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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources 
State Historic Preservation Office 

Ramona M. Bartos, Administrator 
Governor Pat McCrory                             Office of Archives and History  
Secretary Susan Kluttz                    Deputy Secretary Kevin Cherry 

Location: 109 East Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601     Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617   Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6570/807-6599 

January 6, 2015 
 
Meghan Makoid 
Triangle Transit 
PO Box 13787 
Research Triangle Park, NC  27709 
mmakoid@triangletransit.org 
 
Re: Architectural and Archaeological Area of Potential Effect Document and Archaeological Background 

Information Document, Durham-Orange Light Rail Transit Project,  
Durham and Orange Counties, ER 12-0738  

  
Dear Ms. Makoid: 
 
Thank you for your letters  of November 6 and 7, 2014, transmitting the documents cited above for our review 
concerning the above project. 
 
We appreciate your consideration of our concerns about the appropriate Area of Potential Effects (APE’s). 
 
We agree with your determination of APE for architectural resources. 
 
The Archaeological Resources APE document accurately outlines the APE as developed and agreed upon 
during the August 25, 2014 meeting with the Federal Transit Administration, your agency and our office.  On 
September 14, 2014, staff of the Office of State Archaeology met with Matthew Jorgenson of URS 
Corporation, your consultant, and reviewed previous archaeological investigations in the vicinity and delineated 
which areas of the proposed light rail transit project will require additional consideration of archaeological 
resources.  The Archaeological Background Information document accurately reflects the results of that 
consultation. 
 
We look forward to continued consultation and collaboration with you, your consultants and the Federal 
Transit Administration on this project. 
 
The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR 
Part 800. 
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Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment, 
contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919-807-6579 or 
environmental.review@ncdcr.gov. In all future communication concerning this project, please cite the above 
referenced tracking number. 

Sincerely, 
 

 
Ramona M. Bartos 
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources 
State Historic Preservation Office 

Ramona M. Bartos, Administrator 
Governor Pat McCrory                             Office of Archives and History  
Secretary Susan Kluttz                           Deputy Secretary Kevin Cherry 

Location: 109 East Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601     Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617   Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6570/807-6599 

April 16, 2015 
 
Yvette G. Taylor, Ph. D. 
Region IV Administrator 
Federal Transit Administration 
230 Peachtree Street NW, Suite 1400 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

Attention: Stan Mitchell     Stanley.a.mitchell@dot.gov 
  Carrie Walker     Julia.walker@dot.gov 

RE: Architectural History Survey for Durham-Orange Light Rail Transit Project,  
Durham and Orange Counties, ER 12-0738 

 
Dear Dr. Taylor: 
 
Thank you for your recent letter, which we received on March 19, 2015 and which transmitted the above-
referenced historic survey report for the Durham-Orange Light Rail Transit Project. We have reviewed the 
report and offer the following comments.  
 
We concur with the report’s determinations of eligibility with the following notes and/or exceptions. 
 
p. xii: The paragraph in the middle of the page is confusing as it seemed to be missing something. We believe 
the missing element is the beginning of the fourth paragraph on p. 2-1 – that as a result of the post-
reconnaissance presentation and input from the various parties, Marvin Brown conducted additional fieldwork 
at and research into 11 resources and groups of resources. 
  
pp. xii and 3-16: The entries on the Downtown Durham Historic District should note the Additional 
Documentation nomination listed in 2012 that updated the inventory list. 
  
p. 3-45: The National Register assessment of the Shankle House, 2nd paragraph: Association with significant 
people is Criterion B, not C; and association with an architect, unless the property was his personal residence, is 
always Criterion C, not B. The last five sentences of this paragraph are thus irrelevant as far as Criterion B is 
concerned and should be deleted or moved to the end of the first paragraph and rephrased (i.e., not under C as 
the work of a master). 
  
p. 3-49: The reference to the survey more than ten years ago of modernist buildings in Chapel Hill, here and 
elsewhere in the report, should be amended to note that it was conducted by Diane Lea and Claudia Brown. 
Ruth Little did selective follow-up interviews, including one with the owner of the Bowers-Nelson House, but 
Lea and Brown did the survey work. The foreword of Little’s book alludes to “a recently updated survey of the 
town’s modern architecture” but does not identify the surveyors, and consequently Mr. Brown naturally 
assumed that the work was Little’s minus a closer examination of the SHPO survey files. 

p. 3-55, 2nd paragraph: Again (see comments on p. 3-45 above), the suggestion that the house could be eligible 
under Criterion B for its association with the architect is erroneous. N1-13
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p. 3-75: The Highland Woods HD should be found eligible under Criteria A and C, not just A, as the 
modernist designs of the majority of the houses is an intrinsic aspect of the overall design of the neighborhood 
and the number of houses that are so altered that they are noncontributing is not great enough to preclude 
significance under Criterion C. 
  
p. 3-104 (a minor point): Sentences 5 and 6 in the first paragraph about the Robersons’ purchase of property in 
Forest Hills is confusing (sentence 6 is not an obvious conclusion) without the insertion of the streets on which 
the three lots purchased in 1923 and the Tudor Revival-style house are located (Hermitage Court and Briar 
Cliff Road, respectively). 
  
p. 3-115: The conclusion of ineligibility under Criterion A cannot be supported without comparing and 
contrasting the Ruth-Sizemore Store to the county’s four other one-story frame stores similar in date and form, 
particularly in terms of integrity. Simply stating that it must have a high degree of integrity because there are 
four other similar stores is not sufficient, especially considering that the alterations to the store do not seem to 
be extensive. 
  
p. 3-151: The extensive interior alterations preclude eligibility under Criterion C and possibly under Criterion A 
as well. Is any interior integrity retained? More information is needed to support eligibility under Criterion A. 
  
pp. 3-179 to 3-181: The NC Mutual Building is eligible under Criterion A but the case has not been made for 
eligibility under Criterion C. (Note, regarding first full paragraph on p. 3-180: significance for engineering is 
Criterion C, not A.) The building’s engineering and architecture are inextricable, as noted in the second 
paragraph on p. 3-180. The fact that the engineering failed to the point that structural retrofitting was required 
in the late 1980s is noted but played down. The impact of the retrofitting on the appearance of the building is 
barely noted, even though the retrofitting eliminated the appearance of the cantilevering that was essential to 
the building’s engineering and architectural significance. Retaining strong horizontal and vertical lines is not an 
adequate argument for retention of sufficient integrity for eligibility under Criterion C. 
 
We would very much appreciate the above revisions be made to the report so that we can fully agree to the 
determinations of eligibility and the criteria on which the determinations are based. Errata pages that we can 
insert into our hard copy of the report as well as a corrected copy of the report on a CD would be acceptable. 
For ease of future reference, we would also appreciate a complete listing of all National Register-listed and 
eligible properties within the project’s Area of Potential Effects. The list should include the name of each 
property, its survey site number, National Register status and the criterion or criteria for its eligibility. The 
model for this list is found on pp. xi-xii, with the addition of the survey site number and criteria. We have 
found that such a list proves very helpful when assessing the project’s effect on the historic properties. 
 
The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR 
Part 800. 
 
Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment, 
contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919-807-6579 or 
environmental.review@ncdcr.gov. In all future communication concerning this project, please cite the above 
referenced tracking number. 

Sincerely, 
 

 
Ramona M. Bartos 
 
cc: David King, TTA, dking@triangletransit.org 
 Marvin Brown, URS, marvin.brown@urs.com N1-14
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources 
State Historic Preservation Office 

Ramona M. Bartos, Administrator 
Governor Pat McCrory                             Office of Archives and History  
Secretary Susan Kluttz                          Deputy Secretary Kevin Cherry 

Location: 109 East Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601     Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617   Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6570/807-6599 

 
July 17, 2015 
 
Meghan A. Makoid      mmakoid@gotriangle.org 
Environmental Planner 
Go Triangle 
 
RE: Revised Architectural Historic Survey and Section 106 Assessment of Effect for Historic Properties, 

Durham-Orange Light Rail Transit Project, Durham and Orange Counties, ER 12-0738 
 
Dear Ms. Makoid: 
 
Thank you for your letter of June 25, 2015 documenting the submission of the above-referenced report for the 
Durham-Orange Light Transit Project. We have reviewed the revised report and find that all of the 
recommended changes have been made. The addition of Appendix D with the table of the National Register-
listed and Eligible Resources within the APE is especially appreciated and serves to document the changes in 
criteria that we suggested for the eligible properties. 
 
We note that the subject line for your letter reads “Revised Architectural Historic Survey and Section 106 
Assessment of Effect for Historic Properties.” However, having talked with you on July 9, 2015, we 
determined that the Assessment of Effects was not included as it is still under review by the Federal Transit 
Administration. Once it is available, we will promptly review it and comment. 
 
The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR 
Part 800. 
 
Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment, 
contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919-807-6579 or 
environmental.review@ncdcr.gov. In all future communication concerning this project, please cite the above 
referenced tracking number. 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Ramona M. Bartos 
 
cc: Marvin Brown, URS      
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