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ABSTRACT
This report consists of a cultural resource summary, historic context development and prioritization
of known and expected historical resources in the Camel's Hump Management Unit (CHMU). This work
was undertaken by the University of Maine at Farmington Archaeology Research Center (UMF ARC) on
behalf of the Vermont Agency of Natural Resources in November and December 2005. The results of
this study will be incorporated into the long-range management plan of the Camel's Hump Management
Unit. Archival research indicates that both Native American and historic Euroamerican cultural resources
are present within the CHMU. The potential for additional site identification in both contexts is high.
Prioritizing known and expected historic resources at this preliminary level of analysis can only be done in
the most general of terms. However, the report serves as an initial step towards meeting the historic
preservation goals in the CHMUs long-range management plan.
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INTRODUCTION
The purpose of this report is to present the Vermont Agency of Natural Resources (ANR) with a short
cultural resource inventory, historical context development and prioritization plan for the Camel’s Hump
Management Unit, including Robbins Mountain WMA and the Huntington Gap WMA (Figure 1). The
management unit is located in the Winooski River drainage in Washington and Chittenden counties and
encompasses portions of the towns of Duxbury, Bolton, Richmond, Huntington and Fayston. Camel’s
Hump is one of the major peaks in the Green Mountains and is the approximate center of the management
unit. The region of the Camel’s Hump Management Unit represents a dynamic cultural landscape. As
such, the management unit potentially preserves significant historical resources and their preservation
should receive high priority in the ANR’s long range management plan. ANR staff has identified a limited
number of these resources, while others await future investigation. Known and expected resources
correspond to themes, contexts and property types which are summarized in Vermont’s Preservation Plan
(Vermont Division For Historic Preservation 1997). This study should be considered an initial step towards
a continuing process of historic resource identification, preservation, interpretation and public education.
One of the goals of this study is to provide recommendations regarding the prioritization and
management of specific historic resources within the study area (hereafter referred to as the CHMU).
The identification of relevant themes and historic contexts allow for many perspectives and interpretations.
Some interpretations may be obvious, such as those offered in contexts such as farming, logging and
lumbering, overland transportation and outdoor recreation, while others are much less apparent; such as
those potentially associated with the Native American cultural landscape, which is frequently masked by
later human activities, but potentially visible in the archaeological record and is possibly extant in the
memories and oral traditions of today’s Native American people in Vermont.
The body of this text is formed primarily from archival research. Research methodology included
examination of printed and manuscript documents deposited with the Vermont Division for Historic
Preservation (VT DHP), specifically, the Vermont Archaeological Inventory (VAI) and various Cultural
Resource Management (CRM) reports that provide context for better understanding the Camel’s Hump
region, Vermont Historical Society, Vermont State Archives, Vermont State Library and the Vermont
BGS-Reference Research Library. Primary sources such as, agricultural and industrial censuses, historic
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Map showing area of the Camel's Hump Management Unit.
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maps, first hand accounts and local histories contributed substantially to this historic resource study.
Prioritizing historic resources without an archaeological assessment/survey of the study area and
without a thorough understanding of the study area’s places, settings and historic contexts leads to errors
in judgment and interpretation. Prioritizing known and expected historic resources at this preliminary
level of analysis can only be done in the most general of terms. Priorities may shift as more is learned
about specific places. Such factors as site integrity, positive identification of “expected” resources and
the identification of previously unexpected sites affect the prioritization process.
The results of this study include the identification of historic farming/saw mill communities on
Ridley and Preston brooks, several individual nineteenth century farmsteads, a late nineteenth century
steam powered mill hamlet, abandoned segments of two early regional roads, the Huntington Gap Road
and the Stagecoach Road, and numerous historic sites and features related to nineteenth and early twentieth
century tourism, the development of outdoor recreation and the formation of the Camel's Hump Management
Unit. Among the most significant of this latter set of resources are the carriage road and former summit
house site, Vermont's first fire lookout, the Long Trail and a New Deal era CCC camp. The study
provides a context for documenting historic regional trends relating to the early settlement period, the
evolution of the logging and lumbering industry and farm abandonment, in forest conservation and in the
recreational development of public land.
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A BRIEF HISTORY OF THE CAMEL’S HUMP MANAGEMENT UNIT
A more detailed history of the formation of the Camel’s Hump Management Unit (CHMU) is
presented elsewhere in the ANR’s Long Range Management Plan, however a brief overview is offered
here as an aid in situating the management unit in a landscape with a long history of human use. The gift
of 1,000 acres to the State of Vermont by Joseph Battell, in 1911, was the initial step towards the formation
of the Camel’s Hump Management Unit. Recreational use of the summit area began in the early part of
the nineteenth century and by the 1860s, a summit house, observatory and hiking trails had been established,
while at the same time much of the area was being logged with increasing intensity. As a member of the
State Legislature of 1882, Joseph Battell introduced a resolution to appoint a committee, under the
jurisdiction of the Vermont Board of Agriculture, to investigate and report on the state of forests in
Vermont (Merrill 1959). The creation of the Vermont Forest Service, State Forests, fire lookout system
and forest tree nurseries followed, in the first decade of the twentieth century. Forest conservation was
given more urgent attention after 1903, when devastating fires destroyed large sections of Vermont
woodland, including 1,900 acres in Huntington and Duxbury and much of the summit area on Camel’s
Hump. In this decade, the Camel’s Hump Club (1908) and the Green Mountain Club (GMC) (1910) were
organized. Construction of the Long Trail was begun by the GMC in 1910 making it the oldest longdistance hiking trail in the country. During the same year as the Battell Gift (1911), the first fire lookout in
Vermont was erected on the summit of Camel’s Hump (see Front Cover). It was a simple construction
consisting only of a cement map stand. A telephone line to the lookout station was installed the same year
(Merrill 1959).
Gradual acquisition of additional land for the purposes of expanding the state forest continued
throughout the twentieth century. The Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) were active in portions of the
CHMU in the 1930s and aided in management of the timber reserves and in the further development of
the historic park. In 1965, Camel’s Hump was designated as a National Natural Landmark. The following
year, the Camel’s Hump Forest Reserve was created. The forest reserve is bounded on the north by the
Winooski River, on the south by Route 17, the west by the Huntington River and the east by the Mad
River. In 1969, the State Legislature decided that all state-owned land within the forest reserve would be
known as Camel’s Hump Management Unit. This designation was modified so as to distinguish the
CHMU from the Camel’s Hump State Forest. The CHMU currently contains approximately 24,000
acres.
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ENVIRONMENTAL OVERVIEW
The Camel’s Hump Management Unit is located in the Green Mountains physiographic region and has
a predominant natural forest cover of Zone 1, Spruce-Fir-Northern Hardwoods. The hardwoods are
divided into two subdivisions with higher elevations supporting stands of white birch, aspen and red maple
and lower elevations stands of beech, yellow birch and sugar maple. Softwoods and alpine vegetation are
the principal cover type in highest elevations. White birch is the dominant forest cover type in areas of the
park most affected by the fire of 1903. Lower elevations of the CHMU are composed of a forest cover
of Zone 2, Northern Hardwoods-Hemlock-White Pine. Old fields and pastures in Zone 1 have a
predominant forest cover of red and white spruce and balsam fir, while former fields and pastures in Zone
2 are more often forested in white pine, with some hemlock and spruce (Westveld et al. 1956).
The CHMU is located in the Winooski River drainage, or Basin 8, which is part of the St. Lawrence
River drainage area (Vermont Agency of Environmental Conservation 1986). The Winooski River forms
the northern border of the CHMU. Two important tributaries, the Mad and Huntington rivers form valleys
that drain the east and west slopes, respectively, of this section of the Green Mountains. With the
exception of streams in northern-most portions of the management unit which empty directly into the
Winooski, most of the streams in the park are directed towards these two tributaries.
Mountainous terrain dominates the entire land area of the CHMU. Some of Vermont’s highest peaks
are located in the management unit – Camel’s Hump (4,083 ft.), Mt. Ethan Allen (3,688 ft.), Mt. Ira Allen
(3506 ft.) and Burnt Rock Mountain (3168 ft.). The narrow, steeply sloped valleys of several mountain
streams increase the rugged unevenness of the terrain, but also provide, in limited instances, a foothold for
human habitation. A major portion of the CHMU is on bedrock of the Underhill Formation and consists of
phyllite, some metagraywacke, with minor amounts of greenstone and schist. Eastern margins of the
Camel’s Hump area are composed of graphitic and quartz schists, with some quartzite, of the Hazens
Notch Formation (Christman and Secor 1961). The boundary between the two formations begins a short
distance east of Ridley Brook and runs on a north-south axis and is parallel with the Underhill Formation.
The soils of the Green Mountains and associated foothills are primarily of the Lyman-Marlow
association in the highest elevations, with soils of the Peru-Marlow association on the side slopes of the
main range of the mountains. Interspersed are areas of Rockland and poorly drained Cabot soils. All
upper elevation soils are very rocky and were formed in glacial till. Nearly the entire land area of the
CHMU is composed of land designated as least favorable for farming on the State’s, Land Classification
Map (Vermont Agricultural Experimental Station 1940). Northern margins of the CHMU bordering the
Winooski River contain soils of the Hadley and Hartland series. The Hadley Series forms the dominant
soil type in the floodplain and Hartland soils are related to terraces above the floodplain (USDA 1989).
This corridor through the Green Mountains is built on the alluvial depositions of the Winooski River and
littoral and lake bottom sediments deposited when northern margins of the CHMU and the greater
Winooski Valley were submerged by Lake Vermont (Doll 1970).
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.

HISTORIC THEMES/CONTEXTS APPLICABLE TO THE
CAMEL’S HUMP MANAGEMENT UNIT
The historic landscape approach is based on the assumption that historic resources are the result of
cultural interaction between individuals, groups of people and third parties, such as the state and federal
government, churches, schools and other applicable institutional entities. The Native American and
historic Euroamerican landscapes provide the framework for a number of thematic and historic contexts
identified during the course of this study. Information regarding the Native American context is presented
in a narrative that is accompanied by a map which locates all known, or recorded sites in and around
CHMU. Much of the information gathered for the historic Euroamerican context is presented in maps and
tables, which is meant to facilitate management decisions and overall ease in locating specific categories
of information.

NATIVE AMERICAN CONTEXT
The locations of Native American sites in the Camel’s Hump area are shown in Figure 2. The
following brief discussion provides context for Native American cultural resources known or expected to
be within the CHMU. The Consulting Archaeology Program of the University of Vermont has completed
an archaeological sensitivity study (2003) that identifies environmental settings conducive to Native American
occupation and land use within the CHMU and will be integrated into the Long Range Management Plan
of the park. Our summary of Native American sites is organized by drainage. The Winooski River has
been an east-west “trunk line” (Crockett 1921:66) through the mountains for thousands of years. The
Huntington and Mad rivers are two important north-south trending tributaries entering the Winooski River
on opposite sides of the mountain. The valleys of both these rivers were also travel corridors of regional
importance.
The Winooski River forms sections of the northern boundary of the CHMU in Bolton and Duxbury.
The river is well known in the archival record as an important travel corridor used extensively by French
Canada and her Native American allies in making war against the English settlements in the Connecticut
River valley and points east. There has been limited archaeological study of the Winooski River valley
east of Williston. In the Camel’s Hump area, a bridge replacement project and the construction of an I-89
Interchange included two professional archaeological investigations that succeeded in identifying five
Native American sites. Two Bolton sites, VT-CH-644 and VT-CH-652, are located on the north side of
the river. Chert and quartizite flakes and two projectile points, including a Meadowood-like point that
probably dates to the Early Woodland period (1000 B.C. – 100 B.C.) were recovered. These followed the
earlier identification of sites, VT-CH-358 and VT-CH-359, located when surveying an alternative alignment
of the I-89 Interchange (Doherty et al. 1997b). During the replacement project of the Jonesville Bridge,
in Richmond, archaeologists identified site, VT-CH-627, from which was recovered chert and quartzite
bifaces and quartzite flakes (Doherty et al. 1997a). Three other sites, VT-CH-639, VT-CH-691 and VTCH-864, were identified as a result of other small-scale consulting projects along the Winooski River, all
9
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Figure 2. Map showing distribution of recorded Native American and historic Euroamerican sites within the general
area of the Camel's Hump Management Unit.
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producing lithic flakes. From site, VT-CH-691 were recovered two projectile points including an Orient
Fishtail point, attributed to the transition period between the Late Archaic and Early Woodland periods
(Frink 1996).
Three other sites, VT-WA-2, VT-WA-8 and VT-CH-296, are located on the south side of the river in
Duxbury and Bolton. One site is described as a “water cave” (VAI) and two sites are rock shelters. At
the Bolton Falls site, VT-WA-2, artifacts were surface collected from a water cave which represent
temporal contexts that date potentially to the Archaic period, with other evidence of occupation dating to
the Late Woodland and Contact periods (ca. 7000 B.C. – A.D. early 1700s). This site has not been
professionally surveyed, but is identified in historic accounts, as in Crockett (1921). Nearby is the Bolton
Falls Portage Rock Shelter, VT-WA-8. Two rock shelters comprise this site and they are located on the
south side of the Winooski River on the portage route around the falls. A field inspection conducted by
Giovanna Peebles (VT DHP) corroborated local informant information that Native Americans were
present at the site during the Pre-contact period. One Native American site has been identified and
recorded by VT DHP staff that is located within the boundaries of the CHMU. This site, VT-CH-296,
known as the Camel’s Hump Rock Shelter, consists of six to eight rock overhangs. Local informants
relate that Native American artifacts have been recovered from one or more of these shelters. No
archaeological excavations have been conducted at this site, but a field inspection of the site by VT DHP
staff resulted in the surface collection of a probable flake at one of the rock overhangs (VAI). Extensive
outcroppings of ledge occur elsewhere within the CHMU and it is expected that additional Native
American sites will be identified in these settings.
Find spots (FS) are recorded near the confluence of Preston Brook and the Winooski River. Historical
accounts allude to other locations along the Winooski. A ceramic vessel, called an “Indian Jar”, measuring
20 inches in circumference and on display at the Fleming Museum was found along the river in the
CHMU vicinity in 1800 (Historic Records Survey 1939). Tools and flakes were surface collected by local
collectors at the mouth of Preston Brook, at FS-CH-106. Another find spot, FS-CH-104, is identified on
the VAI map in the general location of the Burroughs Trail on Camel’s Hump.
The Huntington River and Mad River drainages contain the western and eastern borders of the
CHMU. In the Huntington River drainage, site VT-CH-619 is located on an upland terrace overlooking
the confluence of the Huntington and Winooski rivers. From the recovery of numerous artifacts, including
projectile points, a wide range of other tool types, pottery and carbonized food remains, archaeologists
were able to identify a Late Woodland period (A.D.1000 – 1600) occupation at this site (Thomas et al.
1997). The Robbins Mountain WMA is a large tract of about 2,600 acres directly south of this confluence
area. Portions of the WMA contain similar upland settings. Archaeological studies further up the
Huntington River drainage are limited to a phase I survey conducted prior to the construction of a housing
subdivision. Here, flakes and one pottery sherd represent site, VT-CH-839, the first Native American site
identified on the upper Huntington River. The site is located on a high glacial outwash terrace near an
intermittent drainage. There is a historical reference also of an “Indian Encampment” in Richmond about
one-half mile up the Huntington River (Crockett 1921:59). Geological studies suggest that the

11
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“straight-line topographic low occupied by Gillett Pond” and extending “northeast to the
Winooski Valley and southwest to Huntington…represents the position of an old
superimposed stream which drained the Winooski to the southwest at sometime during
the complex glacial history when the mouth of the river was blocked by ice” (Christman
and Secor 1961:68).
This occurrence potentially increases the overall sensitivity of high terrace formations overlooking
the Huntington Valley.
Few archaeological studies have been conducted in the Mad River Valley. Prior to a phase I survey of
a Route 100 improvement project, only two find spots were recorded in this valley. The first find spot,
FS-WA-7, was recorded by the Vermont Fluted Point Survey (Loring 1980). Another find spot is
identified as FS-WA-11 and is represented by a chert projectile point. Both sites were discovered some
time ago and actual site location is approximate. A general archaeological resource assessment of the
Mad River Valley was conducted on behalf of the Mad River Valley Planning District (Dowd and Trubitt
1990). No new Native American sites were identified, however this study assembled a great deal of
useful information regarding historic Euroamerican sites and contexts bordering eastern sections of the
CHMU.
The phase I survey that preceded the Route 100 improvement project succeeded in identifying four
Native American sites along an important travel corridor that marks the drainage divide between Crossettt
Brook and Mad River. The survey crew recovered lithic flakes at sites, VT-WA-115, VT-WA-116, VTWA-117 and VT-WA-118 (Corey and Petersen 1998).

HISTORIC EUROAMERICAN CONTEXT
The following discussion is arranged by town and is intended as an aid in using the industrial census,
agricultural census and historic resource tables (Tables 1-3) found at the end of this section of the report.
The town sketches are meant only to show how sections of the CHMU related to surrounding mill villages,
farms and transportation routes. Noted also are the location of recorded historic Euroamerican sites in the
vicinity of the CHMU (see Figure 2).
The focus of this section is concerned with identifying historic contexts and resources within the
preservation themes of Industry and Commerce, Agriculture and Transportation (VT DHP 1989; VT DHP
1990). This set of inter-related themes originated with the early settlement of the region, which began
immediately after the American Revolution and is represented by the historic contexts of logging and
lumbering, water powered mills, diversified and specialty farming and overland transportation routes.
Other themes and contexts apply, as indicated in the previous section on Native American activity in the
Camel’s Hump area, and in the historic resource table, or Table 3, a summary of resources with an
Euroamerican context. Notable among these are historic resources directly and indirectly related to the
formation of the Camel’s Hump Management Unit where the themes of Culture and Government, and
Tourism (VT DHP 1989; VT DHP 1991) are represented by a set of historic resources which includes the
former site of a nineteenth century ‘summit house’, the forest conservation preserves of Battell and
Monroe, Vermont’s first fire lookout, the Long Trail and a New Deal-era CCC camp.
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Table 1 presents selected information from available Industrial Census records between the years
1850 and 1880. Mills listed in the table provide a partial context for understanding the scope of logging
and lumbering in large sections of the management unit. This table identifies some of the mills known or
expected to be within the CHMU boundaries or which are close enough in proximity to warrant field
identification and archaeological assessment to determine whether site boundaries of any of these mills
extend into portions of the CHMU.
Table 2 presents selected Agricultural Census records for the years 1850 and 1870 on farms known to
be within or in close proximity to boundaries of the CHMU. This table helps one visualize the management
unit’s historic agricultural landscapes and provides clues for property type identification, site boundaries,
field patterns and the agricultural contexts of farm-based processing and craft/cottage industries.
Table 3 summarizes information gathered in archival research. Historic maps, census material from
Tables 1 and 2, historical accounts and other printed material are the main sources used in this study.
Publications such as, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes (National
Park Service 1984) and National Register Multiple Property Documentation Forms (MPDF) on resources
including early roads and schools (Callum and Sloma 2002; VT DHP 1993) were also consulted. Historic
resources related to Historic Park Landscapes and the work of the Civilian Conservation Corps is presented
in both an MPDF listing on the National Register and is considered a “Priority Context” in the Vermont
Historic Preservation Plan. Table 3 also offers recommendations concerning each of the identified
resources and attempts to prioritize these resources as they relate to similar ones elsewhere in the
management unit.
The Walling and Beers maps used throughout the text are not geo-referenced. The boundaries of the
CHMU, as shown on these maps are approximate. As historic resources are documented in the field and
are shown to correspond to place names on nineteenth century maps, the superimposed boundary of the
CHMU on historic maps becomes more reliable. It is also important to note that comprehensive background
research limits the effect of potential inaccuracies of historic mapping. Historic maps act as a guide for
indicating the spatial organization of the historic landscape and help the archaeologist locate and interpret
historic resources.
Duxbury
Duxbury was chartered in 1763 and first settled in 1786. The earliest recorded saw mill in Duxbury
began operating in the early 1820s. The Corss mill was located on Crossett Brook and remained an active
mill site throughout the nineteenth century. Proximity to Waterbury and to the junction of regionally
important transportation routes caused this section of Duxbury to be settled more densely than most other
areas of the town (Figures 3, 4 and 5). Route 100 provided a north/south overland route that crossed the
Winooski-Mad River drainage divide. Route 2, or the Winooski River corridor was an early and welltraveled east/west route. Mountainous sections in western and southern parts of town were either
uninhabitable, or settled later in time. On Ridley Brook, the Shurtleff mill, built in 1854, is the earliest
mentioned development of water power on Ridley Brook (Child 1889). Completion of the Central
Vermont Railroad, ca. 1850, and the establishment of a rail station at the mouth of Ridley Brook resulted
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Figure 3.
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Figure 4. Walling's map of the Crossett Brook area in the State Hospital Block, Duxbury
(Walling 1858).

15

UMF Archaeology Research Center

Figure 5. Beers' map of the Crossett Brook area in the State Hospital Block, Duxbury
(Beers 1873).
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in the development of the village of North Duxbury. Most of the mill activity was concentrated in the
village and historic resources associated with most of the mills as well as other village-based historic
contexts are generally not expected to be identified within the boundaries of the CHMU, however the
proximity of North Duxbury to the park suggests that there is a potential for some degree of archaeological
sensitivity (Figures 6, 7 and 8; see Figure 3). The Walling map (Walling 1858) locates an unidentified saw
mill on upper Ridley Brook. Historic resources related to this mill are expected to be within the
management unit’s boundaries. The J.A.& L.J. Durkee steam powered saw mill operated in the same
area as the earlier mill beginning in the late nineteenth century. Between them, the Durkee brothers
owned 1400 acres of timberland, five houses, a blacksmith shop and a 100-acre farm. The mill produced
barrel staves, shingles and clapboards (Child 1889).
Agricultural statistics indicate why upper Ridley Brook was called “Hardscrabble” (Figure 9). Rugged
terrain limited the amount of improved acres on most of the farms. The agricultural census shows that the
farms in this area were diversified and that livelihoods were derived from a variety of crops and types of
livestock. Apples, maple sugar, butter and forest products were the principal cash crops and remained so
into the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Apple and maple sugar production supported the
W.R. Elliot box factory, the Durkee steam mill and the Crossett distillery, cider and provender mills,
located in the general vicinity. Proximity to rail transportation encouraged all possible forms of local
resource utilization. Other industries affecting life on the farm included hemlock bark extraction for the
tanning industry in Richmond and cordwood and railroad tie production for the construction and
maintenance of the railroad.
The Ridley Brook area supported early Tourism beginning as early as the stagecoach era. The Ridley
‘summit house’ site and carriage road, on Camel’s Hump, are significant property types associated with
this preservation theme. Another set of historic contexts worthy of notice relates to the themes of
smuggling, counterfeiting and “money digging” (Child 1889; Hemenway 1868-91). Historical evidence
supports the idea that all three activities were pursued in the Camel’s Hump area. The practice of money
digging was widespread in New England during the early 1800s and a novel was written based on an
episode of money digging in the Ridley Brook area, entitled May Martin (Thompson 1852). Also, a
counterfeiters’ ring active in the Camel’s Hump area was alleged to have had a camp/furnace on the south
slope of Camel’s Hump (Child 1889) in the early 1800s.
During the first decade of the twentieth century, a very different trend began to emerge in the Camel’s
Hump area. It was, in part, an outgrowth of Tourism and equally an effort to conserve forest resources.
The first resulted in forms of recreation such as long-distance hiking, camping and outdoor life. The
second, the inception of forest conservation and the development of public land into state parks and
forests (see Huntington discussion for further details). On Ridley Brook and its headwaters, two sections
of former logging tracts were acquired by Joseph Battell and Professor Will Monroe, who in turn gave the
two parcels to the state. These gifts, particularly the 1,000-acre Battell Gift were the impetus for the
formation of the Camel’s Hump Management Unit.
Eleven historic sites are recorded in the VAI for the town of Duxbury (see Figure 2). There are no
recorded sites in the inventory that are within the boundaries of Duxbury sections of the CHMU. The V.
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Figure 6. Walling's map of the Ridley Brook area in the Duxbury Block,
Duxbury (Walling 1858).
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Figure 7. Beers' map of the Ridley Brook area in the Duxbury Block, Duxbury
(Beers 1873).
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Figure 8. State-ANR map of the Ridley Brook area in the Duxbury Block, Duxbury (State-ANR, no date).
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Figure 9. Historic view of G. Pape farm on upper Ridley Brook, Duxbury Block, Duxbury (Courtesy of the Vermont
Historical Society and the Landscape Change Project, UVM).

Blodgett site, VT-WA-94 is in close proximity to the outlet of Ridley Brook and is represented by a light
artifact scatter of window glass, whiteware, brick and nails. In the vicinity of the State Hospital Block of
the CHMU is the Ozias Atherton site, VT-WA-38. This small, urban-farmstead is represented by house
foundation, well, possible barn foundation and several other features (Carder et al. 1998). Three historic
sites (VT-WA-119, VT-WA-120 and VT-WA-121) were identified during the University of Maine at
Farmington Archaeology Research Center’s phase I survey for the Vermont Agency of Transportation’s
Route 100 road improvement project (Corey and Petersen 1998). Finally, six sites (VT-WA-45 to VTWA-50) were identified in the upper Dowsville Brook area and represent components of an historic mill
hamlet/farming community. Historic resources represented by these sites include the W.E. & H.O Ward
saw and clapboard mill, Andrews sugar house and three farmsteads (see Figure 2)
Industrial and Agricultural Census information for Ridley and Crossett brooks, or sections of the
CHMU known as the Ridley Brook Block and the State Hospital Block may be found in Tables 1 and 2.
Historic resources, and related information, within or in close proximity to CHMU boundaries are listed in
Table 3.
Bolton/Richmond
Bolton was chartered in 1763 and the first settlers began arriving in the early 1780s. Early settlement
was largely confined to farming and water powered mill sites along both sides of the Winooski River,
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with concentration of these industries near the confluences of streams feeding into the river. Agricultural
production of maple sugar, apples and dairy products formed the staples of the upland farms on Preston
Brook. Proximity to Jonesville and rail connections likely influenced the choices farmers made. To a large
extent agricultural production supported the dominant industry of logging and lumbering with some farms
on Preston Brook owned and operated by saw mill operators. Similar to Ridley Brook, the activity on
Preston Brook saw the evolution of a small rural community, or neighborhood, of sufficient size to support
a school and undoubtedly a number of craft-based cottage industries.
Pre-industrial (before ca. 1850 and completion of the Vermont Central Railroad) historic contexts
also relate to the theme of Transportation. The historical significance of the Winooski River valley as a
natural travel corridor is well documented. This corridor forms sections of the northern boundary of the
CHMU in Bolton and Duxbury. Historic contexts of significance which are potentially extant within this
section of the management unit include contexts within the theme, War and Peacetime and specifically,
the French and Indian War and the American Revolution. The use of the Winooski River as a water and
overland route by French and Indian raiding parties was of such frequency that it was known as the
French River. This route is documented in the writings of English captives and in accounts of military
reconnaissance and encounters (e.g. Wright’s expeditions in the early 1700s and the attack on John
Barnet’s company by Indians and Tories during the Revolution). After the Revolution the Winooski River
was an important migration route into the interior, less settled regions of the state and was traveled by
inhabitants of the Lake Champlain lowlands and the Connecticut River valley.
Proximity of the Preston Brook community to Jonesville and the Vermont Central Railroad indicates
historic ties between the inhabitants on Preston Brook and the rail station village of Jonesville. The
theme, Culture and Government, in addition to the Education context, include other historic contexts
germane to the CHMU tract on Preston Brook. For example, the context of Religious Trends is
represented at the confluence of Preston Brook and the Winooski River by a unique geological formation
that was used as an open-air church by the Methodists as early as 1800. Camp meetings hosted by the
church were also held in the vicinity (Hemenway 1868-91). Further research is required to determine the
location of property types associated with this religious activity. An earlier Native American cultural
context may be present in the archaeological record of this site. The rock formation contains a feature
known as the “Indian Kettle” (Child 1882) and consequently may identify a site with a long history of
human use. The other context with a Culture and Government theme relates to an incident known as the
“Bolton War”. This conflict arose from issues surrounding labor unrest, railroad construction (working
conditions which took seventeen lives) and ethnicity. Irish workers, living in the shanty towns of Dublin
and Cork, VT-CH-107, were not paid for their work. Their response was to lay siege to the Jonesville
Hotel, VT-CH-656, where railroad officials were staying. Their threat was successfully met by militia
action. Prisoners were taken to Burlington and others escaped to the mountains (Child 1882). It may be
noted that on both Ridley Brook (Duxbury) and Preston Brook there are a number of inhabitants of Irish
descent. Further research may establish a relationship between participants in the Bolton War and the
rural communities that evolved on these two brooks.
Historic resources related to three saw mills and at least two farmsteads are expected to be within or
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in the immediate vicinity of the CHMU. As with the Ridley Brook neighborhood, the saw mills were
initially water powered and engaged in the production of lumber, clapboards and shingles. The farms
practiced a diverse agriculture and nearly all kept a variety of livestock and raised small amounts of corn,
oats, hay and potatoes. Most of the farms also produced maple sugar, butter and apple crops. Forest
products supplemented farm income. On the I. & G. Jewell farm and on the S. Devitt farm, dairying
included the production of substantial amounts of cheese. Both farms were also honey and bees wax
producers. Towards the end of the nineteenth century, logging and lumbering intensified. Steam powered
mills gained access to greater amounts of timberland and wood manufacturing became more diverse with
the production of butter tubs, cheese boxes, apple crates, shingles, staves and headings and furniture stock.
Proximity to the railroad facilitated both farm and saw mill production. Farmers on Preston Brook were
likely also engaged in hemlock bark extraction for the extensive tanning industry carried on in Richmond
and also the cutting of firewood and railroad ties for the Vermont Central Railroad.
Two historic sites are recorded in the VAI for Bolton and three are listed for Richmond which are
either within the boundaries of the CHMU or nearby (see Figure 2). One site, VT-CH-553, was assigned
to remnant house and barn foundations on Preston Brook. The Preston Brook Historic Sites Survey was
privately conducted in 1993 and was not under the jurisdiction of the VT DHP, or any other state or
federal agency. An attempt to contact the person responsible for this survey was not successful. It is
highly likely that some of the resources identified in this survey are within the boundaries of the management
unit. On the north side of the Winooski River, at the outlet of Pinneo Brook is the site of two Irish railroad
worker camps known as Dublin and Cork. Their location has been assigned site number, VT-WA-107
(also listed in the VAI as, VT-WA-790). The worker camps are associated with one of the historic sites
located in Richmond, the Jonesville Hotel site, VT-CH-656. The hotel was the scene of a worker’s revolt
during which Irish railroad workers laid siege to the hotel where Vermont Central officials were
headquartered.
The two remaining historic sites in Richmond that are also in the general vicinity of the CHMU include
VT-CH-658 and VT-CH-299. Site, VT-CH-658 is represented by a stone foundation belonging to the
Vermont Central rail station complex and site VT-CH-299 is described on the basis of surface observation,
as an open-ended, tunnel-like stone built structure, whose function was not determined at the time of its
recording.
A significant portion of the town of Bolton, south of the Winooski River, forms the northwest section
of the CHMU (Figures 10, 11 and 12). Considered with the Bolton tract is the extreme northeast corner
of Richmond, where the Robbins Mountain WMA is located. Three areas containing historic resources
have been identified through archival research. Of the three areas, Preston Brook contains the major
portion of historic resources in this part of the CHMU. Industrial and Agricultural Census material related
to Preston Brook is presented in Tables 1 and 2. Known and expected historic resources within the
Preston Brook (Honey Hollow Block), Gleason Brook (Gleason Block) drainages and the Robbins Mountain
Block, whose Richmond section is drained by a tributary of the Huntington River, can be found in Table 3.
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Figure 10. Wallling's map of the Preston Brook area in the Honey Hollow Block of Bolton, together with the
Robbins Mountain WMA in the town of Richmond (Walling 1857).
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Figure 11. Beers' map of the Preston Brook area in the Honey Hollow Block of Bolton, together with the Robbins
Mountain WMA in the town of Richmond (Beers et al. 1869).
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Figure 12. State-ANR map of the Preston Brook area in the Honey Hollow Block of Bolton, together with the
Robbins Mountain WMA in the town of Richmond (State-ANR, no date).
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Huntington
Together with Bolton, Huntington contains that portion of the CHMU west of the main ridge of the
Green Mountains. A number of streams drain the western slopes of this section of the mountains. Among
the ones considered in this report are Brush, Cobb and Jones brooks, all of which empty into the
Huntington River which flows north to join the Winooski River, in Richmond, opposite the Bolton village of
Jonesville. Huntington was chartered in 1763 and first settled in 1786. The short, rapid descent of the
mountain streams provided water power for several mills. Most of these were located outside the
boundaries of the CHMU in lower portions of each of the smaller drainages. Two exceptions have been
archivally identified – the saw mill complex/mill hamlet above the headwaters of Brush Brook, under the
ownership of Forest City, or Forest Mills Lumber Company (Beers et al. 1869), and a saw mill site in the
upper Jones Brook drainage, near the Huntington Gap. The Walling map (Walling 1857) depicts two saw
mills on upper portions of Brush Brook (Figures 13, 14 and 15). The Ambler saw mill seems to be
particularly close to the CHMU boundaries.
Agricultural production reflects the constraints of mountain farming, however it is interesting that all
of the farms in this area produced relatively large amounts of flax seed and three of the five farms made
substantial quantities of molasses (maple syrup), ca. 1870 (see Table 2). The Forest City Lumber
Company operated a steam saw mill a short distance up slope of the water powered mills on Brush Brook
(see Table 1). The Beers map indicates a relatively large woods operation with a number of buildings and
extensive tracts of timberland. It is expected that a portion of the agricultural production on neighboring
farms helped support the mill operation. Industrial Census data (1850-1880) is not available for the saw
mill on upper Jones Brook (Figures 16, 17 and 18), however the Agricultural Census of 1870 records that
the J. Dearborn farm produced $400 dollars worth of forest products. Production on this farm was well
above local norms. On 300-acres of improved land, the Dearborn family managed a dairy herd of 40
cows and had substantial acreage in wheat, corn, oats and hay. Potatoes, wool, maple sugar and butter
were also produced on the farm, and most impressive, was the 7,000 pounds of cheese manufactured
annually by the Dearborn family (see Table 2).
Other themes and historic contexts are identified in Huntington sections of the CHMU. Transportationrelated resources include two abandoned secondary roads and the Huntington Gap Road, also abandoned.
The Huntington Gap Road was an overland wagon road through the Green Mountains linking upper
Shepard Brook, in North Fayston with the Huntington River valley. A section of this road passes through
the Huntington Gap Block of the CHMU into Fayston. In comparing the Walling and Beers (and later
maps) the road appears to have been abandoned in the 1860s (see Figure 9). There may be extant
features of the original road and other property types directly associated with the historic context of early
nineteenth century Overland Transportation within the CHMU. Further research may determine that the
Huntington Gap Road was used as a smuggling route during the embargo period and War of 1812. This
trade was active throughout the northern border country and less conspicuous routes through the Green
Mountains, such as the one through Smugglers’ Notch, were used for these purposes, making the Huntington
Gap Road a potential candidate for similar activity.
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Figure 13. Walling's map of the Brush Brook area in the Forest City Block of Huntington
(Walling 1857).
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Figure 14. Beers' map of the Brush Brook area in the Forest City Block of Huntington (Beers et al. 1869).
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Figure 15. State-ANR map of the Brush Brook area in the Forest City Block of Huntington (State-ANR, no date).
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Figure 16. Walling's map of the Huntington Gap Road area in the Huntington Gap WMA, Huntington (Walling
1857, 1858).
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Figure 17. Beers' map of the Huntington Gap Road area in the Huntington Gap WMA, Huntington (Beers et al.
1869). Fayston section of road not shown on this map.
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Figure 18. State-ANR map of the Huntington Gap Road area in the Huntington Gap WMA, Huntington (State-ANR,
no date).
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The themes of Tourism and Culture and Government are identified in Huntington sections of the
CHMU. The Beers map and local accounts indicate an early tourist industry as indicated by the Camel’s
Hump House in Huntington Center and a western approach from the village center, by way of a tote road/
farm road to the summit. The building symbol near the summit that is drawn on the Beers map is not
identified, but may be a property type associated with the context of Outdoor Recreation (see Figure 8).
Two early twentieth century historic contexts are particularly significant in this section of the management
unit. One has agricultural ties and is concerned with forest practice reform, a late nineteenth-early
twentieth century trend that included the introduction of nurseries, tree plantations and well managed
timber reserves, all in direct response to the damaging effects of intensive industrialization of the forest
industry and the effects of forest fire. Forest planting crews and mountain camps were organized to plant
spruce seedlings on land burned in the 1903 fire (Figure 19). Of particular importance to the CHMU were
the reform-minded ideas of Joseph Battell, whose 1,000-acre gift of the Camel’s Hump summit area to the
State of Vermont signaled the transfer of a large privately owned timber tract to the public domain.
Reform trends during this period resulted in the formation of the Vermont Forest Service, fire tower-fire
patrol system, state financed nurseries, plantations and public parks. Some years later, during the New
Deal era of the 1930s, the Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) was active in the construction of the
infrastructure and buildings of state and national parks. The CCC camp at the former Forest City Lumber
Company saw mill complex is an example of a set of potentially significant historic resources. The New
Deal-CCC historic context is discussed in a Multiple Property Description Form (MPDF), entitled Historic
Park Landscapes in National and State Parks and is listed on the National Register of Historic Places
(National Park Service 1990). This context is given high priority in Vermont’s Preservation Plan and in
standards and guidelines established by the Department of Interior (Figure 20).
One historic site, VT-CH-638, is recorded in the VAI for the town of Huntington (see Figure 2). The
Melville site is identified as an industrial site represented by a dry laid stone foundation and cellar hole
(Skinas 1997). There are currently no historic sites recorded in the VAI that are within Huntington
sections of the CHMU.
Fayston
A recent addition (1995) to Camel’s Hump Management Unit is located in western portions of the
town of Fayston and is designated by the ANR as the Phen Basin Block (Figures 21, 22 and 23).
Together with Duxbury, Fayston contains that portion of the CHMU east of the main ridge of the Green
Mountains. The Phen Basin Block is situated in the headlands of two important tributaries of the Mad
River. Southern portions of the management unit are in the Mill Brook drainage and northern portions are
on streams that are tributaries to Shepard Brook, which empties into the Mad River in Waitsfield.
Fayston was chartered in 1782. Eastern sections of the town were first settled in 1798. The first
settlers on upper Shepard Brook (North Fayston) arrived, ca. 1808 (Child 1889). As with all the towns in
the Camel’s Hump area, the theme of Industry and Commerce is represented principally by the historic
context of Logging and Lumbering and secondarily, by the theme of Agriculture. Water powered saw
mills were erected at several locations on both Mill and Shepard brooks, however historic resources
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Figure 19. Hauling spruce seedlings by ox cart up to the burned land on Camel's Hump (Brigham 1915) (Top);
Camp of the forest planting crew on Camel's Hump, Spring 1915 (Brigham 1915) (Bottom).
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Figure 20. Late 19th - early 20th century historic views of the summit of Camel's Hump. a) Summit House, b) Camel's
Hump Clubhouse, c) Cairn, d) Observatory (Courtesy of the Bailey Howe Library, Williston Historical
Society and the Landscape Change Program, University of Vermont.
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Figure 21. Walling's map of the Stagecoach Road area in the Phen Basin Block, located in the town of
Fayston (Walling 1858).
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Figure 22. Beers' map of the Stagecoach Road area in the Phen Basin Block, located in the town of Fayston (Beers
1873).
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Figure 23. State-ANR map of the Stagecoach Road area in the Phen Basin Block, located in the town of Fayston
(State-ANR, no date).
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related to these are not expected to be within CHMU boundaries, although it is expected that steam
powered saw mills and logging camps were located within the management unit at various times. Preliminary
field inspection by ANR staff have identified three sets of historic resources and make reference to a
fourth in their research on the Phen Basin Block. Structural remains and other features of two farmsteads
are known to be within CHMU boundaries. These and other historic resources are briefly described in
Table 3 and the locations of two farmsteads are shown on the Land Classification map drawn by ANR
staff (see Figure 12). Property types relating to the “Phen Place” are not recorded on the map, however,
according to ANR research, the homestead (ca. 1847) was situated off the end of Phen Road.
Industrial and Agricultural Census information helps in building a general historic context for this
remote section of Fayston (see Tables 1 and 2), but is not very helpful in supplying details pertaining to
historic resources known to be within CHMU boundaries. The Agricultural Census records two individuals
named, “J. Baird”. As one is only found in the 1850 census and the other in the 1870 census, it is
tempting to conclude family continuity on the same farm. However, a brief look at the Beers map
suggests that there may have been as many as seven family members with the name, “J. Baird”. The site
documented by the ANR appears to have been the farm of J. Baird the 5th. The saw mill operated by the
Baird Brothers, ca. 1880 (see Table 1) was located on Mill Brook and further aids in characterizing
activities in which the family was involved, though it is not likely that resources directly related to this
mill are within CHMU boundaries. In the northern part of the Phen Basin Block, the ANR staff has
identified the stone foundation of a barn, located on French Brook, a tributary of Shepard Brook. The
J.Baird farm and the barn foundation were located on the Stagecoach Road, which connected Irasville (on
lower Mill Brook) to North Fayston (on upper Shepard Brook). This overland route has added significance
due to its junction in North Fayston with the Huntington Gap Road. The Stagecoach Road facilitated
settlement in western parts of Fayston and likely contributed to the development of Tourism in the Camel’s
Hump area.
One historic site, VT-WA-40, is recorded in the VAI for the town of Fayston (see Figure 2). The site
is represented by a talc (soapstone) mine with main shaft, secondary shaft, tunnel and various pieces of
metal equipment. Soapstone, or steatite was a valued lithic material utilized by Native Americans,
however investigations did not establish a Native American context at this site (Dowd and Trubitt 1990).
Soapstone deposits are known elsewhere in the general vicinity (Hitchcock and Hager 1861) and cannot
be ruled out as potential property types in both Native American and historic Euroamerican contexts.
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Table 1.

Selected mills in the vicinity of the Camel's Hump Management Unit. From Vermont industrial censuses
(State of Vermont 1850-1880). Note: Saw mills marked by a 'star' denote mills located within or in close
proximity to the CHMU.
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Table 2. Selected farms within or in close proximity of the Camel's Hump Management Unit From Vermont agricultural censuses, 1850 and 1870 (USDA 1850; USDA
1870).

UMF Archaeology Research Center

42

Table 2 (continued).

Selected farms within or in close proximity of the Camel's Hump Management Unit. From Vermont agricultural censuses, 1850 and 1870
(USDA 1850; USDA 1870).
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Table 2 (continued).

Selected farms within or in close proximity of the Camel's Hump Management Unit. From Vermont agricultural censuses, 1850 and 1870
(USDA 1850; USDA 1870).
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Table 2 (continued).

Selected farms within or in close proximity of the Camel's Hump Management Unit. From Vermont agricultural censuses, 1850 and 1870
(USDA 1850; USDA 1870).
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RECOMMENDATIONS FOR MANAGING KNOWN AND
EXPECTED HISTORIC RESOURCES
A variety of management goals and recommendations are presented in Table 3 and discussed below
with the assumption that these be considered objectives for consideration. Obviously, there are many
factors that may impede the goals and recommendations outlined below, the first being economic
considerations. Prioritization of goals and objectives becomes essential to ensure important preservation
outcomes. In general, historic resource identification, preservation, interpretation and public education is
the recommended process by which significant properties and landscapes are managed. Known and
expected historic resources within the Camel’s Hump Management Unit vary widely in age and historic
context. In prioritizing these, based on their relative historical significance, UMF ARC follows guidelines
established by the VT DHP in Vermont’s Preservation Plan (VTSHPO 2002). A graphic summary of the
results of this study is presented in Table 3. Within each historic context (Industry and Commerce,
Agriculture, etc.) the VT DHP lists property types and provides a set of research questions which help
the archaeologist organize and interpret information gathered in the field and through archival review.
Technical services provided by the National Park Service, Department of Interior, and other agencies,
facilitate this process and also supply important guidelines, as in the Planning, Treatment and Management
of Historic Landscapes (Birnbaum 2001).
Prioritizing historic resources without an archaeological assessment/survey of the study area and
without a thorough understanding of the study area’s places, settings and historic contexts leads to errors
in judgment and interpretation. Prioritizing known and expected historic resources at this preliminary level
of analysis can only be done in the most general of terms.
Only one Native American site has been identified within the Camel’s Hump Management Unit,
however given the proximity of known Native American sites to the CHMU, a high priority should be
given to specific areas that possess moderate to high sensitivity, as indicated by the UVM CAP sensitivity
study. In most cases, when a Native American site is identified, priorities shift to place highest significance
on these resources, at least until their overall significance can be determined. Similarly, if “expected”
historic Euroamerican resources, or unexpected resources of historical significance are identified within
Camel’s Hump Management Unit, priorities may shift to reflect their importance relative to other resources
in the cultural inventory of the park. As known and expected archaeological sites are presently not well
documented, field investigation and a more focused background research agenda is necessary before an
assessment of their historical significance and specifically, before their eligibility for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) can be considered.
Historic resources of several preservation themes are known or expected to be within the boundaries
of the CHMU. Four important themes are, Agriculture, Industry and Commerce, Transportation and
Tourism. From an agricultural perspective, it has been shown that the farming areas identified in this
report practiced similar forms of farming and by inference, had similar configurations, or layouts of farm
houses, barns and outbuildings, fields and roads, etc. However, variations among farm-type and degree
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and type of cottage/craft industry (as demonstrated in agricultural censuses, for example) are factors
which, upon closer analysis distinguish isolated farming communities and individual farms from one another.
In some areas of the management unit, such as on Preston and Ridley brooks, these similarities and
differences may be preserved archaeologically and in the extant landscape, making it possible to evaluate
the significance of these resources as evidence of patterns of change in historic working landscapes.
“As changing agricultural methods and new land uses destroy more and more of these
characteristics, isolated communities and individual farmsteads retaining the historic
configuration may be become eligible for National Register listing” (National Park Service
1984:12).

LOGGING AND LUMBERING
The historic context of Logging and Lumbering represents the major land use in the Camel’s Hump
area throughout the nineteenth century. It was initially well-integrated into the system of farming, but
towards the end of the century, logging and lumbering practices tended to develop independently, frequently
to the detriment of farming, and expanded into industrial operations that eliminated upland diversified crop
and livestock farms altogether. During much of the nineteenth century, water powered mills were
responsible for milling lumber and manufacturing wood products. The saw mill, like the grist mill, was
frequently the impetus for the establishment of village and hamlet. As such, these resources are often
found to contribute to Patterns of Town Development and they may also be understood in terms of their
contribution to understanding patterns of change in historic working landscapes.

TRANSPORTATION
The secondary and regional roads in the Camel’s Hump area directly relate to the theme of
Transportation. The contexts of overland, water and rail forms of transportation are particularly significant
in three areas of the CHMU. Through Huntington and Fayston runs the Huntington Gap Road. A section
of this overland route passes through the Huntington Gap Block of the CHMU. A historic stage and
freight route runs north-south through the Phen Basin Block. Perhaps the most significant of the regional
roads in the Camel’s Hump area is the road and bridge system, waterway and rail corridor of the Winooski
River. Its passage through the Green Mountains marks one of the most historically significant transportation
corridors in the region. Farm locations, levels and types of production, mill locations and many aspects of
rural life in general are largely determined by the geography of the local and regional transportation
network. Trace remains of the Huntington Gap and Stagecoach roads are likely to exist in fragmented and
disturbed contexts. Once they were abandoned as long distance routes, the resulting road segments
served local exchange/production routes. As farms were abandoned in the latter part of the nineteenth
century and logging and lumbering became more industrialized, these old roads and other secondary roads
were either used as logging roads or were abandoned. Two historic sites, the J. Baird place and the barn
foundation on the outskirts of North Fayston, are aligned on the Stagecoach Road. Documentation of road
segments and historic sites along both the Huntington Gap Road and the Stagecoach Road are significant
preservation goals. Research gaps posed in the State Historic Preservation Plan’s Transportation theme
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ask questions such as, where were Vermont’s early stage routes, toll and post roads? Why were vigorous
hill top routes chosen for early road locations? Who built the early roads? Who lived on these roads?
How were the roads used and why were they abandoned? (VT DHP 1989).

TOURISM
Finally, the preservation theme of Tourism introduces a set of historic contexts and corresponding
resources that are well-represented in the CHMU. Two time periods are particularly important – the early
to mid-nineteenth century Spa-Hotel-era when entrepreneurs in small towns and villages began building
hotels, trails and carriage/bridle roads in an effort to attract tourists to the dramatic scenery and natural
resources offered in the Camel’s Hump area. Since the early 1900s, Tourism has developed within the
context of public parkland. In the contexts of forest conservation and the formation of Camel’s Hump
Management Unit are the origins of the Green Mountain Club and the construction of the Long Trail, the
Vermont Forest Service and progressive agricultural views that advocated the conservation of forest
resources. Arguably, the time period of most significance in the context of Tourism is during the initial
developmental stages of what was to become the Camel’s Hump Management Unit, ca. 1890-1920. The
CCC was active on Camel’s Hump in the 1930s. A CCC “Spike Camp” is shown on the ANR-State map.
Archaeological and structural remains of this camp are assessed as highly significant in the State’s
Historic Preservation Plan. Full documentation of this camp is a desirable research goal.

HISTORIC RESOURCE MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
Given the relatively recent interest in historical archaeology, upland sites and landscapes such as are
described in this report are not well known, archaeologically, and frequently are underrepresented in
Vermont history. These historic resources are likely to yield important information that will contribute
significantly to the State’s Preservation Plan and to the long-range management of Camel’s Hump
Management Unit. The development of a methodology that defines the full extent and nature of these
historic resources is a necessary goal and it is also one that can be integrated into a public education
program that focuses on relating historic resources to our cultural heritage. This work will result in greater
awareness of this heritage and a more informed sense of how historic landscapes are formed.
More specific recommendations for the management of the historic resources are provided in Table 3
and in a more general way, by the following suggestions:

t Site identification and detailed mapping of all known historic resources should
be a long-term priority. Historic resources should be assigned site numbers and
entered into the Vermont Archaeological Inventory (VAI). This work should be
accompanied by additional background research, which will provide a basis for
further evaluating site significance. Site coordinates and site file information
should be established for each historic resource and made available to ANR staff
working in the park.
t Field investigation is a desired goal and one required in instances where proposed
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projects may adversely affect the integrity of known or expected historic resources.
Field investigation is also a necessary goal in the establishment of the vertical and
horizontal boundaries of the site, or historic district and the degree of integrity
such resources possess.
t Develop minimal public education signage to inform the public of the CHMU’s
cultural heritage. A brochure with a map highlighting the areas discussed in this
report, together with the inclusion of relevant historic sites in the Camel’s Hump
area is an efficient means of informing the public of the history of places and
events in the local landscape.
t Maintain sections of the historic landscape within the CHMU.
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w

Management practices should include the placement of a buffer zone
around all known historic resources within the CHMU, specifically as an
assurance against the adverse affects of ongoing forest management
projects, such as timber harvesting, road building, road elimination, the
creation of yarding areas, and all other projects entailing ground disturbance
and other potential encroachments upon site integrity.

w

The removal of secondary growth and the establishment of perennial
grasses that help define and stabilize farmstead and former dwelling sites
may be a desirable preservation goal. Such sites are also enhanced by
the release of apple trees which helps restore integrity to historic
farmsteads. Maple sugar groves (sap orchards), where they are discernible,
can be maintained by thinning, and the clearance of dead wood,
undergrowth and competing species.

w

Though reforestation and proper management of this resource may be the
desired goal, generally within the Camel’s Hump Management Unit, it
may be desirable in future interpretations of the landscape to restore
representative examples of nineteenth century upland field systems, as a
means of providing a more meaningful context for understanding farming
districts such as have been identified on Ridley and Preston brooks and to
better appreciate the local agricultural heritage. The management of
historic plantations (such as, the Battell and Monroe Gifts), orchards and
maple sugar groves may require consultation with specialists in conservation
forestry, wildlife biology and agricultural history.

w

Consideration should be given to all known and expected cultural resources
(bridges, abutments, culverts, corduroy, etc.) associated with historic roads
in the CHMU, specifically, the Huntington Gap and Stagecoach roads.
Field investigation, mapping and archival research concerning these routes
should receive a high priority in the management plan. Sections of these
roads and other secondary roads that fall within CHMU boundaries and
which have been abandoned are as a result subject to modification by
current and future land use practice. Historic corridors such as these
should be placed within a buffer zone, in instances where they can be
identified, and any project that would potentially have an adverse affect
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on the corridor would require, minimally, an archaeological resource
assessment as stipulated in the VT DHP Guidelines (VTSHPO 2002).
w

Maps and other primary source material should be inventoried and
catalogued. High priority should be given to the location of all historic
manuscript and printed maps, photographs, journals, survey notes and
other primary source material relevant to the cultural history of the Camel’s
Hump Management Unit.

Guidelines set out by the ANR’s Department of Forests, Parks and Recreation publication, Stonewalls
and Cellarholes: A guide for landowners on historic features and landscapes in Vermont’s forests
covers many of the practices which should be followed in the CHMU (Sanford et al. 1994). For example,
the CHMU will choose a forester and method of logging sensitive to cultural resources and their protection.
This sensitivity should also be reflected in all future lease agreements and in areas where timber rights are
not held by the CHMU. It is recommended that the CHMU consult with the VT DHP to determine the
extent to which known and potential historic resources can be protected in instances where forest
practices do not adhere to guidelines favorable to historic preservation. The locations of cultural resources
(cellar holes, wells, stone walls, cultivated plants, dumps, roads, etc.) should be mapped and a clearly
discernable buffer zone established around them. Logging may be permitted within the buffer zone, but is
to be done at times when the ground is frozen to minimize soil disturbance and compaction. In such
instances, vulnerable resources must be flagged so that the logger does not inadvertently run over, or land
a tree on any of the historic features judged to be vulnerable to such treatment. The logger must avoid
placing slash and other debris in cellar holes, wells and depressions within the buffer zone. If stone walls
must be crossed, use existing openings if possible. Where openings are lacking, make a passage through
the wall as clean and as narrow as possible, placing the removed stone near the wall for future restoration
(Sanford et al. 1994). Another publication which may be useful in making management decisions is the
Guide to Sustainable Earthworks Management (National Park Service 1998). Although this publication
is a reference for the long-term management of earthworks associated with historic fortifications, several
topics including selective forest thinning, establishing native herbaceous cover and the enhancement of
selected historic resources through planting and mowing may apply in various areas of the CHMU.
Other recommended practices include; a management strategy of in-place preservation of archaeological
sites, yearly monitoring of known archaeological sites, consultation with the VT DHP and a continuing
effort in identifying as many historic sites and gathering as much contextual information as possible on
known and expected resources.
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** Maps: Chittenden Co. - Walling (1857), Beers (1869), Child (1882), State (no date); Washington Co. - Walling (1858), Beers (1873), Child (1889); USGS (Lincoln Mtn. Quad, 1921; Camel’s Hump Quad, 1924)
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CONCLUSION
Little historical archaeology has been done in Vermont. Historic sites are therefore under represented
in the state site files and they are increasingly less visible due to the adverse effect of modern construction
practices, environmental policy and cultural attitudes that challenge the practicality and even desirability
of granting significance to a wide range of historic resources. Determining a site’s significance relative to
other examples of the same resource is problematic when too few examples exist.
This study has resulted in the development of a set of historic contexts relating to known and
expected historic resources, or property types within, or in close proximity of the CHMU. The study
indicates that there is a high potential for the future identification of Native American sites in various
sections of the management unit based upon the distribution of known sites in the general area and
environmental settings within the CHMU favorable to human occupation. The lack of archaeological
evidence of Native American occupation in the CHMU precludes an informed discussion of known and
expected resources within the management unit attributable to them. However, the CHMU's geographical
setting on an important regional travel corridor, the Winooski River, together with anecdotal accounts of
artifact finds in the park and its vicinity and the identification of the Camel's Hump Rock Shelter, VT-CH296, lead to the conclusion that additional sites will be identified during future survey work. In terms of
historic resources related to the Euroamerican cultural context this study resulted in the identification of:
historic farming/saw mill communities on Ridley and Preston brooks; a small number of individual nineteenth
century farmsteads and mill sites; the Forest City Lumber Company mill complex, a late nineteenth
century steam powered mill hamlet; abandoned segments of two early regional roads, the Huntington Gap
Road and the Stagecoach Road; and numerous historic sites and features related to nineteenth and early
twentieth century tourism, the development of outdoor recreation and the historic formation of the
Camel's Hump Management Unit. Among the most significant of these resources are the carriage road
and former summit house site, Vermont's first fire lookout, the Long Trail and its system of side trails,
lodges and shelters, and a New Deal era CCC camp. The study provides a context for documenting
historic regional trends relating to early settlement in the towns of Duxbury, Bolton, Huntington and
Fayston, the evolution of the logging and lumbering industry, the rise and fall of agriculture in upland
settings, in forest conservation and in the recreational development of public land.
UMF ARC recommends that this document be used as a framework for future cultural resource
studies conducted within the CHMU. Additional research and field investigation is recommended in terms
of evaluating each historic resource as it relates to the surrounding landscape, and as it represents some
aspect of the historical process. Field inspection was not within the scope-of-work of this study and an
archaeological resource assessment/phase IA survey of CHMUs cultural resources has not been conducted.
The CHMU contains a range of important historic resources associated with a long and interesting history.
This history begins with Native American occupation of the region thousands of years ago and continues
into the present day with ongoing human use of the land. Recognition of this complex history and the
physical remnants of past human activity in the area should be an important factor in the long-term
management of the Camel’s Hump Management Unit.
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