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ABSTRACT
On behalf of the City of Easthampton, PaleoWest conducted an intensive-level community-wide
survey of cultural and architectural resources in the City of Easthampton, Massachusetts. The
project was funded with assistance from the Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) and
the Easthampton Community Preservation Act Committee. The purpose of the project is to
assess and document approximately 100 structures in the Main Street Extension area of the
city, identify contexts for National Register evaluation, and recommend individual properties
and/or districts for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and
Massachusetts State Register of Historic Places (MSRHP) as well as update Massachusetts
Historical Commission individual Structure Inventory Forms.
PaleoWest implemented survey methods outlined in MHC’s Historic Properties Survey Manual:
Guidelines for the Identification of Historic and Archaeological Resources in Massachusetts
(1992), Survey Technical Bulletin #1 (1993), MHC Interim Survey Guidelines (March 1999, et
seq.), MHC Interim Guidelines for Inventory Form Photographs (2009), and MHC’s Interim
Guidelines for Inventory Form Locational Information (2016). Resources were evaluated for
potential listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Documentation forms, maps, and
GIS shapefiles were subitted to the MHC and the City of Easthampton Historical Commission.
The City of Easthamption identified structures in areas around the Main Street Historic District
with potential for historic significance. PaleoWest refined the list to 100 historic properties for an
intensive survey with photo-documentation, notes, and property form documentation. A total of
100 resources were documented, with 66 newly recorded structures and 34 updated previously
recorded properties. The Williston Northampton School area was delineated and recommended
as a potential historic district.
Structures targeted in this survey were predominantly built in the mid-1800s through the early1900s, reflecting the Early (1830-1870) and Late (1870-1915) Industrial periods of signficance in
Easthampton. Secondarily, the survey included later structures from the Early Modern period
(1915-1940) as well as some early examples which survive from the Federal period (1775-1830)
when Easthampton was primarily an agricultural town. Most resources documented are single
family residences with a few multiple family units and commercial structures, and one cemetery.
The community was established primarily around the turn of the nineteenth century during the
historic American development booms. The resources in Easthampton reflect broad trends in
local and national history and economic development.
This project will enable the City’s public officials to make informed decisions regarding the
impact of private development and publically funded projects on Easthampton’s cultural
resources; and to set priorities for the protection and use of these resources. The historical
overview contained in this report will provide a continued appreciation and understanding of
these resources. The results of this project will help to serve as an archival record of a selection
of Easthampton’s historic architectural resources at the time of the survey. The completed
survey documentation will be made publicly available at the Easthampton Historical
Commission Archives, 50 Payson Ave, Easthampton, MA 01027 and the Massachusetts
Historical Commission, 220 Morrissey Boulevard, Boston, MA 02125.
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RESEARCH DESIGN & METHODOLOGY
SURVEY OBJECTIVES
PaleoWest conducted an architectural and cultural survey of Easthampton in Hampshire
County, MA. The purpose of this project was to undertake an intensive-level survey of cultural
and architectural resources in the City of Easthampton. Specific project goals were to:
1. Conduct a community-wide survey to assess and document 100 cultural and
architectural resources in the Main Street Extension Area of the City of Easthampton,
following Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) survey standards and
methodology;
2. To identify contexts for National Register evaluation and to apply the National Register
criteria to all resources identified in the survey;
3. To submit to MHC a list of individual properties and/or districts that are recommended for
nomination to the National Register of Historic Places.
A base map was created in PaleoWest’s Geographic Information System (GIS) to facilitate the
organization of spatial information for research and survey (Appendix A). Photographs taken
during the course of fieldwork were geospatially tagged and associated with individual structure
locations.

SELECTION CRITERIA
The selection methodology for survey started with a geographic focus on a location, with the
goal of recording age-appropriate resources in downtown Easthampton. The City of
Easthamtpon provided a preliminary list of 214 historic-age properties located adjacent to
existing historic districts in the downtown area. These structures were all built before 1971 as
identified by property assessor records. Architectural historians at PaleoWest refined the list
down to 100 selected for survey. The first step was to conduct a desktop review of each
property using modern aerials. Concurrently, historians conducted research with the aim of
identifying historically significant people, places, and events associated with the survey area.
Working with the aerials, property assessor records, and historical research, the team then
considered the potential historical significance of each resource. Properties were given a
favorability ranking of 1-5 based on the following categories:
1. Exemplary for an archtiectural style, potentially significant for individual listing, or
previously surveyed.
2. Possesses appreciable details representative of an architectural style, potentially
significant for individual or district listing.
3. Retains historic integrity but not exemplary for an architectural style, potentially
significant for contributing to a district.
4. Possesses low historic integrity with visible alterations.
5. Unrecognizable as historic due to severity of alterations, or no longer extant.
All structures ranked 1 or 2 were selected. The remainder of the list was formed from properties
with a 3 ranking, favoring those properties with an early construction date and then those with
potential to contribute to a district based on location. Historic research determined the potential
for a thematically cohesive historic district based on the Williston Northampton School campus,
and all Williston Northampton School properties were selected from the preliminary list.
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In total, 100 historical resources were selected for survey in the Main Street Extension area
inlcuding 99 buildings and 1 cemetery. Of these, 66 were newly recorded structures and 34
were previously recorded properties.

SURVEY METHODS
Survey methods followed those outlined in MHC’s Historic Properties Survey Manual:
Guidelines for the Identification of Historic and Archaeological Resources in Massachusetts
(1992), Survey Technical Bulletin #1 (1993), MHC Interim Survey Guidelines (March 1999, et
seq.), MHC Interim Guidelines for Inventory Form Photographs (2009), and MHC’s Interim
Guidelines for Inventory Form Locational Information (2016).
PaleoWest conducted fieldwork according to professional standards, documenting each
resource with photographs of elevations, notes on architectural features, and GPS location
verification. Each resource was evaluated and assessed for integrity. Field notes focused on
describing architectural elements and alterations, which were then used when addressing the
narrative description and eligibility consideration of each individual property included in the
survey. Structures were placed within the surrounding physical context and evaluated
individually and, if applicable, considered with respect to a potential district. Equipment and
materials used in the field included digital data collection devices and a high-quality digital
photography camera.
Architectural historians then compared the information collected in the field with existing
records. This included a review of the parcel ID, architectural features, style type, address, and
present and original use. The integrity of each property was evaluated using the guidelines
established by the MHC and the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Visual
assessments and historical research provided evidence for alterations and additions.
In addition to the field documentation, PaleoWest staff utilized a number of resources to
indentify historic building owners, residents, architects, builders and context. These resources
can be found in City Directories for Northampton and Easthampton, and period street maps
such as those produced by the Sanbon Map Company and Price and Lee Co. One of the
earliest map identifying individual owners and approximate building footprints is the F. W. Beers
County Atlas of Hampshire County, Massachusetts, 1873 as well as the Henry Francis Walling
Map of the County of Hampshire, Massachusetts, 1860. We also looked at vital statistics
records, utilities records and available building permits, and for some of the earliest structures,
deed records.
The MHC Reconnaissance Survey Town Report for the town and the corresponding MHC
Reconnaissance Survey Regional Report, existing survey forms and National Register
nominations on file with the MHC provided a preliminary framework and base of information for
analysis and provided contexts for better understandnig and evaluating the signifigance of these
resources. Local repositiories provided another resource, PaleoWest consulted collections of
early Easthampton history and photographs at the Emily Williston Memorial Library. The Library
was closed to public research at the time of survey, but requests were handled remotely. We
also accessed materials from the Historic Northampton Museum and Education Center. They
have an extensive online collecion of maps, historic newspapers, and photographs available
online. The Library of Congress houses digital versions of Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps for
Easthampton from 1884 – 1916. The Forbes Library, Northampton’s Public Library, houses
thousands of documents, maps, photographs and other materials relating to Easthampton’s
history and historic inhabitants as part of The Hampshire Room for Local History. These
resources include town papers, newspapers, manuscripts, and photographs, provided as
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digitized resources upon request. Existing inventory forms provided by the MHC served as a
basis for previously-listed resources. Secondary town and regional reports were accessed
electronically. All previous architectural surveys for the existing NR Historic Districts (Main
Street Historic District, Park Street Area, and Main Street Extension Area) as well as all
individual NR listed resources were accessed electronically. Online geneological websites such
as Ancestry and Family Search and Newspapers.com were utilized to access City Directories,
obituaries, in addition to military service records, census records, school and church histories as
well as land deeds and wills.
The architectural significance, historical themes, dates of construction, and periods of
significance were applied to the criteria of evaluation for the NRHP. Architectural and historical
narratives were composed to illustrate patterns of land use, economic development, social and
demographic history, significant historical events, and the major architectural influences
represented in the study area. This historical context information was obtained from local oral
and written histories, newspapers, archival research, and secondary sources. Historians
identifed and included cultural resources associated with the history of minority social and
cultural groups and individuals that may have played a role in the community’s history.

National Register of Historic Places Evaluation
Four criteria are applied during the evaluation of a structure’s eligibility for inclusion in the
NRHP. Normally, a property must be at least 50 years of age and meet at least one of the
following four criteria to be considered eligible for listing in the NRHP:






Be associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of our collective history (at a local, state, or national level) (Criterion A); or
Be associated with the lives of persons significant in our past (at a local, state, or
national level) (Criterion B); or
Embody the distinct characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or
that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that
represents a significant and discernable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction (Criterion C); or
Yield, or be likely to yield in the future, information significant in prehistory or history
(Criterion D).

PaleoWest architectural historians used these criteria, in conjunction with evaluations of
integrity, to provide recommendations concerning the NRHP-eligibility status of the recorded
historical resources.
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SURVEY PRODUCTS
The project consisted of four phases each with defined tasks and products due at the end of the
phase. These are described as follows:

Phase I
Phase I tasks included:







(Start-up meeting) Discussed with local project coordinator/Easthampton historical
commission (LPC/EHC) and MHC staff to discuss the scope and inventory methodology
of the project and to assess the available online documentary materials and other
collections accessible by consultants (EHC files, local and regional libraries and archive
collections, etc.); Select maps, including a working map and large-scale base map
(assessor's parcel map is preferred), to identify inventoried areas and properties;
Determine availability of electronic mapping and parcel data and of town-based GIS data
suitable for use in the project;
Review existing inventory forms on file at both the EHC and at the MHC;
Conduct initial research and reconnaissance survey to verify the types and geographical
distribution of cultural resources, and to develop criteria for selecting properties to be
extensively researched in the survey.
Discuss with local project coordinator/local historical commission (LPC/EHC) and MHC
staff to review the products of Phase I and discuss outstanding issues related to the
selection of properties in Phase II.

Phase I products consisted of:



Working maps and large scale base map(s) to be used to identify inventoried properties
Methodology statement specifying survey objectives; criteria for selecting properties for
survey; procedures to be followed in the survey and forms of products to be created;
expectations about the kind, location, and character of historic properties to be recorded;
an assessment of existing documentation; a brief description of the amount and kinds of
information to be gathered about the properties; and a bibliography, including
identification of web-based resources to be used in the project.

Phase II
Phase II tasks included:






Conduct continued architectural assessments and documentary research to identify
important historic themes, events, and persons for the survey target areas, with
particular attention to substantially synthesizing and supplementing the information
already available. Research collections, should include relevant local, regional and state
library and archive collections, as well as web-based research sites.
Apply selection criteria and prepare list of specific properties to be surveyed.
Complete representative draft inventory forms for different property types.
Discuss with EHC and MHC staff to review property lists and draft forms.

Phase II products consisted of:



List of properties to be surveyed, arranged alphabetically by street address
Representative draft inventory forms, to be submitted in both hard copy and MS Word
format. PaleoWest selected a cemetery, a school, a residence, and a commercial
building.
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Phase III
Phase III tasks included:








Conduct intensive research of properties selected for inventory;
Identify contexts for National Register evaluation and apply National Register criteria to
inventoried areas and resources;
Prepare draft list of all areas and resources recommended for National Register
nomination;
Prepare inventory forms with photographs and property location maps. Forms for any
surveyed properties listed in the State Register of Historic Places must be marked at top
front with appropriate designation code and date.
Submit draft inventory forms with photographs, draft National Register contexts, and
National Register recommendation to MHC and EHC for review and comment
(comments to be incorporated during Phase IV).
In consultation with EHC, MHC survey and MACRIS staff, develop lettering and
numbering system for inventoried properties.
Discuss with local project coordinator/local historical commission (LPC/EHC) and MHC
staff to review the draft survey forms and National Register nomination
recommendations.

Phase III products consisted of:



Unnumbered complete draft inventory forms for approximately 100 properties with
photos and locus maps for all areas, buildings, sites, structures, and parks/landscapes.
(This information was submitted in electronic form to the EHC and via CD to the MHC).
Draft discussion of National Register contexts and list of all areas and resources
recommended for National Register nomination.

Phase IV
Phase IV tasks included:






Add inventory letters/numbers to forms, if these were not added in Phase Ill.
Name MS Word files to conform to MHC file-naming convention.
Complete National Register Recommendation statements to be attached to appropriate
inventory forms.
Prepare base map(s) identifying inventoried properties.
Prepare street index of inventoried areas and properties.

Phase IV products consisted of:




Hard-copy numbered MHC inventory forms for approximately 100 properties (two sets
with original photographic prints: one for MHC and one for the EHC. Inventory forms
were printed single-sided on 24 lb. bond paper of at least 25% cotton fiber content.
Photographs were printed on 4" x 6" Epson Premium Glossy Paper using Epson 320P
ink cartridges. The printer used was an Epson Picture Mate PM 400, per MHC
guidelines. The paper inventory forms incorporated the electronic version photographs in
addition to an attached photographic print. Only one archivally-permanent paper print, of
the primary view, was printed for the inventory forms, clipped - not stapled - to the upper
left corner of each form.
Large-scale base map(s) with all inventoried areas and properties identified by inventory
number (two sets: one for MHC and one for the EHC) printed on 8.5” x 11” paper.
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This Survey Final Report (four paginated, unbound, single-sided copies (two for MHC,
two for EHC) which included the following sections: Abstract; Methodology statement,
including survey objectives, assessment of previous research, selection criteria,
procedures followed in the survey, description of products and accomplishments and an
explanation of how results of survey differed from those expectations; Street index of
inventoried properties. Areas are listed separately at the beginning, arranged
alphabetically by area name. Individually inventoried properties follow, arranged
alphabetically by street name. Property name (if any) and inventory number are included
on this list; Final discussion of National Register contexts and list of recommendations
for areas and properties to be nominated to the National Register of Historic Placea;
Further study recommendations; and Bibliography.
CD containing a MS Word file for each inventory form. Each Word file conforms to MHC
file naming convention, and incorporates photograph(s) and map(s). The CD also
includes an MS Word version of the final survey report.
A separate CD containing high-resolution JPG images for surveyed properties, identified
by street address, following MHC file naming convention for photographic images. Digital
images are 24 mega pixels in resolution.

Following the completion of the survey and structure assessment, individual MHC property
forms for each surveyed resource were completed. Original forms were created for 66 newly
recorded resources and updated forms for 34 previously recorded resources. Forms, maps, and
National Register recommendations were submitted to the MHC and EHC.

PREVIOUS RESEARCH: HISTORICAL CONTEXT
Easthampton’s settlement patterns are closely linked to the broader trends within the
Connecticut Valley and western Massachusetts. Seasonal migrations of indigenous groups
beginning as early as 10,000 years ago occupied what would become Easthampton. By 1700,
the local indigenous group was the Norwottucks, who also moved throughout the Connecticut
Valley seasonally (Hepler 1994). The anglo-colonial settlement period began with agricultural
settlements and small-scale industrial sites, that displaced the indigenous populations beginning
in the mid-seventeenth century. The town grew rapidly in the nineteenth century during the
American Industrial revolution. This growth, and Easthampton’s connections to neighboring
Northampton, Holyoke, and Southampton have defined the town into the twenty-first century.
There is evidence of pre-contact and contact period indigenous habitation in and around
Easthampton, but there are no recorded prehistoric sites immediately within the survey area.
Previous research indicates that the likely focal points of indigenous settlements would have
been near the water resources, specifically the confluence of the Manhan and Connecticut
Rivers, and near the Manhan Falls. Additionally, some historians believe that prehistoric
horticulture practices occurred throughout Easthampton’s western lowlands, while fishing in the
area rivers and hunting were also primary means of subsistence (Lyman 1866; MHC 1982).
These seasonal horticulture, burning, and hunting practices were maintained for some time until
being disrupted by European traders who brought disease, and a disruption of traditional
practices supplanted by supplying commodities for international trade, which ultimately
decimated the indigenous populations and their pre-contact social patterns. (Hepler 1994).
The earliest known Anglo settlement in present-day Easthampton occurred ca. 1700 when five
families settled near the Manhan River, close to Mount Tom. Many of these were descendants
of the first twenty-one settlers who moved to Nonotuck in 1654, an area later known as
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Northampton. Among those was John Webb (d. 1670), who in 1664 was granted a houselot
near the western side of Dank’s Pond in Nashawannuck (Hepler 1994). This first phase of
settlement ended by 1704. No known attempts at settlement occurred until between 1725 –
1730 when Joseph Bartletts built a home along present-day Main Street. Slowly, other settlers
constructed homes in the vicinity of Main Street, and at the southern area of the town in the
1740s and 1750s (Zimmerman et al 1984) (MHC 1982) (Hepler 1994).
These early residents relied on agriculture as a means of subsistence, with a small industrial
mill establishment bordering the Manhan River. There was also a small sawmill established
near Lower Mill Pond in the 1770s and some of Easthampton’s 18th century residents worked in
the lead mine at Southampton. Easthampton was closely connected to both Northampton and
Southampton and residents traveled to neighboring towns for church services as Easthampton
did not have a meetinghouse until 1785 (Hepler 1994) (Figure 1).
Easthampton saw a rise in population at the turn of the 19th century and development centered
around Park, Cottage and Pleasant Streets. Agriculture remained the primary occupation and
Easthampton was considered a rural village in Hampshire County until the 1830s when Samuel
Williston moved his button factory from Williamsburg to Easthampton and radically changed the
built environment and demographics of Easthampton (MHC 1982). These changes include the
construction of two large mill ponds on Broad Brook and several railroad lines that passed
through Easthampton. Female workers emigrating from other areas in New England made up
the majority of the first wave of industrial workers in the 1830s and 1840s. However, foreign
workers began immigrating into the region in the 1850s and continued throughout the
nineteenth century. This period saw a tremendous growth in wealth and the development of
both a wealthy upper class in Easthampton, and a much larger working, industrial class (Hepler
1994).
Samuel Williston’s Nashawannuck Factory, the Williston Button Factory, and the establishment
of the Northampton railroad connection in Easthampton created the conditions for a population
boom and the beginning of the industrial age in Easthampton. As a result, suburban
neighborhoods grew south of the town center along Park and Main Streets in the mid-19th
century. A commercial district and the formation of the Williston Seminary in 1841 also
contributed to the town’s growth during the Industrial Period, roughly 1830 – 1870. To support
Williston’s Nashawannuck suspender factory, immigrants from England and later Germany
moved, who specialized in elastic web weaving into Easthampton. These and other industrial
operations found success during the Civil War and Easthampton grew to depend largely on
mechanized industry rather than agriculture (MHC 1982) (Hepler 1994).
From 1870 to the first decades of the 20th century, Eastampton continued to grow, and the town
center was connected with the Easthampton Branch railroad via the Mount Tom mainline in
1871 and a suburban street car system connecting Easthampton with Northampton further
facilitated residential growth (Figure 2). Outside of the more middle-class residential homes on
Main and Park Streets, the workers’ residences associated with the industrial sites around the
Nashawannuck Mills along the Lower Mill Pond. The Glendale Elastic Fabrics Company moved
to Easthampton in the late 19th century and helped place the town at the center of the elastic
fabrics industry in the region (MHC 1982).
Easthampton’s manufacturing prowess continued to flourish during and immediately after WWI,
although the town did not experience the same level of population growth as had been seen in
the previous few decades. Many of the local elastic fabric firms consolidated into the United
Elastic Corporation and West Boylston Mill became the largest employer in the 1920s with over
1700 individuals on the payroll (MHC 1982).
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Some civic and private development occurred in the early 1900s, including a new high school
building in 1925, Post Office (ca. 1925), and several brick structures on the Williston Academy
campus (ca. 1935), presently named the Williston Northampton School (renamed in 1971 after
the Williston Academy merged with the Northampton School for Girls). After WWII, some
veteran’s homes were built in the Plains area, and other subdivisions began to develop near
Holyoke Street, Parsons, Oliver, Strong Streets, as well as Loudville Road and Hendrick Street
(Hepler 1994). After 1950, the large-scale commercial operations began to close, as the
wartime boom ended, shifting Easthampton’s century-old economic anchor away from
manufacturing (MHC 1982). United Elastics remained open in Easthampton until 1970. The
Williston Academy moved from the center to town to Park Street and many of the older homes
along Park were consolidated into the Academy campus (Hepler 1994).

Figure 1: Plan of Easthampton, made by Simon Parsons, dated November 1794.
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Figure 2. Easthampton, Mass: 1878.

EXPECTATIONS AND RESULTS
Historic buildings in downtown Easthampton consist of common architectural styles with some
regional variances affected by materials, design type, environment, and/or functionality. Within
the specific focus of the project study area, the earliest built structures consisted of single-family
residences, most of which were linked to families with ties to the local farms that dominated
much of the landscape into the 1830s. Later single family and multi family residences and
commercial structures were associated with local industrial development and the expansion of
streetcar lines extending residential neighborhoods. Many of the structures can be identified
with academic or “high style” architectural influences while others have modest vernacular
styling. The various architectural styles expected to be prevalent within the project study area
based on initial research included Federal (1780-1840), Gothic Revival (1840-1880), Italianate
(1840-1885), Queen Anne (1880-1910), Colonial Revival (1880–1950), Classical Revival (18901950), and Craftsman (1900-1930). Actual styles recorded durning survey are described in the
following table.
Table 1. Recorded Architectural Styles.
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Architectural Style

Total

Queen Anne (1880-1910)

35

Italianate (1840-1885)

18

Greek Revival (1825-1860)

16

Colonial Revival (1880–1950)

12

No Style

5

Classical Revival (1890-1950)

4

Craftsman (1900-1930)

4

Masonry Rowhouse

4

Georgian/Georgian Revival (1700-1830/1870-1950)

3

Gothic Revival (1840-1880)

2

Romanesque Revival/Richardson Romanesque (1840–1900)

2

Federal (1780-1820; locally 1840)

2

Victorian Eclectic (1870-1910)

1

The most common style recorded in the course of survey was Queen Anne. Queen Anne
represents a culmination of the romantic and picturesque movements in architecture that valued
variety and decorative excess. It is identified by steeply pitched rooves of irregular shapes,
patterned shingles, cutaway bay windows, asymmetrical facades, and partial or full-width
porches. Easthampton structures are largely side hall plans with embellishments including
towers, ells, and projecting gabled bays. Local examples often incorporate pyramidal hipped
rooves with offset gables. Several Queen Anne structures had been modified with new siding or
other finishes and were recognizable by their form.
The second most common styles recorded in the survey area were Italianate, Greek Revival,
and Colonial Revival. The Italianate style diffused into the U.S. from England gaining traction in
the 1850s as part of the romantic picturesque movement which surfaced as a reaction to formal
classical ideas and orderly Renaissance planning. It is identified by low-pitched rooves with
wide overhanging eaves and decorative brackets, tall narrow windows frequently adorned with
elaborated crowns, and square cupolas. Local examples demonstrate end- or double-chimney
forms, center entrances, three-by-three bay square plans, and low hipped rooves. These are
often distinguished by entablatures, heavy brackets, and pendants. In Easthampton, the
Italianate is influenced by the work of William F. Pratt who practiced architecture in nearby
Northampton (MHC 1982).
Early examples of Classic Revival are distinguished by front facades dominated by porticos,
Roman Doric or Tuscan type columns, symmetrically aligned windows, and commonly fiveranked facades. Later trends include low-pitched gable or hipped rooves, emphasized cornice
lines suggesting entablatures, porches with square or rounded columns, and entryway sidelights
and transoms. Local Easthampton structures demonstrate side hall plans, frieze windows, cast
iron grill work, acanthus columns, and Greek Key motifs.
In the tradition of architectural revival styles which identify an earlier specific time and place,
Colonial Revival refers to the style influenced most heavily by residential and governmental
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architecture of the American and European colonies of the late 1800s and early 1900s. The
Colonial Revival style was initially influenced directly by the 1876 Philadelphia Centennial,
essentially America’s first-ever World’s Fair. The event sparked a new interest in the American
colonial past, in contrast to earlier decades when colonial architecture had been dismissed as
antiquated or obsolete. Architects were studying colonial styles throughout New England by the
1890s. A decade later, colonial revival emerged as a dominant style for domestic buildings
nationwide and remained popular up through World War II. Colonial Revival structures are often
one or two-story in height with a symmetrical and rectangular massing, often with gable or
gambrel roofs (often depending on which region of the US it is found in). A common trait of this
style is symmetrically placed windows on each story, with arched windows or windows with
arches on the first story and large double hung rectangular windows on the second story. Also,
traits common to Colonial Revival Style structures include full Doric or Ionic columns, concrete
pilasters or entryway pediments, copulas, and one or two (symmetrical) masonry chimneys.
This style is often clad in brick or wood siding (McAlester 2015). In Easthampton, square plan,
pyramidal, hipped roof Colonial Revival houses become the most common modest single-family
house type after the turn of the century.

STREET INDEX
PaleoWest surveyed a total of 100 historic resources inlcuding 99 buildings and 1 cemetery.
One potential historic district was identified. The proposed Williston Northampton School District
includes 22 buildings, as detailed in the next section.
Table 2. Individually Inventoried Properties
ADDRESS

INVENTO
RY NO.

PROPERTY
NAME

11 CENTER
ST

EAH.1195

George Shoals
House

17 CENTER
ST

EAH.1196

Almon Chapman
House

20 CENTER
ST

EAH.1197

Nelson Finch
House

EAH.1198

William and
Juliette Hamilton
House

30 CENTER
ST

EAH.1199

Robert Dewar
Home

7 CHAPEL
ST

EAH.347

Maple Street
School

2-4
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.1200

William Coyle
House

24 CENTER
ST

ADDRESS

INVENTO
RY NO.

PROPERTY
NAME
George Thayer
House; Former
Easthampton
Private Hospital

6
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.1201

8
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.1202

Julia and
Charlotte Von
Floten House

9
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.1203

Jennie Dunham
Boarding House

12
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.1204

Joseph Morrison
House

13
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.1205

Hubbard and
Lona
Goodenough
House

14
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.1206

Amasa and
Sarah Thayer
House
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ADDRESS

INVENTO
RY NO.

PROPERTY
NAME

16
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.1207

Archibald Smith
House

ADDRESS

INVENTO
RY NO.

PROPERTY
NAME
Eli Hubbard
House

191 MAIN
ST

EAH.712

194 MAIN
ST

EAH.613

Eugene Wood
House

208 MAIN
ST

EAH.715

Kirk Thurston
House

212 MAIN
ST

EAH.617

Morrill House

216 MAIN
ST

EAH.618

Winslow Edwards
House

237 MAIN
ST

EAH.721

Edward Smith
House

251 MAIN
ST

EAH.1218

Justin Snow
House

252 MAIN
ST

EAH.1219

Emil
Messerschmidt
House

258 MAIN
ST

EAH.1220

Albert Abbott
House

20-22
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.1208

24
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.1209

George Putnam
House

39
CHAPMAN
AVE

EAH.545

Andrew and Mary
Vickus House

16 CLARK
AVE

EAH.1210

26
GLENDALE
ST

EAH.1211

53
GLENDALE
ST

EAH.1212

Alfred and
Pauline Miller
House

62
GLENDALE
ST

EAH.1213

Andrew Herron
House

259 MAIN
ST

EAH.1221

William
McElhinney
House

13
GREENWO
OD CT

EAH.1214

Edwin Chapman
House

264 MAIN
ST

EAH.1222

George Colton
House

EAH.1215

Edward Williams
House

268 MAIN
ST

EAH.1223

Henry Halford
House

21 HIGH ST

EAH.1216

Rev. Hervey
Smith House

281 MAIN
ST

EAH.1224

Abigail Wright;
Martha Matthews
House

5-7
LIBERTY
ST

EAH.1217

None

284 MAIN
ST

EAH.1225

Archibald and
Minnie Sebring
House

14 MAIN ST

EAH.3

Seth Janes
House

EAH.1226

93-95 MAIN
ST

EAH.17/1
8

WinslowChapman Block

300 MAIN
ST

Charles Johnson
House and Ice
Store

127 MAIN
ST

EAH.27

Frank and Ellen
Pomeroy House

305 MAIN
ST

EAH.1227

157 MAIN
ST

EAH.31

William Lyman
House

Wright
Homestead;
Easthampton
Home for Aged
Women

316 MAIN
ST

EAH.1228

John and Jane
Brierly House

EAH.609

Seth Warner
House; Sawyer
House

6 HIGH ST

183 MAIN
ST

James Miller
Double House

Lyman Dibble
House
George and
Madeline Rice
House
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ADDRESS

INVENTO
RY NO.

329 MAIN
ST

EAH.1229

331 MAIN
ST
341 MAIN
ST
6
MCKINLEY
AVE

PROPERTY
NAME
Raymond and
Clara Waite
House

EAH.1230

William Clapp
House

EAH.1231

Emily Clapp
House

EAH.1232

Edwin and Emma
Schortmann
House

EAH.1233

Alvin and
Marjorie
Schortmann
House

52-54
NORTHAM
PTON ST

EAH.693

Luther Clapp
House

4 PARK ST

EAH.39

Pepin School

28 PARK
ST

EAH.605

Williston
Homestead

EAH.606

Rev. Payson
Williston House
"The Birthplace"

10
MCKINLEY
AVE

31 PARK
ST

37 PARK
ST

EAH.624

Clifford
Richmond
House;
Headmaster's
House

ADDRESS

INVENTO
RY NO.

PROPERTY
NAME
John Ludden
House

116 PARK
ST

EAH.1235

124 PARK
ST

EAH.1236

Alfred Ward
House

125 PARK
ST

EAH.1237

Edward Moran
House

132 PARK
ST

EAH.1238

Anna Coogan
Clair House

139 PARK
ST

EAH.1239

William and
Johanna Friel
House

148 PARK
ST

EAH.1240

Daniel Rust
House

199 PARK
ST

EAH.1241

William
Strangford House

3 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.233

George Russell
House

5 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.234

Bridget Shea
House

7 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.235

Thomas Lynn
House

9 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.1242

George Clark
House

11 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.1243

Edgar Colton
House

15 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.1244

John Wells
House

17 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.237

Joseph Harris
House

EAH.625

Williston
Academy Athletic
Building

50 PARK
ST

EAH.626

Williston
Seminary; John
Howard Ford Hall

19 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.591

Williston and
Knight Button
Works

85 PARK
ST

EAH.1234

Thomas and Ida
Thompson House

29 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.240

Valley Pump Co.
Building

EAH.666

William and
Carrie Giddings
House

33 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.1245

None

35 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.1246

None

37 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.1247

None

39 PAYSON
AVE

EAH.1248

None

40 PARK
ST

87 PARK
ST
91 PARK
ST
114 PARK
ST

EAH.667

Edwin Riedel
House

EAH.668

Aseph Ludden
Wait House
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ADDRESS

INVENTO
RY NO.

PROPERTY
NAME

7
PLEASANT
ST

EAH.1249

Lewis Clapp
House

30
PLEASANT
ST

EAH.1250

George and
Camilla Avery
House

6
PROSPECT
ST

EAH.1251

13
PROSPECT
ST

EAH.1252

15
PROSPECT
ST

EAH.1253

Lyman Toogood
House

16
PROSPECT
ST

EAH.1254

Ben Grange
Tenement

18
PROSPECT
ST

EAH.1255

Alfred and
Camille Tourville
Tenement

21-23
PROSPECT
ST

EAH.1256

Artemas Barnes

Spencer Wood
House
Whitbeck House

ADDRESS

INVENTO
RY NO.

PROPERTY
NAME

9 SCHOOL
ST

EAH.226

Center School

15 SCHOOL
ST

EAH.1257

Fahey House

23
SUMMER
ST

EAH.1258

Willoughby Street
House

24
SUMMER
ST

EAH.182

George Hendrick
House

7 UNION
CT

EAH.1259

Ambrose Stone
Boarding House

37-43
UNION ST

EAH.195

Newkirk Block

69 UNION
ST

EAH.1260

Haynes Hack and
Livery Stable

123-133
UNION ST

EAH.204

Williston Button
Factory

MAIN ST
CEMETARY

EAH.804

Main Street
Cemetery

NATIONAL REGISTER CONTEXTS
PaleoWest recommends one district and three individual properties for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places.

Williston Northampton School District:
The proposed Williston Northampton School district consists of the Park Avenue Campus as
well as several buildings in the area that the school has acquired for use as administrative
spaces. In total, we recommend the inclusion of 22 buildings recorded in the course of this
survey as contributing to the Williston Northampton School District. Within the proposed district,
several buildings were purpose-built for the school, however some were constructed as private
residences and have been absorbed into the current Williston Northampton School campus.
The potential district has a high level of historic integrity, with several buildings individually
recognized. The district would qualify for significance under criterion A and C for its connection
to the early development of Easthampton through the legacy of Samuel Williston and the
various distinct architectural styles represented through a variety of structures within the district.
The proposed district would be bounded on the west by Main Street, Brewster Avenue and
Wilton Brook to the south, Railroad Street to the east, and Payson Avenue to the north.
Buildings on both sides of Main Street and Payson Avenue would be included.
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The Williston Northampton School began as the Williston Seminary in 1841 and later became
the Williston Academy before merging with the Northampton School for Girls in 1971 and
adopting the name the Williston Northampton School. Williston Northampton School originally
started with a central campus for a seminary on Main Street between Pleasant and Union
Streets where Samuel Williston had buildings erected beginning in 1841. The school shifted to
the Park Street campus in the early 20th century, spearheaded in large part by the construction
of the dormitory at 50 Park Street in 1917. The period of significance for this district would thus
be placed from approximately 1841 – 1920.
The Willistons left their fourteen-acre home lot to the school with the stipulation the entire parcel
be used by the school and that permanent buildings be erected there. The Williston House (28
Park St., EAH.605, 1843) had been used as a headmaster's house since Emily Williston's death
in 1884. It now serves as the school's Admissions building. The three bay centerhall plan house
has flushboarded walls and quions, an elaborate Corinthian columned porch, door ornamented
with carved anthemia, and sidelights and transom. The scale of the house is grand; doors,
ceiling height, and windows were oversized for their time; a tall cut granite foundation and
numerous porch steps rise to the first floor level.
An elaborate metal fence on the east side of Park Street encloses a large quadrangle of lawn
and trees lined with institutional buildings and the imposing Greek Revival house of Samuel
Williston (216 Main St., EAH.618, 1903)The Winslow H. Edwards House is significant as an
example of Neo-Classical style. It contributes to the significance of the Main Street area, an elite
neighborhood of the town's leading lawyers, businessmen, and civic leaders built on a former
estate and on former farmland during the late nineteenth century. The house possesses
integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, and feeling, and meets Criteria C
of the National Register at the local level as contributing to the Main Street Extension Historic
District (EAH.D).
The Thomas Lynn House (7 Payson Avenue, EAH.235, 1906) is significant as an example of
Queen Anne style residence. It contributes to the significance of the Williston Northampton
School district. Although the house has been altered with vinyl siding, the building form remains
intact and much of the original detailing is preserved. The house possesses integrity of location,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, and feeling, and meets Criteria C of the National
Register at the local level as contributing to the potential Williston Northampton School district.
Towards Wilton Brook, the park-like campus grounds slope; a pedestrian bridge connects to
athletic fields and a gymnasium to the south of Wilton Brook; Across Park Street from the
quadrangle is a neo-Greek Revival Academy Chapel dating from the mid 1960s (41 Park St.,
EAH.730), the Headmaster's House (37 Park St., EAH.624, 1920), and the Rev. Payson House,
an Italianate building (31 Park St., EAH.606). North of the campus, the tree-lined block between
Payson Avenue/Lane and Center Street is built with older houses of varied styles, set back a
moderate distance from the street.
John Howard Ford Hall (50 Park Street, EAH.626, 1915-1917) is a Georgian Revival style
dormitory, designed by L. Clipston Sturgis in 1915 and completed in 1917 while Joseph H.
Sawyer was headmaster. The building s a long three and a half story gable on hip-roofed
building with quoins. The dormitory was self-contained with its own dining room, bedrooms, and
study rooms. Some rooms had fireplaces with tile hearths. Athletic fields had already been laid
out in 1901 on level areas across Wilton Brook. At the time this was built, Sawyer also
inaugurated the Junior School, which was located in Payson Hall, the former Mansion House
hotel in the town center. The Williston Academy Athletic Building (40 Park St., EAH.625, 1929),
now known as the Campus Center, is another Georgian Revival structure featuring scroll
pediment doorways, and tall round-topped multipaned windows.

Easthampton Historic Properties Survey | 19

The single neo-classical house in the group, an older house greatly remodeled in 1919-1920, is
the stucco Clifford Richmond House (37 Park St., EAH.624, 1920), now serving as the
Headmaster's House. The house is reminiscent of the Williston House (28 Park St., EAH.605,
1843) in its size and three bay symmetrical front. The house has a Colonial Revival elliptical
arched transom, columned porch, and Greek-Revival frieze grates; appended on the side is a
large two story pilastered wing.
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Table 3. Proposed Williston District Properties
ADDRESS

MACRIS INVENTORY
NUMBER

NRHP ELIGIBILITY RECOMMENDATION

3 PAYSON AVE

EAH.233

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

5 PAYSON AVE

EAH.234

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

7 PAYSON AVE

EAH.235

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

17 PAYSON AVE

EAH.237

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

19 PAYSON AVE

EAH.591

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT AND
INDIVIDUAL LISTING

28 PARK ST

EAH.605

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT AND
INDIVIDUAL LISTING

31 PARK ST

EAH.606

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

183 MAIN ST

EAH.609

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

194 MAIN ST

EAH.613

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT AND
INDIVIDUAL LISTING

212 MAIN ST

EAH.617

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

216 MAIN ST

EAH.618

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

37 PARK ST

EAH.624

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT AND
INDIVIDUAL LISTING

40 PARK ST

EAH.625

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

50 PARK ST

EAH.626

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

87 PARK ST

EAH.666

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

91 PARK ST

EAH.667

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

191 MAIN ST

EAH.712

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

208 MAIN ST

EAH.715

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

85 PARK ST

EAH.1234

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

9 PAYSON AVE

EAH.1242

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

11 PAYSON AVE

EAH.1243

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT

15 PAYSON AVE

EAH.1244

CONTRIBUTING TO DISTRICT
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Figure 3. 40 Park Street (EAH.625) on the Williston Northampton School campus.

Figure 4. 194 Main Street (EAH.613) on the Williston Northampton School campus.

Easthampton Historic Properties Survey | 22

Figure 5. Proposed Williston Northampton School District Map.
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Maple Street School:
The Maple Street School (EAH.347) is located at 7 Chapel Street on the corner lot of a
residential neighborhood. PaleoWest recommends the Mapel Street School as eligble for
individual listing on the NRHP based on Criterion C. The building exterior embodies the
distinctive characteristics of the Romanesque and Classical Revival types and possesses high
artistic value. An inspection of the interior of the building will be necessary to complete a
nomination for the NRHP.
The building was constructed in 1896 in the Romanesque style and greatly expanded in 1924
with a Classical Revival design. The early building was designed by Putnam & Bayley of
Northampton. Originally an eight-room schoolhouse, the two-story brick building with
brownstone trimmings and slate roof featured a Romanesque arched brick entryway on Maple
Street. Architect W. C. Tammat made significant alterations to the heating and ventilation
system in 1912 and drew plans for an expanded building that would move the main entrance to
Chapel Street. The addition was redesigned by the architectural firm of McClintock & Craig,
borrowing heavily from the 1917 plans, and built in 1924. The Classical Revival influence can be
seen in the arched stone entryway and detailing of the west façade.
Romanesque architecture was the first distinctive style to spread across Europe since the
Roman Empire. With the decline of Rome, Roman building methods survived to an extent in
Western Europe, where successive Merovingian, Carolingian and Ottonian architects continued
to build large stone buildings such as monastery churches and palaces. There is no consensus
for the beginning date of the Romanesque style, with proposals ranging from the 6th to the 11th
century, the later date being the most commonly held. In the 12th century it developed into the
Gothic style, newly marked by pointed arches where Romanesque architecture commonly
utilized circular arches (Gunn 1819). Combining features of ancient Roman and Byzantine
buildings and other local traditions, Romanesque architecture is known by its massive quality,
thick walls, round arches, sturdy pillars, barrel vaults, large towers and decorative arcading.
Each building has clearly defined forms, frequently of very regular, symmetrical plan; the overall
appearance is one of simplicity when compared with the Gothic buildings that were to follow
(Toman 2021).
The Classical Revival style evolved from a renewed interest in the architectural forms of the
ancient Greeks and Romans. The revival of interest in classical models in the United States
dates from the World’s Columbian Exposition, held in Chicago in 1893, and quickly gained
popularity for both public and private buildings. Classical Revival style was popular for
commercial government buildings, such as banks and courthouses, as well as affluent private
residences (Paradis 2011a). Some of the notable characteristics of this style include a
symmetrical façade dominated by a full height or half-height porch with classical columns (most
often Doric). Roofs within this style are often gable or hip with boxed eaves and are frequently
found with dentils or modillions beneath the roof. The entryways on Classical Revival buildings
often feature decorative pediments, fanlights, or sidelights (Watkin 1987).
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Figure 6. Maple Street School (EAH.347) primary facade.

Figure 7. Maple Street School (EAH.347) location.
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Pepin School:
The Pepin School (EAH.39) is located at 4 Park Street in a residential and commerical area on
Park Street. The building is included in the Main Street Historic District (EAH.A). PaleoWest
recommends the Pepin School as eligble for individual listing on the NRHP based on Criterion
C. The building exterior embodies the distinctive characteristics of the Colonial Revival type and
possesses high artistic value. An inspection of the interior of the building will be necessary to
complete a nomination for the NRHP.
The building was constructed as the new Easthampton High School in 1912 and historically
referred to as the Easthampton High School or Park School. According to Building Inspection
permits, the architect was Clarence P. Hoyt (1868-1938) of Boston. Hoyt designed a number of
schoolhouses statewide. The masonry construction is clad in brick and cut stone with a ridged
hip roof. The building's primary entrance is located on its front (northeast) elevation featuring
symmetrical fenestration and massing, and a corniced soffit. Double doors are set in a large cutstone surround, with a large cornice and “HIGH SCHOOL” carved in the stone. Metal sconces
with globe lights flank the entryway. A large arched dormer projects from the roofline over the
central bay. Original decorative brickwork including pilasters, lintels, and a cornice remain intact
and the exterior demonstrates a high level of historic integrity.
In the tradition of architectural revival styles which identify an earlier specific time and place,
Colonial Revival refers to the style influenced most heavily by residential and governmental
architecture of the American and European colonies of the late 1800s and early 1900s. The
Colonial Revival style was initially influenced directly by the 1876 Philadelphia Centennial,
essentially America’s first-ever World’s Fair. The event sparked a new interest in the American
colonial past, in contrast to earlier decades when colonial architecture had been dismissed as
antiquated or obsolete. Architects were studying colonial styles throughout New England by the
1890s. A decade later, colonial revival emerged as a dominant style for domestic buildings
nationwide and remained popular up through World War II. Colonial Revival structures are often
one or two-story in height with a symmetrical and rectangular massing, often with gable or
gambrel roofs (often depending on which region of the US it is found in). A common trait of this
style is symmetrically placed windows on each story, with arched windows or windows with
arches on the first story and large double hung rectangular windows on the second story. Also,
traits common to Colonial Revival Style structures include full Doric or Ionic columns, concrete
pilasters or entryway pediments, copulas, and one or two (symmetrical) masonry chimneys.
This style is often clad in brick or wood siding (McAlester 2015). In Easthampton, Colonial
Revival style became very popular after the turn of the century with houses characterized by
square plans, pyramidal, hipped rooves the most common modest single-family house type.
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Figure 8. Pepin School (EAH.39) primary façade.

Figure 9. Pepin School (EAH.39) location.
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Center Union School:
The Center Union School (EAH.226) is located at 9 School Street between a commercial area
to the north and east on Union Street and a residential area to the south and west. PaleoWest
recommends the Center Union School as eligble for individual listing on the NRHP based on
Criterion C. The building exterior embodies the distinctive characteristics of the Richardson
Romanesque type and possesses high artistic value. An inspection of the interior of the building
will be necessary to complete a nomination for the NRHP. The Center Union School is also
recommended for inclusion in the Main Street Historic District (EAH.A). This district was
historically the governmental, commercial, religious, and educational center of Easthampton.
After Incorporation of Easthampton in 1785, the governmental and commercial district grew up
along what is now Main Street. Development of the Main Street area was rapid from
Incorporation through the nineteenth century.
The school building was constructed in 1903 as a replacement to an earlier school building
located within the same parcel. The building was historically known as the Center Union School,
likely reflecting the school's location between Center and Union Streets. The two-and-a-halfstory brick building was designed by architects Curtius G. Page and James E. Hayes. The front
(southeast) elevation presents the school’s primary entrance, located within a projecting
oversized arched opening featuring carved brick ornamentation and circular brick pilasters,
topped with poured concrete globes. The second story features brick quoins on the exterior
corners of the elevation and a front gable dormer projecting from the center. The eaves of the
hip roof are ornamented with a wood entablature featuring brackets beneath the soffit and
dentils on the cornice. This detailing is original to the 1903 Richardson Romanesque design.
Romanesque Revival was inspired, in part, by the medieval European style known as
Romanesque, popular in Europe during the 11th and 12th centuries as a revival of earlier
classical Roman forms. Two phases of this style have been identified in America. During the
first, Americans experimented with early versions during the 1840s-1850s. These early
Romanesque Revival structures resembled Gothic predecessors with Roman forms, primarily
for civic buildings. The second phase, which influenced mainstream America, was provided by
the architect, Henry Hobson Richardson (1838-1886). Richardson attended Harvard and
subsequently traveled to France in 1860 to study architecture at the Ecole des Beaux Arts in
Paris. He experimented with a variety of regional architectural forms to develop his own unique
style that included polychromed walls, Syrian arches, sculpted shapes, and Romanesque
arches (Paradis 2011b). Richardson subsequently created a Romanesque Revival style which
was considered distinctly American and was referred to as “Richardsonian Romanesque”.
Round arches over windows and/or entryways are a common feature, along with heavy
emphasis around the arches. Thick, open or “cavernous” entryways and window openings are
another common trait of Richardson’s designs, along with thick masonry walls, and rounded
(sometimes square) towers with conical roof. Facades are typically asymmetrical within
Richardson’s designs and are variable between stone and brick façade. On elaborate examples,
polychromatic facades with contrasting building materials are featured and the style emphasizes
the Classical Roman arch as its dominant feature (Paradis 2011b).
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Figure 10. Center Union School (EAH.226) primary façade.

Figure 11. Center Union School (EAH.226) location.
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FURTHER RESEARCH RECOMMENDATIONS
PaleoWest recommends that the three school buildings, the Center Union School (EAH.226),
Maple Street School (EAH.347), and the Pepin School (EAH.39), be further investigated for
eligibility for individual listing on the National Register of Historic Places under Critera C. This
further investigation would include intensive-level research into each building’s history and an
interior photographic survey to investigate the extent of historic integrity.
PaleoWest also recommends that the Williston Northampton School District be further
investigated for listing as a Historic District on the NRHP. The district would qualify for
significance under criterion A and C for its connection to the early industrial development of
Easthampton through Samuel Williston and the various distinct architectural styles represented
through a variety of structures within the district. Additional reseach should focus on the
influence of Samuel Williston in the community of Easthampton and the evolution of the school
campus over time. There may be non-contributingn elements and additional contributing
buildings and landscape features associated with the district, such as the Rubber Thread Pond,
and Payson Avenue Railroad Bridge (EAH.904).
PaleoWest recommends an investigation into the potential for several additional historic districts
including the areas of Main Street South, Park Street South, Northampton Street, the South
Street to Glendale triangle and the Payson to Pleasant Central area. For example, an intensivelevel architectural survey of the Glendale area with a particular focus on the Craftsman style
houses could reveal significant economic and cultural developmental trends in the City of
Easthampton at the time the neighborhood was established.
Although buildings relating to Easthampton’s various mills and other manufacturing industries
have received quite a bit of focus in recent decades, PaleoWest recommends that further
research be conducted into any extant structures or features relating to early transportation in
the area including any remnants of the Northampton-New Haven Canal and lock system along
the Manhan River and the Mount Tom Railroad.
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