September 6, 2016

Historic Preservation Commission
Council Chambers

Members Present: Steve Hinick, John Weitzel, Mitzi Rossillon, Jennifer

Petersen, Butch Gerbrandt and Bobbie Stauffer

Absent: Bill Ryan (excused)

Staff: Mary McCormick, Historic Preservation Officer
Carol Laird, Secretary

MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER: The meeting was called to order at 5:35 P.M.

ROLL CALL: Roll call was taken and a quorum was established.

READING/APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF August

2, 2016:

Mr. Hinick called for approval of the Minutes and the voice vote in favor
was 6-0.

PUBLIC COMMENT — ITEMS ON THE AGENDA - None

BOARD ACTIONS

NEW/OLD BUSINESS

A.

MDT Brown's Gulch Road Reconstruction (North of Rocker
Interchange — North Project)

Comment on draft MOA for effects to Brown’s Gulch School and
Feature 4 (original House) at the Galetti Dairy Farm

Ms. McCormick said MDOT had a Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA) that they'd like the Commission to sign as a concurring
party. She saw a couple of minor corrections that needed to be
made but otherwise it was up to the Commission to provide
comment on the MOA. The MOA proposes that MDOT prepare
HABS documentation for both the Brown’s Gulch School and
Feature 4 at the Galetti farmstead. MDOT is requesting the
National Park Service to determine the level of recordation
necessary.



Other stipulations proposed by the draft MOA are to seek a new
owner for the Brown’s Gulch School and relocate the building to
their property and to erect a single interpretive sign for both the
Brown'’s Gulch School and Feature 4 at the Galetti farm.

Ms. McCormick said she went with Jeff Hockaday, a resident of
Brown’s Gulch, to look at the school and talk with locals interested
in having it relocated to their property. She noted that the school is
on the east (north) side of the road just beyond Brown’s Gulch
Road'’s intersection with Hail Columbia Road. Here the road starts
veering to the west. There are large rock outcroppings on the east
side of the road and the creek is on the other side. It is a narrow
area with the creek very close to the road. MDOT wants to take out
the curve in the road. Jon Axline with MDOT has reported that
there isn't enough room to change the alignment to avoid the
school. Ms. McCormick saw what their problem was, as the road
could only be moved about five feet.

Ms. McCormick then reviewed several pictures.

Ms. McCormick noted that two Brown’s Gulch residents have
expressed interest in having the school relocated to their property.
This included an adjacent property owner and one towards the
north end of the gulch, about 4.3 miles away. Ms. McCormick
stated her preference was that the new location be close to the
existing site and maintain the school’s rural isolated setting.

Mr. Gerbrandt asked if the property owner where the school is at
had been contacted. Ms. McCormick said she hadn’t been able to
get a phone number. Mr. Weitzel said he could get the phone
number for the property owner, Otto Simon. Ms. McCormick said
she had heard conflicting statements on how the family felt about
the loss of the school.

Mr. Hinick asked if that school had any connection to School
District No. 1. Mitzi Rossillon said it was a defunct School District.
Mr. Hinick said as far as historic properties, they didn’'t have that
many rural schoolhouses around. He said the one from McQueen
was at the mining museum.

MDOT would be paying to move the school and it would have a
concrete foundation instead of the current rubble stone.

Ms. Rossillon encouraged the HPC to support the MOA with the
understanding that MDOT should be strongly urged to relocate the



school within a half mile. The Minutes should note that the HPC is
interested in keeping the school close to its historic location.
Additionally, Ms. Rossillon expressed concern that the interpretive
sign, as proposed in the draft MOA, would be far away from the
historic properties and didn’t see how a single sign would provide
sufficient space for wording on both the school and the farm. She
thought no sign at all would be more favorable or if the property
owner would agree to a very small sign adjacent to the property,
not like a standard sign that the Highway Department usually did.
Ms. McCormick said she would like to see an interpretive sign at
the school. Mr. Hinick added, at the building itself -- and not down
somewhere on the road.

Ms. Rossillon said the MOA was requiring HABS documentation at
the Galetti farm to include Feature 4 only. She said that as
somebody who had looked at a lot of HABS/HAER documents, it
was not good to have a little piece here and there, you would want
to know the whole story. She would like to see a description of the
whole site and knew it cost more money but her preference would
have it just say Galetti Dairy Farm period, including all of the
features of the farm.

Ms. McCormick said in doing HABS documentation, the Park
Service allowed for the interpretation of one feature at a time, if that
feature was all that was being directly impacted. An overview
document still had to be done, an historic context for the entire
property.

Mr. Weitzel said as far as an interpretive sign, he had worked with
Paul Tash with some of the historic signage around Butte such as
the headframes. He used heavy duty materials, like on the walking
trail, and the signs had quite a bit of information.

Ms. Rossillon moved that the Historic Preservation Commission
concur with the draft Memorandum Of Agreement concerning the
North Rocker Interchange with the understanding that MDT should
make every effort to find a new owner for the school that was in
close proximity, i.e. within a half a mile of the existing school and as
close to the roadway as possible.

Mr. Hinick called for a second.

Ms. McCormick asked if they wanted changes to anything else.
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Mr. Gerbrandt asked Ms. McCormick if she had already made her
changes. She said no, she hadn’t made any changes. She did
make corrections — nothing on the signs.

Ms. Stauffer said she thought they would prefer to have an
interpretive sign for the school with the school and an interpretive
sign for the dairy building with the dairy building and if at all
possible, to have an expansion on the larger complex of the dairy
rather than just the sign of Feature 4 added to the motion.

Mr. Hinick said they were just going to call that as amended by
Commissioner Stauffer.

Ms. McCormick asked for a repeat of the motion to make sure she
understood it. She said they would like to have two interpretive
signs — one for the school and one for the dairy farm. Ms. Stauffer
added the signs should be located with the properties, not at a
separate location on the road.

Mr. Gerbrandt said he believed she had said she would prefer to
see all features at the dairy farm rather than just Feature 4. Ms.
McCormick asked if that was just the sign. Mr. Gerbrandt said just
the sign.

Mrs. Petersen seconded the motion as amended. The voice vote in
favor of the motion passed 6-0.

Presentation — Lexington Mine Remedial Action Work Plan

Ms. McCormick noted this presentation to be an initial report to the
HPC on remediation efforts at the Lexington.

Ms. McCormick said ACRO is readying to transfer the Lexington
Mine to BSB. Remediation work is to take place prior to the
transfer. She said the remediation fell under the terms of a
Programmatic Agreement (PA) between the EPA and SHPO. The
PA allows for undertakings carried out according to the PA’s
requirements to proceed without consultation. EPA is then
responsible for filing a report with SHPO at the end of each year
which describes how undertakings, if any, were handled.

Ms. McCormick said she had been part of the meetings between
ARCO and BSB to work out the terms of the remediation plan. She
served as the representative for Historic Preservation interests and
was there to ensure no adverse effects. A major issue of concern
had been what to do about the strike fence. In that case she had



brought HPC member Gerbrandt in. He participated in an on-site
inspection and discussions with representatives from Pioneer and
ARCO and contributed significantly to the identification of a solution
to preserve the strike fence.

Ms. McCormick’s presentation included a brief overview of the
history of operations at the Lexington Mine and the structural
evolution of the mine yard over time. The graphic shown was
primarily Sanborn maps and historic photographs.

Ms. McCormick reported on the basics of the remediation plan,
which is to allow public use and unrestricted access to the west
side of the site but not to the extant mine features along the east
side. Bernie’'s Way is to be realigned so that it goes straight up into
the south end of the mine site. It will access a parking lot and a
picnic area, which currently is a large flat with no intact buildings or
structures. A chain-link fence will be installed between the parking
lot and picnic area and the extant mine features, including the hoist
house, idler tower, headframe, ore bins, rails, wooden walkways,
wooden covered staircase, etc. People will be able to clearly see
those features for the first time in decades but access will be limited
to special tours and the like. The chain-link fence will context with
the historic strike fence, which runs along Main Street on the east
side of the site, and continues around the north-northwest end.

Ms. McCormick then reviewed the impacts to historic features:

-remove the concrete foundation remains of two, 1940’s change
houses on the west side of the site, the location of the proposed
parking lot/picnic area;

-collapse buried utility chases;

-reroof hoist house with rusticated corrugated metal sheeting;

-coat the hoist house’s asbestos shingle siding with a gray-tinted
sealant;

-sweep and remove trash from the hoist house; HPO will inspect
the hoist house first and identify what can be removed,

-repair the strike fence; deteriorated wood posts in-kind will be
replaced in-kind and fencing along Main Street will be repaired by
removing the bottom 1-2 feet of the rotten boards, removing the
build of dirt and rock from behind the fence with a high-powered
vacuum and then covering the opened bottom section with a series
of stepped horizontal boards. The HPO will oversee removal of
artifacts and metal debris from behind the fence by hand prior to
the vacuum.

Ms. McCormick then reviewed the impacts to modern features:



-remove 48" air duct installed between the hoist house and shaft in
the late 1980’s;

-remove radio control station and dish and replace with a buried
station.

McCormick showed pictures and measured drawings of the change
house foundations that she had prepared.

Mr. Hinick referred to the searchlight on top of the headframe. He
understood that it was put in during World War | or Il as an early
warning for incoming enemy planes. There was another one on top
of the Finlen Hotel. Mr. Hinick believed this civil defense use was
an interesting side note to the mining industry. Butte was the heart
of metals productions for the war effort so its security was of
national importance.

Ms. Stauffer said she was really glad Ms. McCormick was involved
in the planning process, even though consultation wasn’t required.
Ms. McCormick said it was part of her job to ensure compliance
with the PA. It's very important that the Commission be aware of
what is going on and to voice any concerns.

Mr. Hinick said they were glad Ms. McCormick gave them a briefing
and if there was anything further, they would certainly take it under
advisement and would reply appropriately.

VI. STAFF/MEMBER REPORTS

A.

Intern

Ms. McCormick said there was a Highland College intern again in
the Preservation Office. This internship was structured similar to the
documentation class that she and Ms. Rossillon usually taught.

Jacobs House

Ms. McCormick said she was still working on trying to get a
contractor to give her a bid for work on the Jacobs House porch.
She asked three people and had yet to get any bids back. She said
she would talk to Bill Ryan about possibly making it a student
project.

Patriot Rail



VII.

VIII.

Ms. McCormick said she talked to Matt Vincent about a small group
of HPC members going to the Anaconda Historic Preservation
Commission meeting to talk over Patriot Rail’s plans in Anaconda
and Butte. She said they needed to come up with a common path
forward. He said that was fine. Ms. McCormick, Ms. Rossillon and
Mr. Gerbandt, who had both viewed the West Butte Section House,
were going to attend Anaconda’s Preservation meeting on
September 8" at 5:30. Ms. McCormick said others were welcome,
as long as it did not constitute a quorum.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

A.

Southwest Montana Planning Conference

Ms. McCormick said the Planning Department was hosting the
Southwest Montana Planner’s Conference. It was stated that Roxie
Larson in the Planning Department had sent the HPC members a
brochure about the conference. Ms. McCormick said she would be
making a presentation during a panel discussion.

CLG meeting

Ms. McCormick said the state CLG meeting would be in Hamilton
on the 21%, as part of the Montana Historic Conference. She had a
prior commitment and would be unable to make the meeting.
There was money available for two people, so she asked the HPC
members to let her know if they’d like to attend.

Montana Association of Architects
Ms. McCormick reported that the Montana Association of Architects

was holding their annual meeting in Butte on the 29™ of September.
She’d agreed to be a discussion leader at a table at the banquet.

D. Digger Digs

Mr. Hinick said he was watching with anticipation the new Digger
Digs going up. He said work was in full swing and was quite a
project with lots of excavation.

PUBLIC COMMENT — ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA — None

ADJOURNMENT: A motion was made and seconded to adjourn. The

meeting adjourned at 6:50 P.M.



