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Introduction

Heritage landscapes are special places created by human interaction with the natural

environment that help define the character of a community and reflect its past. They are

dynamic and evolving; they reflect the history of a community and provide a sense of place; they

show the natural ecology that influenced land use patterns; and they often have scenic qualities.

This wealth of | andscapes is central to each comm
vulnerable and ever changing. For this reason it is important to take the first step toward their

preservation by identifying those landscapes that are particularly valued by the community I a

favorite local farm, a distinctive neighborhood or mill village, a unique natural feature or an

important river corridor.

A model for this type of inventory and evaluation has been created by the Massachusetts
Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR) and successfully applied to the needs of
108 communities in that state over the past 8 years including the Quinebaug and Shetucket
Rivers Valley National Heritage Corridor. The Preston Historical Society, interested in
undertaking a similar survey and planning initiative, won funding from a Historic Preservation
Technical Assistance Grant from the Connecticut Trust for Historic Preservation and engaged
the firm of Oakfield Research to conduct a heritage landscape assessment following the
Massachusetts model. The goals of the program are to help communities identify a wide range
of landscape resources, particularly those that are locally significant and unprotected, and to
provide communities with strategies for preserving heritage landscapes. An additional benefit of
the program is to increase the level of localized information available to statewide preservation
and planning agencies.

The methodology for the Heritage Landscape Inventory program is outlined in the DCR

publication Reading the Land, which has provided guidance for the program since its inception.

In summary, each participating community appoints a Local Project Coordinator (LPC) to work

with the consulting team. The LPC organizes a heritage landscape identification meeting during

which residents and town officials identify and prioritize those landscapes that embody the
communityoés character and its historyonthdihi s meet.
includes the consultant, the LPC, and knowledgeable community members. The group visits the

identified priority landscapes and gathers information about community history and issues.

This Report is the final product of the process. Itoutlinest he communi tyds | andscap
discusses broader land planning issues identified by the community; describes the priority

heritage landscapes and issues associated with them; and concludes with preservation

recommendations. Report appendices include bibliography and source list, historical reference

material, and an annotated master list of all the heritage landscapes identified at the community

meeting. Supplementary publications and materials are included with the report, to provide

Preston with more extensive information on specific issues and preservation tools.
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PRESTONG6S LANDSCAPE THROUGH TI1 ME

Preston is located in the southeast quadrant of Connecticut, across the Thames River that
forms part of its western boundary, from the city of Norwich. On the north it is bounded by the
Quinebaug River and the town of Lisbon. Griswold and North Stonington border it to the east,
and Ledyard to the south, partially defined by Poquetanuck Cove which empties into the
Thames.

Geological evidence suggests that by the end of the last glacial period, about 15,000 years ago,

muchof Pr est onds topogr aphy dpaetistdicreure ofthe Quinebmign e d by
River, flowing through the center of town from northwest to southeast and depositing much of

the sand and silt that makes up Prestonds best fa
Avery Pond drainage are remnants of this glacial river. Evidence of earliest Indian activity and

occupation extends along this watershed and includes a humber of likely hunting and camp

sites. By the time of first contact with Europeans, the area was included in territory occupied by

the Pequot and Mohegan peoples, Algonquian tribes who had occupied the Thames River

watershed for at least 10,000 years. The Mohegans had built a substantial permanent

settlement across the Thames from Poquetanuck Cove, and maintained additional camp sites,

associated primarily with fishing, around the periphery of the Cove. During the same period the

Pequot occupied a permanent camp at Mashantucket, in the vicinity of the present tribal
reservationinLedyardbut | i kely incorporating some of the be
southeast corner.

Nomi nally establ i s h eddariemhave ustiated simifieastly ovar dirse, vitto

the townods west eetyandPdyiuetarmlck) rénmining padt@fdNbrwich until 1786,

while the townds northeastern bounds encunthpassed
1815. Long Society and Poquetanuck, together with Preston City, developed over the 18th and

19th century as residential centers, but otherwise the town largely retained its rural and

agricultural character even through the 20th century. Even today, large swaths of farmland

stretch the whole length of the town on a north-south axis along Route 164, as well as in the

vicinity of Miller Road. The vitality of these lands is evidenced by the fact that many of the

townds earliest homes ar e as ®Bresiomatofaroh originatlyhand he m: f
stayed on the farms in Preston for more than two hundred years.

Prestoné6és industrial devel opment focused on I ndia
milling in the 1680s, to providing power for the Hallville Mills until 1963. A manufacturing and

commercial center developed at the head of Poquetanuck Cove, where waterpower, land and

water transportation, and proximity to the market town of Norwich resulted in development of the

village of Poquetanuck. Beyond Poquetanuck, transportation for agricultural products,

manufactures and people followed the present Shetucket Turnpike (Rte. 165; a turnpike from

1829-1833); the Norwich-Westerly Road (Rte 2) and Middle Road; the Hallville-Poquetanuck

Road (Rte 2A) and a north-south roadway tracing in part the line of present Jewett City Road

(Rte 164).

As of 2003, approximately 80% of Preston consisted of undeveloped or agricultural land, with
low-density residential areas concentrated in the vicinity of its two main intersecting highways,
Routes 164 and 165, and between Routes 2 and 2A in the southwest corner.

A succinct history of Prestonés dard¥oungkemaent was r

part of a 1995 report for the Connecticut Historical Commission. It cannot be improved upon in
the limited space of this report, and is therefore reproduced in full as Appendix B.

Preston Heritage Landscapes - 3



COMMUNITY-WIDE HERITAGE LANDSCAPE ISSUES

The current national economic slump presents Preston with one unexpected benefit: due to the

limited development currently taking place, both in the town itself and associated with the

casinos beyond its borders, Preston has a rare window of time in which to examine town-wide

and site-specific issues and landscapes that will continue to be impacted and, in some cases,

destroyed if future development is not wisely managed. This report recommends a number of

new initiatives, but it also highlights the need
landscape decisions and activities.

Preston's Heritage Landscape ldentification meeting, attended by interested residents including
many representing town boards and local non-profit organizations, was held on June 3, 2009.
During the meeting, residents compiled a lengthy checklist of the town's heritage landscapes.
As the comprehensive list was being created, attendees were asked to articulate the value of
each landscape and identify issues relating to its preservation. The annotated checklist is
included as Appendix E of this report.

Topping the list in terms of community concern is the Norwich State Hospital property and
plans for its reuse and development. The group agreed, however, that extensive and ongoing
work by numerous state and local committees and consultants made further investigation as
part of the present project redundant. Rather, it was decided to recognize here the significant
impact that any development of the property would have on Preston as a community, and to
reemphasize the importance of treating this property as an important, integrated historic
landscape in preservation planning.

Beyond the state hospital, residents emphasized broad issues related to heritage landscapes
and community character. These issues are town-wide concerns linked to a range or category
of heritage landscapes, not just to a single place. In Preston, four issues dominate:

destruction of stone walls and lack of protective mechanisms to preserve them;

impacts of high traffic volume and speed on scenic roadways, especially in the corridor

between Mohegan Sun (Montville, village of Uncasville) and Foxwoods (Ledyard)

casinos;

§ limited knowledge and lack of protection for archaeological sites including cemeteries
townwide;

8 concern for preservation of farmlands and farming.

§
§

The issues associated with farms and farming will be examined later in this report.

The stone walls that define field and property boundaries and the stone foundations that are

the only visible remains of many historic homes and farm complexes are integral features of
Prestonds | andscape,tsbutdaken tbr gkayted heothers. Theysre d e n

described by Robert Thorson, UCONN geologist and coordinator of the Stone Wall Initiative, as

part of New Engl andibfse aitcwrl & su rtalH a tc oenmtoandsyy t he r egi c
history and represent the labor, pride of ownership, and aesthetics of its occupants. Th or son 6 s

SWI website identifies the immediate and long-term threats to stone wall survival including strip-

mining, stone removal, and natural dangers; succinctly categorizes stone walls into three

categories (abandoned, heritage, and new/ rebuilt); and offers a range of management and
preservation options which are i mmediately applic
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Planners and preservation advocates are encouraged to consult the SWI website
(http://www.stonewall.uconn.edu), but an abbrevi

recommendations is included as Appendix D of this report.

Participants at the community meeting brought up scenic roadways under a number of
designati ons. T hiedng walsoe ipteed fad <

and Miller Road were noted for their scenic qualities; and the
Hallville-Poquetanuck Road (Route 2A) was singled out as
most threatened by overuse. The State of Connecticut (DOT
Scenic Roads Advisory Committee) defines a scenic road as
one:

§ that passes through agricultural land, or

8§ on which is located a historic building or structure on
the State or National Register of Historic Places, or

§ affords vistas of notable geologic or natural features.
Amajority of Prestonés roads
categories, including long stretches of each of the state
highways, but there is only one state-designated Scenic Road
in the town: the portion of Route 164 extending from the
Griswold town line to south of the intersection with Route 165
at Preston City.

The 2003 Preston Conservation & Development Plan identifies
31% of the roadways in Preston as being state roads, which
come under state statute Sec. 13b-31c, designation of scenic

roads: The Commissioner of Transportation, in consultation with the Commissioners of
Environmental Protection and Economic and Community Development, may designate state
highways or portions thereof as scenic roads. Any alteration of a scenic road shall maintain the
character of such road when so designated, if practical. Sixty-n i n e
roadways are town roads, and as such are eligible for local legislation.

During discussion, a number of participants noted a lack of attention and protection given to
Pre s t o n Gachaeoiogibal heritage, which ranges from extremely early pre-contact sites to
the cell arholes of the townos
industry. The State Archaeological records include 110 site files from Preston, a relatively large
number, but almost all of the identified sites are located in the southern tier of the town, and only

sixteen of them date to the post-settlement period.

One fieldwork participant commented that archaeological sites receive scant attention from
preservationists and planners
On the other hand, archaeological sites are intrinsically appealing as a form of buried treasure.
Each of these attitudes presents both issues and opportunities. Appreciation for and protection
of the fragile sites and the rich cultural information they contain requires a combination of
community i especially landowner i education, and sensitive municipal planning. Cemeteries
and graveyards are a particularly vulnerable subset involving both archaeological sites and

stone walls.
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fo n estsCorasen Rohd a s

t he

Nor

Prest

and

b betnglargely subshriage. have n



PRESTON PRIORITY LANDSCAPES

Based on information gathered at the community meeting, attendees identified a group of
priority landscapes for the consulting team to focus on through field survey, documentation and
planning assessment. Each of the priority landscapes is highly valued and contributes to
community character. Each is subject to some or all of the community issues described above.
While two of the landscapes 1 Long Society and Poquetanuck i have been listed on the
National Register of Historic Places, none has any form of permanent protection except those
areas that fall under jurisdiction of the Conservation Commission and wetlands regulations.

The landscapes which were given priority status by P r e s&commainity meeting represent a
range of scales and types of resources. Each demonstrates the multiple layers of significance
that are common to heritage landscapes. Natural and cultural features, individual and civic
histories, combine to present property owners and concerned citizens with a complex
combination of present-day issues and opportunities.

The descriptions and recommendations that follow are intended to be first steps and

constructive examples for what needs to be an ongoing process: to identify what is valued and
irreplaceable in the community, and develop strategies that will preserve and enhance Prestoné s
landscape heritage.

Long Society Meetinghouse and Village

Description: The Long Society derives its name from
the more than ten-mile length of this easternmost parish
established in Norwich in 1716. The present heritage X
|l andscape focuses on the g
meetinghouse and cemetery, a two-acre parcel of land
northeast of Long Society Road, just across the Preston
town line from Norwich. The parcel and buildings are
owned and maintained by the Second Ecclesiastical
Society of Preston, a private group founded in 1963
with the express purpose of maintaining and curating
the meetinghouse and its collections as a museum. The meetinghouse is under a ninety-nine
year lease to the Preston Historical Society that assists with its maintenance and holds
meetings in the building on an irregular schedule.

The Long Society Meetinghouse was listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NR) in
April, 1976. It has drawn the attention of scholars and architectural historians for many years,
due to the pristine Colonial i b r o0 a dnedtirleodse style that it embodies in simplest rural
form. The meetinghouse is cited in the registration papers as the only example remaining
essentially unaltered in Connecticut, and one of perhaps a dozen in the country. Ironically, this
building postdates the Colonial Period (1816-1819) and was likely constructed as a reproduction
of the original meetinghouse on the site, which was in deteriorating condition when the Society
voted to erect the present building.

The NR registration gives only a brief nod to the graveyard surrounding the meetinghouse,
although it has received extensive study. It contains 154 inscribed tombstones, the earliest
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dated 1727, as well as a large number of unmarked field stones. il t i s a si ght
according to gravestone authority Dr. James Slater. Gravestone inscriptions have been
transcribed (1967; updated 1991) and entered into an international database
(www.findagrave.org). The work of a wide variety of noteworthy colonial stone carvers is
represented in the Long Society graveyard, including Peter Barker, Josiah Manning, David
Lamb Sr. and Jr., Benjamin Collins, Elijah Sikes, the Johnson family and the Lamson family of
Massachusetts.

From a social and historic perspective, the Long Society parcel derives much of its significance
from being t he corearliestettlemerds. loid theféfore votthovinilé te

consider the larger heritage landscape associated with Long Societywh en wei ghi ng

issues and opportunities for preservation. What was once known as Long Society village
includes a cluster of buildings and landscapes ranging from the intersection of Brickyard Road

not

t he

and Long Society Road, to the | &ariegofthe nort her n

documented properties in the vicinity is the c. 1723 William Pride farm at 15 Long Society Road,
just south of this heritage landscape area. Documented historic buildings and features within the
area include:
8§ the Asa Benjamin house and shop, c. 1785, Long Society at head of Brickyard Road;
8§ site of the Philip Harvey house (c. 1771 house burned; current structure on lot is recent)
at northeast corner of Brickyard and Long Saociety;

t

a

the Atoll gateo farm |ikely built by Wi lliam M

8§

8 Long Society Meetinghouse, 1816-1819, Long Society Road;

8 Long Society graveyard, use documented 1727 to late 19th century, 154 inscribed
stones, numerous unmarked field stones.

In addition to these, the area includes

8§ small, single story cottage, SE corner of Brickyard and Long Society Roads, described
by Hall (1998)asafil i t t | e h o ucsthe dlarnieyefamilyn mpssiblygc. 1800;
site of shop between above house and Long Society Road;
number of residential properties, both sides of Long Society Road, that reflect the
continued use and development of the village during the 19th century;
§ site of brick schoolhouse opposite meetinghouse, later Town House, now incorporated
into larger Senior Center building;
site of horse sheds and hearse house, vicinity of meetinghouse;
site of tannery in operation by 1800, vicinity of Bates Pond;
Bates Pond, named for the James B. Bates family; a large wetland area dammed and
engineered into an ice pond with four ice houses; in operation 1885-1944;
§ old milestone west of Toll Gate Farm.

8
8

w W W

Issues:

A Theearlydateoft he L ong NatomalRedisierdistingmeans t h
standards, the level of documentationisnotuptopar, especi al |l
immediate surroundings.

A The Meetinghouse receives almost no funding, recognition, or visitation.

A The Meetinghouse lacks on-site parking, sanitary facilities, and handicap accessibility i
all features that would be expected of a museum site.

A There is no Local Historic District designation and thus, no form of permanent protection
for any of the buildings and features within the neighborhood.

a
y for
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A The heritage value of the Long Society neighborhood is obscured by extensive used car
and junkyard operations that exist within feet of the meetinghouse property.

A The streambed of Bates Pond, a significant filtration site to reduce leaching of
automotive contaminants into the Thames watershed, is polluted by the contaminants,
and its ecology is further threatened by the effects of past beaver activity and present
spread of a large colony of Phragmites, an invasive grassy reed.

Recommendations:

A Long Soci ed Register dthtus shauld be enhanced to that of a District, rather
than the single structure now recognized, including most if not all of the features listed
above. The Historical Society, together with the Second Ecclesiastical Society, is
encouraged to hire a consultant to work with the town and state CCT to further
document the districtds resources and define i
assessorods records

A The town should make every effort to designate Long Society Village as a Local Historic
District. This designation provides a high level of protection for historic buildings and
landscape features. It is also a necessary qualification in order for the town to attain
Certified Local Government (CLG) status, which in turn will provide needed funds for
public building preservation and rehabilitation.

A The Historical Society should review the status of all buildings, monuments and
landscapes within the district, and develop a set of recommendations to guarantee
permanent preservation of these irreplaceable features.

A The Society should inform neighboring landowners of the historic value of their
properties - perhaps by sharing copies of historic house records with them - and provide
them with information concerning the procedures and benefits associated with
Preservation Restrictions.

A The Second Ecclesiastical Society and the Preston Historical Society are encouraged to
work together to promote the Long Society meetinghouse and cemetery as a visitor
destination. A number of low-budget actionswou | d r ai se t he sitebds visi
more likely to be self-sustaining.

o Consider altering the name of the Second Ecclesiastical Society to make it clear
that this is a civic historic preservation group rather than a religious organization.

o Encourage every visitor to the site, especially those who are given special tours,
to make a donation i perhaps by handing each one a donation envelope with
printed information about how the money will be expended.

0 Meet with staff/ officials at the Senior Center across Long Society Road, and

engage them in the neighborhoodbds history,
as school and town hall. Work toward a formal agreement concerning use of the
Centerds parking and sanitary facilities.

0 Reach out to other organizations in the region or the state, such as historic
churches and heritage groups, whose members might be interested in touring or
visiting the meetinghouse site.

See comments in Part Il of this report concerning cemeteries.
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Poquetanuck Village and Cove

Description

AnThere i s probably npt another tract of it§g
size in Preston that has so much of interest

involved in its histpry as this smal/|l area,l o

Marion Hall wrote in Preston Early Homes
and Families. She was specifically
describing Shingle Point Road, but the
same could be applied to the entire area of
Poquetanuck Village. Today the village
presents the single most environmentally,
socially, and historically challenged
neighborhood in all of Preston,
concentrated in a compact area of perhaps
80 to 100 acres.

For over two hundred years Poquetanuck, sited on a navigable but sheltered tidal cove with two

brooks to provide waterpower for a variety of enterprises, was a center of commerce and

industry that served the surrounding communities of Preston, Norwich and New London

(Ledyard). As early as 1707, a forge had been constructed near the mouth of Forge (now Joe

Clark) Brook, and 15 years later another ironworks was built on Poquetanuck Brook. Sawmills, a

grist mill, blacksmith and cooper shops drew on the same power sources in succeeding years,
providing services and product s.Thisssmall pr&iadustrisle a 6s f a
center developed into a complex village in the course of the 18th century, with houses, shops,

taverns and mills dating generally between 1740 and 1800. Many of the houses were built with
shop-orwork-s pace beneath or at one end of the familybs
stood close together, fronting tight against the street for ease of access. An Episcopal parish

was established in the village in 1734 and that denomination dominated village religious life for

the next two centuries.

Beginning during the Revolution and into the Federal Period, Jonathan Brewster father and son
made the first atteoemdpetrsitze donRqgiueetardrck Bnbak, biit m
apparently were not successful. The Lucas family, who bought up the mills and water rights at
mid-century, achieved what former owners had not and, over the course of the next four

decades, they effectively transformed the village into a mill town, purchasing older buildings for
worker housing, expanding the mill itself, building their own houses, funding construction of a

social hall for workers and residents, and supporting other local industries such as Mathews o n 6 s
sawmill, from which they bought cloth boards. Village stores served not only the needs of the

Lucas mill workers, but Hallville residents as well, and a trolley line was laid along Main Street

in 1904, running between Norwich and Westerly, Rhode Island.

The Lucas woolen mill at the head of Poquetanuck Cove burned to the ground in 1912. This
marked the end of an era in Poquetanuck. Although the mill was subsequently rebuilt by another
owner, the Lucas family sold off most of its holdings in the village. An indication that the impact
was permanent is the small percentage of 20th-century buildings within the historic district: of
51 resources listed, only 12 are of 20th century construction, and these include the 1920 post
office and the 1926 Airproof Rubber Company building that stands on the Lucas mill site.
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