cantor
Mr. & Mrs. Joseph E. Carbonell, III
Robert Cardello
Mrs. Edward S. Carter
Mr. & Mrs. Francis Cooper
Center Development Corporation
Kristin Blaire Chanin
Mr. & Mrs. Theodore Chapin
Charles River Restoration
Carolyn Cicchetti
The Clancy Ovian Family
Mr. & Mrs. Herbert T. Clark, III
Classic Lighting Devices
Vidal S. Clay
Peter Clement
Mr. & Mrs. Ira G. Colby, III
Mr. & Mrs. John Cole
Kevin and Linda Collins
Colonial Woodworkers
Lenny Connors
William G. Conway
Prof. Abbott L. Cummings
Robert & Sandra Cygan
David Scott Parker Architects, 

LLC
Mr. & Mrs. Joel N. Davis
Mr. & Mrs. Philip C. Dennehy
Deschenes Cooper Architectural 

Millwork
Barbara Donahue
James Donnelly
Mr. & Mrs. Robert Dortenzio
Dow Realty Company
DPK&A Architects, LLC
Mary Drew
Mark S. Dunn, Jr.
Bradford R. Durrell
Tony & Susan Eastman
Dr. & Mrs. Malcolm S. Edgar
Mrs. Harold Edwards, Jr.
Alberta Eiseman
David D. Elkins

The Connecticut Trust’s Preservation Circle Members for 2005



Kronenberger & Sons Restoration Inc., founded in 
1946, is a three-generation firm specializing in the 
restoration, preservation and adaptive re-use of  
period structures.
   We are craftspeople, with the knowledge, skills 
and experience to return usability to older structures 
while helping them meet the  
requirements of the 21st century.
   It has been our goal to balance  
passionate interest in historic  
preservation with level-headed  
professionalism.

Years of successful projects and satisfied clients are 
a testament to that goal.
   Our clients have included museums, municipali-
ties, architects, historical societies and homeown-
ers. As varied as our clients, so are their projects. 
They have included barns, carriage houses, covered  
 bridges, churches, town halls and 
 and a vast array of period homes  
 and out buildings.
    For history in the remaking,  
 call us, toll-free in Connecticut  
 1-800-255-0089.

Home Improvement Contrtactor #552121
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Enviro Science Consultants
Silvia F. Erskine Associates, LLC
Mr. & Mrs. Dennis Evans
Ellen S. Fable
Faesy-Smith Architects
Mary A. Falvey
Farmington Canal Rail- to-Trail  

Association
Ann H. Fenn
M. H. Floch
Mario Fontana
Mr. & Mrs. Laurence M. Ford
Thomas & Mindy Fortin
Fortress Group Advisors, LLC
Chris & Tina Frantz
J. P. Franzen Associates 
Kristina Gade-Diels
Roger E. Galliher
Charles & Jo Gardner
Robert Garrey
Richard Gere
Lowrie Gibb
Alfred H. Gildersleeve
Gilley Design Associates, LLC
Nancy S. Gilliand
Michael Glynn Architects
Toni Gold
Mr. & Mrs. Lawrence F. Goodwin
Mr. & Mrs. Donald Gordon
Robert Gordon
James K. Grant Associates
Swan M. Grant
Glenn H. Gregg
Marion Griswold
Roland Grote
Gulick & Spradlin, Renovation  

Contractors
Elsie Haddad
Albert Hadley
Christine Hall
Gretchen Hamilton
Roger S. Hanford
David D. Harlan Architects, LLC
Patricia Harper
Karsten Harries
Robert J. Harrity
Robert E. Hatch, AIA
Neil Hauck Architects, P.C.
Robert L. Heckart
Jean M. Hellyar
Heritage Building & Design

Barbara R. Herman
Roger Herriman & Greg C. Graml
Christopher Holbrook
Mr. & Mrs. Al Hollingsworth
Adrienne F. Houel
Jennifer Huestis & Robert Tucker
Richard L. Hughes, III
David S. and Joan S. Huntington
IBM International Foundation
Innerglass Window Systems
J & R Lamb Studios, Inc.
Mr. & Mrs. John W. James
Johnson Millwork, Inc.
Betty Ann Johnson
Stephen J. Joncus, AIA
Mrs. Hugh Jones
Mr. & Mrs. Terry Jones
Bill Kapura Building Contractors, Inc.
John Karrel and Susan Lloyd
Paulette Kaufman
Mr. & Mrs. Brooks M. Kelley
Jean R. Kelley
Francoise A. Ketz
Mr. & Mrs. Keith L. Knowlton
Konowitz, Kahn and Company, P.C.
Mr. & Mrs. Andris Kurins
Landmark Facilitators Group
Judith Larson Architects
Stephen S. Lash
Mr. & Mrs. Arthur L. Lathrop
Patricia Englund Lefferts
Dr. Dawn L. Leger
Mr. & Mrs. Jack Leonardo
James Licari
Henry Link
Susan Lockwood Architects
Mr. & Ms. John Logan
LS Remodeling, LLC
John & Constance Loynes
Mr. & Mrs. Timothy MacDonald
Anne G. Maletta
James C. Marlas
Paul H. Marlowe
MaryLou Davis, Inc.
Susan B. Matheson
Maurer & Shepherd – Joiners, Inc.
Mrs. Richard Mazan
Mr. & Mrs. David McCauley
Jean and John McClellan
Jim McLaughlin
Dr. J. Bard McNulty

Timothy J. Meldrum
Vacek Miglus
John and Christine Mihalec
Frances L. Miller
Judith W. Miller
Lucy Mink
Edward T. Mohylowski
Mr. & Mrs. Kristian Moor
Mr. & Mrs. Andrew Morris
Mr. & Mrs. Norton H. Morrison
Lori Murray
Mystic River Foundry, LLC
Barbara Nash
Nelson Edwards Company  

Architects, LLC
Mr. & Mrs. Alex Nieroth
Elizabeth Norman & Paul Eddy
Noyes Voyt Architects
Mr. & Mrs. Nicholas Ohly
Old New England Salvage Company
Jerry G. Olson & Vivian Stanley
One Terrace, LLC
Page-Taft Real Estate
Bernard A. Pellegrino
George Penniman Architects, LLC
Mr. & Mrs. James Pfeffer
Glenn S. Pianka
Arthur Pope
Wayne E. Pratt & Co.
Matthew Preston
Dana Price
Ratner Architects, P.C.
RB Ficks, LLC
Ms. C. Rea & Mr. R. Finker
Charles Reid
Mr. & Mrs. Edwin T. Rice
Rice, Davis, Daley & Krenz, Inc.
Mr. & Mrs. Norman Rich
Betty Richards
Richbrook Conservation
Rocky Hill Historical Society
Mr. & Mrs. Walter G. Rodiger, Jr.
Stewart G. Rosenblum 
Victor Rothman for Stained Glass
Elizabeth & Richard Rumohr
The Russell Agency, LLC
The S/L/A/M Collaborative Architects
Arthur and Sara Sachs
Jane Fearer Safer
Virginia Sanford
SBC Foundation 

Philip H. Schaeffer & Irene S. Auerbach
Schoenhardt Architects & Interior Design
Mr. & Mrs. Philip Schonberger
Mrs. Muriel Schreck
Jeff Scofield
Pamela E. Searle
Shallenberger Architectural Design
Shanley Associates
Richard Sharpe Associates, PC
Mr. & Mrs. John W. Sheppard, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. Benjamin R. Shute, Jr.
Mr. & Mrs. Edward M. Siegel, Jr.
Richard & Dora Silveria
Mr. & Mrs. Brain J. Skinner
Tyler Smith
Mr. & Mrs. Ronald G. Strackbein
R. Lee Stump
Mr. & Mrs. Harold A. Sutphen, Jr.
Suzio/York Hill
Mr. & Mrs. Robert E. Svensk
Dr. & Mrs. John J. Sziklas, MD
Tarrywile Park & Mansion
Mr. & Mrs. George B. Tatum
Susan K. Tepas
James W. Tilney
Jeanne Timpanelli
Mr. & Mrs. John Todd
Mr. & Mrs. David Totman
Tour de Force Designs
Trinity College Library
Mr. and Mrs. John Tucker
Terry Twigg
Van Zelm Heywood & Shadford, Inc.
Anthony and Eileen Velenti
Amy Lynn VanArsdale
Claire F. Vanderbilt
Laurence E. Wagner
Ira Waks
Robert & Ann Walzer
Wank Adams Slavin Associates, LLP
Sheila Wertheimer
Mr. & Mrs. H. B. Westerfield
Westridge Development Corp.
Mr. & Mrs. Lucius M. Whitaker, Jr.
Margaret B. White
Ellen R. Wigren
Norma E. Williams
Yale University
Mr. & Mrs. Leslie T. Young
Mr. & Mrs. Joe L. Zaring
Bob Zoni
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It is a simple fact but one that is  
  easy to forget: wooden build-
ings are made from trees.  Normally, it’s 
not something we think about.  What 
most people involved in preservation are 
interested in is how a building looks or 
functions once the trees are turned into 
usable lumber. But the Bates-Scofield barn 
in Darien, one of the many documented 
by the recently completed Connecticut 
Trust Barns Survey, provides a good 
reminder of why we should remember 
that buildings are filled with trees.

The barn is like many others in 
Connecticut. It’s a modestly sized, gable-
roofed building with its entrance in one 
of the long walls. It’s had a variety of uses. 

Counting the Rings: 
Bates-Scofield barn, 
Darien     by James Sexton

Most recently it was a garage and storage 
building for a local electrical contrac-
tor. Then, as happens so frequently these 
days, the land became more valuable than 
the buildings that sat on it and the prop-
erty was sold. The new owners, a bank, 
planned to demolish the barn to make 
way for a new branch bank. And here his-
tory began to repeat itself. The barn had 
for many years been associated with the 
Bates-Scofield house, now the home of the 
Darien Historical Society, before the house  
was moved to a new location in the early  
1960s in order to save it from destruction.  
The barn was not threatened, and was left  
behind. Now, in order to save the barn, it  
needed to be moved and the Historical  

Society decided to reunite it with  
the house.

But the Historical Society chose to 
do more than just move the barn. They 
began to delve into its history. This is 
where the trees become important. Rather 
than just research the documentary evi-
dence about the barn or closely examine 
the structure for clues to its history the 
society chose a tool that is relatively new 
to architectural history in Connecticut: 
dendrochronology or tree ring dating.  

Dendrochronology relies on the fact 
that the weather in different years  
produces growth rings in trees of varying  
widths. In years when the weather is  
conducive to growth, a tree will  

continued on page 13
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Bates-Scofield barn, Darien Core samples of 
pitch pine (left) and 
oak (right) clearly 
show variations in 
the width of their 
growth rings.
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