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This form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations for individual properties and districts. See instructions in National Register 
Bulletin, How to Complete the National Register of Historic Places Registration Form. If any item does not apply to the property being 
documented, enter "N/A" for "not applicable."  For functions, architectural classification, materials, and areas of significance, enter only 
categories and subcategories from the instructions.  
 

1. Name of Property 
Historic name:  _Hinesburg Town Forest__________________ 
Other names/site number: ______________________________________ 

      Name of related multiple property listing: 
      _N/A__________________________________________________________ 
      (Enter "N/A" if property is not part of a multiple property listing 
____________________________________________________________________________ 

2. Location  
Street & number: _Hayden Hill Road____________________________________________ 
City or town: _Hinesburg___________ State: __VT__________ County: _Chittenden ____  
Not For Publication:   Vicinity:  

____________________________________________________________________________ 
3. State/Federal Agency Certification   
As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended,  
I hereby certify that this    X    nomination  ___ request for determination of eligibility meets 
the documentation standards for registering properties in the National Register of Historic 
Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60.  
In my opinion, the property _X__ meets   ___ does not meet the National Register Criteria. I 
recommend that this property be considered significant at the following  
level(s) of significance:      
 ___national                  ___statewide           _X_ local  

  Applicable National Register Criteria:  
_X__A             ___B           _X__C           ___D         
 

 
    

Signature of certifying official/Title:    Date 
______________________________________________ 
State or Federal agency/bureau or Tribal Government 

 
In my opinion, the property        meets        does not meet the National Register criteria.  
     

Signature of commenting official:    Date 
 

Title :                                     State or Federal agency/bureau 
                                                                                         or Tribal Government  

N/A N/A
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

4. National Park Service Certification  
 I hereby certify that this property is:  
       entered in the National Register  
       determined eligible for the National Register  
       determined not eligible for the National Register  
       removed from the National Register  
       other (explain:)  _____________________                                                                                    

 
                     
______________________________________________________________________   
Signature of the Keeper   Date of Action 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
5. Classification 

 Ownership of Property 
 (Check as many boxes as apply.) 

Private:  
 

 Public – Local 
 

 Public – State  
 

 Public – Federal  
 

 
 Category of Property 
 (Check only one box.) 

 
 Building(s) 

 
 District  

 
 Site 

 
 Structure  

 
 Object  

 
 

 
 
 

 
  
X
 
  

 
  

 
  

 
  

 
  

X
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 Number of Resources within Property 
 (Do not include previously listed resources in the count)              

Contributing   Noncontributing 
____0________   ____0_______  buildings 

 
____29_______   ____17_______  sites 
 
____0________   ____0________  structures  
 
____0________   ____0________  objects 
 
____29_______   ____17_______  Total 

 
 
 Number of contributing resources previously listed in the National Register _0_______ 
____________________________________________________________________________ 

6. Function or Use  
Historic Functions 
(Enter categories from instructions.) 

 LANDSCAPE: forest _ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 

 
Current Functions 
(Enter categories from instructions.) 

 LANDSCAPE: forest _ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________
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_____________________________________________________________________________ 

7. Description  
 

 Architectural Classification  
 (Enter categories from instructions.) 
 N/A      ____________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 
 ___________________ 

 
 
Materials: (enter categories from instructions.) 
Principal exterior materials of the property: __N/A___________________ 

 
 
 

Narrative Description 
(Describe the historic and current physical appearance and condition of the property. Describe 
contributing and noncontributing resources if applicable. Begin with a summary paragraph that 
briefly describes the general characteristics of the property, such as its location, type, style, 
method of construction, setting, size, and significant features. Indicate whether the property has 
historic integrity.)   
______________________________________________________________________________ 
Summary Paragraph 
 
The Hinesburg Town Forest encompasses 837 acres of mixed broadleaf and coniferous 
woodlands and is located to the east of Hinesburg village in the foothills of the Northern Green 
Mountains. The forest developed during several phases of land acquisition by town officials 
between 1936 and 1958, with formal designation as a town forest first granted by the Vermont 
Forest Service in 1940. Similar to many town forests in Vermont and in other parts of New 
England, the Hinesburg Town Forest stands on land that once sustained several modest hill 
farms. Agricultural decline forced the eventual abandonment of those lands, and the town began 
acquiring the farms during the Great Depression, either through direct purchase or forfeiture for 
nonpayment of taxes. Reforestation started soon after, primarily coniferous plantations such as 
white pine, red pine, or Norway spruce. Elsewhere, deciduous stands, whether originating as the 
culturally assisted evolution of sprout species on former pastures or cultivated fields, or as a 
more natural succession in remnant wood lots, dominate some sections of the forest, and today 
the woodland is home to twenty-nine individual tree stands and thirteen distinct cover types, all 
of which are currently under forestry management. From that first period of active and natural 
reforestation to the present, the Hinesburg Town Forest demonstrates integrity of location, 
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 
Narrative Description  
 

Topography and Forest Cover 
 

The forest abuts the town of Huntington to the east and is divided into two parcels on opposite 
sides of Hayden Hill Road. The main parcel shares only a corner boundary to the northwest with 
the second parcel, known as the Hollis parcel after former resident Henry Hollis, who farmed the 
land before reforestation. The woodland is characterized by varied topography with elevations 
rising from 900 to 1600 feet above sea level. The most prominent topographical features include 
a concentric knoll near the center of the Hollis parcel and a sizeable U-shaped ridge that runs 
northeast to southwest and subsequently follows the southwestern edge of the property boundary 
in the main parcel. Economou Road, a Class 4 road, and several logging roads provide restricted 
vehicle access to the forest, and networks of hiking, mountain biking, horse, and all-terrain 
vehicle trails crisscross the landscape. Trailheads at three points on Hayden Hill East, Hayden 
Hill West, and Economou Road serve as the primary entrances to the forest, and adjacent 
compacted dirt lots offer visitor parking.  
 
The Hinesburg Town Forest consists of twenty-nine identifiable stands of trees, several of which 
are broken into distinct subsections. These twenty-nine stands represent contributing resources 
and are identified on the accompanying Sketch Map, Existing Forest Stands. As farms, fields, 
orchards, and woodlots were abandoned over time, a variety of plant communities took root on 
the site through both managed planting and natural succession. As a result, the Hinesburg Town 
Forest is a patchwork of cover types of assorted ages and species composition in different stages 
of development.  

 
Traces of prior agricultural uses remain, such as pre-existing boundary lines that now separate 
plantation compartments, or other remnant cultural features such as cellar holes, stone walls, and 
apple trees that are part of the understory. However, the property’s period of agricultural use 
ended early in the 20th century and, apart from any potential archeological value, such features 
lack historic integrity in the context of agricultural use. Many of these features predate the period 
of significance for the town forest. The forest’s prior history of agricultural use is also apparent 
in the names assigned to the various parcels of land acquired by the town, each name that of a 
former farm owner. These names frequently appear in the forest’s historical record and are used 
today to describe different sections of the forest: Hollis; Owen; Fraser; Atwood; Stevens; Place; 
Drinkwater; Taft; Alger, Gillett, and Mann (Mahan).  

 
Nevertheless, the forest’s primary divisions are based on the forest management plan, which 
separates the woodland into thirteen distinct cover types based on dominant tree species. The 
twenty-nine different stands are included within those thirteen cover types. Each of the following 
Stands contributes to the historic significance of the Hinesburg Town Forest: 
 

1. Intermediate Northern Hardwood: Stands 4, 10A, 18B, 19A, 20A, 20B, 20D, 25, 27 
2. Early Northern Hardwood: Stands 2, 13B, 16, 17, 21 
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3. Red Maple – Northern Hardwood: Stands 10C, 13A 
4. Sugar Maple – Northern Hardwood: Stands 19C, 20C, 20E, 26 
5. Dry Oak – Northern Hardwood: Stands 23, 24 
6. Alder Swamp: Stand 12 
7. Wet Northern Hardwood: Stand 10B 
8. Red Maple Swamp: Stand 28 
9. Red Spruce – Northern Hardwood Ridge: Stands 10D, 11, 13C, 18A, 19D 
10. Mixed Northern Hardwood Ridge: Stands 10E, 14, 22, 29 
11. Conifer Plantation: Stands 1, 3, 5, 6, 7A, 7B, 7D, 9, 15 
12. Gap Cut: Stand 7C 
13. Homestead: Stand 81 

  
 

Conifer Plantations 
Stands 1, 3, 5, 6, 7A, 7B, 7D, 9, 15 

 
Conifer plantations are an important component of the Hinesburg Town Forest and comprise a 
significant portion of its vegetation. Norway spruce, white pine, and red pine, all fast-growing 
species that grow well on abandoned agricultural soils, serve as the primary components of these 
stands. In addition, several coniferous stands represent the early years of forestry management 
for the forest, part of a statewide soil conservation effort. As early as 1939, Stand 6 was planted 
with white and red pine. Stand 1, located near the southeast corner of the forest, is an even-aged 
white pine plantation planted in 1940. Stand 5 was established in 1941 with Norway spruce and 
red pine. In 1942, foresters established Stands 7-A and 7-D with white and red pine, and also 
planted Stand 3 with even-aged white pine with some Norway spruce. Stand 9, planted in 1943, 
is a Norway spruce, red pine, and white pine plantation. Evidence such as aerial photographs, 
smooth forest floors (indicating past plow activity), and scattered stone piles (left by farmers 
working their land) suggest that these plantations were installed in cultivated fields rather than 
rocky pastures, the former more receptive to seedlings.  
 
Aerial photographs from 1942 show that most of the conifer plantations were still open fields at 
that time, although planting had begun. Herbaceous site indicators such as blue cohosh and 
toothwort suggest that many of the plantations’ soils were enriched. Current aerial images reveal 
the dark, geometric shapes of these stands and immediately distinguish them from the other 
stands, testifying to the forest’s evolution and to the importance of coniferous plantations during 
the forest’s early stages. Because of the dense canopy and abundant shade, however, the stands 
display sparse understories. In addition, many of the uppermost soil horizons record acidic pH 
levels, perhaps contributing to the reduced understory growth. Hardwood species in the conifer 
plantations, when present, are in the sub-canopy.  
 
Stand 7C, part of a 1942 plantation, is a unique component and is described as a gap cut, 
harvested in August 2005 in an effort to increase horizontal and vertical structure in the forest. 
The parcel is one of the few open areas in the forest. 
                         
1 The information in this section is drawn primarily from a 2006 LIA consultant report entitled “Hinesburg Town 
Forest: Inventory, Assessment, and Management Considerations”.  
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Stand 8 represents the Gillett Farmstead, the largest of the former homesteads that have been 
cleared. Aerial photographs from 1942 show that the homestead was in the center of a large 
agricultural field which has since returned to forest. This stand has been managed for early 
successional species by repeated brush hogging, and apple trees have been released to foster 
maximum fruit production for wildlife, contributing to the diversity of the forestry management 
plan. Norway spruce and sedum also have been introduced to the site. 
 

Northern Hardwood Forest 
 
The northern hardwood forest cover type, which dominates the forested Vermont landscape, 
makes up the majority of the Hinesburg Town Forest’s current cover, but the forest is home to a 
number of diverse species in its canopy, sub-canopy, and understory.  
 
Intermediate Northern Hardwood  
Stands 4, 10A, 18B, 19A, 20A, 20B, 20D, 25, 27 
The intermediate hardwood stands comprise a diversity of species composition and are 
dominated by shade-tolerant species, and thus contain fewer early successional species. Sugar 
and red maple are dominant, and some stands contain large white ash and senescing paper birch. 
The understory includes Christmas fern, Lycopodium species, and wintergreen. Because these 
stands have not been disturbed in recent years, the trees are more mature and the soils are 
generally well-developed.  
 
Early Northern Hardwood 
Stands 2, 13B, 16, 17, 21 
These areas are similar to the intermediate northern hardwood stands, but exist at an earlier stage 
of succession due to more recent human or natural disturbances. Paper birch, which was an early 
colonizer of abandoned fields in the Hinesburg Town Forest, is a primary specie in the canopy of 
the early hardwood stands. Aerial photography reveals that several of these stands were open in 
1942, and are therefore less than 73 years old. The senescing (aging) of the sparsely occurring 
paper birch and aspen, both early successional species, in the understory suggests that the early 
hardwood stands are in a transitional stage from an early successional forest to mid-successional 
species. Sugar maple and beech proliferate in the sub-canopy and understory, and red maple, 
black cherry, and striped maple can also be found in the sub-canopy and seedling levels of these 
stands.  
 
Red Maple – Northern Hardwood 
Stands 10C, 13A 
Because of the canopy dominance by red maple, which composes a majority of the growing 
stock, these stands are classified as variants of the northern hardwood cover types. The stands 
also contain other species typical of the northern hardwood forest, including paper birch in the 
canopy and abundant striped maple and American beech in the understory. The red maple – 
northern hardwood areas are characterized by fairly large, vigorous trees and dense canopies, and 
both stands are distinguished by a northwest aspect. In 1942 aerial photographs, the stands were 
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already heavily forested, suggesting abandonment long before that time. In addition, Stand 13A 
is marked by skid trails and stumps, indicating past logging activity.  
 
Sugar Maple – Northern Hardwood 
Stands 19C, 20C, 20E, 26 
All four stands associated with this cover type are dominated by sugar maple and are 
characterized by large, well-developed trees. The areas tend to be situated on north-facing 
aspects, and have site conditions favorable to sugar maple growth. For example, several stands 
are located at the base of slopes or depressions where organic matter and nutrients accumulate 
and enrich the soil. In previous years, forest management activities have focused on releasing 
sugar maples, and have encouraged sugar maple reproduction. Sugar maple in these stands can 
be found at all stages of growth, from seedling to saw timber size.  
 
Dry Oak – Northern Hardwood 
Stands 23, 24 
The dry oak – northern hardwood cover type is rare in the Hinesburg Town Forest and occurs 
only in the Hollis parcel. The shallow, well-drained soils and southern aspects that characterize 
these stands do not coexist in other areas of the forest, thus encouraging unique vegetation 
patterns. Red oak dominates the canopy in these stands, but its prevalence varies with microsite 
characteristics. Hop-hornbeam proliferates in the dry oak – northern hardwood stands, and sugar 
maple is abundant in stands 23 and 24. In addition, little understory is present in these areas.  
 
Alder Swamp 
Stand 12 
The alder swamp stand, dominated by alder but also home to willows, constitutes a unique 
wetland area in the Hinesburg Town Forest. The swamp is a dynamic ecosystem, marked by 
widespread wind throws due to shallow-rooted trees blown down from the hummocks. 
Groundwater, precipitation, and surface flow all likely contribute water to this area, and 
groundwater input also prevents the swamp from freezing entirely during the winter months.  
 
Wet Northern Hardwood 
Stand 10B 
The wet northern hardwood stand, which exists in the transitional zone between the alder swamp 
and the upland forest, is also unique in the Hinesburg Town Forest. This area is distinguished by 
shallow, wet soils resulting in abundant pit and mound topography. The agricultural field that 
once characterized the site was abandoned by 1930, and aerial photographs indicate that by 1942 
trees had begun to colonize the open field. Wet conditions prevent deep rooting, and the stand 
displays many tip-ups (tipped-over trees with their root systems exposed.) While red maple is the 
dominant species in the stand, the overall species composition is diverse, with a number of early 
successional species, such as paper birch and aspen, due to the frequency of disturbances. 
Additional species that thrive in wet soils, including serviceberry and musclewood, occur in this 
stand.  
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Red Maple Swamp 
Stand 28 
Located on the Hollis parcel in a low valley between a ridge and a knoll, Stand 28 is a woodland 
swamp with a red maple canopy cover. Significant amounts of water, including runoff and 
groundwater, tend to accumulate in this area, and the water table remains relatively high for 
much of the year. Red maple, some of which are mature and vigorous, dominate the stand, with 
the largest trees located on the drier edges and hummocks of the swamp. As in Stand 10B, water 
saturation does not permit trees to form deep roots, and tip-ups are common  Yellow birches, 
which thrive in these conditions, constitute a large portion of the stand, and waterfern species, 
water avens, and golden ragwort comprise the herbaceous layer.  
 
Red Spruce – Northern Hardwood Ridge 
Stands 10D, 11, 13C, 18A, 19D 
The red spruce – northern hardwood ridge stands are located on the major ridge that runs through 
the forest. Many of the red spruce, the dominant species, are large, mature trees, and the stands 
are distinguished by thin, well-drained soils above ledges of bedrock outcroppings. Yellow birch, 
paper birch, and red maple are also components of these stands, which tend to have a north-
facing aspect and are exposed to high winds that cause wind throw on the shallow soils. Aerial 
photographs indicate that in 1942, these stands were mostly forested and thus were likely to have 
been among the earliest town forest lands to be abandoned as farming waned in the area. Today, 
little evidence of recent logging activity exists. In addition, the extended period without human 
disturbance has resulted in a more vertical and horizontal structure than other areas of the forest.  
 
Mixed Northern Hardwood Ridge 
Stands 10E, 14, 22, 29 
The mixed northern hardwood ridge type stand is similar to the red spruce – northern hardwood 
ridge type in location and the associated site conditions. Each has thin, droughty soils and is 
exposed to frequent to high winds. However, in these stands, red spruce is not a major 
component. Instead, the composition is diverse, with red oak, white ash, sugar maple, paper and 
yellow birch, red maple, and beech all contributing to the canopy. The distribution of these 
species differs depending on relative microsite characteristics. In addition, red pine, mature 
American beech, and large black cherry are present in these mixed northern hardwood ridge 
stands. Hop-hornbeam, American beech, and striped maple are common in the sub-canopy, with 
American beech, striped maple, sugar maple, and birch seedlings, hobblebush, lycopodium 
species, and wood-fern species prevalent in the understory. Many of the trees are broad in 
diameter but quite short in stature, likely as a result of the stresses accompanying growth on a 
ridgetop. In 1942 aerial photographs, these ridgetops were mostly forested, and today display 
little evidence of logging activity. 
 

A Natural and Cultural Landscape 
  
As are other town forests in Vermont and New England, the Hinesburg Town Forest is both a 
natural and cultural landscape, with characteristic features that entwine these two landscape 
types inextricably. Although some cultural features are related to the land’s prior agricultural use 
and lack integrity in that context, some of those same features nevertheless influence the 
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appearance, structure, management, or evolutionary growth of the forest, thus requiring 
description. Those features and their influences can be very subtle, for example the culturally 
assisted evolution of tree species that respond to variations in soil quality, drainage, exposure to 
light (i.e. south facing), or other factors. The sprout growths of paper birch and aspen in the Wet 
Northern Hardwood sector are examples, growing quickly on land that had been open pasture 
and crowding out other species.  
 
In other locations, cultural influences are more directly evident, such as the planting of even-
aged coniferous types to demonstrate forest conservation practices, a form of designed landscape 
with the spacing of seedlings and the designation of compartment lines carefully controlled. Yet 
even among those stands, nature and culture intersect in complex ways, creating forest 
compositions and ecologies that are never static. For example, in Stands 7, 8, and 9 the 
plantations of red pine, a species touted by professional foresters during the early decades of the 
twentieth century as ideal for reforestation, are today considered ecologically disruptive. 
  
Similarly, the forest composition of former woodlots, which were often carefully managed as 
valuable farm assets, has evolved with successional patterns and forest structure that differ 
greatly from those of abandoned pastures or fields. On the Andrew Place parcel, for example, an 
old boundary between woodlot and adjoining pasture separates two distinct stands, the latter 
dominated by paper birch, an early colonizer of abandoned fields, the former by larger, widely-
dispersed hardwoods where paper birch is absent. 
 
Elsewhere, boundaries such as stone walls or barbed wire fences, formerly dividing different 
agricultural land uses or ownership, continue to separate different forest ecologies, whether as 
compartment lines in monocultural coniferous plantations, or as lines of demarcation between 
former pastures or cultivated fields, which fostered different types of forest cover according to a 
variety of factors, especially the presence of grazing animals. 
 
Stands of sugar maples and remnant apple trees are also examples of the intertwining of cultural 
and natural resources in town forests. Although the sugar bush in stands 19C, 20C, 20E, and 26 
is no longer actively worked as a form of agriculture, the species is native to Vermont and adds 
valuable diversity to the forest structure in terms of age and composition. In addition, the species 
is suitable for a variety of wood products, a type of use that is fundamental to the origins of town 
forests. Similarly, although remnants of apple orchards in Stand 8 are no longer part of 
agricultural activity, the trees promote diverse wildlife, one of the goals of forestry management 
plans that encourage multiple forest uses. 
 

Archeological Sites 
 
Other physical evidence of the town forest’s past incarnation as farmland is found in the ten 
known cellar holes that exist on the property, remnants of farmsteads built before 1869, when F. 
W. Beers published an atlas depicting the Hinesburg area. The cellar holes are sunken cavities 
between two and six feet deep and lined with stone foundations, and are often adjacent to 
accompanying barn footings, which typically were built into a hill or slope and entailed less 
excavation than cellar holes. The Thomas Drinkwater farmstead, located in the east-central 
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region of the main parcel, offers an especially intact example of a cellar hole and barn footing in 
the town forest. The stone walls that farmers built while clearing fields are also very visible 
evidence of prior agricultural use. The majority of the walls in the forest run from north to south 
or east to west, often along original lot lines  
 
Today, these cellar holes, barn footings, and stone walls pre-date the period of significance for 
the town forest and are thus non-contributing resources in the context of forest conservation, in 
which the origins of town forests are rooted. More recently, however, as communities have 
begun to focus renewed interest in town forests, forestry management plans have identified such 
resources as valuable cultural features that, with thoughtful interpretation, can generate public 
interest in the forest, which in turn leads to improved stewardship. The cellar holes and barn 
footings are indicated and numbered on the accompanying Sketch Map, Known Remnant 
Cultural Features, and each of the letter-number codes relates to original farmsteads. For 
example, A1 and A2 represent the cellar hole and barn footing found together on the Place farm.  
 

A1 Cellar Hole 
A2 Barn Footing 
B1 Cellar Hole 
B2 Barn Footing 
C1 Cellar Hole 
D1 Cellar Hole 
D2  Barn Footing 
E1 Cellar Hole 
E2  Barn Footing 
F1 Cellar Hole 
F2  Barn Footing 
G1 Cellar Hole 
G2  Barn Footing 
H1 Cellar Hole 
I1 Cellar Hole 
I2  Barn Footing 
J1 Cellar Hole 
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_________________________________________________________________ 

8. Statement of Significance 
 

 Applicable National Register Criteria  
 (Mark "x" in one or more boxes for the criteria qualifying the property for National Register  
 listing.) 

 
A. Property is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the 

broad patterns of our history. 
  

B. Property is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.  
 

C. Property embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, 
or represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components lack 
individual distinction.  
 

D. Property has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important in prehistory or 
history.  

 
 
 

 
 
 Criteria Considerations  
 (Mark “x” in all the boxes that apply.) 

 
A. Owned by a religious institution or used for religious purposes 

  
B. Removed from its original location   

 
C. A birthplace or grave  

 
D. A cemetery 

 
E. A reconstructed building, object, or structure 

 
F. A commemorative property 

 
G. Less than 50 years old or achieving significance within the past 50 years  

 
 
 
 

X
 
  

X
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Areas of Significance 
(Enter categories from instructions.)  
CONSERVATION ___  
___________________  
___________________  
___________________  
___________________  
___________________  
___________________ 

 
 

Period of Significance 
1936-1958 __________ 
___________________ 
___________________ 

 
 Significant Dates  
 1936_______________  
 1940_______________ 
 1958_______________ 

 
Significant Person 
(Complete only if Criterion B is marked above.) 
N/A _______________  
___________________  
___________________ 

 
 Cultural Affiliation  
 N/A _______________  
 ___________________  
 ___________________ 

 
 Architect/Builder 
 N/A _______________ 
 ___________________  
 ___________________ 
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Statement of Significance Summary Paragraph (Provide a summary paragraph that includes 
level of significance, applicable criteria, justification for the period of significance, and any 
applicable criteria considerations.)  
 
The Hinesburg Town Forest is a well preserved, well documented, and actively managed 
example of a municipal forest, and the site is eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
under Criterion A for its contribution to the broad patterns of history relating to community-
owned forests in New England – an unbroken continuum that spans four centuries and reveals 
strong traditions of forest stewardship and conservation throughout that history. It is also eligible 
under Criterion C as a specific and clearly-defined historic vernacular landscape. Its period of 
significance, 1936 to 1958, represents the years during which the town began acquiring the 
parcels of land that today comprise the forest, initiated a reforestation program, achieved formal 
designation of the land as a town forest according to Vermont’s enabling law, and implemented 
policies for managing the land with the help of Vermont’s municipal and county foresters. The 
period of significance ends in 1958, with the final acquisition of land for the forest. In 2015, the 
forest continues to be used for its originally intended purpose and is the center of local forestry 
management and conservation efforts. In 2007, the town hosted the second Vermont Town 
Forest Summit, which highlighted model examples of municipal forestry in an attempt to revive 
public interest in local woodlands.  
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
Narrative Statement of Significance (Provide at least one paragraph for each area of 
significance.)   
 

The Historical Context for Town Forests 
 

Town forests (also called municipal forests in some states, including Vermont) are a statutorily 
enabled category of local woodlands that originated as part of larger forest conservation efforts 
that coincided with the rise of professional forestry during the late-nineteenth and early-twentieth 
centuries, intended to reverse the wasteful practices that had decimated the country’s forest 
resources. Proponents of the town forest campaign encouraged towns to create town forest 
committees and to acquire, plant, and manage local forests, demonstrating the economic, social, 
aesthetic, and recreational values of properly managed woodlands. The country’s first 
professionally trained foresters borrowed from European practices and emphasized the growth of 
even-aged, mono-cultural stands – principally fast-growing coniferous types – for sustained yield 
rotation. At the outset of the town forest movement, cultivation of timber served as the 
campaign’s primary objective, and that aspect serves as a principal characteristic of town forests 
as they are defined statutorily. Nevertheless, to encourage towns to acquire and plant lands, 
foresters also promoted a broad range of benefits including public education (especially school 
children), wildlife habitat, protection of water supplies, fuel wood for welfare, recreation, 
aesthetic qualities, and the ability of publicly-owned land to preserve the physical integrity of 
village centers. As the campaign matured, however, the record of timber harvesting on town 
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forests remained weak, and other forest uses such as recreation became dominant in many town 
forests.2  
 
Municipal forestry began to solidify as an organized movement during the last years of the 
nineteenth century. Public concern about forest depletion, devastating fires on cutover lands, and 
the fate of abandoned agricultural property intersected with the emerging science of forest 
management to create an environment ripe for the development of the Town Forest Movement. 
Bernard Fernow, the country’s first professionally educated and trained forester and the head of 
the Department of Agriculture’s forestry division, inaugurated the first serious attempt to 
introduce community forestry in the United States. In 1890, Fernow, trained in Prussia and 
skilled in German forestry management practices, proposed a campaign to create community 
forests in the United States based on Germanic models of communal forest management. In an 
editorial letter titled “Communal Forests” published in the journal Garden and Forest, he pointed 
to the Sihlwald, Zurich’s ancient city forest, as a model forest that yielded both steady income 
and employment opportunities. In the letter, Fernow outlined the potential benefits of community 
forestry and wrote, “In Germany I know of communities where not only all taxes are paid by the 
revenue from the communal forests, but every citizen receives a dividend in addition.” This 
passage was borrowed by numerous journals and publications during the first decades of the 
twentieth century and became a key argument for the establishment of town forests.3 
 
New England states, initially Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Vermont (in that order) 
energetically implemented programs, developing their campaigns with guidance from non-profit 
forestry associations and state forestry agencies. Legislatures in each of those states passed 
enabling laws specifically permitting towns to acquire land for purposes of cultivating timber 
between 1913 and 1915. New York legislators had passed a similar law in 1912, as had 
Pennsylvania’s assembly in 1909. Both states developed very active programs, the former aided 
by Fernow, who, after leaving government service, began teaching at the New York State 
College of Forestry, initially located at Cornell University. Legislators in Maine (1927), Rhode 
Island (1929), and Connecticut (1939) also passed similar bills, although towns in each of those 
three states had established locally managed woodlands before those dates.4  
 
Support for municipal forestry grew from national, regional, state, and local influences. 
Massachusetts, led by the Massachusetts Forestry Association (later the Massachusetts Forest 
and Park Association) and its executive secretary, Harris Reynolds, led the town forest campaign 
until Reynolds’ death in 1953. His short monograph published in 1925, Town Forests: Their 
Recreational and Economic Value and How to Establish and Maintain Them, became a seminal 
work, influencing efforts in many parts of the country, but especially in New England. New 
                         
2 Robert McCullough, The Landscape of Community. A History of Communal Forests in New England (Hanover, 
NH: University Press of New England, 1995); and Mark Baker and Jonathan Kusel, Community Forestry in the 
United States (Washington, D.C.: Island Press, 2003). 
3 Bernhard Fernow, “Communal Forests,” Garden and Forest 3 (July 16, 1890): 
349. 
4 Chapter 564, Laws of Massachusetts (1913), sec. 1-7; Chapter 27, Laws of New Hampshire (1913), sec. 1-4; 24 
Laws of Vermont (1915), sec. 15; Chapter 33, Laws of Maine (1927); Chapter 1389, Laws of Rhode Island (1929); 
Section 152e, Laws of Connecticut (1939); Chapter 124, Laws of Pennsylvania (1909), sec. 1-6.; and Chapter 74, 
Laws of New York (1912), sec. 72a, effective March 26, 1912. 
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Hampshire’s program became similarly successful, led by state foresters Warren Hale and John 
Foster and by the Society for the Protection of New Hampshire Forests. In addition, ancient 
community-owned woodlands in Newington and Danville, New Hampshire, became model 
demonstration forests for the rest of the country. Although Vermont’s program initially lagged 
slightly behind those in its three neighboring states, momentum steadily increased, peaking 
during the late 1940s, 1950s and early 1960s. By the mid-1960s, interest elsewhere had turned to 
local conservation commissions.5 
 
The United States Forest Service played a role in community forestry as well. Although Gifford 
Pinchot, who became the first chief of the United States Forest Service in 1905, did not share 
Bernard Fernow’s enthusiasm for community forestry, Pinchot’s focus on proper timber 
management clearly influenced the town forest movement. Pinchot sought the implementation of 
scientific forest management in national forests as well as private timberlands, and he advocated 
a nationwide policy of organized forestry science. Under his direction, the Forest Service 
developed policies guided by the principles of sustained yield management, public education, 
and utilitarian goals, and many of the foresters who had worked for him carried those messages 
to local governments during the 1920s.6  
 
During the 1930s, emphasis shifted from acquisition and planting (the movement’s plantation 
phase) to improved management techniques after it had become apparent that many towns were 
neglecting their young plantations. This shift began with the inauguration of annual conferences 
for town forest committees in Massachusetts, first held in 1928 at the behest of Harris Reynolds 
and the Massachusetts Forestry Association, and the economic viability of timber cropping on 
small parcels of woodland began to receive closer scrutiny. As a result, committees were forced 
to juggle the critical need for professional assistance with the fear of control over town land by 
state or federal experts, thus weakening local authority. In many parts of the country, that central 
issue continues to surface in community forestry today.7 
 
During this same period, President Franklin D. Roosevelt focused a national spotlight on 
conservation, and New Deal leaders cultivated innovative policies and programs in response to 
Depression era economic, social and environmental problems. Sustained-yield forestry offered 
opportunities to provide employment with self-paying projects, and Roosevelt encouraged 
Nelson Brown, a friend and faculty member of the New York State College of Forestry (by then 
at Syracuse University) to advise the Forest Service in developing a formal community forest 
program. Brown authored a number of articles and a widely-circulated 1940 monograph, 
Community Forests (with a foreword by Roosevelt), and workers for the Civilian Conservation 
Corps and the Soil Conservation Service contributed to planting efforts on many municipal 
forests. Both Brown and Reynolds (chairman) also became members of the Society of American 

                         
5 Harris Reynolds, Town Forests: Their Recreational and Economic Value and How to Establish and Maintain 
Them, with a foreword by Charles Lathrop Pack (Washington, D.C.: American Tree Association, 1925); and 
McCullough, Landscape, 60-70, and 132-165. 
6 McCullough, Landscape, 112-114. 
7 Harris Reynolds, Report on the First Conference of Massachusetts Town Forest Committees (Boston: 
Massachusetts Forestry Association), 1929; and McCullough, Landscape, 168-173. 
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Foresters Committee on Community Forests, established in 1941 with the goal of promoting 
municipal forestry throughout the country.8   
 
Sustained yield timber management became central to the forestry profession during this period. 
A fundamental standard of German forestry, the practice dictated that cuts shall not exceed 
growth and was designed to curb the “cut out and get out” practices that historically 
characterized the private timber industry. Concerns over financial losses, overproduction, and 
forest depletion in the 1920s and 1930s encouraged greater emphasis on the sustained 
management principle, and in 1944 Congress passed the Sustained Yield Management Act. The 
law authorized the creation of cooperative sustained yield units on public or private timberlands 
and guaranteed stable log flows for timber harvesting and processing firms. In addition, 
sustained yield objectives were tied to the belief that stable timber supplies would translate into 
community stability. As town forest stewards shifted their focus from acquisition and planting to 
management, sustained yield principles grew to define municipal forestry. Unfortunately, the 
inability of towns to generate consistent economic returns on small tracts of land eventually 
caused the Forest Service to abandon its program, and the Society of American Foresters 
committee later disbanded as well.9 
 

Municipal Forestry in Vermont 
 
Vermont’s town forest movement formally began in 1915 when state legislators passed an 
enabling law permitting towns to legally acquire, manage, and improve lands for cultivating 
wood and timber, specifying that those lands be designated as school endowment forests. An 
amendment in 1917 eliminated the requirement regarding schools, but added a provision that the 
land be at least forty acres in extent and be examined by a forester before being designated as a 
municipal forest. Perhaps because of that requirement concerning acreage, Vermont’s program 
did not develop quite as rapidly as those in New Hampshire and Massachusetts, judging from the 
number of forests counted in each of the three states. However, a similar forty-acre requirement 
would have reduced the count in those other two states substantially.10   
 
Reforestation efforts began in earnest during the mid-1920s, with planting on a number of 
watershed lands protecting reservoirs for the communities of Barre, Bellows Falls, Montpelier, 
Essex Junction and Rutland. Forests owned by the latter two cities became especially influential 
as state models, supplied with seedlings from the state nursery in Essex, which established a 
yearly allocation to individual towns of up to 150,000 trees. In 1927, an amendment to 
Vermont’s forest nursery law permitted the commissioner of forestry to sell seedlings to 
municipalities at cost, and a 1933 legislative resolution authorized the sale of surplus seedlings to 
towns at a reduced rate. The Vermont Forestry Association also offered to supply and plant the 
                         
8 Nelson Brown, Community Forests, with foreword by Franklin D. Roosevelt (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Forest Service, 1939); McCullough, Landscape, 176-191; and Committee on Community Forests, 
Society of American Foresters, “Reports of Committee on Community Forests,” Journal of Forestry 40 (February 
1942): 112-117.  
9 Public Law 273, 78th Congress (1944), 58 United States Statutes, 132. 
 
10 Public Laws of Vermont (1915), Chapter 24; and Public Laws of Vermont 
(1917), Chapter 26. 
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first 5,000 trees for any town in the state that established a municipal forest of 100 acres or 
more.”11 
 
Beginning in 1925, Vermont’s state forestry office began publishing the Green Mountain State 
Forest News, which included reports of acquisition and planting activities on municipal forests 
throughout the state. Articles in the journal confirmed that town forests originating during this 
period stemmed from land donations, conversion of poor-farm woodlots, and municipal 
purchases. In 1927, Kemp R. B. Flint, former president of the Vermont Forestry Association, 
extolled the virtues of municipal forestry in an article for The Vermont Review, citing both 
financial as well as social dividends such as recreation. In particular, Flint noted that municipal 
forests could “point the way to a solution of one of Vermont’s outstanding economic problems – 
the back farm of the hill town.”  In 1926, Vermont’s state forestry commissioner identified 
thirty-three town forests, and by 1930 that number had climbed to forty-two on fewer than nine 
thousand acres in 1930, or approximately half the number of town forests in Massachusetts and 
in New Hampshire. That same year, Governor Franklin Billings urged voters to consider the 
question of establishing municipal forests at annual town meetings.12 
 
Vermont’s program advanced steadily during the 1930s, with continuing emphasis on acquisition 
and planting, but also aided by participation from both the Civilian Conservation Corps and the 
Soil Conservation Service. Projects funded by each agency focused on the improvement and 
management of forests, and between 1933 and 1942, more than eleven thousand Vermonters 
gained employment through the program, planting hundreds of thousands of trees – many of 
them on municipal forests, including that in Hinesburg.13 
 
Vermont state forester Perry Merrill, who devoted his career to making the Vermont woods a 
well-managed, “working” forest,” strongly advocated Pinchot’s management principles and 
helped implement a scientific forestry management program in the state. In 1947, he issued a 
report, noting: “The major problem confronting the practice of forestry is the fact that it has 
never been considered from a practical business standpoint. Forests have been considered as 
mines of wealth to be exploited at the whims of the owner; as an appendage to the farm to be 
ruined or saved according to personal desire or needs; or as a product to be removed from the 
land to make way, in many instances, for a dubious agriculture.”  For Merrill and other state 
foresters, town forests offered ideal opportunities to advance public education about proper 
forestry management.14 
 
Vermont’s municipal forest movement finally began to achieve its full potential after World War 
II. In 1945, the state’s enabling legislation was amended to require reimbursement to towns for 
one half the purchase price of land for town forests. Then, in 1951, state legislators passed a 
                         
11 Forest Service, United States Department of Agriculture, “Vermont Association Offers Trees for Municipal 
Forests.” The Forest Worker (Jan 1926), 10; Public Laws of Vermont (1927), Chapter 11; Public Laws of Vermont 
(1929), Chapter 13; Vermont Resolutions (1933), no. 232: 292, and McCullough, Landscape, 157. 
12 K. R. B. Flint “Forestry as a Municipal Undertaking,” The Vermont Review 3:2 (Jul-Aug 1927), 41-2; Vermont 
Commissioner of Forestry, Biennial Reports (1926): 25; and (1930): 41-43; and McCullough, Landscape, 154-161. 
13 Perry Henry Merrill, Roosevelt’s Forest Army: a History of the Civilian Conservation Corps, 1933-1942 
(Montpelier, VT: Perry Merrill, 1981), 180-1; and Hinesburg Annual Town Report (1948): 2. 
14 Jan Albers, Hands on the Land (Cambridge: MIT Press, 2000), 296. 
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separate law requiring municipalities not owning a town forest to insert an article concerning 
municipal forests in warnings for their annual meetings. Vermont’s forest service also divided 
the state into two districts and assigned a full-time municipal forester to each, the only state in 
New England to do so. In response to these initiatives, the number of town forests began to 
increase significantly, eventually equaling those in Massachusetts and New Hampshire. In 
addition, as the number of town forests in Vermont swelled, interest in the movement became 
strong enough to sustain the campaign long after programs in other states had withered. That 
latent interest may also explain the recent success of efforts to renew public enthusiasm for the 
state’s town forests.15 
 

The Hinesburg Town Forest 
 
The Hinesburg Town Forest illustrates the characteristic features of town forests, as that specific 
type of cultural landscape is defined in Vermont statute: the conversion of abandoned 
agricultural land to forest; stabilization of soil; management by a town forest committee, initially 
emphasizing sustained yield rotation of coniferous types; cultivation of timber for wood 
products; and consistent application of stewardship that today includes management for multiple 
forest uses, including recreation and wildlife habitat. The historic significance of Hinesburg’s 
forest is most easily understood in the context of the larger Town Forest Movement in both 
Vermont and New England, thus suggesting a contribution that extends beyond the locality of 
Hinesburg. However, other examples of town forests in Vermont can be distinguished has having 
state significance because they clearly influenced the direction of the larger campaign, whether 
because acquisition of land occurred much earlier, planting was more extensive, management 
more intensive, or the record of timber harvesting more profitable. Instead, forests such as that in 
Hinesburg borrowed from the patterns of forest use established elsewhere in the state, all the 
while advancing one of the campaign’s principal goals: local education about proper forest 
management and conservation. 
 
The Hinesburg Town Forest was founded during the decade of the 1930s on land that had been 
privately held for much of the town’s history. Originally part of the New Hampshire grants 
issued by that state’s governor, Benning Wentworth, Hinesburg (originally spelled Hinesburgh) 
received a town charter in 1762, and the original lot lines of the Wentworth grants are shown on 
the 1869 Beers atlas. By the mid-eighteenth century, private farms had been established on all of 
the lots that today constitute the town forest, including all of lots 119, 120, 138, 139, and 140, as 
well as portions of lots 101,102,121, and 141. By the end of the nineteenth century, dairy 
farming had become the dominant form of agriculture on these lands, establishing patterns of 
field use – pasture, hay mow, and arable – that would eventually influence the type of forest 
growth that would occur once agriculture began its decline. By the 1930s, depleted soils, rocky 
and steep terrain, increased mechanization, and changing farm economies had forced many 
farmers to abandon their dairy operations, and between 1936 and 1958 many of these farms 

                         
15 Public Laws of Vermont (1945), No. 86; and Public Laws of Vermont (1951), 
No. 74; and McCullough, Landscape, 198, 228. 
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passed into public ownership – a means to reduce the town’s obligations to maintain roads to 
these hill farms, and thus reduce public tax burdens in the process.16 
 
Following acquisition of the 100 acre Mahan farm in 1936, the town steadily added to its 
holdings, including: the 100 acre Drinkwater farm in 1937 for $450.00; the twelve acre Taft farm 
in 1941 for $500.00, plus back taxes and the promise to remove all the buildings on the property; 
the fifty acre Place farm in 1948; the eighty-seven acre Stevens farm in 1954; and a 125 acre 
tract obtained from the Plant and Griffith Lumber Company in 1958. Municipal forestry became 
a means to convert these otherwise barren lands to economic productivity, and forest 
conservation became a civic priority – albeit one rooted in economic practicality.17  
 
In 1940, State Forester Perry H. Merrill officially designated a twelve-acre portion of 
Hinesburg’s lands as a town forest, and the town later added approximately 300 adjoining acres 
to that initial designation. Forest planting on ten acres of open agricultural land began that same 
year and included eastern white pine, Norway spruce, and red pine. Progress continued steadily, 
and the town planted substantial acreage during the years 1940, 1941, 1942 and 1943. The 
annual town report for 1940 shows payment to five men for their reforestation work, totaling 
more than 225 hours of effort. In 1941, the state nursery supplied 32,000 trees at a cost of 
$98.35, and the cost of labor for planting those trees totaled about $95.00 over thirty-one days, 
counted among eleven different workers. In 1942, the town planted 31,000 trees and in 1948 paid 
the United States government $300 for labor related to the reforestation program. By that time, 
Hinesburg’s town forest had become well established, and two years later, in a 1950 publication 
titled “A Forestry Plan for Vermont,” the Vermont Forest Service cited Hinesburg as “a good 
example of what a town has done in purchasing lands for town forests and reforestation in a 
section of low economic value for agricultural purposes.”  Forest labor related to management 
resumed in 1960 with a total outlay to the town of $879.76.18 
 
The records for many of Vermont’s town forests reveal similarly energetic planting campaigns 
and point to a sense of optimism about the prospects for local forestry. However, growing trees 
for timber is a long-term proposition that demands consistent management, particularly the 
weeding, pruning, and releasing required to produce merchantable timber. Town selectboards 
change composition frequently, and the annual appropriations needed for forestry management 
became vulnerable to a variety of factors including shifting economies and lack of interest 
among individual selectboard members. As a result, management of many of Vermont’s town 
forests became neglected, particularly after interest in local conservation commissions developed 
after 1970 and focus shifted to other types of forest uses, primarily ecological preserves and 
secondarily recreation. 
                         
16 David Donath, Pond Brook and the Development of Mechanicsville (Hinesburg, VT: published by the author, 
1975), 7, 17; Lilian Baker Carlisle, ed., Look Around Hinesburg and Charlotte, Vermont (Burlington,VT: 
Chittenden County Historical Society, 1973); Abby Maria Hemenway, ed., Vermont Historical Gazetteer, vol. 1 
(Burlington, VT: published by the author, 1867); Albers, Hands on the Land, 211. 
17 Chittenden County Forester Records, Hinesburg Town Forest (Essex Junction, VT: Vermont Forest Service); and 
Hinesburg Annual Town Report (Year Ending December 31, 1942), 11. 
18 Chittenden County Forester, Records; Hinesburg Annual Town Reports (Year Ending January 1, 1941), 4-5; (Year 
Ending January 1, 1942), 2-5; (Year Ending December 31, 1942), 6-7, 10-11; (Year Ending December 31, 1943), 6; 
and (Year Ending December 31, 1948), 2-3.  
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Hinesburg’s town forest is a notable exception, however, because management has been fairly 
consistent since its inception, and the forest continues to satisfy a number of important 
community interests, including timber cultivation, recreation, and conservation. The forest has 
long been a site for varied activities and continues to serve the town’s recreation needs by 
allowing hiking, biking, riding, and hunting within its boundaries. In addition, regular timber 
sales have financed internal improvements within the forest such as road repair and construction. 
A recent project epitomizes the ongoing relationship between the town and forest: in April 2007, 
ash trees grown in the town forest were sustainably harvested to replace the 106-year-old floor in 
the Hinesburg Town Hall.19   
 
In 2004, a consortium of more than thirty public and private partners led by the Northern Forest 
Alliance established the Vermont Town Forest Project to help communities across Vermont 
maximize the community benefits derived from town forests, and to encourage the creation of 
new town forests. Hinesburg was one of eighteen towns to join that initiative and became the site 
of the second “Town Forest Summit” in 2007, a day-long workshop organized to help advance 
the project’s goals. The summit convened in the Hinesburg Town Hall for presentations, where 
participants could inspect the new floor, and then adjourned to the forest itself, where groups 
toured the forest and studied the practices being implemented by forestry professionals.20 
 

Four Centuries of Community-Owned Forests in New England 
 
The Town Forest Movement and its significant examples, such as that in Hinesburg, also 
contribute to the broad patterns of New England's long-standing history of community-owned 
forests – wooded landscapes that have been a part of the region's forest and town history for a 
period that spans four centuries. Those community-owned forests can be assigned to six discrete 
categories: common lands; public lands; town forests; watershed plantations; forest parks or 
reserves; and lands owned or managed by local conservation commissions. Although most of 
New England’s extensive common lands had passed to private ownership by the beginning of the 
eighteenth century, examples of public lands dating from the seventeenth, eighteenth and 
nineteenth centuries survive, some of them as town forests. Indeed, the campaign to create town 
forests during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries represents New England's first 
comprehensive effort to reclaim extensive community-owned woodlands long-since given up to 
private ownership. 
 
Similar to the assessment of significance under Criteria C, placing both the Town Forest 
Movement and examples of individual town forests into the larger context of community-owned 
forests in New England over a period of four centuries suggests a significance for the Hinesburg 
Town Forest that extends beyond local history. However, the principal value in tracing the 
region’s long tradition of community-owned forests is to reveal the strong ethic of forest 
stewardship that has existed in New England towns throughout that history. In that narrower 
context, the Hinesburg forest becomes one among many examples that illustrate local traditions 
                         
Daley, ed., The Vermont Town Forest Stewardship Guide: A Community User’s Manual for Town Forests 
(Burlington, VT: Queen City Printers, Inc., n.d.), 29. 
20 Ibid. 
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of forest conservation, and the ways in which those traditions have shaped our communities. 
Today, the very active interest in Hinesburg’s forest among residents of that community, and in 
stewardship of woodland resources, is a perfect illustration of the local significance of town 
forests in the context of forest conservation history. 
 
Common woodlands associated with New England's seventeenth century nucleated villages mark 
the origins of this tradition and were based on English models. These common woodlands or 
uplands were managed by town proprietors and sustained a variety of communal needs, 
including fuel wood, timber, fencing, and open understory for the grazing of swine and other 
livestock. Specific tracts of land assigned to communal use, for example common cedar swamps, 
sometimes were located not far from village centers. As community populations increased, 
however, resources on these lands eventually became exhausted and ownership shifted to the 
private sector.21  

 
Town proprietors of New England’s seventeenth century nucleated villages also set aside 
specific tracts of land to sustain community institutions such as schools and churches. These 
public lots, a term that reflects an emerging public voice distinguishable from that of town 
proprietors, were sometimes rented and the income (often in forms other than currency) was used 
to pay for schoolbooks or ministers’ salaries. In some communities, these public lots also 
provided resources such as wood fuel for churches, schoolmasters, and ministers. As populations 
increased and town settlements expanded, town charters specifically required the setting aside of 
public lots, and unlike common lands, these church lots, school lots, glebe lots and minister’s 
lots have survived over the centuries as community resources. A large number were converted to 
town forests when that movement gathered momentum after 1915, and a number of important 
examples survive today, including forests in Newington, Danville, Northwood, and Keene, New 
Hampshire. In Vermont, these public lots became known as lease lands, and Vermont’s Supreme 
Court ruled that they should be held in trust for community welfare rather than sold to the private 
sector. The Vermont towns of Arlington, Bloomfield, Essex, Huntington, Lemington, 
Morrisville, Pomfret, Reading and West Windsor have either designated lease lands as town 
forests or have engaged in forestry management on those lands.22 

 
By the middle of the nineteenth century, a different form of public land had surfaced in the form 
of town poor farms, where indigent populations lived and, if able, worked. Products from these 
farms provided food for farm residents, but also income to pay for the cost of care, and many of 
these farms included woodlots that produced revenue from the sale of wood for fuel or timber for 
wood products. As did other public lands, many of these poor farm woodlots became town 
forests during the early years of the twentieth century, including examples in the Vermont towns 
of Calais, Danville, St. Johnsbury and Rockingham. One of the first town forests in New 

                         
21 C.S. and C.S. Owin, The Open Fields (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 154), 1-62; Roy H. Akagi, The Town Proprietors 
of New England Colonies. A Study of Their Development, Organization, Activities, and Controversies. 1620-1770 
(Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1924), 6-38, 105-106; David Allen, In English Ways (New York: 
W.W. Norton, 1982), 30-36; and McCullough, Landscape, 6-46. 
22 Walter T. Bogart, Vermont Lease Lands (Montpelier: Vermont Historical Society), 55, 295-303, 317; and 
McCullough, Landscape, 47-84. 



United States Department of the Interior NPS        Form 10-900 
National Park Service / National Register of Historic Places Registration Form    OMB No. 1024-0018      
 
Hinesburg Town Forest  Chittenden, VT 
Name of Property                   County and State 

Section 8 page 23 
 

England, located in Fitchburg, Massachusetts, was originally a poor farm woodlot, and it remains 
an actively managed forest today.23 

 
Local water utilities began practicing forestry during the last two decades of the nineteenth 
century as towns began building reservoirs and acquiring watershed lands to protect the quality 
of water obtained through surface collection. An alliance soon developed between owners of 
these public and quasi-public water utility companies and champions of town forests, profitable 
to each. Water companies offered ideal opportunities to demonstrate the feasibility of local 
forestry: land areas were often large, improving economies of scale; forestry practices could be 
implemented consistently by company managers over a long period of time, free from the 
political uncertainties of local government; and companies already owned the land, with every 
incentive to convert it to productive use. In turn, well-managed and profitable watershed forests 
became ideal demonstration areas for other communities, helping to expand the reach of 
municipal forestry. In addition, some utility companies introduced very sophisticated 
management practices, including computer modeling for surface runoff and evaporation. Several 
of Vermont’s most important town forests originated as watershed plantations, including forests 
owned by the communities of Rutland, Essex Junction, Montpelier, Morrisville, and Bellows 
Falls.24 

 
Also during the late nineteenth century, and continuing up to the years just before World War II, 
many New England towns began acquiring reservations of woodland principally for use as parks, 
with little or no emphasis on the cultivation of marketable timber. In developing plans for these 
parks, town officials discovered that allowing forest cover to dominate offered an inexpensive 
alternative to the elaborate designed landscapes that characterized the picturesque pleasure 
grounds of the Romantic era of park planning, or the more formal parks of the City Beautiful 
movement. Instead, these parks were characterized by simple footpaths, occasional overlooks, 
and sheltered picnic areas. Yet in a few examples, forestry professionals worked closely with 
landscape architects in developing plans for these forest parks and recommended suitable types 
of trees and appropriate management practices. Moody Park in Claremont, New Hampshire, 
designed by landscape architect Arthur Shurtleff in 1917 in collaboration with New Hampshire 
State Forester Alfred B. Hastings is one of the best examples. Some forest parks, too, have been 
designated as town forests, including Paradise Park in Windsor, Vermont, not far from 
Claremont.25 
 

                         
23 Page Bunker, “A Town Forest in America,” Journal of Forestry 13 (March 1915), 4-7; and McCullough, 
Landscape, 84-93. 
24 F.W. Rane, “The Reforestation of Watersheds for Domestic Supplies,” Journal of the New England Water Works 
Association 25 (June 1911), 234-242; R.C. Hawley, “Forest Planting for Water Companies,” Proceedings of the 
Connecticut Forestry Association. 1909-1911, Publication No. 7; J.W. Toumey, “Forestry in Relation to Public 
Water Supplies,” Journal of the New England Water Works Association 31 (June 1917), 247-255; United States 
Forest Service, “Essex Junction, Vt.,” in Field Handbook of Community Forests (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Dept. of 
Agriculture, 1939), L-12; Warren Archey and David Miller, “Water Conservation Begins in the Forest,” Journal of 
the New England Water Works Association 105 (March 1991), 34-41; and McCullough, Landscape, 201-230. 
25 Sylvester Baxter, “The Lynn Public Forest,” Garden and Forest 11 (October 30, 1889), 526-527; Filibert Roth, 
“Woods as Parks,” Parks and Recreation 5 (September-October, 1921), 16-19; and McCullough, Landscape, 231-
275 
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Interest in local conservation commissions also began to develop during the early 1960s in New 
England after the town of Ipswich, Massachusetts, sponsored state enabling legislation 
authorizing towns to establish such commissions in 1957. Ironically, that law that was modeled 
almost word for word after similar enabling legislation allowing towns to create economic 
development commissions. By 1964, more than two hundred communities in that state had 
formed commissions, and the movement soon spread to other states, not just in New England but 
in other parts of the country as well. Rather than placing emphasis on forestry management, 
commissions sought to preserve open spaces as ecological preserves, a means to counter the 
ever-present specter of development. The Conservation Commission Movement reached 
Vermont in the early 1970s, overshadowing lingering interest in town forests. Yet many 
conservation commissions in Vermont and elsewhere continued to manage existing town forests 
for multiple uses, and in some instances assigned different objectives to different forests. In 
Calais, Vermont, for example, the town owns three town forests, each managed by the local 
conservation commission. The forest that was formerly the poor farm woodlot is treated as an 
ecological preserve, with minimal human interference to its mature stands of white cedar. By 
contrast, the forest at Gospel Hollow and another parcel are harvested periodically, with 
proceeds going to the commission for its continued work in the community. In other 
communities, Hinesburg for example, town forest committees survive and incorporate similar 
strategies into a comprehensive management plan for a single forest.26 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                         
26 Andrew J.W. Scheffey, Conservation Commissions in Massachusetts (Washington, D.C.: Conservation 
Foundation, 1969), 30-34; Charles H.W. Foster, “A Massachusetts Self-Help Conservation Program,” Forest and 
Park News 24 (October 1960): 3-4; and McCullough, Landscape, 276-300. 
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____ preliminary determination of individual listing (36 CFR 67) has been requested 
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Primary location of additional data:  
____ State Historic Preservation Office 
____ Other State agency 
____ Federal agency 
____ Local government 
____ University 
____ Other 
         Name of repository: _____________________________________ 
 
Historic Resources Survey Number (if assigned): ________________ 
 
 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
10. Geographical Data 

 
 Acreage of Property _837___________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Use either the UTM system or latitude/longitude coordinates 
 
Latitude/Longitude Coordinates (decimal degrees) 
Datum if other than WGS84:__________ 
(enter coordinates to 6 decimal places) 
1. Latitude:   Longitude: 

 
2. Latitude:   Longitude: 

 
3. Latitude:   Longitude: 

 
4. Latitude:   Longitude: 
 
 
 
Or  
UTM References  
Datum (indicated on USGS map):  
 

           NAD 1927     or        NAD 1983 
 

X  
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1. Zone: 18 Easting: 655095  Northing: 4910405   

 
2. Zone: 18 Easting: 655529  Northing: 4910537 

 
3. Zone: 18 Easting: 655622  Northing: 4909966 

 
4. Zone: 18 Easting: 656744  Northing: 4910810 

 
5. Zone: 18 Easting: 656788  Northing: 4910615 

 
6. Zone: 18 Easting: 657321  Northing: 4910650 

 
7. Zone: 18 Easting: 657669  Northing: 4908609 

 
8. Zone: 18 Easting: 656626  Northing: 4908600 

 
9. Zone: 18 Easting: 656577  Northing: 4908985 

 
10. Zone: 18 Easting: 655841  Northing: 4908859 

 
11. Zone: 18 Easting: 655158  Northing: 4909869 
 

 
  
 
 

 
 
 
Verbal Boundary Description (Describe the boundaries of the property.) 
The boundary of the Hinesburg Town Forest is the outer edge of the shaded areas on the 
accompanying map entitled “Hinesburg Town Forest.” The shaded area is identified in the 
Hinesburg Town Records as SPAN #294-093-11677. 
 

 
 
Boundary Justification (Explain why the boundaries were selected.) 
The boundaries of the Hinesburg Town Forest are drawn to include the entire 837 acre town 
forest parcel. The current boundaries of the forest were established in 1958 with the 
acquisition of the last parcel of land from a private Hinesburg landowner. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 
11. Form Prepared By 
 
name/title: _Sarah LeVaun Graulty ______________________________________ 
organization: ________________________________________________________ 
street & number: _36 Waterville Street  ______________________________ 
city or town:  Portland ___________________tate: _ME_____ zip code:_04101_____ 
e-mail_sarahgraulty@gmail.com__________________________ 
telephone:_802-578-7030_______________ 
date:_February 2015____________________________ 
 
 
___________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Additional Documentation 
 
Submit the following items with the completed form: 

 
• Maps:   A USGS map or equivalent (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's 

location. 
    

•  Sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous 
resources. Key all photographs to this map. 

 
• Additional items:  (Check with the SHPO, TPO, or FPO for any additional items.) 
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Photographs 
Submit clear and descriptive photographs. The size of each image must be 1600x1200 pixels 
(minimum), 3000x2000 preferred, at 300 ppi (pixels per inch) or larger. Key all photographs 
to the sketch map. Each photograph must be numbered and that number must correspond to 
the photograph number on the photo log. For simplicity, the name of the photographer, photo 
date, etc. may be listed once on the photograph log and doesn’t need to be labeled on every 
photograph. 
 
Photo Log 
 
Name of Property:  Hinesburg Town Forest 
 
City or Vicinity: Town of Hinesburg 
 
County: Chittenden County     State: VT 
 
Photographer: Sarah LeVaun Graulty 
 
Date Photographed: October 19, 2007 
 
Description of Photograph(s) and number, include description of view indicating direction of 
camera: 
 
1 of 5. View looking southeast from the Hayden Hill Road East parking area. 
 
2 of 5. View looking east. Stand #5 is to the left in image (to the north); Stand 13B is in 

the center at Economou Road/open path (East); and Stand 13A is to the right in 
image (to the South).  

 
3 of 5. View looking south. Stand #9, a conifer plantation, is to the right in image, and a 

stone wall to the left delineates the exterior boundary of the forest. The wall is a 
remnant feature from the period of farming that characterized the land before the 
Hinesburg Town Forest was established. 

 
4 of 5. View looking roughly north. This image depicts the carefully planted rows of 

trees planted in Stand #9, a conifer plantation. 
 
5 of 5. View looking west-southwest. A remnant stone wall marks the division between 

Stand #13B in the foreground and Stand #15 beyond. 
 
Paperwork Reduction Act Statement:  This information is being collected for applications to the National Register of Historic 
Places to nominate properties for listing or determine eligibility for listing, to list properties, and to amend existing listings. Response 
to this request is required to obtain a benefit in accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (16 U.S.C.460 
et seq.). 
Estimated Burden Statement:  Public reporting burden for this form is estimated to average 100 hours per response including  
time for reviewing instructions, gathering and maintaining data, and completing and reviewing the form. Direct comments regarding 
this burden estimate or any aspect of this form to the Office of Planning and Performance Management. U.S. Dept. of the Interior, 
1849 C. Street, NW, Washington, DC. 
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