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GOAL 6: HISTORIC RESOURCES
To protect, preserve, and promote awareness and appreciation of Lexington’s historic and cultural
resources from throughout its history

“[A]ll buildings and designed spaces were initially
built to solve problems, and many were built to
solve social problems. Today, whatever their
condition, these properties invite us to consider,
value, and take responsibility for honoring their
original purposes as we shape the communities in
which we live.”


Roseanne Haggerty
(Housing and Community Development Leader)

The Buckman Tavern, built in 1710, is one of Lexington’s oldest extant
historic resources and a prominent tourist destination.
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INTRODUCTION
Throughout the Comprehensive Planning process, residents of
Lexington cited the value of the town’s historic resources in
contributing to the richness of life in the town. From Native American
trail routes to Revolutionary skirmish sites, to 17th century farm walls,
to Mid-20th Century Modernist homes, Lexington’s 330-year history
lives through its buildings, objects, structures, and sites. These
resources draw large numbers of visitors each year who shop at local
businesses and dine in local restaurants, and in so doing, help fuel the
Lexington economy.
Equaling this appreciation is residents’ concern over the preservation
of these resources, evidenced by comments voiced during public
forums, in surveys, and at a Re-Discovery Day event. Smaller historic
homes, many dating to the early 1900s and continuing through the
1950s and 1960s, have been demolished to make way for much larger
ones, an action that not only erases a piece of history, but also alters
the physical character of historic neighborhoods. The widening of
town roads to accommodate increased traffic flows has resulted in
the loss of stone walls and mature trees. The town’s existing
preservation tools, including the Demolition Delay Bylaw, have lacked
the muscle to prevent these alterations and losses.

Historic resources contribute to the quality of life in Lexington
by:
•

Increasing opportunities for community gathering, including
town-wide celebrations

•

Teaching youth about the history of their community

•

Attracting visitors interested in history

•

Fueling the local economy through dollars expended by
visitors

•

Providing opportunities for the Lexington to partner with
neighboring towns to promote regional heritage tourism

Goal #6 focuses on bolstering the town’s efforts to preserve, expand
appreciation for, and more broadly interpret historic resources, for
the benefit of today’s Lexington residents, as well as those in the
generations to come.
We need to devote more energy to being far more articulate about
why a historic place matters.

A residence in Six Moon Hill, America’s first Mid-Century Modern
neighborhood, exemplifies this 1950s-1960s style of architecture.

~Daniel Bluestone, Director, Preservation Studies Program, Boston University
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OVERVIEW OF LEXINGTON’S HISTORIC RESOURCES AND PAST
PRESERVATION AND PROTECTION EFFORTS
A CENTURIES-LONG HUMAN HISTORY
Lexington’s human history dates to well before the 1600s, when
Native Massachusett tribe members hunted and gathered in upland
areas above the Mystic, Concord and Charles rivers. Several Native
trails routed through the area connected the rivers, with a main route
following the alignment of today’s Massachusetts Avenue.
The first Europeans to settle the area migrated from the west part of
Cambridge (today’s Arlington), established grazing lands and
cultivated farms. By 1691 the parish at Cambridge Farms (Lexington)
was set off from Cambridge and in 1713, incorporated as the Town of
Lexington. Lexington played a prominent role in the Revolutionary
War, and three of the town’s oldest landscapes, the Old Burying
Ground (1690, also known as Ye Old Burying Ground), Lexington
Common, and remnants of the trail used by Revolutionary War
soldiers, are associated with the Battle of Lexington.
In the 1800s, Lexington became a center for peat production for use
as fuel in home heating and cooking. By the early 1900s,
transportation improvements, including railroad and street railway,
spurred the town’s transformation from an agricultural/industrial
center to a residential suburb.
Residential development continued throughout the 20th century, with
the largest expansion in the decades following World War II. Rerouting of the Concord Turnpike (Route 2) and construction of
Interstate 95 (Route 128) provided efficient means for commuters to

GOAL 6: Historic Resources

The Munroe Cemetery, established in 1831, is one of Lexington’s extant
historic landscapes dating to the early industrial period.

reach downtown Boston as well as the Route 128 commercial
corridor. In the mid-1900s Lexington became a leader in the
development of Mid-Century Modern neighborhoods with homes
built in the International style. Six Moon Hill is known as the first
Modernist neighborhood in America.
Today, Lexington retains hundreds of buildings, landscapes and other
historic features dating to each period in its history. Recent demand
for larger houses has resulted in the tearing down of many smaller
historic homes and replacement with “McMansion-style” structures.
The town’s extant historic resources, including houses, taverns, civic
and religious structures, as well as historic landscapes, tell the story of
Lexington’s development from a small rural farming community to a
modern 21st century suburb.
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Lexington’s four Local Historic Districts extend along Massachusetts Avenue in a contiguous arrangement. The Munroe Tavern District, located in the middle, is the
largest, containing 250 properties. (Source: Lexington Historic Districts Commission Guidelines)

PAST EFFORTS TO PRESERVE AND PROTECT HISTORIC
RESOURCES
Through the efforts of Lexington’s Historical Commission and Historic
Districts Commission, the town has protected a significant number of
its historic buildings from demolition or alteration. This has been
accomplished by maintaining the Comprehensive Cultural Resources
Inventory, establishing four historic districts, adopting a 12-month
Demolition Delay Bylaw, obtaining listing of properties and districts
on the National Register of Historic Places, and designating three
National Historic Landmarks.
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Passing of the Community Preservation Act by Lexington Town
Meeting in 2006 with a surcharge rate of 3% has resulted in significant
funding for preservation activities in the town. To
date, over $33,800,000 (40% of the total CPA budget) has been spent
on historic preservation projects.
The town owns several historic buildings, cemeteries and burying
grounds, each contributing the look and feel of the town. These
include the 1833 Ellen Stone Building, constructed as a lyceum, the
1928 Cary Memorial Building, and the Old Burying Ground,
established in 1690, the oldest town-owned historic resource.
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LEXINGTON VOICES REGARDING
HISTORIC RESOURCES

WHAT DOES IT MEAN?
•

•

•

•

Existing town regulations, notably the Demolition Delay
Bylaw, do not adequately address the threat of loss of historic
buildings.

A majority of participants at the 2018 World Cafe forums
mentioned history and town identity as being “valued.”

Vacant town-owned buildings are languishing and will require
a significant public investment to make the buildings
accessible and safe for public use.
The scale of many large replacement structures (homes)
detracts from the character of historic neighborhoods and the
town’ several regulations have not effectively limited their
scale.
Lexington has not completed a town-wide comprehensive
preservation plan to help establish overall preservation needs,
set priorities, and identify tools for addressing these needs.

The Lexington Historical Society, a private, non-profit organization,
owns and manages several of the town’s prominent historic sites that
draw large numbers of visitors each year. These include the HancockClarke House (1737), Munroe Tavern (1735) and the Lexington Depot
(1846, society headquarters), as well as the Buckman Tavern (1710)
under a long-term lease from the town.

Seventy-five percent of comments indicated value in the
areas of community, history, and civic participation

•

The same percentage of comments indicated that
progress had been made in these areas.

Participants in Comprehensive Plan community conversations
identified “Historic character” of the town as one of three highly
valued features.
“Growth = loss of neighborhood feel” (World Cafe participant)
“Unique, small historic features should also be protected as they
aid in preserving the overall character of the town…The rush to
make modern and improve shows a real disregard for the small,
intimate features that make Lexington unique.”
- Susan, Bennett, Former Executive Director,
Lexington Historical Society

•

The stay-at-home restrictions posed by COVID-19 may result in
stronger connections between Lexington residents and the town,
including its historic and cultural resources.

•

The desire on the part of property owners to enlarge their homes
or demolish and build new homes may increase, due to the stayat-home restrictions imposed during COVID-19 and future stay-at-

POTENTIAL SHORT-TERM AND/OR LONG-TERM
IMPACTS OF COVID-19 ON HISTORIC RESOURCES

GOAL 6: Historic Resources

•
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ADDITIONAL LEXINGTON VOICES
(Participants in the June 15, 2021 Public Forum)
“Demolition Delay should be increased to two years, instead of the
current one year.”
“Walking tours and virtual tours of historic buildings should be
organized.”
“It is important to promote the preservation of Mid-Century
Modern homes, since they are not explicitly protected and may be
easily torn down.”
“Important historic buildings should be protected through actions
of the Select Board.”

The Munroe Center for the Arts, built in 1904 as a public school, now
serves as a cultural hub. Retrofits are needed to make the building
fully accessible.

“The Ellen Stone Building is perhaps the one of the most important
historic buildings in town.”
home orders. Lexington’s existing preservation tools, including
Demolition Delay and Local Historic District review may not be
adequate to prevent loss of historic buildings or alteration of
architectural styles and scale.
•

Capacity limits posed on historical, arts and cultural organizations
during the pandemic may have long-term financial impacts on
these organizations.

•

Increased use of historic landscapes due to limits on indoor
gathering may require additional funds for maintenance and/or
renovation, adding pressure to already stretched town budgets.

GOAL 6: Historic Resources

The civic complex, constructed in 1924, houses the town offices, the police
station, and the Cary Memorial Hall performance space.
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RELEVANT TOWN OF LEXINGTON GOALS &
OBJECTIVES
2020-2021 Select Board Goal:
•

Support the Semiquincentennial Commission (Lex250) and the
informal groups formed to communicate and coordinate the
activities for the 250th anniversary of the Battle of Lexington
o Coordinate and collaborate with surrounding communities and
the State

QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER:
How can we save the unique, small historic features that
contribute to the historic quality of the town that are being
lost?
How can we retain and repurpose vacant town-owned historic
buildings?
What is the best way to significantly reduce the frequency of
demolition of historic buildings to make way for new
construction?
How can the town better enlighten residents about the historic
and architectural significance of their homes?
Would Lexington benefit from a town-wide, comprehensive
preservation plan to help establish overall preservation needs,
establish priorities, and identify tools for addressing those
needs?

A commemorative stone, embedded in a stone wall along Grant Street, marks
the onset of the American Revolutionary War, begun in Lexington in 1775.

GOAL 6: Historic Resources

How can the town establish a balance between widening of
roads with protection of historic shade trees and stone walls?
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GOAL 6: TO PRESERVE LEXINGTON’S HISTORIC
RESOURCES

To protect, preserve, and promote awareness
and appreciation of Lexington’s historic
resources from throughout its history
Objective 6.1. Protect historic buildings and structures from
demolition and decay
Objective 6.2. Plan and prioritize historic preservation policies
and funding
Objective 6.3. Increase public awareness of Lexington’s
important historic resources

The Implementation Table on the pages that follow identifies Action
Steps, Responsible Parties, Potential Partners and other factors to
support the implementation of each of the objectives and to help
attain the goal.

The Battle of Lexington monument, located on the Battle Green, draws
visitors throughout the year.

GOAL 6: Historic Resources
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GOAL 6: TO PRESERVE LEXINGTON’S HISTORIC RESOURCES
Objective 6.1. Protect historic buildings and structures from demolition and decay
Strategies

Potential Actions

Existing Resources

6.1.1.
Evaluate the
effectiveness of
the Demolition
Delay Bylaw

Assess advantages and disadvantages of
expanding the delay period

Existing Demolition
Delay Bylaw

Compare Lexington’s rules for demolishing
smaller historic homes and rebuilding larger
homes on “nonconforming” lots with other
communities’ rules. (SEE ENDNOTE #1)

Funding

Lead &
Partner(s)
LEADS:
Historical
Commission

Phasing

#1: IMMEDIATE
(Years 1-5)

PARTNERS:
Land Use, Health
& Development
Department

Consider establishing a “Tear Down Fee” when
smaller historic homes proposed for demolition
are replaced by larger ones.1
• Allocate fee revenue to town-wide
preservation efforts and/or for affordable
housing
Consider implementing a “deconstruction”
policy that requires selective dismantling of
buildings and reusing and/or recycling, rather
than disposing of them. (SEE ENDNOTE #2)

1

In early 2022, the Town of Chatham, Massachusetts considered instituting a fee.

GOAL 6: Historic Resources
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Objective 6.1. Protect historic buildings and structures from demolition and decay
Strategies

Potential Actions

Existing Resources

6.1.2.
Promote private
homeowner
preservation
restrictions
actions

Expand public awareness of the preservation
restriction option
• Place information about restrictions,
including definitions, advantages and
disadvantages, and the process for
obtaining preservation restrictions on the
town website
• Conduct public forum(s) aimed at
disseminating information about
restrictions

Massachusetts
Historical Commission
boilerplate
preservation
restriction language

Funding

Lead &
Partner(s)
LEADS:
Historical
Commission

Phasing

#2: INTERMEDIATE
(Years 5-10)

PARTNERS:
Massachusetts
Historical
Commission

Explore incentives for private preservation
restrictions
Establish a framework for holding, monitoring
and enforcing preservation restrictions
Develop a standard form of preservation
restriction to be used as a template for future
restrictions

6.1.3.
Protect, through
reuse, vacant &
underutilized
town-owned
historic
buildings

Develop a timeline for the protection and reuse
of vacant town-owned buildings

Hosmer House

Community
Preservation Act

LEAD:
Select Board

Ellen Stone Building
Investigate options for making historic townowned buildings ADA-compliant (SEE ENDNOTE
#3)
Evaluate the option of sale of town-owned
buildings subject to preservation restrictions

Wright Farm Barn
National Park Service
Preservation Services
Division

PARTNER:
Historical
Commission

#1: IMMEDIATE
(Years 1-5)

Commission on
Disability

National Endowment
for the Arts, Office for
Accessibility

GOAL 6: Historic Resources
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Objective 6.1. Protect historic buildings and structures from demolition and decay
Strategies

Potential Actions

Existing Resources

Funding

Lead &
Partner(s)

Phasing

Whole Building Design
Guide

6.1.4.
Promote
preservation
tools that allow
for reuse while
preserving
historic
buildings listed
or eligible for
listing on the
State or
National
Registers of
Historic Places

Identify buildings eligible for listing on the State
and National Registers

6.1.5.
Explore the
adoption of
additional
Neighborhood

Identify neighborhoods that meet requirements
of a distinctive character, significance, and
cohesion (SEE ENDNOTE #5)

Identify existing methods and credit programs
for reuse:
• Historic Rehabilitation Tax Credit Program
(for income-producing properties) (SEE
ENDNOTE #4)
• Town-sponsored low-interest loan program
for preservation of privately-owned
properties

GOAL 6: Historic Resources

Lexington’s
Comprehensive
Cultural Resources
Inventory
Massachusetts Historic
Rehabilitation Tax
Credit Program

Existing Neighborhood
Conservation Districts
(Turning Mill, PierceLockwood)

LEAD:
Historical
Commission
PARTNER:
Land Use, Health
& Development
Department

LEAD:
Planning Board
PARTNER:
Historical
Commission

#1: IMMEDIATE
(Years 1-5)
AND
ON-GOING
(Continue to
Support)

#2: INTERMEDIATE
(Years 5-10)
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Objective 6.1. Protect historic buildings and structures from demolition and decay
Strategies

Potential Actions

Existing Resources

6.1.6.
Assess the
impact of
current zoning
on historic
buildings and
their settings

Prepare build-out models (visual studies) that
illustrate the potential results of current zoning

Existing Zoning Bylaw

6.1.7.
Explore options
for protecting
historic
landscape
features, such
as stone walls,
scenic roads,
and heritage
trees

Identify existing and threatened stone walls,
heritage trees, scenic roads, and other historic
landscape features

Funding

Lead &
Partner(s)

Phasing

Conservation
Districts

Propose zoning amendments intended to
preserve settings.

‘Great Estate’ Bylaws
(adopted by other
municipalities)
(SEE ENDNOTE #6)
Historic Preservation
Overlay District Zoning
(adopted by other
municipalities)
Battle Road Scenic
Byway
MACRIS/ Lexington’s
Comprehensive
Cultural Resources
Inventory

M. G. L. Chapter 266,
Section 106 (State law
protection stone walls)
(SEE ENDNOTE #7)

LEAD:
Planning Board
PARTNER:
Land Use, Health
& Development
Department

#1: IMMEDIATE
(Years 1-5)

Historical
Commission

LEAD:
Historical
Commission

#1: IMMEDIATE
(Years 1-5)

PARTNER:
Land Use, Health
& Development
Department
Conservation
Stewards
Tree Committee

2017 Open Space &
Recreation Plan
Distinctive Trees of
Lexington project

GOAL 6: Historic Resources
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Objective 6.2. Plan and prioritize historic preservation policies and funding
Strategies

Potential Actions

Existing Resources

6.2.1.
Develop and
adopt a
Municipal
Preservation
Plan

Apply for funding to engage with a professional
preservation planner/establish an agreement
with the planner and the town. Scope of work
to include:
• Public engagement process
• Inventory of existing conditions
• Assessment of existing preservation tools
used by the town
• Recommendations for additional tools,
including policies and bylaw amendments

Municipal preservation
plans prepared by
other Massachusetts
communities

6.2.2.
Update and
create new
Inventory Forms
(SEE ENDNOTE
#7)
6.2.3.
Identify options
for preserving
Lexington’s very
oldest historic
buildings

Create a staff position, within the Planning
Department, to oversee historic preservation
efforts in Lexington, including implementation
of the town-wide preservation plan
Update the older, incomplete inventory forms,
particularly the “B Forms” for the town’s
buildings (SEE ENDNOTE #8)

Massachusetts
Historical Commission
workshops

Lexington’s
Comprehensive
Cultural Resources
Inventory

Create inventory forms for the town’s historic
landscapes, structures, and way-finding signs

Identify and map the oldest buildings (late
1600s to late 1700s), many of which are not
protected from demolition or destructive
remodeling

Lexington’s
Comprehensive
Cultural Resources
Inventory

Identify public options

National Register of
Historic Places

Funding
Community
Preservation Act
Massachusetts
Historical
Commission
Survey &
Planning Grants

Community
Preservation Act
Massachusetts
Historical
Commission

Lead &
Partner(s)
LEAD:
Historical
Commission

Phasing

#1: IMMEDIATE
(Years 1-5)

PARTNER:
Land Use, Health
& Development
Department

LEAD:
Historical
Commission
PARTNER:
Land Use, Health
& Development
Department
LEAD:
Historical
Commission

ON-GOING
(Continue to
Support)

#1: IMMEDIATE
(Years 1-5)

PARTNER:
Private homeowners

Identify private options
Local Historic District
Designation
(SEE ENDNOTE #8)

GOAL 6: Historic Resources
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Objective 6.3. Increase public awareness of Lexington’s important historic resources
Strategies

Potential Actions

Existing Resources

6.3.1.
Disseminate
information
about
Lexington’s MidCentury Modern
architecture
(SEE ENDNOTE
#11)

Promote and expand information on the town’s
website about the Mid-Century Modern
architectural movement in Lexington:
• Create an interactive map locating the MidCentury Modern neighborhoods
• Define the Mid-Century Modern
architectural movement, the physical and
social impacts of the movement, and
Lexington’s leadership role in the
movement
• Provide information about the architects
who contributed to this movement in
Lexington
• Discuss the importance of preserving
Lexington’s collection of Mid-Century
Modern buildings

National Register of
Historic Places
Multiple Property
Documentation Form
Foundation for
Modern Architecture2
Mid-Century Modern
Preservation Society3

Funding
Massachusetts
Historical
Commission
Survey &
Planning Grant
Massachusetts
Foundation for
the Humanities
(Mass
Humanities)

Lead &
Partner(s)
LEADS:
Historical
Commission

Phasing

#1: IMMEDIATE
(Years 1-5)

PARTNERS:
Lexington
Economic
Development
Office/Land Use,
Health &
Development
Department

Join and participate in national organizations
dedicated to preservation of and education
about the Mid-Century Modern style

2
3

https://modernarchitecture.org/
https://midcentury.org/

GOAL 6: Historic Resources
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Objective 6.3. Increase public awareness of Lexington’s important historic resources
Strategies

Potential Actions

Existing Resources

6.3.2.
Educate
property
owners and
realtors about
the significance
of historic
homes

Offer seminars and workshops to realtors and
homeowners to provide information about
homes’ historical significance and appeal
thereby preventing loss of important features.

Lexington’s
Comprehensive
Cultural Resources
Inventory/
existing inventory
forms

6.3.3.
Develop a
partnership
with the
Lexington
Historical
Society to
promote
heritage tourism
and economic
development

Restore historic markers and re-establish
walking tours of historic buildings and
landscapes

Update the Town of Lexington Assessor’s
database to include a field or fields to provide
historical information on individual properties;
link the database to the inventory forms

Develop and distribute interpretive materials
about historic buildings and landscapes
Introduce the use of sign language (ASL) in
interpretation programs at historic sites to
broaden the audience base

GOAL 6: Historic Resources

Funding

Lead &
Partner(s)

LEADS:
Historical
Commission

Phasing

#1: IMMEDIATE
(Years 1-5)

PARTNERS:
IT/GIS
Department

Assessor’s database
Realtors’
Associations

Existing historic
markers
Existing walking tour
information
Lexington’s
Comprehensive
Cultural Resources
Inventory/
existing inventory
forms

Community
Preservation Act

LEADS:
Historical
Commission

#2: INTERMEDIATE
(Years 5-10)

PARTNERS:
Lexington
Historical Society
Land Use, Health
& Development
Department/
Economic
Development
Department

Page 6-15

DRAFT: June 7, 2022

LexingtonNEXT Comprehensive Plan

Objective 6.3. Increase public awareness of Lexington’s important historic resources
Strategies

Potential Actions

Existing Resources

Funding

Lead &
Partner(s)

Phasing

Chamber of
Commerce
Visitor Center

6.3.4.
Increase
awareness of
Native
Americans,
Black
Americans,
women, and
others in the
history of
Lexington

Document the history of Native American, Black,
and women’s influence in the development of
the town

6.3.5.
Document and
interpret the
stories and
traditions of
newcomers to
Lexington

Invite and encourage temporary and
permanent installations that represent
the various cultures, races, religions,
etc. of people living in Lexington. Install
these in prominent locations. These
could be:
• Public art, including murals
• Banners

4

Interpret this history through public programs
and physical markers such as memorials,
signage, murals, banners, and public art

Massachusett Tribe
Associated Black
Citizens of Lexington
Lexington Chapter of
the Daughters of the
American Revolution
(DAR)

Mass
Humanities
Daughters of
the American
Revolution
(DAR)

LEADS:
Historical
Commission

#2: INTERMEDIATE
(Years 5-10)

Lexington
Historical Society
PARTNERS:
Affinity Groups
(SEE ENDNOTE
#10)

LexSeeHer4

Monuments and
Memorials
Committee
Affinity Groups

Mass
Humanities

LEADS:
Historical
Commission

#2: INTERMEDIATE
(Years 5-10)

Lexington
Historical Society
PARTNERS:
Affinity Groups

LexSeeHer is an effort to honor women’s contributions throughout Lexington’s history through sculpture: https://www.lexseeher.com

GOAL 6: Historic Resources
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Objective 6.3. Increase public awareness of Lexington’s important historic resources
Strategies

Potential Actions

(SEE ENDNOTE
#12)

•

Existing Resources

Funding

Lead &
Partner(s)

Phasing

Monuments

Develop an oral history program aimed at
documenting the spoken stories of newcomers
from outside the United States; archive the
stories at the Cary Memorial Library

Cary Memorial
Library

ENDNOTES
1. Nonconforming Lots. Nonconforming lots are those that were undersized when minimum lot sizes were established upon the adoption of the
zoning bylaw. Under State law, nonconforming lots are not allowed to have as much building as that of a “conforming” lot, that is, a lot that is
large enough to meet the zoning bylaw.
2. Deconstruction. According to the National Association of Homebuilders, deconstruction is the selective dismantling or removal of materials
from before or instead of demolition, and the requiring that a certain percentage of construction waste be recycled. See:
https://www.cmap.illinois.gov/about/2040/supporting-materials/process-archive/strategy-papers/teardowns/strategies
3. Accessibility and Historic Buildings. For more information about approaches to making historic buildings more accessible and in compliance
with Americans with Disabilities Act guidelines, see the following:
• National Park Service Technical Services Division, Preservation Brief 32: Making Historic Buildings Accessible:
https://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/32-accessibility.htm
• National Endowment for the Arts Office for Accessibility: http://arts.gov/accessibility/nea-office-accessibility
• Whole Building Design Guide: https://www.wbdg.org/design-objectives/historic-preservation/provide-accessibility-historic-buildings
4. The Federal Historic Preservation Tax Incentives Program. This nationwide program encourages private sector investment in the rehabilitation
and re-use of historic buildings. It creates jobs and is one of the nation's most successful and cost-effective community revitalization programs.
The National Park Service and the Internal Revenue Service administer the program in partnership with State Historic Preservation Offices; in
Massachusetts this program, known as the Massachusetts Historic Rehabilitation Tax Credit Program, is administered by the Massachusetts
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Historical Commission. For additional information, see: Tax Incentives—Technical Preservation Services, National Park Service (nps.gov) or
https://www.sec.state.ma.us/mhc/mhctax/taxidx.htm
5. Neighborhood Conservation Districts (Chapter 78, Section 78-3, Town of Lexington Zoning Bylaw). Adopted in 2016 through a vote of Town
Meeting, this amendment to the Lexington Zoning Bylaw recognizes that “Lexington contains unique and distinctive neighborhoods and areas
which contribute significantly to the overall character and identity of the town and which are worthy of preservation and protection. The town
aims to preserve, protect, and enhance these neighborhoods through the establishment of Neighborhood Conservation Districts.”
6. Great Estates Bylaw. Several municipalities in Massachusetts have adopted a Great Estates Bylaw to encourage appropriate development or
preservation of large estate properties and to prevent the subdivision of the property into single family homes. Development may still occur, but
without such a law, open space may be lost and historic houses on the property are sometimes demolished. Great Estate Bylaws can provide an
alternative to the demolition and/or subdivision of the property by allowing nonresidential uses such as offices, hotels, conference centers and
multi-family buildings in single family residential zones. For additional information, refer to websites of the Town of Ipswich and Town of Milton
(both towns have adopted such bylaws).
7. M. G. L. Chapter 266, Section 105: Stone walls or fences; unauthorized removal. Whoever willfully and without right pulls down or removes
any portion of a stone wall or fence which is erected or maintained for the purpose of enclosing land shall be punished by a fine of not more
than ten dollars. Natural resource officers and deputy natural resource officers of the office of the secretary of the executive office of
environmental affairs, may arrest without a warrant any person found violating this section.
8. Inventory Forms. Inventory Forms are the Commonwealth of Massachusetts-prescribed documents that describe the historical and
architectural significance of designated properties. The forms are uploaded onto a web-based cultural resource inventory, MACRIS, maintained
by the Massachusetts Historical Commission, as well as onto the Lexington Historical Commission’s page of the town’s website. Each type of
resource (e.g. area, building, structure, object, burial ground, landscape, etc.) is designated with a letter, for example “B-Form” for buildings).
9. M. G. L. Chapter 40C, Section 3: Establishment of historic districts. “A city or town may, by ordinance or by-law adopted by two-thirds vote of
the city council in a city or by a two-thirds vote of a town meeting in a town, establish historic districts.
10. Lexington’s residents have created several organizations based on affinity groups. These include:
• Chinese Americans of Lexington (CALex)
•

Chinese American Association of Lexington (CAAL)

•

Indian Americans of Lexington

•

Indian Family Activities Association

•

Korean-American Organization of Lexington (KOLex)

•

Japanese Support Group of Lexington (JPLLex)

GOAL 6: Historic Resources

Page 6-18

DRAFT: June 7, 2022

LexingtonNEXT Comprehensive Plan

•

Associated Black Citizens of Lexington (ABCL)

•

Lextinas

•

LexPride

11. Lexington’s Mid Century Modern Neighborhoods. Lexington is noted for its historically and architecturally significant mid-century modern
residential developments, among the highest concentrations in the US. Noted pioneering modernist architects Walter Pierce, Danforth
Compton, Carl Koch, Walter Gropius, Hugh Stubbins and others designed (and raised families in) these nine neighborhoods and individual homes
for the young professional families of the mid 1950s to late 1960s. Features of these developments included common land, wooded settings—
many retaining historic stone walls, site-sensitive design bringing the outdoors in through large-paned windows, neighborhood swimming pools,
low-cost, pre-fabricated components, and interiors and development site designs for family life. The Peacock Farm design was typically 1,800
square feet, and marketed at $20,000 in 1955, $191,500 in today’s dollars. The existing neighborhoods are:
1. Middle Ridge/Turning Mill: Includes about 150 homes built between 1956 and 1963 by “Techbuilt” (Carl Koch designs) and “Peacock Farm”
homes (A.I.A.-award-winning homes designed by Walter Pierce and Danforth Compton), as well as a few "Deck Houses"
2. Five Fields: Fifty-nine homes designed by The Architects Collaborative (“TAC”) of Cambridge. (Norman Fletcher, Louis McMillen, Robert
McMillan, and Ben Thompson, John Harkness and Walter Gropius) as a planned community that face the remains of the five original farm
fields divided by stone walls.
3. Six Moon Hill: Begun in 1948 by The Architects Collaborative as an “experiment in community living” (Form A, Comprehensive Cultural
Resources Survey by Nancy S. Seasholes). TAC arrived at the name from the discovery of six 1920s Moon cars left behind by the previous
landowner.
4. Peacock Farm: Built between 1951 and 1960, Peacock Farm is a development of 65 homes, most designed by architects Danforth Compton
and Walter Pierce, featuring the award-wining split-level design now known as the Peacock Farm House, as well as a “Techbuilt” home and
earlier custom-built homes. Walter Pierce was commissioned to design an attractive house for young professionals with three bedrooms, 1
and a half bathrooms and a fireplace.
5. The Glen at Countryside: One of Lexington’s five “Peacock Farm” enclaves, this development of twenty-six homes was built 1960-1966.
6. The Grove: Forty “Peacock Farm” houses constructed 1960-1965, all were originally about 1,800 square feet. From the Form A: Lexington
has approximately nine recognized developments of Contemporary style houses … including The Grove. Such a concentration of
contemporary houses is rare in the state and these developments constitute some of Lexington's most significant architectural resources.
7. Rumford Road: Eleven “Peacock Farm” split-level homes built 1957-1959, several of which appear unaltered from their original design.
8. Upper Turning Mill: Forty-seven homes constructed 1957-1961 of mostly “Peacock Farm home designs, which had won the first prize in the
national A.I.A “Homes for Better Living” design contest.
9. Pleasant Brook: Adjacent to Peacock Farm. Developed 1967-1979 of a later, improved “Peacock Farm” design of 1,975 square feet with
poured concrete basements. Pleasant Brook also includes two “Deck House” designs.
12. The historical and cultural traditions associated with Native Americans and Black Americans, as well as with newcomers to Lexington are often
embedded in activities and stories, rather than buildings and other structures. Approaches to preserving these traditions must accordingly align.
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