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Introduction

The Chestnut Hill Historic District Study Committee is proposing establishment
of a local historic district in the village of Chestnut Hill. The Study Committee,
appointed by the Newton Historical Commission, under the authority of the Newton
Upper Falls Historic District Commission, on February 5, 1987 in conformance with
the provisions of Chapter 40C of the Massachusetts General Laws, has undertaken an
evaluation of the historic resources of Chestnut Hill, polled residents of the area,
conferred with local historians and public officials, and concluded that the protection
and regulation of Chestnut Hill as a local historic district would be in the best interest
of the citizens of Newton.

Background: Historic Districts In Newton and Massachusetts

Although historic districts existed in the United States since before World War
II, the first historic districts in Massachusetts were not established until the 1950s. In
1960, The Massachusetts Historic District Act, Chapter 40C of the General Laws,
was enacted. The purpose of Chapter 40C is

““...to promote the educational, cultural, economic and general wel-
fare of the public through the preservation and protection of the distinctive
characteristics of buildings and places significant in the history of the com-
monwealth and its cities and towns or their architecture, and through the
maintenance and improvement of settings for such buildings and places and
the encouragement of design compatible therewith.”’

In accordance with these principles, Newton established its first local historic
district in Upper Falls in January 1976.

Choosing the Area

The City of Newton (through the Newton Historical Commission) has completed
inventories of the entire city, including Chestnut Hill. Buildings completed prior to
1907 were inventoried individually, and the much larger population of buildings con-
structed between 1907 through 1948 were inventoried by area with individual inven-
tory forms provided for those properties of particular merit. These inventories pro-
vided the basis for the drawing of boundaries, first for the original National Register
nomination, then for the proposed extension, and now for the local historic district.
The inventories also serve to confirm the richness of the architecture and setting in
the Chestnut Hill area.

Description and Justification

Chestnut Hill has long been recognized as an architecturally important and intact
historic neighborhood. In 1986, a portion of Chestnut Hill was included in the



National Register of Historic Places as the Old Chestnut Hill Historic District. In
1988, an extension to the Old Chestnut Hill District was proposed as an amendment
to the Multiple Resources National Register nomination. The amendment was
approved by the Massachusetts Historical Commission on March 8, 1988 and is
under review by the National Park Service.

Although National Register listing is an acknowledgement of the historic signifi-
cance and architectural integrity of Chestnut Hill, it does not provide for protection
or preservation. However, a local historic district will promote the preservation and
protection of the historic buildings in Chestnut Hill, support the maintenance and
improvement of the settings of those buildings, and provide encouragement for com-
patible new architectural design within the district. This is critical in Chestnut Hill,
where increasing development pressures threaten the architectural quality and visual
character of the village.

The area encompassed by the proposed Chestnut Hill Historic District is a *‘sig-
nificant illustration of Newton’s development as a fashionable Boston suburb in the
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Characterized by commodious architect-
designed houses and attention to landscape detail, it provides a well-preserved
glimpse of an upper class suburban enclave of that period.”’! The creation of a local
historic district in Chestnut Hill will preserve those unique qualities for future genera-
tions of Newton residents.

The proposed Chestnut Hill Local Historic District embraces both the original
Old Chestnut Hill Historic District (N.R.1986) and its nominated extension. In addi-
tion, the proposed district boundaries have been expanded to include areas that are
contiguous to the N.R. district and that are consistent with its residential and historic
character. These zones contain buildings that contribute significantly to the district
and create a buffer zone with which to protect the district from encroachment and
incompatible use while providing a more natural and logical border.

Chestnut Hill is a residential neighborhood, one of the most beautiful in New-
ton. The area is ‘‘characterized by large lots, winding roads, varied terrain retaining
many natural features such as rock outcroppings, and large commodious architect-
designed houses in a wide range of late nineteenth and early twentieth century styles.
The houses are constructed of the finest materials and are generally enhanced by their
landscaping.’’? In sections of Chestnut Hill ‘‘one has the feeling of being in the coun-
try despite the immediate proximity [of the Route 9 commercial strip and Cleveland
Circle].”’?

| Jenkins, Candace & Abele, Susan; Newton National Register Multiple Resources Area Nomination, Revised,
May 1988.

2 Jenkins & Abele.
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History of Chestnut Hill

Adapted from the National Register nomination for the Old Chestnut Hill Historic District exten-
sion (N.R. 1988) by Candace Jenkins and Susan Abele and from the National Register nomination for
the Old Chestnut Hill Historic District (N.R. 1986) by Harriet White.

The first phase of development in [Chestnut Hill] was entirely agricultural. In
1658 Thomas Hammond, Vincent Druce and Thomas Parker owned the land through
which Hammond Street was then laid out. The Hammond lands [which were located
in what is now Newton] consisted of over 300 acres which extended from Heath to
Ward Streets and from the Brookline border to Langley Road. The resulting farm
flourished and a number of Hammond houses were built.

Until the middle of the nineteenth century Chestnut Hill was simply East New-
ton, an area of remote farms and few people. However, by 1850 Beacon Street had
been extended from Boston through Brookline to Chestnut Hill and Newton Centre
and, in 1852, the Charles River Railroad had begun limited passenger service to the
south side of Newton. With accessibility improved, the Lee family, which had inher-
ited Joseph Lee’s 160 acre farm... began to develop the area and in 1856 issued a
beautifully illustrated plan to promote the sale of land at ‘‘Chestnut Hill.”” Thus, the
eastern part of Newton received a name and the groundwork was laid for the subur-
ban community which would eventually follow. Initial development was somewhat
limited as most of the new residents of Chestnut Hill were Lees, Lowells, and Sal-
tonstalls and [many] were... related. Despite two subdivisions with small lots and
grid plans, which appeared on the map of Chestnut Hill in the 1874 atlas, nineteenth
century development was limited to a few large properties, mainly on Chestnut Hill
Road and Hammond Street. Farming and market gardening remained a major occupa-
tion in the area. In 1886 the opening of the Circuit Railroad over the old Charles
River Railroad tracks improved accessibility, but real increases in development in
Chestnut Hill came only after the opening of Commonwealth Avenue in 1895. No
infant commercial nodes developed, however, and the small but elegant H.H. Rich-
ardson station (built 1884, demolished 1960s), which was landscaped by Frederick
Law Olmsted, and a local post office were the only public services available. After
the turn of the century, development continued to rise, and peaked in the twenties in
Chestnut Hill, as it did elsewhere in Newton, as well-to-do families chose to make
their homes in the exclusive Chestnut Hill area.

In the Old Chestnut Hill Historic District on Chestnut Hill Road, the old fami-
lies subdivided their estates to accommodate second or third generation families. In
the expanded district area east of Hammond Street, the 1880s estate of dry goods
magnate R.H. White on Essex Road at the top of ‘‘Chestnut Hill’” was broken up in
the twenties. About fourteen new houses were built on Essex Road and the rest of
Chestnut Hill Road which wound around to Gate House Road. In the expanded dis-
trict area west of Hammond Street, the Kingsbury and Woodman farms were finally



developed as the demand for property increased and real estate values continued to
rise. About twenty houses were built on Old Orchard Road and Suffolk Road in the
’10s and ’20s. South of the railroad tracks the exclusive Judge Lowell property began
to be subdivided with five houses being built in the *20s. However, several large
tracts of the old Lowell property still remain in the interior areas of this section. The
desirability of the Chestnut Hill area, even today, is evidenced by the continued sub-
division of some of the larger tracts and the conversion of carriage houses, barns and
outbuildings of all types for residential use.

In 1896, Edwin S. Webster, of the internationally known engineering firm of
Stone and Webster, put together a large estate which stretched from Hammond Street
southwest beyond Suffolk Road and northwest along Old England Road. The
southwesterly portion of his estate is preserved today as the Webster Conservation
Area, which was acquired by the City of Newton in 1968. A wild flower garden cre-
ated by Mr. and Mrs. Clement S. Houghton, who lived at 152 Suffolk Road, is
included in the Webster Conservation Area and is presently owned and maintained by
the Newton Conservation Commission with help from the Chestnut Hill Garden
Club. The present owners of the Louis Pratt House at 46 Suffolk Road continue the
tradition of landscape gardening with almost three acres of beautifully kept grounds
and many fine old trees.

Several local religious and social institutions expanded in the 20th century to
accommodate the growing population. Two English style parish churches were built,
the Church of the Redeemer, 365 Hammond Street (1915) and The First Church of
Chestnut Hill, 26 Suffolk Road (1910), both adding to the ambiance of this exclusive
neighborhood. The First Church in Chestnut Hill had gathered in October of 1861,
worshiping in a little meeting house which became known as the Chestnut Hill
Chapel. In the 1880’s services lapsed as some of the members moved away, but in
the mid-nineties the congregation re-established itself and, with the influx of new res-
idents, began to grow. By 1909, they decided that a larger building was needed and it
was at this time that the First Unitarian Church of Chestnut Hill incorporated. Land
was purchased on Suffolk Road and the cornerstone laid on April 11, 1910. Dedica-
tion of the new church, which was designed by the well-known local architect J.
Lovett Little, Jr., was held on New Year’s Day 1911. Nationally known architect
Henry Vaughn designed the Church of the Redeemer, which was dedicated Easter
Sunday 1915. Vaughn, who trained under the famous English Gothicist, George F.
Bodley, was a mentor for Ralph Adams Cram. Vaughn’s commissions include the
Cathedral Church of S.S. Peter and Paul in Washington D.C. (with Bodley) and St.
John’s in Newtonville (1902-3, N.R. 1986), along with many other ecclesiastical and
institutional buildings in New England. The Church of the Redeemer was an out-
growth of the Guild of Saint Andrew of Chestnut Hill. Services were first held in
1885, lead by Dr. Shinn of Grace Church in Newton Corner. Their first church on
Hammond Street, a small wood frame chapel given by Mrs. Augustus Lowell, was



dedicated in 1891 and a rectory and parish house were subsequently erected nearby.
In 1907, land adjacent to the rectory was given for the location of a new church,
which was built in the following decade. The tower, part of the original plan, was
constructed in 1920 as a memorial to Augustus Aspinwall and Roger Dix, who died
in the first World War.*

More than any other village in Newton, Chestnut Hill maintains its particular
identity. Although bounded by conservation land to the west, the commercial devel-
opment of Route 9 to the south, and Beacon Street north and east, Chestnut Hill
remains an exclusively residential community while preserving much of its historic
character and charm.

Architectural Significance

The proposed Chestnut Hill Historic District consists of almost entirely residen-
tial structures; many date from the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. The
homes of Chestnut Hill are characteristically large, with well landscaped lots, reflect-
ing the status of the village as an affluent suburban community. The house lots too
are large and lushly landscaped, affording great privacy and a sense of seclusion.
Typically, lot contours reflect the natural terrain. The streets in the district respond to
the topography and are winding. This picturesque effect is enhanced by the conserva-
tion and presentation of varied natural features such as rock outcroppings and the
abundant large trees.

Two early Hammond family houses are still standing. Although significantly
altered, the earliest extant Hammond family house at 9 Old Orchard Road (built in
1662 by Thomas Hammond, Jr.) is one of the oldest houses in Newton. The Lowell
House at 521 Hammond Street (1675 with later additions) is a large Georgian resi-
dence. The Kingsbury House (1680-1701) is another significant early house; it was
moved from its original location on Hammond Street to 137 Suffolk Road in 1904.

Today’s Chestnut Hill assumed its historic shape in the late nineteenth century.
The district includes many homes in the revival architectural styles popular between
1880 and 1930. Among these can be found fine examples of Shingle, Georgian
Revival, Colonial Revival, Tudor Revival, Mission, and Craftsman styles. Of these,
Colonial Revival, Georgian Revival and Shingle styles are the most common. The
affluent residents of turn-of-the-century Chestnut Hill often hired well-known archi-
tects to design their sophisticated homes. Among the better known architects who
worked in Chestnut Hill are Welles Bosworth; William Ralph Emerson; Henry
Vaughn; Charles Follen; Chapman and Frazer; Little and Russell; R.C. Sturgis;

4 Jenkins & Abele.



Coolidge, Shepley, Bulfinch and Abbott; Bigelow and Wadsworth; Derby and Robin-
son; and Hawley W. Morton.

Not all of the buildings in Chestnut Hill are large and high style: the neighbor-
hood also contains many more modest examples of period styles, particularly among
the twentieth century houses. Houses of this period are almost exclusively in the
Colonial Revival or Tudor Revival styles and are found in the area between Lee Road
and Beacon Street, northeast of Hammond Street. Although sub-divisions were plat-
ted in this area as early as 1874, no houses were built until after 1900; the bulk of
this development did not come until the 1920s and 30s. The lots in this section are
generally smaller and the street pattern grid-like rather than curving and picturesque.
About 80 houses were built in those two decades, with the Colonial Revival style
predominating by 3 to 1 over the Tudor Revival. Of the post-1950 houses on the
northeast side of Hammond Street, two-thirds were built in the 1950s, including a
house by the nationally known architect Paul Rudolph at 43 Gate House Road. The
remainder of the post-1950 houses in this part of the district are of more recent con-
struction.

On the southwest side of Hammond Street, twentieth-century construction
occurred as infill along established streets as individual, older properties were further
subdivided. About 40 twentieth-century houses were built in this section of the dis-
trict, 13 after 1950. Of the pre-1950 houses, the Colonial Revival predominates over
the Tudor Revival style by a margin of 4 to 1. Over-all, the inclusion of more than
170 twentieth-century houses in the Chestnut Hill district provides a mix of structures
and styles reflecting a view of suburban development and changing economic condi-
tions not often visible in such a limited area.

The area between Hammond Street, Reservoir Road and Beacon Street contains
homes that are not in a National Register District. The historical importance of this
area and its relationship to the overall district is found in the sub-division of lots
before 1874 which remained vacant for many years. Subsequent homes on these lots
built between 1874-1920 were inexpensive dwellings on acres of land. The homes
built on these smaller lots reflect the post-depression modesty of scale that continued
through the mid-1980s. Other more recently built homes scattered throughout the
proposed boundaries are architecturally interesting for their individual dates of con-
struction. Most often designed and built for the owner, they show detailing often
lacking in speculative construction. The homes, although modern in style, show an
attention to quality construction quite compatible with the older homes of the late
1800s and their grandiose fashion. This mix of structures reflects a nation-wide
change of class and economic structure not often visible in such a limited area.

There are very few intrusions or incongruities in the Chestnut Hill district. Only
40 of the houses were built after 1950 and the entire area, with the exception of two
churches and one school, is residential in context. Although some houses are no



longer family residences, they still retain their residential character. There are no
commercial structures of any kind in the district. The area is bisected by the
M.B.T.A. tracks which also form part of the border for the district. The M.B.T.A.
maintains a parking lot at the site of the H.H. Richardson train station (demolished in
the 1960s), but it is small and relatively innocuous.

The proposed historic district in Chestnut Hill is large, comprised of 257 homes,
126 outbuildings, two churches and one school. Some notable individual residences
in the proposed district are described below (these descriptions are taken from the
National Register nominations for Old Chestnut Hill Historic District (N.R. 1986)
and its proposed extension (1989). Other historically significant buildings are
described on inventory sheets contributing to this Report.

1. 517 Hammond Street (before 1874) was designed in the Shingle style by
architect William Ralph Emerson. ‘“The house was developed for Judge John
Lowell by reusing an existing barn for which the original date of construction is
not known. Emerson is considered as chiefly responsible for at least the initial
development of the Shingle Style in the Boston area. He designed a number of
large and important houses in Boston suburbs.”’

2. Slade-Hovey House (1879), 258 Hammond Street. ‘‘Designed by Simon
Stone, the gifted son of a neighbor, the house was constructed of red brick. Few
masonry houses were built in Newton before 1900. The house was built for Dr.
Daniel Slade, a professor at Harvard Medical School, and president of the New-
ton Horticultural Society. . . . Dr. Slade was also a founder of the Appalachian
Mountain Club.’’ The Slade-Hovey house is a rectangular 2'2-story house with
a low pitched hip roof and pedimented elliptical dormers. ‘‘The focal point of
the facade is a broad porte-cochere embellished with terra cotta panels.”’

3. 352 Hammond Street (1888) is a ‘‘large, 2Y2 story gable-roofed [Colonial
Revival] house with broad overhanging eaves. The focal point of the design is a
steeply-pitched gabled tower with a Palladian motif in the lower story. The
gabled entrance porch stands between the tower and an exterior fieldstone
chimney.”

4. 240 Chestnut Hill Road (1892) ‘‘is a conservative example of the Colonial
Revival style, with great emphasis on symmetry and finely articulated detail.
Built into an embankment, the house is three bays wide and three bays deep,
and capped by a hip roof of low pitch. The flat-roofed center entrance porch is
supported by paired Doric columns. Decorative elements include a Palladian
window above the entrance porch, a modillion cornice and wooden quoins.”’

5. 190 Chestnut Hill Road (1894) was designed by architect Welles Bosworth.
““Bosworth was also responsible for the Main Building at M.I.T. This 22 story,
rectangular plan house has a truncated hip roof of slate. The three bay facade is



organized around a shallow gabled center pavilion. The plans for the house
illustrate numerous outbuildings which were to be included in the scheme.”’

6. 292 Hammond Street (c.1898) *‘is one of the district’s numerous examples of
the Tudor Revival style. The facade of this asymmetrical design is dominated by
three gables of unequal size, all with plaster and timber gable fields. The sec-
ond-story overhang and diamond-paned sash were inspired by English medieval
town buildings.”’

7. 300 Hammond Street (1902) is a Georgian Revival home which “‘is rich in
decorative detail. The focal point of the five-bay facade is the two-story ellipti-
cal Ionic portico.”’

8. Windsor Weld House, 47 Suffolk Road (1895). “‘[W]ith its flowing shingled
surfaces and lack of historical detail, [The Weld House] is an excellent represen-
tation of the spare simplicity of the Shingle Style. It is a 1% story structure
enclosed by a broad gambrel roof with shed dormers. Emphasis on the horizon-
tal is viewed in the shingled lines of the roof and veranda while vertical accents
are provided by the several chimney stacks. Of particular interest is the half-
round second story porch at the southern end.”’

9. Charles and Martha Morss House, 164 Chestnut Hill Road (1895). [The
Morss House] is one of the more grandiose early examples [of Colonial Revival
style in Chestnut Hill]. It is a two story wood-frame house enclosed by a low-
hip roof with paired end chimney. Trim includes cornerboards and a broad enta-
blature with narrow eaves windows. The symmetrical facade is centered on an
entry with Ionic porch at the first story and a Palladian window above; the large
service wing to the west was added in the 20th century.

10. Clement S, Houghton House, 152 Suffolk Road (1900, Chapman and Fra-
zer). [The Houghton House] is designed in the Mission style. Important features
include stuccoed wall surfaces, red tile roof, and first story arcade with project-
ing mission entry. A matching gateway marks the entrance to this unusual
house.

11. Alfred F. Bemis House, 40 Old Orchard Road (1904). The Bemis house is
one of the largest and most imposing houses in the area, and it is a very early
example of the Tudor Revival style. Constructed of brick with limestone trim, it
features curved Flemish facade gables and banked windows. A massive rear ter-
race descends along the sloping lot.

12. 34 Old England Road (1911, Chapman and Frazer). This house is an
unusual example of Craftsman style. It is a two story shingled structure enclosed
by a hip roof with exposed rafter ends and a curved profile over paired second
story windows. It has a symmetrical three bay facade consisting of center entry
and flanking bow windows with a pent roof stretching over all. Windows at the



second story are paired on the facade and elsewhere. An exterior chimney rises
along the left elevation, piercing the overhanging roof. A two story wing with
the same fenestration pattern as the main house extends to the right. Also
included on the property is a long low shingled outbuilding enclosed by a gable
roof with hip roof end piece.

13. 109 Essex Road (1928, Little and Russell). This house is one of the many
examples of Colonial Revival style from the post-1907 period. This unusual
house is a five bay brick structure enclosed by a high hip roof with large interior
chimneys.

14. 70 Suffolk Road (1928, Coolidge, Shepley, Bulfinch and Abbott). [This
house is] a two story Colonial Revival structure enclosed by a high slate hip roof
trimmed with modillions. It is constructed of brick laid up in Flemish bond. The
symmetrical facade features a center entry headed by a round arched fan and
framed by limestone pilasters carrying an entablature with pulvinated frieze.
Windows containing 12/9 sash are headed with splayed brick lintels at the first
story and by segmental arches at the second.

15. 85 Chestnut Hill Road (1929, Hawley W. Morton). [This fine Tudor
Revival style home] is a large two story structure enclosed by a slate hip roof
and constructed of uncoursed stone. As is the case with most elaborate examples
from the period, it features numerous facade gables, wall dormers and banks of
windows with stone mullions.

Justification of Boundaries

The proposed historic district is roughly triangular, bounded by Beacon Street,
the MBTA line and the Webster Conservation Area and M.D.C. Hammond Pond
Reservation; a small section of the proposed area extends south of the MBTA track.

The suggested boundaries are: Commencing from a point on the westerly lot line
of #400 Beacon Street and proceeding eastward along Beacon Street to the crossing
over the MBTA right-of-way, then continuing westerly along the northern line of the
MBTA r.o.w. to and crossing over the r.o.w. along the line of the eastern lot line of
the Post Office, continuing along the lot line to Middlesex Road, and then proceeding
westward along Middlesex Road to Hammond Street, and continuing southerly along
Hammond Street turning westward again and proceeding along the rear property of
line of 541 Hammond Street, continuing along the rear property lines of 539 and 545
Hammond Street to the eastern shore of Hammond Pond, continuing northward along
the shore of the Pond and then continuing along the property line between 509 Ham-
mond Street and the Webster Conservation Area, across the MBTA r.o.w., turning
westward to the western property line of 70 Suffolk Road and following the rear lot
lines of 90, 96, 100, 152 & 170 Suffolk Road and continuing northerly along the
western property line of 170 Suffolk Road to Suffolk Road, then continuing along



Suffolk Road to Clovelly Road, following the property lines of 18, & 32 Clovelly
Road to Old England Road, following the property lines of 100 Old England Road,
and then proceeding along the western property line of 400 Beacon Street to the start-
ing point.

The area proposed as a local historic district is extraordinary because it includes
historically and architecturally significant buildings and a setting that demonstrates
the multi-phased development of a residential suburb. This area is also unusual for its
collection of structures built over a span of 330 years. From the time of the first
European settlers until the present less than 15 buildings, with a similar number of
outbuildings, have been demolished. Among the better known losses are the H.H.
Richardson train station and the Post Office.

The district encompasses all of the area of the Old Chestnut Hill Historic Dis-
trict (N.R. 1986), and most of the area of the proposed Chestnut Hill Historic District
extension (N.R. anticipated in 1990). Only the buildings of the Longwood Cricket
Club are excluded. The Cricket Club is recommended for exclusion because of the
level of changes that the property has sustained, and because a portion of the prop-
erty is in Brookline.

The Study Committee was careful to establish boundaries that are natural breaks
in context or are clear borders of the district such as a major road, conservation land,
or MBTA right of way. In most instances in Chestnut Hill these boundaries were
clear. In a few instances, we voted to extend the National Register District (including
the 1988 N.R. District extension) boundaries to include the 1920s and 1930s dwell-
ings built on property that was subdivided as early as 1874 (northeast of the National
Register district. These early to mid twentieth century buildings which are clearly
contributing have been added to the proposed district, to allow the future District
Commission to protect the district from encroachment or incompatible development.

In the proposed local district, we recommend extending the National Register
District boundaries to the west to include the historic Mary Baker Eddy estate. The
Eddy house, designed by Peabody and Stearns and built in 1880-1 for the Dupee
family, was considerably altered for Mrs. Eddy’s use. The estate, which retains its
original carriage house and picturesque setting, is operated as a historic house
museum by the Christian Science Church. Inclusion of this property brings the dis-
trict to the border of the M.D.C. Reservation, and protects against incompatible
development of the Eddy Estate and other adjacent properties. The properties
included in the area are compatible and contribute to the historic and scenic beauty of
Chestnut Hill.

The houses on Acacia Avenue, Lawrence Road, Stone Avenue, Lee Road and
Reservoir Avenue, although not part of the National Register district, offer a valuable
picture of twentieth century suburban development. This buffer zone is geographi-
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cally and culturally of a piece with the rest of the Chestnut Hill district and contains
vernacular and later period buildings of architectural merit. The area was subdivided
by 1874, representing early planning. The pause between this planned subdivision of
the land and the actual construction of most of the properties led to an interesting and
diverse cultural landscape with varying architectural styles.

On the easternmost edge of the district, we propose adding to the district the
four lots with their buildings on the south side of Malia Terrace. This small piece
brings the edge of the district to the Boston border on one side and to the MBTA
tracks on the other. The boundary is thus regular and logical, and the added proper-
ties are compatible with the district.

The most significant proposed change to the National Register district bounda-
ries is the triangular area on the north side of the district bounded roughly by Beacon
Street, Lee Road, and Gate House Road. This portion of the neighborhood represents
development in Chestnut Hill in the late 1920s and ’30s. The house lots are smaller
and the houses more modest in this section of Chestnut Hill, and they illustrate very
clearly the middle class suburban development of the second quarter of this century.
Adding this section of the neighborhood to the district recognizes the importance of
the early planning and later development and establishes a natural buffer zone for the
National Register district areas. Further, the houses in this area help to give a more
complete picture of the historic development of Chestnut Hill into this century.

All owners in the proposed Chestnut Hill Local Historic District were notified of
the plan, given explanatory information and asked their opinions. Support for the dis-
trict with the broadened boundaries described above was overwhelming. A sample
survey and a summary of the survey results are attached. Residents of Chestnut Hill
strongly support a local historic district in their neighborhood. They are also strongly
in favor of adding the areas we have proposed to the district boundaries.
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