October 26, 1971

Mrs. Henry P. Cole
1148 Pifth Avenue
New York

Rew York loo2s

Dear Mrz. Cole,

Pnolosed is the material which I promised you in our telephone
conversation this morning: the amended historic district act, the
Mzszachesetts Historical Commission's manual interpreting the act
and a National Park Service brochure on the National Register. We
are still in the vrocess of premaring the historic district manual
and khe copies enclosed for you are nécessarily in draft foxrm. I
hope, however, they will be of help to you in creating an historic
district for the Royslston Common.

As T explained this morning, it may still be possible to present
vour proposal for an historic district at the HMarch Town Meeting hut
doing so will mean a good deal of work in a short time. You must
submit a breliminary report and draft by-law for the district to the
Magsachusetts Historical Commission and the local planning board if there
is one, hold a public hearing sixty days later, and then prepare a

final report to be presented to the Board of Selectmen at the Town
Meeting.

@ Q

The district which you proposa for Roydadston is both a heautiful
and vaddabdearea and all of us at the Historical Commission are most
anxiouns to sae it raceive effective protection. If you have any further
gquestions on the ¢reation of an historic district or on our draft manual,
please call or write us. We will be happy to offer whatever heln we Can.

Yours sincerely,

Polly Ann Matherly
Higtorian,
Massachusetts Historical Commission

spam
Encls.



Re: KRoyalston Common historic distric.

December 21, 1971

Mrs. Katherine Cole
1148 Fifth Avenue
New York
New York 10028

Dear Mrs. Cole,

Wwe have received the inventory forms for Royalston., 1 will file
the originals with our other inventory material and hold the xerox
copies to accompany your historic district report. We will expect
to receive the duplicate photographs, zoning map and theepreliminary
report within the next few days. ‘

T have checked quickly over the statements of significance on the
inventory forms and there certainly is justification for creating an
historic district for Royalston Common. Just as important, you have
given us the information we need to nominate the Common for listing on
the National Register of Historic Places. I am enclosing & brochure on
the Register; if you have any questions on it, I will txy to answer
them for yau. ‘

Mrs. Amadon gave me your message Concerning M. Abbott's appointe
ment to the Study Commitéee. I think that should give you the member«
ship you need tommeet the requirements of the Historic District Act.

I would hate to see you get stopped by a technicality like that after
all the work you have done. I know all these forms and requirements
are confusing but don't let it discourage you. I am sure Royalston
will have its historic distriet ona way or another.

My best wishes to you and your family for the holidays and the
new year. ‘

Yours sincerely,

Polly Ann Matherly
Historian/Retrieval Programmer,
Masgachusetts Historical Commission

tpam
gncl.



OFFICE OF THE SELECTMEN

ROYALSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 01368

This is to certify that the following persons have
been voted upon and appointed to be members of the

ROYALSTON HISTORIC DISTRICT STUDY COMMITTEE;

¥r. John Radford Abbot (A I A member)
Mr., William Frye

r. Donald Corser

Mrs, Donald Corser

Mres,., Kenneth Wilcox

‘Mrs. Henry P. Cole

Mr. P. Ernest Davis

So voted thig 23rd day of December, 1971

Board of Sclectmen ‘7/:%@4”’7 W%
Town of Royalston /f%( é



HAVEN ano HAVEN
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
220 EXCHANGE STREET
ATHOL, MASSACHUSETTS 01331

TELEPHONE

ROBERT R. HAVEN
(817) 245-6743

R. RAND HAVEN, JR.

December 23, 1971

Miss Polly Matterly

Massachusetts Historic Commission
State House

Boston, Massachusetts 02133

Re: Royalston, Massachusetts
Historic District

Dear Miss Matterly:

Please find enclosed the proposed By-Law to be included
as an integral part of the Report of the Study Committee of the
Royalston, Massachusetts Historic District.

The rest of the report was mailed to you under separate
cover by the kindness of Mrs. Katherine Cole of Royalston and

New York.

Very truly yours,
Pl ’
,//gj;/% . %W/
Robert R. Haven™
4 RRH/ba
Enclosure
cc: Mrs. Katherine Cole

Board of Selectmen of Royalston
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ARTICLE - To see if the Town will vote to adopt the following by-law establishing
an historic district and an Historic District Commission under the pro-
visions of Chapter 40C General Laws or do anything in relation thereto;

, 1. There is hereby established an Historic District Commission under
the provisions of the "Historic Districts Act", General Laws, Chapter 40C, con-
sisting of seven members, appointed by the Selectmen, including one member,
where possible, from two nominees submitted by the Royalston Historical Society,
one member, where possible from two nominees, one of whom shall be submitted
by the Massachusetts State Chapter of the American Institute of Architects. One
" or more of the foregoing shall be a resident of an Historic District established in
Royalston pursuant to the Historic Districts Act. When the Commission is first
established, two members shall be appointed for a term of one year, two shall be
appointed for a term of two years, and three shall be appointed in like manner for
three years, and their successors shall be appointed in like manner for terms of

three years.

2. There is hereby established an Historic District under the provi-
sions o»f;the Historic Districts Act, General Laws, Chapter 40C, bounded and
vq:esfc;r»ibed as follows:

i "as shown on Plan of the Historic District of the town of Royalston,
‘Massachusetts, date , scale , name
. Registered Land Surveyor, said plan being on

record witb the town clerk".

3. The Historic District Commission shall have all the powers and
duties of historic district commissions as provided by the Historic Districts
Act, General Laws, Chapter 40C, and of subsequent amendments thereto.

4. The Historic District Commission shall adopt rules and regula-
tions for the conduct of its business not inconsistent with the provisions of the
Historic District Act, General Laws, Chapter 40C, and may, subject to appro-
priation, employ clerical and technical assistants or consultants and may accept
money gifts and expend same for such purposes.

5. When taking action under the provisions of the second paragraph
of Section 7 of the Historic Districts Act, General Laws, Chapter 40C, the
Historic District Commission shall make a determination within thirty days after
the filing of the application for a certificate of appropriateness, or such further
time as the applicant may in writing allow.

6. In case any section, paragraph or part of this by-law be for any
reason declared invalid or unconstitutional by any court of last resort, every
other section, paragraph or part shall continue in full force and effect.
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Memoranﬁg% to: Massachusetts Historical Commission
From: ‘ - Staff, Wardwell and Matherly
Re: Preliminary Report,

Royalston Historic District Study Committee

The Massachusetts Historical Commission has received a preliminary report
from the Royalston Historic District Study Committee. The Committee pro-~
poses a district consisting of the town common and twenty-one buildings
surrounding it, including the Town Hall, Congregational Church and par-
sonage, library, the old schoolhouse (now the post office), and the old
store. Staff has visited Royalston and surveyed and photographed the
entire area under consideration for historic district zoning.

There is no doubt that the area proposed deserves the protection of
historic district zoning. This is possibly the best preserved example of
a nineteenth century twon common in the Commonwealth. Much of the signi—'
ficance of the district derives from the architectural purity of the individ-
ual buildings (primarily Federal and Greek Revival in style) and the total
congruity of the common and the buildings in and with their hilltop setting.
The Massachusetts Historical Commission has already voted to declare this
area eligible for submission to the National Register.

The S, udy Committee has contacted staff several times in the last three
months regarding the form and content of the preliminary report. However,
despite detailed explanations, there are still some changes which should
be made in the Study Committee's report before a final version is presented
to the Town Meeting. Staff would like to make the following comments and
recommendations to the Royalston Study Committee.

~
~ ™~

1. oQualifications of the Study Committee members. The final report shgglg‘__
list the members of the Study Committee and indicate which are nominees
of the organizations specified in section 4 of the Historic Districts Act.

2. By-law. The draft by~law submitted with the preliminary report does not
provide for a representative of the local Board of Realtors on the historic
district commission, as required in the Historic Districts Act. Our records
indicate that Royalston is part of the area served by the Northern Worcester
‘County Board of Realtors and that organization should be requested to submit
nominees for membership on the historic district commission.

3. Bounds of the district. The Study Committee's report is accompanied by
a copy of the latest residential zoning map for Royalston but no specific
bounds for the proposed district are indicated on it. The preliminary report
states only that twenty~-one buildings and the Common are to be included in



Memorandum to: Massachusetts Historical Commission January 257 1972

the district. Therefore staff would like to recommend general bounds for the
historic district, as indicated on the enclosed map. The exact legal des-
cription of the district should be prepared by the Study Committee with the
assistance of Town Counsel or the Committee's lawyer.

Back lot-lines are not feasible for district bounds since most of the
lots fronting on the Common are narrow and guite deep. Therefore, we would
suggest that, with the exceptions noted below, district bounds follow the
300-foot set-back adopted for residential zoning. This will also bring the
district bounds generally in line with the natural boundaries of the Common
area. The bounds which staff proposes will include more buildings --on
Frye Hill Road, Fitzwilliam Road and Warwick Road (northern portion of Route
68)-~-than are covered in the Study Committee's vreliminary report. However,
we feel that the addition of these buildings is justified on the basis of
their architecture, their compatibility with other buildings in the district,
and the protection they will rpovide for the approaches to the Common.

It will be necessary to extend the bounds of the district beyond those of
the residential zone along the western edge of the Common to give adeguate
protection to the Town Hall, the Congregational Church and the third house
on Warwick Road. Since the line of the standard set-back falls within a few
feet of these three buildings, we suggest that a 400-foot set-back be used
on the western side of Main Street from its junction with North Fitzwilliam
Road to its junction with the southeastern portion of Route 68 (see map}.

District bounds should be set short of those for the residential zone at
two points. On the southeastern portion of Route 68, the bounds should
follow the 300-foot set-back. from Main Street. The southwestern boundary
of the,district should follow the high power lines which cross Athol Road.
In both cases, cutting back from the bounds of the residential zone wiil
eliminate areas of doubtful significance while retaining enough open space
to_protéct the setting of the approaches to the Common.

¥

Unless informed to the contrary by Wednesday, February 2, we will
assume'that you concur with the comments and recommendations made here.

Our recommendations will then be forwarded to the Royalston along with a
map indicgfing suggested bounds for the district.
A\l B

WM:pm
Encl.
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Memoraqﬁ@m to: Massachusetts Historical Commission
Froms: - Staff, Wardwell and Matherly
Re: = Preliminary Report,

Royalston Historic District Study Committee

The Massachusetts Historical Commission has received a preliminary report
from the Royalston Historic District Study Committee. The Committee pro-
poses a district consisting of the town common and twenty-one buildings
surrounding it, including the Town Hall, Congregational Church and par-
sonage, library, the old schoolhouse (now the post office), and the old
store. Staff has visited Royalston and surveyed and photographed the
entire. area under consideration for historic district zoning.

There is no doubt that the area proposed deserves the protection of
historic district zoning. This is possibly the best preserved example of
a nineteenth century twon common in the Commonwealth. Much of the signi-
ficance of the district derives from the architectural purity of the individ-
ual buildings (primarily Federal and Greek Revival in style) and the total
congruity of the common and the buildings in and with their hilltop setting.
The Massachusetts Historical Commission has already voted to declare thls
area eligible for submission to the National Register.

The S,udy Committee has contacted staff several times in the last three
months régarding the form and content of the preliminary report. However,
despite detailed explanations, there are still some changes which should
be made in the Study Committee's report before a final version is presented -
to the Town Meeting. Staff would like to make the following comments and
recommendations to the Royalston Study Committee.

~
~

1. ogualifications of the Study Committee members. The final report should
list the members of the Siudy Committee and indicate which are nominees
of the organizations specified in section 4 of the Historic Districts Act.

2. By-law. The draft by-law submitted with the preliminary report does not
provide for a representative of the local Board of Réaltors on the historic

district commission, as required in the Historic Districts Act. Our records
indicate that Royalston is part of the area served by the Northern Worcester
County Board of Realtors and that organization should be requested to submit
nominees for membership on the historic district commission.

3. Bounds of the district. The Study Committee's report is accompanied by
a copy of the latest regidential zoning map for Royalston but no specific
bounds for the proposed district are indicated on it. The preliminary report
states only that twenty-one buildings and the Common are to be included in



Memorandum to: Massachusetts Historical Commission January 25, 1972

the district. Therefore staff would like to recommend general bounds for the
historic district, as indicated on the enclosed map. The exact legal des-
cription of the district should be prepared by the Study Committee with the
assistance of Town Counsel or the Committee's lawyer.

Back lot-lines are not feasible for district bounds since most of the
lots fronting on the Common are narrow and quite deep. Therefore, we would
suggest that, with the exceptions noted below, district bounds follow the
300-foot set-back adopted for residential zoning. This will also bring the
district bounds generally in line with the natural boundaries of the Common
area. The bounds which staff proposes will include more buildings --on

'Frye Hill Road, Fitzwilliam Road and Warwick Road (northern portion of Route
68)--than are covered in the Study Committee's preliminary report. However,
we feel that the addition of these buildings is justified on the basis of
their architecture, their compatibility with other buildings in the district,
and the protection they will rpovide for the approaches to the Common.

It will be necessary to extend the bounds of the district beyond those of
the residential zone along the western edge of the Common to give adeduate
protection to the Town Hall, the Congregational Church and the third house
on Warwick Road. Since the line of the standard set-back falls within a few
feet of these three buildings, we suggest that a 400-foot set-back be used
on the western side of Main Street from its junction with North Fitzwilliam
Road to its junction with the southeastern portion of Route 68 (see map).

District bounds should be set short of those for the residential zone at
two points. On the southeastern portion of Route 68, the bounds should
follow the 300-foot set-back from Main Street. The southwestern boundary
of the district should follow the high power lines which cross Athol Road.
In both cases, cutting back from the bounds of the residential zone wiil
eliminate areas of doubtful significance while retaining enough open space
to protect the setting of the approaches to the Common.

Unless informed to the contrary by Wednesday, February 2, we will
assume that you concur with the comments and recommendations made here.
Our recommendations will then be forwarded to the Royalston along with a
map -indicating suggested bounds for the district.

WM:pm
Encl.
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Memoraqqgh to: Massachusetts Historical Commission
From: - Staff, Wardwell and Matherly
Re: Preliminary Report,

Royalston Historic District Study Committee

The Massachusetts Historical Commission has received a preliminary report
from the Royalston Historic District Study Committee. The Committee pro-
poses a district consisting of the town common and twenty-one buildings
surrounding it, including the Town Hall, Congregational Church and par-
sonage, library, the o0ld schoolhouse (now the post office), and the old
store. Staff has visited Royalston and surveyed and photographed the
entire area under consideration for historic district zoning. ‘

There is no doubt that the area proposed deserves the protection of
historic district zoning. This is possibly the best preserved example of
a nineteenth century twon common in the Commonwealth. Much of the signi-
ficance of the district derives from the architectural purity of the .individ-
uval buildings (primarily Federal and Greek Revival in style) and the total
congruity of the common and the buildings in and with their hilltop setting.
:mma4Massachuse%ts—HistUriEEt‘C6ﬁmi§§T6ﬁ—has*aiready—voteé—%e—dee&afe—this

Ligible £ b : ool Ros

The S, udy Committee has contacted staff several times in the last three
months régarding the form and content of the preliminary report. However,
despite detailed explanations, there are still some changes which should
be made in the Study Committee's report before a final version is presented
to the Town Meeting. Staff would like to make the following comments and
recommendations to the Royalston Study Committee.

1. Qualifications of the Study Committee members. The final report should
list the members of the Siudy Committee and indicate which are nominees
of the organizations specified in section 4 of the Historic Districts Act.

2. By-law. The draft by-law submitted with the preliminary report does not
provide for a representative of the local Board of Realtors on the historic
district commission, as required in the Historic Districts Act. Our records
indicate that Royalston is part of the area served by the Northern Worcester
County Board of Realtors and that organization should be reguested to submit
nominees for membership on the historic district commission.

3. Bounds of the district. The Study Committee's report is accompanied by
a copy of the latest residential zoning map for Royalston but no specific
bounds for the proposed district are indicated on it. The preliminary report
states only that twenty-one buildings and the Common are to be included in
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assistance of Town Counsel or the Committee's lawyer. VL«&, _JbOQQJL_ Crlrnrn .
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Back lot-lines are not fea51ble for district bounds since most of the

lots fronting on the Common are narrow and quite deep. Therefore, we would
suggest that, with the exceptions noted below, district bounds follow the
300-foot set-back adopted for residential zoning. This will also bring the
district bounds generally in line with the natural boundaries of the Common
area. The bo?ﬁgs whlch staff proposes will include more bulldlngs -=0On

Frye Hill Road,AFitzwilliam RoadsAnd Warwick Road ;
68¥—=than are’covered in the Study Committee's vreliminary report. However,
we feel that the addition of these buildings is justified on the basis of
their architecture, their compatibility with other buildings in the district,
and the protection they will{%govide for the approaches to the Common.

It will be necessary to extend the bounds of the district beyond those of
- the residential zone along the western edge of the Common to give adeduate
protection to the Town Hall, the Congregational Church and the third house
on Warwick Road. Since the line of the standard set-back falls within a few
feet of these three buildings, we suggest that a 400-foot set-back be used
on the western side of Main Street from its junction with North Fitzwilliam
Road to its junction with the southeastern portion of Route 68 (see map) .

District bounds should be set short of those for the residential zone at
two points. On the southeastern portion of Route 68, the bounds should
follow the 300-~foot set-back from Main Street. The southwestern boundary
of the district should follow the high power lines which cross Athol Road.
In both cases, cutting back from the bounds of the residential zone wiil
eliminate areas of doubtful significance while retaining enough open space
to protect the setting of the approaches to the Common.

Unless informed to the contrary by Wednesday, February 2, we will
assume that you concur with the comments and recommendations made here.
Our recommendations will then be forwarded to the Royalston along with a
map indicating suggested bounds for the district.

WM:pm
Encl.



February 3, 1972

Mrs. Katherine Cole

1148 Pifth Avenue
New York, New York 10028

Dear Mrs. Cols,

The Massachusetts Historical Commission has completed its review of
the Royalston Historic District Study Committee's preliminary revort DYoo~
posing historie district zoning for the Rovalston Common and twenty-~one
buildings surrounding it. Members of our staff have visited Royalston
and have surveyed and photographed the entire area under consideration
for districting.

There is no doubt that the area proposed deserves the protection of
historic district zoning, This is possibly the best preserved example of
a nineteenth century town common in the Commonweatth. Mush of the signi-
ficance of the district derives from the architectural purity of the indi-
vddual buildings (primarily Béd®ea)l and Greek Revival in gtvle) and the
total congruity of the common mnd the buildings in and with the hilltop
setting,

The members of the Massachusetts Historical Commission and their staff
concur in the following recommendations to the Royalston Historie District
Study Committee: :

1. opualifications of the Study Committee members. In addition to listing
the members of the Study Committee, as the preliminary report does, the
final report should indicate which members are the nominees of the organi-
zations specified in section 4 of the Historic Districts Act,

2. By-law., The draft by-law submitted with the praliminary report does
not provide for a represenStive of the local Board of Realtore on the
Historic District Commission, as required in the Historic Districts aAct.
Omr records indicate that Rovalston is part of the area served by the
Horthern Worcester County Board of Realtors and that organization should
be requested to submit nominees for membership on the Historic District
Commission.

3. District Bounds. 'The map of the Royalston ®esidential zone submitted
with the preliminary report did not indicate that any specific bounds had
been set for the hé&storic district. Therefore, we would like to suggest
bounds for the district, as indicated on the enclosed map. The exact lagal
description of the district bounds included in the by-law should be prepared
with the assistance of the Study Committee's lawyer or Town Council. of
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course, the Study Committee may wish to make changes in the bounds we
outline because of local circumstances of which we are not aware.

Back lot-lines are not feasible for district bounds since most of the
lots fronténg on the Common are narrow and quite deep. Therefore, we would
recommend that, with the exceptions noted below, the district bounds follow
the 800-foot set~back adopted for redidential zoning. This will also bring
district bounds generally in line with the natural boundaries of the Com-
mon area. The bounds which we propose will include more buildings--on Frye
Hill Road, North and Northeast Fitzwilliam Roads and Warwéck Road-~than are
covered in the Study Committee's prédliminary report. However, we feel that
the addition of these buildings is justified on the basis of their archi-
tecture, their compatibility with other buildings in the district, and the
protection they will provide for the approaches to the Common.

It will be necessary to extend the bounds of the district beyond those
of the reszidential zone along the western edge of the Common to give ade-
quate protection to the Town Hall, the Congregational Church and the third
house on Warwick Road. 8ince the line of the standerd set-back falls within
a few feet of these three buildings, we suggest that a 400-foot set~back
be used on the western side of Main Street from its junction with North Fitz-
william Road to its junction with the southeastern portion of Route 68.

. District bounds should be set short of thoss for the residential zone
at two points. On the southeastern portion of Route 68, the bounds should
follow hhe 300~foot set-back from Main Street. The southwestern boundary
of the district should follow the high power lines which cross Athol Road.
In both cases, cutting back from the bounds of the #dsfRémtiwiidistrict
will eliminate areas of doubtful significance while retaining enough open
space to protect the setting of the approaches to the Common.

¥e hope that these comments and recommendation will ba of assistance
to the Royalston Study Committee in preparing its final report and by-law
for presentation to Town Meeting. Should you have questiong on the sug-
gestions we have made, our staff will be happy to discuss them with YOu.

Yours sincerely,

Richard W. Hale, Jdr.
Arting Chairman,
Massachusetts Historical Commission

RWH:pam

Encl. ' )

cc. Mrs. Elbridge Smith (Tauios
Robert R. Haven



{C//g %mwzw&wmfj g/ jédddc/&zwm
wa& z'/ eg) fmfa/ff/
Stnte Souse, Postors 0233

iZ%w%m?ayfmﬁgﬁkmumauugf February 3, 1972

Mrs. Katherine Cole

- Royalston Historic District Study Commlttee
1148 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York . 10028

‘Dear Mrs. Cole,

The Massachusetts Historical Commission has completed its review of
the Royalston Historic District Study Committee's preliminary report pro-
posing historic district zoning for the Royalston Common and twenty-one
buildings surrounding it. Members of our staff have visited Royalston
and have surveyed and photographed the entire area under consideration
for districting.

There is no doubt that the area proposed deserves the protection of
historic district zoning. This is possibly the best preserved example of
a nineteenth century town common in the Commonwealth. Much of the 51gn1—
ficance of the district derives from the architectural purity of the indi-
vidual buildings (primarily Federal and Greek Revival in style) and the
total congruity of the common and the buildings in and with the hilltop
settlng.

The members of the Massachusetts Historical Commission and their staff
concur in the following recommendations to the Royalston Historic District
Study Committee:

1. oQualifications of the Study Committee members. In addition to listing
the members of the Study Committee, as the preliminary report does, the
final report should indicate which members are the nominees of the organi-
zations specified in section 4 of the Historic Districts Act.

2. -By-law. The draft by-law submitted with the preliminary report does
not provide for a representative of the local Board of Realtors on the
."Historic District Commission, as required in the Historic Districts Act.

" Our records indicate that Royalston is part of the area served by the
Northern Worcester County Board of Realtors and that organization should
be requested to submit nominees for membership on the Hlstorlc District
Commission. - ,\\\

~

3. District Bounds. The map of the Royalston residential zone submi a
with the preliminary report did not indicate that any specific bounds had

N been set for the historic district. Therefore, we would like to suggest
bounds for the district, as indicated on the enclosed map. The exact legal
description of the district bounds included in the by-law should be prepared
with the assistance of the Study Committee's lawyer or Town Council. of



Mrs. Katherine Cole - 2 ' Februéry 3, 1972

course, the Study Committee may wish to make changes in the bounds we
outline because of local circumstances of which we are not aware.

Back lot-lines are not feasible for district bounds since most off the
lots fronting on the Common are narrow and quite deep. Therefore, we {would
recommend that, with the exceptions noted below, the district bounds llow
the 300-foot set-back adopted for residential zoning.” This will also ring
district bounds generally in line with the natural boundaries of the Com—
mon area. The bounds which we propose will include more bulldlngs—-on Frye
Hill Road, North and Northeast Fitzwilliam Roads and Warwick Road--than are
covered in the Study Committee's prellmlnary report. However, we feel that
the addition of these buildings is justified on the basis of their archi-
tecture, their compatibility with other buildings in the district, and the
protection they will provide for the approaches to the Common. .

It will be necessary to extend the bounds of the district beyond those
of the residential zone along the western edge of the Common to give ade-
guate protection to the Town Hall, the Congregatlonal Church and the third
house on Warwick Road. Since the line of the standard set-back falls within
a few feet of these three buildings, we suggest that a 400-foot set-back )
be used on the western side of Main Street from its junctlon with North Fltz-
~william Road to its junction with the southeastern portion of Route 68.

District bounds should be set short of those for the residential zone
at two points. On the southeastern portion of Route 68, the bounds should
follow the 300-foot set-back from Main Street. The southwestern boundary
of the district should follow the high power lines which cross Athol Road.
In both cases, cutting back from the bounds of the residential dlstrlct
will eliminate areas of doubtful significance while retaining enough open
space to protect the setting of the approaches to the Common.

We hope that these comments and recommendation will be of assistance
to the Royalston Study Committee in preparing its final report and by—law
for presentation to Town Meeting. Should you have questions on the sug-
gestions we have made, our staff will be happy to dlscuss them with you.

Yours sincerely,
CA//I\-»/‘,\-// /\/’\/ )
Richard W. Hale, Jr. j

Acting Chairman,
Massachusetts Historical Commission

RWH:pam

Encl.

cc. Mrs. Elbridge Smith
Robert R. Haven



Mav 11, 1972

¥Mrs. Henry P. Cole
1148 gifth Avenue
Mew York

New York 10628

Dear Mrs. Ceole,

Enclosed are addikénmgil cppies of the Massachusetts Historical
Commission’s standard inventory forms and accompanying manuals for
use by the Rovalston Village Improvement and Historical Scciasty. We
are delighted to know that you will be expanding vour inventory to
include significant buildings in South Roydliston., Bhouid vou or the
other members of the Society have any questions on your inventory,
‘Miss Wardwell and I wili be happy to discuss them with you. &and, of
course, we will send more inventory forms as vou need them.

I am also enclosing a xerox copy of the brochure prepared by the
Historic District Study Committee in Shrewsbury to promote its pro-
posed historic district. This idea might easily be adapted as part of
your campaign for an historic district for the Royalston Common area,
I have also send a copy of the brochure directly to Mrs., Smith,

@t was a plaasure to mest with you and the other members of the
Sagiety last Thursday evening and to see so mnch enthusiasm for his-
toric preservation in Royalston. Both Miss Wardwell and I look fore
ward to another productive meeting in June,

Yours sincerely,

#olly Amn Matherly
Historian,
Masgachusetts Historicasl Commission

:pam
Encls.



Mrs. Zlbridge Saith
Royalston
Massachusetts

Dear Hrs. Smith,

Znclosed is a copy of the brochure orepared by
the Historic District Study Committee in Shrewsbury
to promote their proposed historic district. As
Migs Wardwell and I suggested, this ides might easily
be adapted for use in Rovalston.

It was a pleasure to mest with you and the
ibher members of the Royalston Village Improvement
and Historical Society lazt Thursday and to see so
mach enthusiasm for historic preservation. There
are certainly areas and individval buildings in
Royalston which are worthy of protection and oreser-
vation.

If our staff can be of any further hels to vou,
please do not hesitate to call on us. We look for-
ward to another meeting with vou scon.

Yours sincerely,

Polly Ann Matherly
Historian,
Massachusetts Historical
Commission
tpam
encl.
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Sepatember 25, 1974

‘John L. Poor, Chairman

ton Historic District Study Committee
. ‘Bor 85 ;

lston, Massachusetts 01368

-
[
C R
o

Déar Johns:
‘You are cu1re weﬂrome for the forms. Your géud? ébmmitteé—ban‘piesent
it§ proposal at the annual Towﬁ Meeting, or at éﬁy s§ecial‘Town Meeting.
"?éraggaph 14 on page 11 states that an historic district shall be
5aappteé by a two~thirds vote of the prn Meeting, not necessarlly the

annual Town wpetlno.

We certainly hope that your study committee is able to comp leLc the
proposal in time for the Town Meeting in May. There is certaiily no
question about the significante Of the area. Ir you have any other

guestions, please don't hesitate to call.

Patricia L. Weslowski
Acting Survey Diretber
Massachusetts Historical Commission

PIV .



ANDERSON NOTTER ASSOCIATES INC.
ARCHITECTS AND LAND PLANNERS « 10 THACHER STREET, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02113 +(617) 227-9272

October 24, 1974

RECEIVED

Massachusetts Historical Commission
40 Beacon Street OCT 24 1974

Boston, Massachusetts 02108

MASS. Hisi. COMM.

Attention: Pat Weslowski

Re: Royalston Historic
#12701 00

Dear Pat:

#

We are pleased to present our final report on the preservation of the
Royalston Town Common. This study and the progress achieved in assisting
the local Historic District Study Committee has been most rewarding. We
sincerely hope that the study represents a positive contribution to the
preservation of Royalston, the Society for the Preservation of New England
Antiquities and to the National Trust.

In addition to you, we have also reviewed a draft of the report with SPNEA

and with Mrs. Cole in Royalston. All comments and suggestions have been
carefully analyzed and incorporated into the final report. We have also

made available to the local committee maps and slides for use in the community.

The major recommendations of the report include:

1.

2..

3.

4,

Establishment of a local historic district with recommended
boundaries.

Listing of the historic district on the National Register. The
necessary nomination forms and supporting documentation have been
completed.

Preservation of the existing open spaces by scenic easements and
various conservation procedures.

Active use of all structures to ensure their maintenance and
preservation.

In addition, we have spent considerable time and effort in assisting the Town
in establishing a legally constituted Historic District Study Committee.

When we began our work, we discovered that their committee had not been
properly formed as they really did not understand the basic procedures of
State enabling legislation for historic districts. Through our study, they
have now been able to legally re-constitute the committee. Apparently, this
is a common problem with rural communities which have a sense of preserving
their history and architecture but are not experts in the technical procedures
of State and Federal legislation.

J. TIMOTHY ANDERSON
GEORGE M. NOTTER, JR.

JAMES G. ALEXANDER
ANTHONY C. PLATT
PAUL J. McGINLEY



\ANDERSON NOTTER ASSOCIATES INC.

Massachusetts Historical Commission
Re: Royalston Historic
#12701 00
September 23, 1974
Page 2

We have prepared our final report in a form which can be readily printed. All
photographs and materials are available for this purpose. Much of the basic
data and references would be of interest to preservation groups that seek to
initiate preservation activities in other communities.

Sincerely,

ANDERSON NOTTER ASSOCIATES INC.

T

e )

Yy
f%W/%"A’C % [ hvao 5&%/%

Penelope P. Behrens

7~

B/b-
Enclosure

cc: Peter Smith, National Trust



Novamber 4, 1974

Ms. Penelope P. Behrens
Anderson Notter Associates, Inc.
10 Thacher Streat

Boston, Masgachusetts (2113

Dear Penny:

Thank you for the copy of vour final report on %
Royalshbn Common. We think that it is an ewcellent r .epo*t ﬂeflnlng the
various optionsg open to communities, s valston, which are
attempting to plan programs desig eserve their historical
asgets. The Town of Royh¢uton has certal ikdd by vour efforts.
We are confident that, as z 1 port, the Rovalston Historic
District Study Committes will v raport proposing an
historic district encompassing tbq T ime for the spring
Town Meeting. We have stressed to the Study Commitiee the value of thig
report as the basis for thelr own stad be encouraging
submission of the area for listingiin the National Register in the near
future.

e
e
4

We agree with you that this report would be of interest to preservation
groups in many communities. Unfortunagexy, we gres ntly are unable to
assist you in publishing the report. However, if you have no obijections,
we would like to be able to supply various interested groups with photo~
copies of the report. If we do not hear otherwise, we will assume that
we have your permission to do so.

Sincerely,

Patricia L. Weslowski
Acting Survey Director
Massachusetts Historical Commission

PiW:ch
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Office of the Planning Board
ROYALSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 01368

September 27, 1379

Massachusetts Historical Commission
294 Washington Street
Boston, MA 02108

Dear Commission Members:

Enclosed are two copies of the Preliminary Report for the Rovalston
‘Historical District.

The committee was appointed bv the selectmen on June 5, 1278. The
members are:

“Arthur H. Platt - Chairman, Royalston Planning Board

Colleen R. Richardson - Secretary
-Realtor, Northern Worcester County Board of Realtors
-District resident

Royal M. Frye - Selectman

Alan W. Bowers - President, Royalston Historical Society

Maxine E. Wilcox - Royalston Historical Society, District resident

Lillis Bowers - Royalston Historical Society, District resident

Pauline C. Smith - Royalston Historical Society, District resident

Anvattempt was made through the American Institute of Architects to
secure one o0f its members but none of the area architects has the time.

Any correspondence = should be mailed to my office: Countrvside Realty,
253 E. Main Street, Orange, MA 01364, (617)544-7u406

Sincerely,

o, 7 LAY

Arthur H. Platt
Realtor



' COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

] V Office of the Secretary of State
MAS SACHUSETTS 294 Washington Street

' Boston, Massachusetts
HlSTOR|CAL 02108 MICHAEL JOSEPH CONNOLLY

COMMISSION 617-727-8470 Secretary of State

October 11, 1979

Mr. Arthur H. Platt

Royalston Historical District Commission
c/o Countryside Realty

253 E. Main Street

Orange, MA 01364

Dear Mr. Platt:

This letter will acknowledge receipt on October 4, 1979 of the pre-
liminary study report for the Royalston Historic District. A date-
stamped copy of the transmittal letter is enclosed for your records.
As you know, 60 days must elapse from the date of receipt of the
transmittal letter before the public meeting can be held.

The proposed district will be presented atthe Massachusetts Historical

Commission monthly meeting on November 14, 1979, and comments will be
mailed to you shortly thereafter. :

Sincerely,
iELlEyUocI}\. q‘-fI)uJYSAL<~

Elizabeth T. Durfee
Preservation Planning Coordinator

ETD/mt



Proposed Historic District under MGL Chapter 40C

Royalston Historic District

The Royalston Historic District Study Committee is proposing the creation of

a local historic district in Royalston Center. The district consists of 45
buildings (41 residences, a church, town hall, library and former school
house), most of which are clustered around a hill top common. District boun-
daries would be slightly larger than those of the Royalston Common NR District.

Growth of the town occurred primarily in the early nineteenth century when
the owners of mills in South Roylaston contructed large Federal style houses
on the common. Later buildings were consturcted in the Greek Revival style;
the town hall is an elegant Second Empire structure and the library a small
Classical Revival building.

The common today is remarkable for its lack of intrusions, quality'of archi--

tecture, and setting and vistas. It is one of the state's best preserved
early nineteenth century commons. -

Recommendations

The MHC staff recommends the approval of the preliminary study report as
submitted, with two additional recommendations.. First, since Royalston lacks
an historical commission, the staff recommends that the Historical District
Commission shall have the powers and duties of an historical commission as
provided in Section 8d of Chapter 40, MGL. Second, to protect the open

space of the proposed district, the Historical District Study Cormission should
explore, with the Conservation Commission if one exists, the acquisition of
conservation easements.



COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
1 Office of the Secretary of State
MASSACHUSETTS 294 washington Street

Boston, Massachusetts ' )
HISTORICAL 02108 MICHAEL JOSEPH CONNOLLY

COMMISSION 617-727-8470 Secretary of State

November 20, 1979

Mr. Arthur Platt, Chairman
Historic District Study Commission
c/o Countryside Realty

253 E. Main Street

Orange, MA 01364

Dear Mr. Platt:

At its November 14, 1979 meeting, the Massachusetts Historical Commission
voted wnarimously to approve the preliminary study report for the proposed
Royalston Common Historic District. The area is remarkable for its lack

.of intrusions, quality of architecture, setting and vistas; it is one of
the state's best preserved early nineteenth century commons characterized
primarily by the Federal and Greek Revival style, the buildings were erected
by the owners of the mills in South Royalston. : -

Two recommendations were made by the Massachusetts Historical Commission.
First, since Royalston lacks an historical commission, the Commission

suggests that the Historic District Commission also take on the powers

and duties of an historical commission as provided in Section 8d of Chapter 40,
MGL. Second, to protect the open space within the proposed district, the
'Historic District Study Commission should explore, with the Conservation
Commission if one exists, the acquisitions by the town, of conservation ease-
ments. :

The Masschusetts Historical Commission supports the creation of a local
historic district around Royalston Common and commends the Historic District
Study Commission for the preparation of an excellent study report. '

Patricia L. Weslowski
Executive Director

PLW/ED/mt
enc.



e TOWN CLERK

wat @ 7180 ROYALSTON, MASS. 01368
May 23, 1980
MASS. HIST. COMM. e

Massachusetts Historic Commission
294 Washington Street
Boston, Mass. 02108

Dear Sirs:

Enclosed please find two documents plus other information concerning
the Royalston Historic District.

(1) A copy of the final report of the Royalston Historic District Study
Committee which includes a map of the Historic District.

(2) A separate copy of the Historic District By-law marked with date of
acceptance by the Town and numerical vote.

(3) On May 1, 1978 the Royalston Selectmen voted to reactivate the
Historic District Study Committee.

(4) The Selectmen are in the process of forming the Royalston Historical
Commission.

(5) The required documents have been sent to the Attorney General for
approval.

If there are other documents or other pieces of information we should
send to you, please let me know.

Sincerely,
// g 7Y ?/71/
Virginia M. Frye

Town Clerk
Phone: 249-3005



