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INTRODUCTION

Meriam’s Corner is located in the town of Concord, Middlesex County, Massachusetts. The 1.77-
acre site is part of the Battle Road Unit of Minute Man National Historical Park, which covers
approximately 770 acres of land in Concord and the neighboring towns of Lincoln and Lexington
(figure 1). Located just east of the intersection of Old Bedford and Lexington Roads, Meriam’s
Corner was the home and farmland of five generations of Meriams, from 1639 to 1871. However,
the site is primarily significant as the location where the Americans and British first exchanged shots
as the British retreated to Lexington (and thence to Charleston) during the opening of the
Revolutionary War on April 19, 1775. Following the Revolution the site and surrounding area saw
primarily agricultural uses that evolved from 18th-century subsistence farming by Meriam family
descendants to 20th-century market gardening by recently arrived European immigrants. After World
War II, agriculture on the site declined as the town of Concord began the transformation to a
suburban Boston community.

This Cultural Landscape Report for Meriam’s Corner was written as part of a larger project to plan
for the further development of the Meriam’s Corner area within Minute Man NHP, as directed by the
General Management Plan (GMP) for the park. Therefore, it was researched and written
concurrently with two other studies on Meriam’s Corner: The "Historic Structure Report: for: the_—
Meriam House," by NPS Architectural Conservator Barbara Yocum of the Cultural Resources Center
in Lowell, and an Archeology Study, by NPS Archeologist ?, also of the Cultural Resources Center.
Both of these studies and authors provided invaluable assistance in the writing and assembling of this
report.

The goal of this particular study was to outline the history of the broader Meriam’s Corner site, and
to place it in the broader context of the area’s agricultural history and land use patterns. It was
therefore necessary to expand the study area to beyond the 1.77-acre site presently known as
Meriam’s Corner, given that much more land was originally associated with the Meriam family.
However, for clarity and efficiency the study area was limited to about 75 acres around the immediate
site, despite the fact that Meriam family members also owned farmland in areas beyond what is
shown in the figures.
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Figure 1. Meriam's Corner, located in Minute Man National Historic Park, in Concord, Lincoln, and

Lexington.



PART I:
SITE HISTORY

Brian Donahue
Historian
Minuteman National Historical Park

The purpose of this site history is to define the structure of the Meriam’s Corner landscape, and to
give an overview of its development and change over time. In 1993, a computerized database of deeds
and wills was assembled, from which GIS maps showing land ownership around Meriam’s Corner
from the late 17th century to the present were created. Land use information in deeds, wills, tax
valuations and other town records was also used to create maps that show the development of the
landscape around Meriam’s Corner from 1775 to today. Some of the maps generated from the data
base have been redrawn and are used as figures in this report.

This historical summary is divided into two sections. The first section defines the “core area” and
associated “family farmlands area” of the Meriam’s Corner landscape, discusses the relationship
between the built-up core and the larger landscape, and gives a sweeping overview of major changes in
this landscape over time. The second section is a much more detailed discussion of historical and
generational phases in the evolution of the Meriam and Burke families and their surrounding
farmlands, supported by a series of land ownership and land use maps.

This research was done in close coordination with Barbara Yocum’s work for the "Historic Structure
Report” for the Meriam House, and reference should be made to her Meriam Family Genealogy (see
appendix 1), Meriam Family/House Chronology, and Meriam House Tax Assessment Records. It is
difficult, at best, to read the section on the development of the Meriam family without referencing the
genealogy. This report also refers to deeds and wills, summaries of which have been cataloged in
notebooks which support the GIS maps and placed on file at Minute Man National Historical Park.



I. Meriam’s Corner Landscape: Definition and Development
A. Landscape Areas: Core and Farmland

Today there is a single “Meriam House” standing at Meriam’s Corner. However, there was no one
single “Meriam Farm” attached to this house from the 17th century onward. Instead, the extant
structure, believed to have been built in 1705, was simply one of a series of structures located on
three or four Meriam family homesteads clustered around the Corner. Each Meriam household had
farmland parcels associated with it, but these parcels were intermixed with those of other family
members and neighbors, and were reshuffled from generation to generation. This was a common
(although not universal) pattern of landholding and farming in Concord. To understand how the
Meriam’s Corner landscape of 1775 was created, and how it evolved into the landscape we see today,
the development of this family farm cluster should be traced over time.

The Meriam’s Corner landscape was made up of two interacting parts: a small built-up “core”
containing houselots, and a surrounding area of “family farmland.” These two areas are delineated
on the Meriam Landscape Areas Map (figure 2). The core area is obviously the richest site for
archaeological and structures research. However, changes in the buildings at the core are best
understood in conjunction with the development of the larger farmscape. Unlike wealthy estates,
which may offer a compact, coherent story through a building set in its immediate grounds, an
ordinary New England farm neighborhood such as Meriam’s Corner has for its proper context an
ensemble of parcels of different kinds of land distributed widely across the surrounding countryside,
and seldom in a contiguous block. The evolution of this larger farmscape is as interesting and
important to cultural landscape history as the details of the grounds within the core are.

The Meriam core area (figure 2) contains the sites of Meriam (and later Burke) family houses, barns,
and outbuildings, the lock/blacksmith shop, cowyards, and gardens. The core consists of a strip of
about an acre and a half of land east of Bedford Road containing two houselots, and a similar strip
west of the road. The “Daniel Taylor™ houselot west of Meriam’s Corner is also included because
this became a Meriam family house from 1778 to about 1828, and because part of this lot may also
have provided a barn site for another Meriam who lived east of Bedford Road. (The core area could
have been extended farther west to include the houselots of Nathan Stow and Ebenezer Meriam, but
this would have required a thorough history of the Taylor family who lived there for most of the 17th
and 18th centuries. This was unfortunately beyond the scope of this project.) After a detailed
archeological survey of the core area is completed, it may be possible to create a set of site plans of
the core area to accompany the series of land use maps of the surrounding farmscape. For now, we
can only guess at the exact location of most of the buildings within the core area.



Figure 2. Meriam's Corner: Relationship of "Core area” to larger "Family Farmland.”
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For the Meriam Family Farmland area, more than 100 acres of land running north from Meriam’s
Corner on both sides of Bedford Road have been mapped. Two sets of maps have been developed for
the years 1775, 1860, 1938, and 1993. The first set (figures 7, 9, 12, and 16) show land use:
tillage, pasture, English hay, meadow, orchard, woodland and scrub, as well as “developed”™ parcels
in the later years. The second set (figures 6, 8, 11, and 15) shows the landownership of Meriam’s
Corner. Meriam’s Corner residents owned a large part of the land within this area, although never
all of it. They also owned parcels beyond this area at a greater distance from home, primarily
meadows and woodlots. The area mapped gives a reasonably complete picture of what was going on
in the Meriam farmscape, as long as one remembers that meadows and woodlots are somewhat
slighted, while tillage land is proportionally inflated, because it tended to be closest to the core. In
every case, the location and boundaries of land use types were deduced from complex and ambigous
references in deeds, inventories, tax valuations, topography, and aerial photographs, as noted in the
text. These determinations are not definitive, and cannot be, especially since the way an individual
field was used may have changed from year to year. However, given these qualifications, the maps
give a reasonably clear picture of the the general land use patterns of the 18th, 19th, and 20th
centuries.

B. The Relationship of Farmscape to Core

Obviously, the core area and the larger "farmscape” were closely related to each other. A change in
one generally reflected a change in the other. The core area served to manage and process crops,
livestock and other materials flowing to and from the larger farmscape. The layout and architecture
of the buildings and yards reflected these functions and the economy of the day. Over time, the
landscape of Meriam’s Corner evolved from locally integrated, to linear, to disintegrated.

Through the 18th century, homesteads and their surrounding land made up largely (though not
completely) self-contained systems. Cows came in from pastures to the barn or cowyard to be
milked, then returned to pasture; hay came from the meadows to feed stock during the winter, and
the resulting manure was carted to tillage land; corn and rye went via the husking bee or threshing
floor in the barn to the family grain chests, and so on. Most produce was consumed at home. Each
family needed to have a reasonably complete ensemble of meadow, tillage, pasture, orchard and
woodlot, and the corresponding buildings and equipment at home to handle the diverse material
flowing from the land.

External flows in and out of these systems were limited mainly to interlocking links with others
nearby. Families were never self-sufficient, but engaged in a complex local exchange of labor,
services, and above all, goods with their neighbors. Many families engaged in a trade that facilitated
the local economy, such as running a cider mill, a tannery, or, as in the Meriams’ case, a blacksmith
and locksmith shop. All this added up to a highly integrated local landscape.

When agriculture became increasingly commercialized in the 19th and 20th centuries, homesteads and

farms were reorganized to use purchased goods and to produce crops for market. With this change
came parallel shifts in the make-up of the farmscape, and in the buildings and tools at home: English
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hay, under-drainage, dairy barns, feed grain, greenhouses, coal stoves, and so on. This might be
called a linear landscape, because of the influx of resources and goods on one side, and outflow of
marketed crops on the other.

In the modern suburban landscape, different parts of the landscape retain little functional connection
to each other. Some land is simply abandoned, residential areas are connected via the automobile to
distant resources, and still-active farmland is more connected to consumers at large than to nearby
residences. This is a locally disintegrated landscape, with its components organized along broader,
metropolitan lines.

Along with these economic changes, family and social developments were also reflected in both the
core area and the farmscape. During the colonial period, when a child married and a new household
was created, the family farmscape was reapportioned to create a new, functioning land holding. If
needed, more land might be acquired from family members or neighbors leaving to make a fresh start
in a newer town, or a family trade might make it possible to subdivide existing land and still make a
living. Or, standards of living might fall. In the 19th century, family clusters disappeared as farms
were consolidated in a more commercial pattern, and housing hired labor became important instead.
Again, developments in housing at the core paralleled changes in land holding and use. The story of
one cannot very well be told without the other.

C. Large-Scale Landscape Change and Continuity

This evolution of the Meriam's Corner core and farmscape through a series of stages from the 17th
century to the present will be carefully detailed in the next section. One thing emerges very strikingly
from this examination, however. While there were many subtle changes in the landscape of Meriam’s
Corner over the centuries, reflecting important social and economic developments, in a broad way the
landscape looked very much the same for nearly 300 years, from the mid-17th century until World
War II. This continuity then gave way to dramatic change in the past half-century.

This continuity is noticeable in a glance at the four Land Use maps (figures 7, 9, 12, and 16; see
figure 17 for composite). The dominant visual character of the landscape is determined by the
balance between three elements: open agricultural land (including tillage, meadow, English hay, and
pasture); natural land (including woodland, scrub, and marsh); and developed land (including
residential, commercial, and school land). From some time in the 17th century through the mid-20th
century, open farm land completely dominated the scene, although both forest and residences were
beginning to spread by 1938. By 1993, this landscape has been transformed to one dominated by
development and abandoned farmland.

This is no great surprise, but perhaps a number of additional observations should be made. One is
that while the expansion of suburban development seen here is fairly typical for Concord, the balance
between farmland and overgrown “natural” land is not: the proportion of open land still being farmed
is quite high around Meriam’s Corner both in 1938 and in 1993, while the proportion of reforested
land is relatively low. Secondly, something that is not visible in these maps is that the landscape
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lying to the east of Meriam’s Corner has seen much more development in the past 50 years, but still
has a similar high proportion of open farmland by modern standards.

II. Historical Chronology

In this section, the development of the cultural landscape at Meriam’s Corner, and of the generations
of Meriams and Burkes who lived there, is delineated. Historical periods for the development of the
landscape are as follows:

1) Native occupation to 1635;

2) 17th-century farmscape development lasting to about 1705;

3) 18th-century intensive occupation and fragmentation lasting to 1803;
4) 19th-century consolidation and commercial farming lasting to 1920;
5) 20th-century market gardening lasting to 1950;

6) Suburbanization from 1950 to the present.

The transition from each of these periods to the next took a generation or two to accomplish for
Concord as a whole, and there was a great deal of overlap between them. Therefore, the dates listed
are approximate, and the periods are dated somewhat differently elsewhere. Here, they are
determined by convenient dates of transition in the families at Meriam’s Corner.

Farms at Meriam’s Corner followed a common pattern of development for Concord. For two
centuries the land passed through five or six generations of the Meriam family, becoming quite
fragmented during the 18th century, and being reconsolidated during the 19th. In 1871, the Meriam
farm was sold to the Burkes, an Irish family who owned it up to the mid-20th century. The house
and surrounding lot passed to the Ingrahams in 1951, and to the National Park Service in 1987,
Much of the old Meriam/Burke farm is still cultivated today. If anything, this land is remarkable for
unusual continuity rather than for dramatic change in ownership and use.

Period 1: Native American Horticulture (1000 - 1635)

This period has not been pursued in any detail. Early accounts and local traditions suggest that the
first planting fields laid out by the English in Concord were on grounds recently farmed by the
Indians. This included the “Cranefield” west of Bedford Road, where the Meriams had some
holdings. However, getting a good picture of the native landscape is not something that can be
accomplished within a limited study of Meriam’s Corner, so it has not been researched for this
project. Should any evidence of Indian occupation come to light in archeological surveys, this would
greatly shift the focus of interest at this site.



Period 2: 17th Century Farmscape Development (1635 - 1705)
Generation 1: Joseph Meri 1639-1641)"; The Common Field Syst mq’r
Joseph, Meriam (~ 1600-1641) was an early settler of Concord (1639), and undoubtedly received a
houselot and “first division™ planting and mowing lots within the original common field system of the
town. Joseph,’s houselot may have been at Meriam’s Corner, but no hard documentary evidence of
this has been found. Concord’s first book of town records has been lost, and along with it most
direct evidence of the first division of lands that might have existed. First division holdings were
later used as the basis for Concord’s larger second division, conducted in the 1650s and recorded in a
new town book of records in the 1660s. Unfortunately, many first division holdings had changed by
that time, because of subsequent land transactions, or the death or departure of the original
proprietors.

Joseph, Meriam died in 1641. No inventory of his real estate has been found with his will. His
widow Sarah was empowered to sell his house, but no record of a sale has been found. By 1645, she
re-married Lt. Joseph Wheeler, a substantial Concord landholder. In 1667, Joseph, Meriam’s three
grown sons conveyed all their rights in their father’s real estate to their step-father Joseph Wheeler.?
This may have formalized an earlier understanding by which Joseph Wheeler took control of the land
until Meriam's sons came of age, and then distributed it back to them, or helped establish them in
other ways. Unfortunately, once again, the real estate involved in this deed was not described in
particular,

Because of this, we are not able to establish for certain that the houselot of John, Meriam (the first
proven occupant of Meriam’s Corner) came to him from his father’s estate, although it most likely
did. We are even less certain that Joseph, Meriam’s houselot was on this site. On the whole, the
Meriam records don’t shed much light on the original common field system of the first generation of
English farmers. Understanding this system in Concord is a matter of mapping records from a few
dozen families over a wide area. Since the Meriam holdings were largely within the “Cranefield” to
the west and well outside the Park bounds, this reconstruction has not been attempted, as it was also
beyond the limited scope of this Meriam project.

Generation 2: John, Meriam (1663 -1724); The Original Meriam Farm

John, Meriam (1641-1724) was the only one of Joseph,’s sons to spend his life in Concord. John,
was married in 1663, so it is possible that a house (not the extant structure) for him was built at
Meriam’s Corner about this time, if one was not there already. John,’s land holdings were recorded
in the town book in 1666. Beside the house and 1-1/2 acre houselot at the Corner, he owned 16
acres “within Cranefield gate;” 20 acres upland “near Cranefield” across Billerica Way (later Bedford
Road) to the west; 15 acres in Elm Brook meadow (about a mile to the east); 3 acres in the Great
Meadow (by the river about a mile north); and 16 acres in Virginia Swamp. He had 9 acres of
Second Division land at the “Suburbs.” By 1672, he had been granted 91 more acres of Second
Division at Shawshine Corner in the present town of Bedford, giving him 171-1/2 acres all told.”
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This was John, Meriam’s starting point. Unfortunately, when he passed his land at the Corner on to
his sons around the turn of the century, he did not insist that they record the deeds of gift—thus
depriving posterity of a detailed picture of his life’s accomplishments. Some things can be surmised.
His houselot probably included a small strip of garden and tillage land running north of his house
(which is no longer extant and was probably built in 1663) along Billerica Way. The bulk of the
houselot to the east of this toward Mill Brook was probably meadow—abutting deeds show this was in
his hands by no later than 1698. The 20-acre strip of upland running up the west side of Billerica
Way was probably largely brought into cultivation during John, Meriam’s lifetime—it was not part of
the original planting fields of the town lying farther to the west. This 20 acres would provide the
main “homefield” tillage land for the next few generations of Meriams. A small piece of this, on the
hill south of the lane to the Cranefield, was planted with an orchard by 1685.°

The greatest achievement of John, Meriam’s generation was ditching and draining many of the
extensive meadow areas in Concord so that they became reliable hay resources. It is evident that by
1605 the lowlands east of Meriam’s Corner had been ditched to the point that part of the flow of Elm
Brook at the east end could be diverted west, to flow into the Mill Brook that ran by John, Meriam’s
house.® This implies that meadows had been ditched and improved all along the line, ensuring an
outfall. John, Meriam had meadows along both Elm and Mill brooks, including his home meadow at
the Corner, so he undoubtedly took part in this labor.

In brief, the basic pattern of cultivation had been imposed on the landscape around Meriam’s Corner
by the end of the 17th century. John, Meriam’s holdings were rather small, but fairly typical for a
second generation Concord landowner. The tillable lands were of good quality (some are still being
cultivated today), and reasonably close to home. Meadow lands were scattered far and wide among
brooks, swamps and the river in the normal way. And there were 100 acres of probably largely
unimproved land waiting on the far fringes of Concord.

Period 3: 18th Century Intensive Occupation (1705-1804)

The 18th century marked the period when the Meriam's Corner area was most intensively occupied
and cultivated. For most of the century, from about 1705 to 1778, there were three occupied Meriam
houses at the Corner. During the lives of the third and fourth generations of Meriams to live there,
the surrounding farmland was minutely subdivided, creating the characteristic “pinched” conditions of
the social and ecological landscape of the Revolutionary period. Towards the end of the century,
during the tenure of the fifth generation, signs of consolidation and a new market approach to land

and farming began to appear.

Generation 3: John, Ebenezer,,, and Joseph, riam (1691-1777

John, Meriam’s land was divided among his five sons as they came of age. Two of them were
provided with John,’s second division land at Shawshine Corner; Nathaniel,; in 1696, and Samuely, in
1702.7 Samuel went on to become a deacon and selectman in the new parish and town of Bedford,
incorporated in 1729 from parts of Concord and Billerica.®
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Unfortunately, the deeds by which John,,, Ebenezer, and Joseph,, Meriam, (the three sons who
settled in the immediate vicinity of Meriam’s Corner) were provided for were not recorded. It could
be surmised that two of them built new houses about the time they were married, while the third
stayed on with his parents in the ancestral home. John,, married in 1691; Ebenezer,; and Joseph,, in
1705. By the earliest tax records available in 1717 the three sons owned property and the father did
not. Using later deeds by which these men disposed of their land, a somewhat speculative map of
the distribution of Meriam property around the Corner area during the first third of the 18th century
can be constructed, as described below and pictured in figure 4.

Lt. John,, Meriam, Jr., (1666-1748) married in 1691 and probably built his house across the street
from his father about this time. The exact location of this house is unknown—for convenience, it
could be assumed to have been located on the same site as the later Burke house. John,; Meriam
lived here until he moved to Littleton around 1737. His “tenement” (or holding) by then included the
6-acre houselot with a house and barn on Billerica Way, and another 2 acres of plowland up the road.
He had 8 acres of pasture across the road from this to the east. This much is shown in figure 4. He
also had another 5 acres of plowland “in the plain,” which may be another part of the “Great Field”
further to the north toward the Great Meadows. He additionally had 6 acres that appear to be from
his father’s Elm Brook meadow, 3 acres of river meadow, and 4 more acres in Island Meadow, also
on Elm Brook. In addition, he owned 16 acres of woodland near Sandy Pond acquired by his father
in 1701, and 4 acres of swamp in the Suburbs, which had been a little piece of his father’s second
division land split with his brother Joseph. In all, his holdings comprised only 54 acres.’

When John,; Meriam left Concord, the nucleus of his holding was acquired by his brother Joseph,,’s
son Samuel,y, and the 6-acre Elm Brook meadow piece by Joseph,, himself, so a good part of John,,'s
land remained in the Meriam family, '

Ebenezer,; Meriam (1675-1777) and Joseph,, Meriam (1677-1750) were both married in 1705.
Between 1717 and 1724, they paid exactly the same real estate tax (except that Joseph,, paid a bit
extra for his “faculty” as a locksmith). This indicates that their father’s remaining land was split very
evenly between them, or possibly that it had been passed to them undivided—other instances of this
have been seen in the Concord records. It is also possible that both of their families lived together
with their parents in the same house for a time, but this would have been unusual—and quite
crowded. The odds are that a second house was built on the property about 1705. The most
plausible hypothesis is that Ebenezer,, stayed in the old house, and that the house that remains on the
property today was actually built by Joseph,, Meriam around 1705. This conclusion seems to be
borne out by the structural research on the extant house summarized in the Historic Structure Report
for the Meriam House. This report states that the architectural features of the house fit the 1705
construction date, and that the house was probably enlarged sometime between 1724 and 1728, the
year when Joseph’s taxes increased from 22 to 36 pounds.”

Figure 4 shows Joseph,, Meriam’s new house with a small 1-acre lot around it, leaving Ebenezer,,
Meriam with their father’s house and the remaining 7 acres or so of the old houselot and home
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meadow wrapping around Joseph,,’s houselot. This depiction is based on later transactions involving
these lots, and on information in abutting deeds; but the evidence is so slight that it is no more than a
best guess. The eastern boundary of this lot, which bounded on meadow of Nathaniel Ball, is also
speculative, and may have lain farther west. A survey of Lexington Road in 1716 also suggests that
Mill Brook may well have run farther to the east at this time. Other parcels of plowland, meadow,
pasture, swamp and woodland belonging to John, Meriam, Sr., appear to have been equally divided
between Ebenezer,, and Joseph,,, and they subsequently bought more land in common. A few of
these parcels are shown in figure 4, and many others are beyond the limits of what has been mapped
so far. In spite of this apparent fragmentation, it is possible that in practice the brothers worked their
land in close cooperation, as a single functional unit, for many years. Since Joseph,, had a trade, he
may have left most of the farming to Ebenezer,,, at least until his own sons were grown.

Ebenezer,; Meriam moved a few doors west on the Bay Road in 1732, acquiring the homestead of
Jacob Taylor, Jr. This was two years after the death of his mother. In 1743 he divided his land with
his son Ebenezer,,, Jr. ,"* who died young in 1751. Ebenezer Meriam, Sr., and Jr.’s land dealings
were so incompletely recorded and so jumbled that it is difficult to be certain, but it appears that at
the peak they owned a little more than 50 acres of land scattered over three towns (Concord, Lincoln
and Bedford) in at least 15 parcels, the largest of which was 8 acres. Beside the home lot on the Bay
Road (the old Jacob Taylor homestead, which was largely wooded because of the steep slope of “the
Hill” behind it) and a small barnlot and orchard across the road from it, there were 2 lots of
plowland, 3 lots of pasture, 5 meadow lots, and 3 woodlots.” Ebenezer,, lived to 102 years of age,
surviving his two grown sons by a quarter century, and at least four of his five wives. He was not a
great patriarch, but he does seem to have been a quintessential 18th century “family man.”
Circumstantial evidence suggests that he farmed successively in collaboration with his father, his
brother, and his son, cared for his father and mother in their old age, married five times himself, and
ended his days being cared for by his granddaughter Sarah and her husband, a cooper named John
Champney. Figure 5 shows a few of Ebenezer,; Meriam’s lots late in his life, under Champney’s
name.

It was left to Joseph,, Meriam to carry on the Meriam family line in Concord. From tax records, he
appears to have been a prosperous locksmith and farmer who succeeded in establishing three of his
sons (Samuel,y, Nathang,, and Josiahs,) around him in Concord, while a fourth moved to Grafton.
We have no complete inventory of Joseph,,’s land, but working back from later deeds it appears that
by the 1740s he owned at least 92 acres, having acquired some 40 acres more than his father passed
on to him around the turn of the century. By then, he had also undoubtedly helped his son Samuel,,
acquire his brother John,,"s farm across the road when John moved to Littleton in 1737. Joseph,,
Meriam’s holdings (see figure 4) included his houselot (with the extant Meriam House on it), 3 acres
of orchard and pasture on the hill across Bedford Road, and 7-1/2 acres of plowland along the road a
bit further north. Further north still, beyond Virginia Road, he had acquired 17 acres of swamp and
pasture on the west side of Bedford Road, and 9 acres of pasture on the east (not mapped). For
meadow, he had 3 acres on Mill Brook just across the Bay Road to the south, 16 acres in the
northerly part of Elm Brook Meadow known as Virginia Meadow, 3 acres of river meadow in the
“Holt™ (a partly wooded, rather poor section of the Great Meadows in Concord), and 5 more acres of
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river meadow over the Bedford line. He owned 11 acres of woodland at the old Chestnut Field in
(soon to be) Lincoln, 15 acres in Virginia Swamp, and 2 acres in the Great Cedar Swamp in Bedford.
He also owned land in Acton; perhaps this was summer pasture.," His was a more robust version of
an 18th-century farm than his brother Ebenezer,,’s, with plowland and orchard close to home (the
latter on marginal land), pastures somewhat further away, and meadows and woodlots scattered to hell
and gone across the landscape. Nowhere were more than 17 acres in a contiguous piece—but many
acres abutted land of his brother and son.

Generation 4: Samuel,,, Nathan,, and Josiah,, Meriam (1737-1809)

During the middle part of the 18th century, the three brothers Samuel,,, Nathang, and Josiah,, Meriam
lived in three houses at Meriam’s Corner, while their uncle Ebenezer,; and cousin Ebenezer,,, Jr.,
lived nearby. Some of these Meriam holdings are mapped in figure 5. A general picture of the land
uses at this time may be extrapolated from the 1775 land use map (figure 7).

Samuel,, Meriam (1712-1767) purchased his uncle John,,’s house and 6 acres of tillage land across
Bedford Road in 1737, although he did not marry until 1741. Few of his deeds were recorded, and
no inventory of his land was included when his will was probated in 1769. He was a blacksmith,
probably working in the same shop as his father Joseph,, and his brother Josiah,,, who eventually
inherited the locksmith trade. Samuel,, continued acquiring land throughout his life, and was a more
substantial landholder than his locksmith brother, although not as substantial as his other brother
Nathang,, who inherited the bulk of Joseph,,’s home farm. Tax records and later deeds suggest
Samuel,, was able to acquire his uncle John,y's 8 acres of pasture east of Bedford Road, and to add
considerably more pasture and meadow east of this in the Dam meadow later on, increasing this
parcel to 37 acres. He also seems to have acquired about 16 acres of tillage and pasture land in the
“New Field” portion of the general fields to the northwest of his houselot, in a deal with his brother
Nathang, around 1747. It appears he owned at least 5 acres of river meadow in Concord and Bedford
as well. In all, by the 1771 tax valuation (a few years after Samuel,,’s death, but before his son
John,;, had come of age and begun buying land) the farm comprised at least 68 acres, in as few as 4
or 5 pieces and the great bulk of it in 3. Samuel,, also owned land in Grafton.'

Josiahy, Meriam (1726-1809), Joseph,,’s youngest son, was established in life by his father in 1747, a
year after his marriage. Joseph,, provided Josiahy, with Ebenezer,; Meriam’s old house and barn on a
1/2-acre lot right at the northeast corner of Bedford Road and the Bay Road, along with a modest
selection of farm land, and the tools of the locksmith trade. This house came into Joseph,,'s
possession through some complex and incompletely recorded transfers of land within the family
between 1745 and 1747, as Josiahy, and his older brother Nathang, came of age. Tax records suggest
that after his uncle Ebenezer,; Meriam, Sr., moved from this house in 1732 it was occupied
intermittently by a variety of tenants, including Ebenezer,, Meriam, Jr., from 1741 to 1743. It
appears that the house and its 7-acre lot were sold by 1744 to a man named Jonathan Stow. Stow in
turn sold the house and land to Nathang, Meriam in 1745, along with a 20-acre block of tillage and
pasture land adjoining the Meriam tillage lands across Bedford Road. Then, through a bit of
intra-family redistribution, Josiahs, moved into this house on a small lot, while Nathan,, inherited the
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augmented homestead from his father. Meanwhile, part of the new land across the road was parceled
off to brother Samuel,,. It is unclear where the family blacksmith shop stood.

Josiah, Meriam did not acquire much if any land through most of his life, and in fact he eventually
sold several of the small pieces given to him by his father. He probably earned his living primarily
as a smith. His farm consisted of his houselot at the corner, 5-1/2 acres of plowland across and up
Bedford Road, and 9 acres of pasture further up Bedford Road on the east side. He had 3 acres of
meadow south across the Bay Road, 5 acres in EIm Brook meadow, 2-1/2 acres of river meadow in
Bedford, and 7 acres of woodland at the old Chestnut Field by Sandy Pond in Lincoln. In all, not
more than 30 acres—a bare subsistence holding to supplement his trade. Three of these lots are
shown in figures 5 and 6.

In the early 1790s, when Josiah,, Meriam’s youngest son Joseph,,, came of age, father and son
moved to a new farm on Virginia Road. His oldest son, Josiah,,,, Jr., a carpenter, purchased a farm
out Bedford Road beyond Virginia Road in 1799.” Neither of these farms, both of which lie
entirely beyond Park boundaries, has been mapped. In the early years of the 19th century, Josiahg,’s
1/2-acre lot at the Corner with the house and barn were acquired by John,,, Meriam, son of Josiahs,’s
brother Samuel,,. Shortly thereafter, it appears that the old buildings were either torn down or
moved, because there is no further record of them.

Nathan,, Meriam (1720-1782) inherited the greatest part of his father’s farm with its expanded
homelot in 1747, and added to it with several substantial purchases around the same time. From that
time on his career as a farmer appears to have been very steady. He seems to have possessed some
of the family skills at smithing, and may have done some of that work, because he was given first
refusal of his father’s tools and shop should his brother Josiahy, decide to sell."® However, Nathang,
Meriam was primarily a yeoman farmer, and one of enough weight in Concord to serve five years as
a Selectman. His farm consisted of at least 95 acres. Aside from the acre or less of “gardening” that
might have surrounded the house and barn, most of his tillage land was located within the 13-acre
“home field and Stow pasture” across Bedford Road. According to a later deed, 3 acres of orchard
covered the hill pasture south of the lane across the road, although brother Samuel,, may have had
possession, because he is the only Meriam listed with a single acre of orchard in tax valuations. A
good bit of this so-called orchard may well have been effectively pasture. Most of Nathang,’s pasture,
along with some woods, was found up Bedford Road in the 35-acre tract that combined the “house
swamp” and the “Hartwell pasture.” His meadows included 7 acres in the “home meadow” at the
Corner, 10 acres in Virginia Meadow on Elm brook, 3 acres of river meadow in the “Holt”, and 3
more acres in Bedford. In addition to the woods found in some of the above parcels, Nathan, owned
the 15-acre Virginia swamp, 2 acres of cedar swamp in Bedford, and 7 acres of woodland at Sandy
Pond in Lincoln—4 of which he sold to Joshua Brooks.” In addition, Nathan, owned half of a 120-
acre pasture in Princeton in common with his neighbor Samuel (and later Samuel’s son George)
Minot.® In brief, Nathan, Meriam managed to put together a farm of about the same size as his
father's, but somewhat more consolidated in layout. Four parcels comprising 59 acres, or almost
two-thirds of his land can be seen in figure 6.
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A composite picture of these Meriam holdings, along with some of their neighbors, is shown on theon
the 1775 Land Use map (figure 7). A strip of houses, barns, barnyards and gardens (shaded as
tillage on the map) extended northward along the east side of Bedford Road. We have no information
on the exact location of these outbuildings, including the family blacksmith shop. East of this core
area were meadows running along the Mill Brook. Across Bedford Road somewhere (the exact
location is not known) was the old Lt. John,, Meriam houselot, occupied in 1775 by his great-nephew
John,;,, who would move one door south to the Daniel Taylor lot on the corner a few years later.
Between these houselots was the orchard on the hill, first recorded in 1685 and mentioned again in
1788. To the north was the 20-acre strip of tillage land, divided among various Meriam family
members. Several parcels at the north end of this strip were gradually being sold off to the
neighboring Minot family. Another 20 acres or more of tillage and pasture land to the west had been
acquired by the Meriams in 1745. Although there is no documentary evidence that can pinpoint the
exact distribution of pasture and tillage in any given year, the Meriams probably had anywhere from
15 to 20 acres of this 40-acre tract in tilled crops, while the rest was mostly in pasture.  Still farther
north lay rougher land described mainly as pasture, and partly as woodland and swamp.

It is unclear how the Meriam fields were physically divided from one another. Although late 19th-
century photographs show the Meriam houselot with stone walls along both roads, it is not certain
when these walls were built. Stone walls are not common in this part of Concord’s landscape—and
they are not mentioned in any of the Meriam deeds or inventories. Fences are occasionally
mentioned. Most Meriam land was on soils that do not produce large stones, so most of their field
divisions would probably have been rail fences, and of course ditches. Small private ways ran
through this landscape along the edges of fields, so that stock could be driven to and hay carted from
the various meadow lots and pastures. There were probably any number of plank bridges crossing
the ditches.

Apart from the density of buildings and fences, the 18th-century landscape would have looked very
open at Meriam’s Corner. Back in the lowlands to the northeast, wooded swampland was being
progressively cleared and converted to meadow. Away to the northwest up Bedford Road, a similar
process was underway, gradually converting wooded pasture to more open land. But this
deforestation was by no means complete in the 18th century. The landscape became even more open

in the 19th century.

Generation 5: John,,, and Ephraim,,, Meriam (1775-1804)

Back in 1700, John, Meriam, a second generation Concord farmer of moderate means, still had
enough land at his disposal to settle all five of his sons in Concord—two on the outskirts in what
would become Bedford, and three right at Meriam’s Corner. In the 1730s and 1740s, Joseph,,
Meriam of the third generation didn’t have much surplus land to spare, but perhaps on the strength of
the family smithing trade he was able to settle three of his four sons at Meriam’s Corner. By the late
18th century, the fourth generation watched most of their offspring seek their fortunes elsewhere.
Josiahs, Meriam did see two of his three grown sons settle in Concord at Virginia Road—perhaps
again on the strength of their smithing and carpentry trades. Samuel,, Meriam died before most of
his sons came of age. Only one of his grown sons, John,,,, farmed in Concord; the other two moved
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away. Nathang, Meriam saw his oldest sons Joseph,,, and Nathan,,, move to Mason and New
Ipswich, New Hampshire, and after he died, his son Amos,;; moved to his land in Princeton. Only
his youngest son Ephraim,,, remained to carry on the farm in Concord.

John,,, Meriam (1754-1804) inherited half of his father Samuely,’s farm along with his brother
Ebenezer, in 1769. John,,, came of age in 1775, the same year that Ebenezer, died. He soon
embarked on a career of land acquisition in the neighborhood. Where John,;, obtained the resources
for this I do not know—none of the tax or land records suggest he had any trade or business other
than farming. Yet in 1778, at age 24 he purchased a 91-acre farm from his neighbor Daniel Taylor
for £2000, more than doubling his land holdings.?* John,,, sold at least 41 acres in five transactions
over the next year or so, but that only brought in about £445.% Daniel Taylor was a trader, s0
perhaps he owed some kind of debt to young John,,, or his parents.

At this time John,,, Meriam probably moved one door down to Daniel Taylor’s house on the western
side of Meriam’s Corner, across the road from his Uncle Josiahy,. This property had been in the
Taylor family for generations. The old Meriam house built in 1691, on the west side of Bedford
Road, across from Nathang, Meriam’s house, disappears from the records at this point. On the 1784
tax valuation John,,, Meriam is only listed with one house—it is of course possible that someone else
was leasing the old house and paying the tax on the property. But by John,,,’s estate inventory in
1804 the old houselot was listed as simply "6-1/2 acres of gardening.” It appears most likely that the
house and barn were torn down or moved between 1778 and 1784.

In 1780 John,,, Meriam picked up a number of the small lots that had belonged to his great-uncle
Ebenezer,;, who had died in 1777.% Some of these he later sold to other members of the Meriam
clan, including his cousin Ephraim,,s and his western neighbor and cousin by marriage Nathan Stow.*
He also picked up the old Josiahs, Meriam houselot (see figure 6) across the Corner sometime just
prior to his death in 1804. It appears he may have earlier sold or leased his Uncle Josiahy, some land
on the west side of Bedford Road for a barn, because in 1788 the orchard to the north is described in
a deed as bounding south on John,;, Meriam and on Josiahs, Meriam’s barnyard.® When he died,
John,,, Meriam owned some 183 acres. The great bulk of it is shown in figure 6. He also left his
heirs some large debts.® Although his deeds still refer to him as a yeoman, he was obviously a new
breed of economic man.

Although Nathan,, Meriam’s son Ephraim,,, Meriam (1764-1803) was ten years younger than his
cousin John,,,, he appears to have been cut from much more conservative cloth. Together with his
brother Amos,,s, he inherited his father Nathan's 95-acre farm (including the extant Meriam house)
and the responsibility of caring for his mother in 1782.2 Amos sold Ephraim his half of the farm in
1788 and moved to Princeton. Ephraim changed the farm very little in his lifetime, selling 3 acres of
woodlot in Lincoln, and buying 4 acres of meadow (that had once been Ebenezer, Meriam’s)
adjoining his home meadow from his cousin John.® A careful re-inventory of Ephraim’s land done
in 1806 to determine his widow’s third showed that the farm measured 94 acres.” A comparison of
Ephraim Meriam’s 1801 tax valuation to his father Nathan’s in 1771 reveals only slight changes in
land use and farm management. Ephraim tilled 6 acres to his father’s 8, and produced 90 bushels of
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grain to his father’s 140. This makes sense as Ephraim had fewer mouths to feed and also no grown
sons to help him work. Instead, Ephraim kept 12 cows to his father’s 9. The amount of reported
pasture doubled from 15 to 30 acres. This probably means that the family was gradually clearing and
fencing wooded pastures on marginal parcels such as the “house swamp™ and “Hartwell pasture” up
the road, and reporting more pasture acreage, rather than that they had suffered a huge decline in
pasture productivity. Ephraim Meriam appears to have been a solid yeoman who died young, leaving
no great enlargements or improvements in the family farm, but leaving no staggering debts either.
Structural evidence at the extant Meriam house indicates that Ephraim may have been responsible for
a major reconstruction of that building towards the end of his life, another indication of his solid
situation, and of his interest in the growing middle-class aspirations taking hold in his time.

Nathang, Meriam’s daughter Abigail also settled nearby, marrying Nathan Stow two doors down. Her
sons Nathan Stow and Cyrus Stow later went into business with her brother Ephraim,,s’s son
Ephraim, Meriam, Jr., helping to remake the economic landscape of early 19th-century Concord. It
should be noted that women are virtually invisible in New England landscape history, especially in the
17th and 18th centuries. Because they rarely owned property, women don’t make much of a showing
in the primary sources used to research this document, except occasionally as widows. And because
landscape history deals with manipulating the environment and working the land, it deals with what
was primarily a male sphere in New England. But it is obvious that men could not have done what
they did to the landscape without women. It was not just that women bore the legions of children
who provided the labor to work the patriarchal family farms. Women’s family and social relations
were as important as men’s in making up the networks of neighbors and kin whose close cooperation
formed the economic fabric of communities like Concord, where everybody was indebted and
obligated to everybody else within shouting distance. Above all, women’s intensive “never done”
labor maintained the household economies that processed and made available for consumption what
the men extracted from the land outside,

Women may seldom have acted on the landscape beyond the garden wall, but some of the best
insights into what was happening on the land can be gained by looking at what was being cooked and
stitched by the kitchen fires. For example, the shift from corn and rye to wheat flour, the
abandonment of apple cider for tea and coffee, the shift from homespun to factory cloth, the
replacement of open fireplaces by cookstoves, and limitations in family size are among many domestic
changes that were part of a wider shift in the relationship between the inhabitants of Concord and
their environment that took place in the last decades of the 18th and first decades of the 19th century.
These and other aspects of the middle class revolution underway may have reflected in part women’s
desire to escape from the grinding labor supporting the patriarchal yeoman way of life that their
mothers had endured. In the bargain, of course, women dealt away some of the control they had
enjoyed in these domestic areas.

Period 4: 19th Century Commercial Farming (1805-1920)

During the course of the 19th century, the landscape at Meriam’s Corner opened to its greatest extent,
as farms were consolidated, buildings disappeared, and the clearing of swampland and woodland in
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the background continued. The new era could be said to have started in the Meriam family with the
land acquisitions and speculations of John,,, Meriam beginning in 1778. The disappearance of his old
house and barn, on the west side of Bedford Road, followed sometime thereafter. Josiah;, Meriam’s
house and barn disappeared from the Corner in the early years of the new century. By the 1830s,
only the now extant Meriam house, with an associated farm, remained at Meriam’s Corner.

The yeoman farm pattern had been one of family clusters, with the houses of relatives lying close
together, and the farm lands adjoining or intermixed. Throughout the 18th century, three or four
Taylor and three or four Meriam households dominated Meriam’s Corner. In the 19th century, this
pattern was replaced by fewer, more consolidated commercial farmers, who often built new farm
buildings and hired farm workers. These laborers—Yankee, Canadian, and increasingly
Irish—typically boarded in the farmhouse itself, or in outbuildings. Even parsimonious Rufus,
Meriam (1801-1870), the last of the Meriam line, almost certainly hired some farm labor. His house
was jammed with farm workers and domestics in 1860, but we don’t know how many of them
worked for him. As to improvements to his barn and outbuildings, the records don’t suggest that he
did as much as some of his neighbors. In particular, it appears he did not build a new dairy barn,
since the old barn on the property was only worth $100 when it was torn down in 1898.

The 19th century saw tremendous changes in the way land was used in Concord. It also saw the last
generation of Meriams to live and farm at Meriam’s Corner. The careers of these Meriams
exemplify some (although not all) aspects of what was happening to Concord’s landscape in the first

half of the century.

Generation 6: Ephraim,, Rufus., and Tarrant,;, Meriam (1804-1870)

When John,,, Meriam died in 1804, he left his heirs nearly 200 acres of land, and a lot of debt.

From here, the story is difficult to follow in detail, but the outlines are clear enough. The estate was
administrated by John,s, Meriam, Jr., (1778-1837), a “trader” (note that although John,;,, Sr., was
never positively identified as a trader, his son already was at age 26). John,,, Jr., occupied the farm
for a few years, during which time he was involved in a dispute with Abiel Haywood, the guardian of
his younger siblings, over the rent he was paying into the estate. In 1807 the farm was auctioned off
for debts to John Sprague of Bedford.® However, by 1810 the property was back in the hands of
John,s, Meriam, who was by this time a merchant in Vermont.” John's younger brother Tarrant,s,
Putnam Meriam (1782-1864) had been occupying the farm since 1807; by 1811 he began paying all
the taxes, and at some point apparently acquired it outright. Tarrant Meriam was involved in a wide
range of land dealings and mortgaged the property to several parties, including Harvard College.”

By the late 1820’s Tarrant Meriam was bankrupt, and the farm was chopped up and sold to creditors.
Several parcels were acquired by his second cousin Ephraim, Meriam, Jr. In 1836 the main part of
John,,, Meriam’s old farm was acquired by Jabez Gowing, and in 1868 it passed to Benjamin Clark.”
The Clark family ran a large dairy farm in the neighborhood into the 20th century.

Things seem to have worked out a little better for the other branch of the Meriam family across the

road at the Corner. When Ephraim,,, Meriam died in 1803, his oldest son Ephraim,, Jr., was only 8
years old, and his youngest son Rufus, (and twin brother Marshall) only 2, but at least they didn’t
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owe anybody anything. His widow Mary remarried a man named William Swan in 1806, who ran
the farm. William Swan acquired several small pieces of land which he left to his step-son Ephraim,

Meriam when he died in 1822.*

Although Ephraim, Meriam, Jr. (1795-1843) lived at Meriam’s Corner with his mother and brother
for much of his life, and owned the family farm for a time, he was not a farmer. At age 21 he went
into business with his cousins Nathan and Cyrus Stow, running a small butchering and candlemaking
establishment, and by 1826 he was already styled a “gentleman.” The firm expanded and relocated to
Concord center, becoming a large slaughterhouse and tannery. Ephraim, Meriam later went into the
wood and lumber business in Lowell, and had extensive real estate dealings. He was noted for his
business acumen. Although not a farmer, he certainly played an important role in the
commercialization of agriculture in Concord. He died young of consumption in 1843.*

Ephraim’s younger brother Rufus, Meriam (1801-1870) was the last Meriam to farm at Meriam’s
Corner, He probably assumed management of the family farm upon the death of his step-father
William Swan in 1822. He began paying the taxes on the property in 1832, acquired the major
interest from Ephraim, in 1834, and finally bought out his other siblings’ reversion of their mother’s
dower in 1853, a few years after her death.® Rufus Meriam became quite a wealthy man, but
evidently not by farming. When he died he owned only $69 in farm implements, but he owned over
$38,000 in railroad stock and other investments—enough to buy his own farm 7 times over, and tile
drain it into the bargain.”” He was a bachelor and a legendary miser; ** however, he was certainly
no recluse—in 1860 he had 13 people boarding in his house. He appears to have been a man who
knew how to squeeze a nickel out of a penny, instead of plowing it into his farm.

William Swan and Ephraim, Meriam, Jr., added and subtracted a few pieces to the farm bequeathed
by Ephraim,,, Meriam, Sr., in 1803. In 1809, William Swan acquired 8 more acres of tillable land
in the great fields to the northwest of the farm.” In 1826, Ephraim, Meriam bought the old 1/2-acre
Josiah,, Meriam houselot and garden from Tarrant,,, P. Meriam, whose father John,,, had acquired it
about 1801, This filled out the Meriam houselot to the corner of the road. Ephraim, managed to
salvage the 6-acre garden piece across Bedford Road (that had once been Samuely, Meriam’s houselot)
from the fallout of Tarrant Meriam’s bankruptcy, filling in the property on that side of the road.*
Ephraim, also appears to have acquired a few acres of pasture and meadow north of the houselot,
although this was later sold by Rufus_.“* The “Virginia swamp” land on the Bedford line seems to
have been sold by 1832, going by tax records. The farm that Ephraim, Meriam, Jr., passed on to his
brother Rufus, in 1834 was almost exactly the same size as the one left by Ephraim,,, Sr., in 1803,
but it was consolidated closer to home, and of better quality—16 acres of distant swamp had been
replaced almost entirely by arable land.

Rufus, Meriam made few changes in the farm acreage. The final, consolidated Meriam Farm of the
mid-19th century is shown in figure 8. Rufus’s largest acquisition came in 1837, when he picked up
the 15-acre “Dam meadow™ northeast of the houselot that had been part of John,;, Meriam’s old
farm.®® He sold off the 3 acres of river meadow in Bedford, one-half of an acre to a farm laborer
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named Sumner Hardy who had boarded with him for many years, and one-half of an acre to the
Town of Concord for a schoolhouse.* This left him with a farm of about 103 acres. The 1860 land
use pattern of Rufus and some of his neighbors is shown in figure 9.

Rufus Meriam was no leader in farm improvement, but his was a typical mid-19th century Concord
farm. In 1840, he had 8 acres in tilled crops—the same as his grandfather Nathany, in 1771, and
back up from his father Ephraim,,'s 6 in 1801. Guessing from the produce reported in his census
return, he had 8 to 10 acres in tillage in 1860.* His tilled fields were probably still near the house
and across Bedford Road. His 1840 grain yields were not that bad, indicating that he was diligently
manuring his crops. Where Nathany, and Ephraim,,, grew corn and rye, probably largely for human
consumption, Rufus grew corn and oats, probably largely for livestock feed, along with produce for
market. Ephraim kept 12 cows, 2 oxen and a horse in 1801; Rufus had 8 cows, 4 oxen and a horse
in 1840. Rufus’ cows were probably producing more milk—he slopped 6 hogs to his father’s 3. By
1860, Rufus had 15 cows and 6 swine, indicating he was primarily milk farming for a living, like
many of his neighbors since the advent of the railroad in the 1840s.

Rufus Meriam did take part in the spread of English hay during the early decades of the 19th
century—taking the Meriam farm from 3 acres of English hay in 1801 (the year of his birth) to 17
acres in 1840. His yield in that year, however, was terrible, even by the low 1 ton per acre standards
of his neighbors: 10 tons. His meadow hay crop was even worse: 8 tons from 25 acres. This leads
one to suspect that the “Dam meadow” was in very poor condition when Rufus acquired it in 1837.
He probably did do some meadow improvement, but the great movement for under-drainage that
swept through the Mill Brook valley during the second quarter of the century seems to have largely
passed him by. Rufus did raise his total hay yield (meadow and English) from 18 tons in 1840 to 35
tons in 1860. But the neighboring farm to the east went from 23 tons to 55, on less mown acreage.
Meanwhile, the hay yield on Asa Brook’s old farm in the Elm Brook lowland a mile eastward went
from 30 tons to 100.* The 1860 land use map shows some of Rufus Meriam’s upland and some
meadow converted to English hay, but the Dam meadow, an obvious candidate for a major investment
in drainage, was probably still a rough, boggy old place. It was growing trees again by the early
20th century.

Rufus reported only 20 acres of pasture in 1840 where his father had 30 in 1801, woodland was down
to 4 acres from 10, while “unimproved” land had risen to 25 acres from 10—a very common pattern
in Concord. This suggests that almost all the available land had been cleared, and that a good deal of
marginal pasture was already reverting to brush by the mid-19th century. The tax and census data
lack the resolution to tell us exactly where these changes took place, but it was probably at the 17-
acre “Hartwell pasture™, which was described as pasture and woodland at the sale of Rufus Meriam’s
estate in 1871."

All in all, Rufus Meriam appears in the deeds and records as a commercial but not too progressive
19th-century Concord farmer—shrewd, industrious, willing to expend labor but not capital on his
farm, gradually running it down around the edges. This is in sharp contrast to his neighbors such as
John B, Moore and Augustus Tuttle, who became well-known for their sweeping improvements on
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very similar soils. To some of his more forward-looking contemporaries, Rufus Meriam and his farm
no doubt epitomized the scrubby, bogged down, stuck-in-the-mud approach of their more pinched

forefathers.

Generation 7: Thomas Burke (1871-1921)

When Rufus Meriam died in 1870, the Meriam family had been living and farming at Meriam’s
Corner for at least two centuries, through five or six generations. Now the farm became part of a
new, emerging Concord tradition—the passing of run-down Yankee farms into the hands of first or
second generation Irish immigrants, willing to try to make a go of them. And many families were
successful—for example, members of the Burke family, who owned Meriam’s Corner after the
Meriams, are still living on parts of this land.

Thomas Burke (1840-1921) bought the core 50 acres of the Meriam farm in 1871—the 16-acre
houselot, 19 acres across Bedford Road, and the 15-acre Dam Meadow.”® An early 20th-century
version of the Burke farm is shown in figures 11 and 12. The Burkes made only small changes in the
property over the course of the next 50 years: they re-acquired the schoolhouse lot from the Town in
1893 and sold it to their son James to be converted into a dwelling in 1903 ,¥ and they sold 3 acres
on the west side of Bedford Road to their son Thomas J. Burke, where he built a house in 1904.%
This house, still standing today, may well have been built on or near the foundation of the long
vanished John,¢/Samuel/John,,, Meriam house.

Thomas Burke ran a small dairy farm and sold milk in Concor ' From his 1880 census return, it
appears he sold some eggs and produce as well. He listed 33 acres in tillage and rotation, and 9 in
permanent meadow and pasture. He mowed 20 tons of hay from 13 acres, planted 2 acres of potatoes
and none of corn or any other grain. A late 19th-century photograph shows what is now the front
yard full of potatoes (figure 10). Asa dairy farmer, most of Burke’s farm was in pasture, and he
probably moved the potatoes and hay cuttings around the farm. He kept five cows, had five calves,
and sold five yearlings every year; oddly, he kept no pigs. This style of grass farming is similar to
that still done in Ireland today. Given the sandy nature of his land across Bedford Road, Tom Burke
probably wished it rained more in Concord. But he was lucky, for in summer he had the meadow
land along Mill Brook to see him through.

The open character of the landscape at Meriam’s Corner continued after Thomas Burke took over the
farm there in 1871. There may have been some beginnings of reforestation in the background,
especially in swampy parts of the “Dam meadow” to the northeast, and on the distant slopes of Pine
Hill beyond. But generally, this area was not returning to forest as dramatically as some of the more
marginal till or sandy outwash soils elsewhere in Concord during the late 19th century. Market
gardening continued strong into the 20th century.



Figure 10. A late 19th-century photograph (circa 1898) shows crops in the "front yard" of the
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Period 5: 20th Century Market Gardening (1920-1950)

In the 20th century, the landscape in the vicinity of Meriam’s Corner devolved from an integrated
whole into a variety of specialized, largely unrelated uses—or uses related to one another only as
separate components of a larger metropolitan economy bound together by the automobile. Some of
the best tillable farmlands remained in agricultural production, primarily as intensive market gardens
operated by immigrant farmers, particularly newly arrived Italians joining the Irish. Besides the
Burkes, families such as Dee, McHugh, Dalton, Mazzeo, Muscarto, and Palumbo moved into the
area. This generation of farmers and their children have kept farming in the vicinity of Meriam’s
Corner alive to this day, in spite of rampant suburban development since the Second World War.

Generation 8: Thomas J. and Ellen Burke (1922-1951) ;

After Thomas and Rose Burke died in 1921, the Meriam farm and house were purchased in 1922 by
their daughter-in-law Ellen (Dee) Burke, who lived across Bedford Road with her husband Thomas J.
Burke.” Thomas J. Burke continued to farm some of the old Meriam farm into the 1960s. The old
Meriam house was rented by the Burkes to a succession of tenants. By 1926, the schoolhouse/James
Burke house had passed to the Palumbo family, who farmed across Lexington Street and on other
land in the area.” A clam-bake house appeared on the site of the present Willow Pond restaurant in
1928, metamorphosed into an ice cream stand and a lunch room, and was finally sold to Ross
Ransom in 1946.*

The 1938 Land Use map (figure 12), drawn from an aerial photo (figure 13), shows a landscape
largely open and devoted to agriculture. The Dam meadow had reverted to swamp, but aside from
that, just about everything that had ever been farmed was still being cultivated. The photograph and
deeds for the area suggest that these were mostly small scale market gardening operations of only a
few tens of acres each. A pair of greenhouses also appears toward the north end of the old, 20-acre
Meriam homefield strip west of Bedford Road. If anything, the Meriam’s Corner farmscape was
even more intensely cultivated in 1938 than it had been in 1860, with a higher proportion of land in
tillage. This is a remarkable era in Concord’s history that ought to be documented before it fades
from living memory.
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Figure 13. 1938 aerial photograph of Meriam’s Corner
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Period 6: Suburbanization (1950-Present)

After World War II, market gardening operations steadily sold up and and were subdivided for
residential development. Meanwhile, many of the wetter areas in the lowlands to the northeast of the
Corner continued to revert to woods and swamp, together with more marginal uplands such as the old
“hill pasture” directly across Bedford Road from the Meriam House. Thus, today’s landscape is a
disjointed jumble of cultivated farmland, abandoned land grown up in scrub or forest, and suburban
ranch houses with their yards—all ruled by the fourth, most pervasive landscape element of all: the
roadways with cars accelerating along them. This landscape is depicted in the 1993 Land Use map,
figure 15.

Generation 9: Margaret In -

The Ingrahams purchased the Meriam house and 1-3/4 acres from Ellen Burke in 1951.* Figure 14
is a deed showing the boundaries of their lot. According to neighbors, the Ingrahams were avid
gardeners and planted many of the trees now on the property, including the line of evergreens north
of the house. Also about the middle of the 20th century, the area around Meriam’s Corner began to
grow up with trees in many places, dramatically altering the former open character of the landscape.
The small field immediately east of the brook was largely open as late as an aerial photo in 1969, but
is now grown up to ash and maple species. The old hill pasture west of Bedford Road behind the
Burke's barn was still open in 1938, but is now also reforested. Since the middle of the century,
thick hedge rows of trees and shrubs have grown up along many of the ditches throughout this
landscape, and brush and trees have invaded many of the wetter meadow areas. A few of the old
Meriam fields are remarkably still in cultivation, although residential development and a school have
captured much of the land up Bedford Road.

Probably the most dramatic changes in this landscape since the 17th century have taken place in the
last 50 years. Residential development, increased traffic, and the growth of scrub woods and
hedgerows have given the land a much more closed-in feeling than it has had for centuries. On the
other hand, compared to many suburbanized or abandoned farmscapes, an unusually high proportion
of the Meriam’s Corner area remains in cultivation. Once one is away from the road into the old
fields, the sense of historic continuity increases markedly.
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PART II:
SITE ANALYSIS

Heidi Hohmann
Historical Landscape Architect
National Park Service, North Atlantic Region

The purpose of this site analysis is to examine the site and the character-defining features of
Meriam’s Corner, and to assess the effects of change over time in the landscape.- This analysis
therefore relied heavily on information from both the Site History (above) and the "Historic Structure
Report,” written by Barbara Yocum, for historical information on the location and character of
landscape features.

The analysis is comprised of three parts. The first part is an analysis of the character-defining features
of the landscape, comparing their historic condition with their condition today. The explication of the
features, each under a separate heading, is then followed by an overview of the park’s areas and
periods of potential significance, as based on National Register Criteria. Finally, Meriam’s Corner
is assessed as a contributing resource within the park, to determine whether the site contributes to the
integrity of the park.
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I. Analysis of Character-defining features

1. Topography/Physiographic Context

Although, when considered on a geologic time scale, many changes have occurred in the Concord
landscape, on a human time scale, the physiographic context of the site—its topography, geology, and
physical nature—has changed little during its period of human occupation. In terms of its
physiography, the landscape of Concord, Massachusetts is quite typical of Southern New England.
The rolling hills and valleys of the area were created by millions of years of geologic action, of which
glaciation has left the most recent and striking evidence. During their advance (2 million years ago)
and retreat (between 15,000 and 8,000 years ago), the glaciers moved and scraped the earth beneath
them, creating the topography of the area, strewing the landscape with large chunks of bedrock (now
known as "glacial erratics"), and forming glacial lakes. The westernmost part of the Battle Road Unit
of the park, including Meriam’s Corner, is in fact located within the lake bed of "Glacial Lake
Concord.*

Glacial lake beds are characterized by their flat topography and the composition of their soils, which
are composed of fine clay and silt particles. These particles were deposited on the lake bottom as the
flowing and melting water from the glacial rivers came to rest. Meriam’s Corner, with its flat
topography, and fine clay and silt soils of the Swansea and Scarboro series, exhibits both of these
characteristics, which made Meriam's Corner both attractive and suitable for 17th and 18th century
agricultural practices.

After the glaciers receded, tundra plants first grew in the area, and by 2,000 years later the landscape
was covered with forest. By the time of colonial settlement, the forests were mature, with large trees
and relatively little understory vegetation. Although these forests were impacted by climatic change,
natural catastrophes, and Native American land uses, the greatest change to the vegetation occurred
starting in the late 1600s with the colonials’ clearing of the landscape for agriculture. Clearing was
s extensive that by the late 1700s, only 10-20% of the New England landscape remained forested.”

It was not until the early 20th century, with the demise of agriculture in the area, that Concord began
to be reforested. Today, much of Concord is reforested, with the dominant forest element generally
considered to be the oak-chestnut-hickory association, typical of the Eastern Deciduous Forest.
However, the cooler-climate species of western and northern New England, such as hemlock, maple,
birch and beech, have also increased in number in the area. Thus, not only do different areas of the
park represent various stages in the process of succession, but these second- and third-growth forests
of today are most likely quite different in species composition than the original forest.™
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2. Land Use

The character-defining aspect of land use at Meriam’s Corner historically was its agricultural
character and its open spatial quality. By 1775 most of the land around the Meriam House had been
cleared for pasture, hayfield, and tillage, leaving only a few outlying patches of woodland (figure 7).
Although subsistence farming gave way to commercial dairy and produce farming after 1800, both
agricultural uses and an open landscape were retained throughout the 19th and into the 20th century
(figures 9 and 10). Figure 17, a summary of the preceding Land Use maps, clearly shows the site’s
continuity in land use and open spatial quality over 200 years of history.

The field patterns of the Meriam area were basically established in the mid-1600s by the first and
second "divisions" of the town’s original common field system. Throughout the .1700s the landscape
became increasingly subdivided into lots and fields as the original Meraim farm was divided among
the descendants of Joseph Meriam. The boundaries of homelots, crop fields, hayfields, orchards,
and pasture were commonly delineated by physical markers such as roads, ditches, fences, walls,
and stone piles. Although property changed hands and land uses rotated—orchards became pasture,
tillage became hayfield—the field locations and boundary markers often remained constant. Field
boundaries appear clearly in photographs from the late 19th century, in which Meriam’s Corner is an
unforested, rolling plane divided by walls and fences into patches of hay field, tillage, and pasture
(figure 18).

It was not until after the Second World War that Meriam’s Corner began to lose its open quality and
agricultural uses. In 1951, the scene acquired a suburban quality when the Ingrahams bought the
Meriam house and lot and planted ornamental trees and foundation plantings around the house. The
conifers they planted along the northern lot line created a hedgerow behind the house and blocked the
view north to the cornfield. The Ingraham property was further enclosed, and its open spatial
quality further diminished, when the hayfield east of the houselot and Mill Brook was abandoned
circa 1960 and allowed to regrow to red maple. Prior to this, there was a great visual connection
between the East Quarter School House (now the Palumbo House) and the Meriam area. This view

no longer exists.

Figure 19, an existing conditions plan, shows that land uses today are much as they were in 1960.
The extant Meriam House is situated on a large, grassy area dotted with mature trees. To the west of
the house is Old Bedford Road, across which lies regrowth woodland, the 1903 Burke farmhouse and
yard, and more residential lots. The conifers north of the house screen a small cornfield from view;
beyond the cornfield lie 2 more suburban houses and Concord Conservation Land (the old Kominski
Farm). Across Mill Brook, to the east, is a low, wet maple and ash forest; east of this are the lots
containing the Palumbo farmhouse (the 1853 Schoolhouse) and the Willow Pond Kitchen. Finally,
across Lexington Road to the south are the fields of the Palumbo farm, which are still in agricultural

production.
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3. Vegetation

The character-defining aspect of the site's vegetation, prior to 1951, anyway, was its comparative
absence. By 1800 early American agricultural practices had practically cleared the land of most of
its trees, leaving it predominantly open. And prior to the area’s first photographic documentation
(circa 1885), it is difficult to determine precisely what vegetation did exist at Meriam’s Corner.
Crops included, at various times, small fields of corn, oats, wheat, rye, and potatoes. Hay included
native grasses and, after around 1800, English hay. As described in deeds, an orchard also existed
on the larger farm at at least two times during its history; in 1685 and in 1788 an orchard is cited as
located on the hill just southwest of the extant Burke farmhouse.”

After the photographic record begins, a clearer picture of the site and its vegetation emerges (see
figures 10 and 20). The area in front of the extant Meriam House was once an active farm field,
which grew tall hay and row crops (possibly corn or potatoes). In figure 20, some unidentifiable
shrubs grow behind the 1885 plaque, and a tree or two—volunteers—grow along Lexington Road.
However, four large deciduous trees, located at the southeast, southwest, and northwest corners of the
house, and in an island at the intersection of Bedford and Lexington Roads (see figure 22), were the
most dramatic vegetation features on the site. The trees were elms, with the exception of the ash at
the southwest corner of the house. In the circa-1900 photos, the trees already appear mature, at least
30 years old, and they may have been even older.

Only the ash at the southwest corner of the house remains today, though the elms at the southeast and
northwest house corners survived well into the 20th century. A 1937 photograph (figure 21) of the
house shows the ash, the northeast corner elm, and a stump where the southeast corner elm once
stood, indicating that the tree had probably died around then. The northeast elm, which apparently
inhabited the middle of the circular driveway, died sometime between 1937 and 1951, after which
time it no longer appears in photographs. It is unclear, however, how long the tree at the road
intersection lived: it is unlikely it lasted longer than the late 1950s, when Bedford Road was
reconstructed and asphalted for increased automobile traffic.”

Currently, vegetation on the site (as shown in figures 23 and 24), is significantly different than it was
during the 18th and 19th centuries. Wetland vegetation has grown up along the unused drainage
ditches of Mill Brook. A tall hedgerow planted in the 1950s grows behind the house. Ornamental
trees such as dogwood (Cornus florida) and magnolia (Magnolia sp.) and groundcovers such as
English ivy (Hedera helix) and pachysandra (Pachysandra terminalus), also planted in the 1950s, now
dot the lawn near outbuildings added by the Ingrahams. Foundation plantings from the same era
have grown quite tall and dominate the structures. Two crabapple trees (Malus sp.) also stand in the
front yard, and a few ash trees stand along Lexington and Bedford roads. Aerial photographs indicate
that these trees originated circa 1950 and 1960.
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Figures 23 and 24. Vegetation on site, 1994.
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4. Circulation
The first printed reference to Meriam’s Corner as a definable place does not occur until 1797, when a

town committee recommended that a school be built in the East Quarter District "at or near the place
called Meriam’s corner."® But Meriam's Corner has been a corner at a road intersection since at
least the late 1600s. By 1635 Lexington Road, known variously over the years as the "Bay Way,"
the "Bay Road,"” and the "County Road," had been laid out; it connected Concord to Lexington and
points east. It appears that by 1685 Old Bedford Road was also in place, for it is mentioned (under
the name Billericka Road) in the first known description of a Meriam house in the town record book
dating to that year.®> By 1775, Billericka Road was commonly known as "the Bedford Road" and
was described as extending "from Mr. Josiah Meriams Barn to Bedford Line. . . ."® One other road
existed in the area, a small lane running west from Bedford Road to the Cranefield. This little road
still exists today, its head located across the street from the extant Meriam house.

The alignment of Lexington Road has changed slightly over the past 200 years. From a detailed
inventory of Ephraim Meriam's holdings, it is clear that Lexington Road was realigned sometime
prior to 1806, because the boundary description of his landholdings mention "the line where the old
road was trod."® Further evidence of the road realignment can be seen in the Thoreau surveys of
1855 (figures 25 and 26). These two drawings contain Thoreau's notations of "road” and "old road"
and seem to indicate that the extant road’s present alignment is slightly south of the line of the old
road, which, if correctly drawn, almost intersects the porch of the schoolhouse. Thus, it seems
Lexington Road may have been moved to accommodate the building of the schoolhouse in 1798.

It seems the road system changed little, if at all, in the next century. The earliest photos of the roads,
circa 1885, show road surfaces that are dirt or gravel, and light in color. Photos from the early
1900s show Bedford Road forming a Y around a small "island" of grass at its intersection with
Lexington Road (see figure 22). The island contained a road sign and a large elm tree that shaded the
intersection. It is unclear how long the grassy island and tree persisted; however, it is likely that
they were gone by 1958, when the roads were repaved to a darker, asphalt surface. This road
resurfacing may also have included widening and improving the road bed and regrading the road
shoulder to upgrade the road to modern standards.

The other remaining circulation feature on the site is the circular driveway behind the extant
structure. This driveway is first documented in a Burke family photograph dating to circa 1903
(figure 27) so it dates from at least this time. However, it probably existed even earlier; situated
between the extant house and the barn that presumably existed behind the house, the driveway would
have been a useful vehicular access point for farm vehicles. Yet it is difficult to determine precisely
at what time this feature was added to the site.
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Figure 27.
Hargrove.

58

The back of the Meriam house, circa 194p. Photograph courtesy of Alice Burke



5. Buildings

Meriam Family Buildings

The extant Meriam House, most likely built in 1705, is the only remaining building of what was once
a loose cluster of Meriam family houses built in the area of Meriam’s Corner during the family’s
tenure on the land, from 1639 to 1871. This grouping of houses, which no longer exists, was the
result of typical local settlement patterns, in which the land of the father was divided among his sons,
who in turn often built their homes in close proximity to the parental homestead. Thus, the first
house built at Meriam’s Corner (built by the second generation John, Meriam in 1663) was soon
followed by the houses of the third generation, built close by the first, in 1691 (John,, Meriam, Jr.’s
house located west of Bedford Road) and in 1705 (the extant Meriam house, built byJoseph,,
Meriam). By 1775, the time of the battle, the three Meriam houses were inhabited by 3rd and 4th
generation Meriams, and the extant house, at least, had undergone a number of additions and
expansions.

In addition to the three Meriam houses, associated outbuildings such as barns, woodsheds, and privies
existed on the site. Joseph,, and Nathang, Meriam, for example, had a locksmith shop on the property
for a period of time. And, according to battle accounts described in the Historic Structure Report, a
barn was located directly north of the extant Meriam house.® However, without more detailed
archeological work, the precise locations of these buildings are difficult to determine, since deeds of
the time give locations in relative, not specific, terms. Known information about the locations of all
Meriam family buildings is summarized in figure 28.

Following the Revolution, the original farmstead became increasingly subdivided among the Meriam
descendants, coinciding with a gradual shift in the local economy from subsistence to commercial
farming. During this time, the extant Meriam house once again underwent some additions and
alterations, including a new kitchen (c. 1810) and major renovations (c. 1820). Meanwhile, the other
two Meriam houses disappeared from the tax records: the house west of Bedford road is last
mentioned in a 1769 will; and the other in an 1803 deed. Both were definitively gone by 1830, since
neither appears in the 1830 Hales map of Concord, though the extant Meriam house, then owned by
Rufus, Meriam, does. (see figure 29).

Rufus, Meriam, the last Meriam to farm at Meriam’s Corner, apparently added few, if any, buildings
to the family farm during his tenure, which lasted until his death in 1870. The probate record for his
estate describes his holdings at Meriam’s Corner as "Homestead Farm & Buildings, & 90 acres."*
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Other Buildings

During the Meriam family tenure at Meriam’s Corner (1639-1871), two schoolhouses existed on the
property. The first "East Quarter Schoolhouse"” was built in 1789 on land which was retained in
ownership by the Meriam family. This schoolhouse presumably functioned as such until 1853, when
a second schoolhouse was built nearby on an 80-rod lot sold to the town by Rufus, Meriam. The
original schoolhouse, however, remained standing until at least 1855, because it is last documented
in a survey of Lexington Road done by Henry David Thoreau which dates to that year (see figures 25
and 26). Located a few hundred feet northeast of the original schoolhouse, the second school was
bought by Thomas Burke in 1893, and was converted into a residence by James Burke in 1903. Still
standing, this structure is known today as either the Palumbo house or the East Quarter Schoolhouse.

After the Meriam family sold the farm to Thomas and Rose Burke in 1871, the number of buildings
at Meriam’s Corner once again increased. According to the Historic Structure Report, Thomas Burke
demolished the Meriam barn and, most likely, rebuilt it across Bedford Road sometime around
1898.9 The Burkes also built a new home on the west side of Bedford Road, in 1903-1904. In the
same year, the renovation of the second East Quarter Schoolhouse occurred, and their son James lived

there for a short while.

More buildings began to appear on the farm as the Concord area became more suburban in character.
A restaurant was built on the site in 1928 (and eventually became the present-day Willow Pond
Kitchen). Around 1940, both a garage and a new, smaller barn were built on the Burke property.
And after 1951, when the Ingrahams bought the 1.77-acre lot that contains the Meriam House, they
added 3 small outbuildings to the immediate site—a garden house (c. 1956), a toolshed (c. 1960), and
a small cottage (c. 1969). Today, all of these buildings, with the exception of the Burke barn, are
still in evidence on the site. In addition, two more residences have been added to what was once the
larger Meriam farm, directly north of the house on Old Bedford Road (see figure 28).
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Structures and Objects

Walls and Fences

Used to mark boundaries, keep in livestock, and keep out trespassers, walls and fences were
important features at Meriam’s Corner and in the Concord landscape. Walls and fences also figured
in the Running Battle of 1775: both British and American accounts of the battle generally mention
stone walls, fences, and ditches that soldiers used for cover during the British retreat. Although
tradition has it that the Minutemen fired on the British from behind the walls of the Meriam House,
specific documentation of any walls at the Meriam House in particular is scant until 1858, when a
second-hand account of the battle describes the Reading Company’s "position at Merriam’s Corner,
covered by a barn and the walls around it."*®

The first graphic documentation of stone walls at Meriam’s Corner dates to 1855-with Henry David
Thoreau’s surveys of Lexington Road (figures 25 and 26). These drawings indicate the line of a
"new wall" running around Meriam’s Corner along the north side of Lexington Road and the east side
of Old Bedford Road. It is presumably this same wall which appears in photographs of the area taken
between 1885 and 1903, and which wraps around Meriam’s Corner, ending just before the house.
However, the existence of such a wall probably predates both the photos and the survey, since
Thoreau’s own notations trace the location of an "old wall" demarcating an earlier alignment of the
road. Given this evidence, and the fact that colonial roads were often walled to show the extent of
the wide road bed that shifted around ruts and mud holes, it seems likely that a wall along Lexington
Road existed here well before 1855. After 1903, however the wall around Meriam’s Corner
disappears from photos. According to the granddaughter of Thomas and Rose Burke, the wall was
taken down circa 1903, when some of its stones were used in constructing the foundation of the
Burke House.”

Given their transitory nature, it is difficult to determine the kinds and locations of fences in the
landscape prior to the beginning of the photographic record. Common fences in colonial New England
included stump fences, worm fences, and stone walls with riders. In the 1880s, historic photographs
of Meriam’s Corner prominently show three-rail post-and-rail fences dividing the fields behind the
house. This fence was common in New England at this time; in 1871 it was cited as the second most
built fence in Massachusetts.™

Over the last 100 years, however, fences have become less prominent in the landscape at Meriam’s
Corner and in Concord. Livestock production fell after World War I, and the sturdy post-and-rail
fences were eliminated or replaced with more economical, less visible barbed-wire fences. In some
places, however, the location of old fences are still evidenced today by the presence of
"fencerows"—the unmown, scrubby tree and shrub growth along an obsolete fence. At Meriam’s
Corner today, the only fences are a barbed wire fence along the northern boundary and a short
section of 3-rail fence in the front yard.
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Structures and Objects

Walls and Fences

Used to mark boundaries, keep in livestock, and keep out trespassers, walls and fences were
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covered by a barn and the walls around it."*
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"new wall" running around Meriam's Corner along the north side of Lexington Road and the east side
of Old Bedford Road. It is presumably this same wall which appears in photographs of the area taken
between 1885 and 1903, and which wraps around Meriam’s Corner, ending just before the house.
However, the existence of such a wall probably predates both the photos and the survey, since
Thoreau’s own notations trace the location of an "old wall" demarcating an earlier alignment of the
road. Given this evidence, and the fact that colonial roads were often walled to show the extent of
the wide road bed that shifted around ruts and mud holes, it seems likely that a wall along Lexington
Road existed here well before 1855. After 1903, however the wall around Meriam’s Corner
disappears from photos. According to the granddaughter of Thomas and Rose Burke, the wall was
taken down circa 1903, when some of its stones were used in constructing the foundation of the
Burke House.”

Given their transitory nature, it is difficult to determine the kinds and locations of fences in the
landscape prior to the beginning of the photographic record. Common fences in colonial New England
included stump fences, worm fences, and stone walls with riders. In the 1880s, historic photographs
of Meriam’s Corner prominently show three-rail post-and-rail fences dividing the fields behind the
house. This fence was common in New England at this time; in 1871 it was cited as the second most
built fence in Massachusetts.™

Over the last 100 years, however, fences have become less prominent in the landscape at Meriam’s
Corner and in Concord. Livestock production fell after World War I, and the sturdy post-and-rail
fences were eliminated or replaced with more economical, less visible barbed-wire fences. In some
places, however, the location of old fences are still evidenced today by the presence of
"fencerows"—the unmown, scrubby tree and shrub growth along an obsolete fence. At Meriam’s
Corner today, the only fences are a barbed wire fence along the northern boundary and a short
section of 3-rail fence in the front yard.
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20th-century Structures

An arbor appears over the front door of the Meriam house in a photograph of 1937 (see figure 21),
but how long this existed on site is unknown, During the Ingraham tenure, a number of small-scalle
structures were added to the site, including: A flagpole, presently located in the yard; a yard lantern,
located near the juniper bush at the southwest corner of the house; the short stretch of post-and-rail
fence in the front yard; and a brick patio and stone retaining wall located just off the southeast corner
of the house.

Water Features

The major water feature on the site is the extant Mill Brook. This brook is characterized today by its
surprisingly rectinlinear route around and between the original Meriam fields. Although there are no
distinct photographs of the brook’s path prior to 1950, it seems it is possible that the route of the
brook dates to as early 1695. By that year the lowlands east of Meriam’s Corner had been ditched
and drained to allow the Elm Brook watershed to drain westward into Mill Brook. Such an ambitious
drainage project would have required improvements as far east as Mill Brook by Meriam’s Corner;
thus it seems likely that Mill Brook at Meriam’s Corner would also have been ditched at this time.

Today, the ditches of Mill Brook near Meriam’s Corner are no longer as maintained and free-flowing
as they were originally. The width of the water channel varies, but is generally narrow--about 2.
Wetland vegetation, such as purple loosestrife, red maple, and cattails, has grown up in a wide swath
around the ditches. Designated as wetlands, the ditches and a 100-foot buffer around them are
protected from development and other incursions by current legislation.

Only one structural element appears to be associated with the ditches in this area, although elsewhere
in the park they are sometimes lined with stones. A small stone "bridge” or culvert (LCS #40225)
(mentioned above) allows Mill Brook to run under Lexington Road at the eastern side of the property.
However, the structure is unevaluated and it is currently not known when it was built.

A well (LCS #40203) is located just southeast of the extant Meriam house. It is unclear when this
well was dug.
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SIGNIFICANCE

Introduction

Although the entirety of Minute Man NHP is included on the National Register of Historic Places,
National Register forms have not yet been completed to document the significance of the park’s
historic resources. However, preliminary research toward this effort indicates that the park is a
National Register district.™ Within this district, the Meriam House, as listed in the 1989 General
Management Plan, will be identified as a contributing resource within the park. It is, however,
important to note that in addition to the Meriam House itself, the site surrounding the
structure—"Meriam’s Corner” —may also be considered a significant contributing resource, as
outlined below.

Areas and Periods of Significance

Preliminary studies of the park have indicated a number of periods and areas of National Register
significance for the park, primarily under Criterion A, as a property associated with a historically
significant events or trends in the United States. The areas and periods of significance pertinent to
Meriam’s Corner—military history, the commemorization of battlefield sites, and agricultural
history—are as follows:

Military History (1775)

Based on the park’s 1959 enabling legislation, Minute Man National Historic Park is primarily
significant as the site of the outbreak of the American revolution and for its association with the
events of the first battle of that war. The battle events which occured within the boundaries of the
park took place on April 18-19, 1775, and included the capture of Paul Revere and a number of
skirmishes between American minutemen and British soldiers. Therefore, under National Register
Criterion A, in the area of military history, the park’s primary period of significance would be 1775.
If the "causes and consequences of the American Revolution” were to also be considered as part of the
park’s significance, as stated in amending legislation from 1992, then the period of significance for
this area and criterion could be extended to some appropriate dates prior to and after the battle itself.

Battlefield Co moration/Memorialization -c. 191

As a site which contains numerous historical markers memorializing the Revolution and the birth of
American democracy, and exemplifies the late 19th-century trend of memorializing significant
battlefield sites, Minute Man NHP meets National Register Criterion Consideration F for
Commemorative properties. It may therefore be considered significant under Criterion A, for its
association with a late 19th-century movement of memorializing battlefields. Although this movement
has not been well documented, this trend saw the construction of battlefield memorials such as the
memorial tour road at Gettysburg, Virginia; the battle monument at Saratoga, New York; and the
obelisk at Bunker Hill in Boston, Massachusetts. Concurrent with the rise of the historic preservation
movement and the founding of patriotic societies such as the DAR, the trend of battlefield
memorialization was borne out of the social perceptions and events of the time, including: feelings of
disorientation and loss caused by the trauma of the Civil War; renewed interest in patriotism
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coinciding with the celebration of the nation’s centennial; and nationalistic feelings that accompanied
the rise of industrialization and immigration in the United States.

Concord, with its Revolutionary history, also saw witness to this trend. A number of markers,
including a granite obelisk at the North Bridge, were erected around the town in the late 1800s to
honor the ideals and heroes of the Revolution. A second period of significance for the park (also on
the national level) would therefore be a period of commemoration of the battle. This period would
probably encompass the years from at least 1836 (the date of the first marker, the obelisk at the
North Bridge) to at least 1915 (the date of the Jonathan Buttrick marker) or, possibly, the start of
World War 1.

Agricultural Histor 1 1 .

Based on the 1992 amendment to the park’s legislation, which emphasizes the importance of "the
preservation and interpretation of. . . the historic landscape along the road between Lexington and
Concord," another period of significance for the park may exist in the area of agriculture.
Agriculture, which evolved from subsistence farming to commercial market gardening, was of major
importance in the local economy until about World War II, after which time the landscape became
primarily suburban. Agricultural land within and around the park illustrates a continuum of
agricultural practices in New England, from the late 1600s to today. For example, 17th and 18th
century field patterns are still evident, 19th century agricultural structures such as farmhouses and
stone walls still dot the landscape, and in some cases, descendants of 19th century immigrants still
farm the land. Yet the significance of an agricultural context remains largely undetermined, pending
the completion of the state survey for cultural resources in this area of Massachusetts. It is unclear,
for example, exactly which dates such a period of significance would encompass, and whether the
area’s agricultural history would be of state or local significance. However, the advent of the
suburban landscape after World War II would seem to indicate circa 1940 as an end date for a period
of significance for the historic agricultural landscape.

Meriam’s Corner as a Contributing Resource within Minute Man NHP

Although both the park as a whole and Meriam’s Corner as an individual site have not yet been
documented to National Register standards, from a preliminary analysis, it appears that both the
Meriam House and its surrounding site are historically significant within the park’s historic contexts
listed above. Meriam’s Corner contributes to the integrity of the park, and qualifies as a contributing
resource within the park, for the following reasons.

First, the site has prominence within the military context. Although no contemporary accounts of the
running battle confirm Meriam’s Corner’s prominence in the fighting of April 19, 1775, based on
subsequent data, historians have traditionally considered Meriam’s Corner to be the first location
along the Battle Road where skirmishes between the Colonials and the British occurred. It is difficult
to determine, however, exactly how Meriam’s Corner appeared in 1775, due to a lack of
documentation. Yet certain features from that period do remain and contribute to the integrity of the
park for this period of significance. These features incude the extant Meriam House, the surrounding
roads and farm fields, and the Mill Brook ditches. Furthermore, many of the changes in landscape
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features that have occured at Meriam's Corner are either reversible (as in the case of volunteer or
ornamental vegetation in the yard) or do not detract from the historic scene (as in the case of the
addition of 19th century farmhouses).

For the park’s second period of potential significance, the period of commemoration (circa 1836-
1915), the Meriam’s Corner marker is part of and contributes to the integrity of the memorial layer of
the park. As evidenced in photographs, the marker has changed little since its erection in 1885, and
its presence in its original location contributes greatly to the integrity of the memorial layer.
However, the immediate surroundings of the marker have been slightly compromised by the loss and
addition of other landscape features at Meriam's Corner. In particular, the loss of the stone wall
which surrounded the marker between 1885 and 1903 might be viewed as detrimental., since that
structure gave the marker a greater prominence in the landscape, making it part of a larger feature
which related to the site of the skirmish. However, given that the memorial period extends well
beyond 1903, when the wall was taken down, it seems clear that the marker, without the wall, has
maintained its own importance as part of the larger ensemble of monumentation within the park.

Meriam’s Corner also contributes to the integrity of the park for its third period of potential
significance, that of agricultural history. The Corner’s extant 17th- and 18th-century field patterns and
open views to neighboring 19th- and 20th-century farmhouses clearly illustrate significant aspects of
state and local agricultural heritage. Furthermore, the fact that agriculture is still practiced on lands
immediately adjacent to and originally associated with Meriam’s Corner also enhances the park’s
historic scene and agricultural setting.
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PART III:
TREATMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

Heidi Hohmann
Landscape Architect
National Park Service, North Atlantic Region

The following are a list of treatment and management recommendations for Meriam’s Corner, based
on the above analysis, the General Management Plan, Minute Man National Historical Park, and on
the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.
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Background/Previous Planning Documents

In 1989, a General Management Plan (GMP)for Minute Man National Historic Park was completed
and approved. This document directs the future development of the park and also guides the
management of the park’s natural and cultural resources. Therefore, it is important that any treatment
proposed for Meriam's Corner be considered within the context of the GMP. Indeed, this "Cultural
Landscape Report for Meriam's Corner," the associated "Historic Structure Report: Meriam House",
and the archeological research done in conjunction with these reports are all themselves the direct
products of the GMP’s recommendations. The following, then, is a brief overview of the General
Management Plan’s directives, as they relate to Meriam’s Corner in particular and to the park’s
cultural landscape in general.

With respect to the park’s broader cultural landscape, the General Management Plan recommends a
treatment of: -

Selective restoration of the 18th-century environment [which] will provide a flavor of the physical
conditions on April 19, 1775, without requiring the detailed replication of the entire landscape.™

The document further clarifies the somewhat ambiguous term "selective restoration” by defining the
goals of this restoration to be primarily interpretive in nature:

An approximation of the historic landscape character will be directed towards creating an understanding
of the 1775 environment, and will include, where practicable, restoration of the basic land use and
cover conditions present at the time of the battle. This includes open fields, orchards, and natural
woodlands. Specific crops, trees, or ecological units will as a general rule not be restored because
specific information of that level of detail is missing for many areas of the park.™

Recognizing the difficulties of obtaining detailed documentary evidence of the 1775 environment, the
General Management Plan’s more specific recommendations for Meriam’s Corner further echo this
emphasis on interpretation, rather than exactitude. The General Management Plan recommends the
following specific actions for the Meriam’s Corner area:

® A wayside pull off for 3 cars will be installed on the south side of Lexington Road for interpretation
of Meriam’s Corner.

® A trail will be provided on the north to interpret the Americans’ route across the fields from the
fighting at Meriam’s Comner to the Bloody Angles where the most intensive fighting occurred within the
park.

®Stone walls will be rebuilt at the intersection of Old Bedford and Lexington roads to improve visitor
safety when experiencing Meriam's Corner.

® A segment of the Battle Road will be located and restored when the site becomes accessible. In

addition, a crossing of Mill Brook will be provided at the historic location to improve interpretation of
the beginning of the nunning battle. . .
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®The exterior of the John Meriam House and surrounding landscape on NPS property will be restored

for interpretation. The exterior of the East Quarter Schoolhouse will be restored for orientation and

interpretive purposes.™

Consistent with the park-wide recommendations of the GMP, each of these proposed actions is
recommended to increase both visitor access and visitor understanding of Meriam’s Corner.

This emphasis on increased interpretation of the landscape of the park was recently, in 1992, restated
and strengthened by an amendment to the park’s enabling legislation. The new legislation expanded
the park’s mission to explicitly include "the preservation and interpretation of (1) the historic
landscape along the road between Lexington and Concord [and] (2) sites associated with the causes
and consequences of the American Revolution."™ Although the term "historic landscape” was not
well defined in this legislation, the amendment seems to imply that a period of significance for the
park’s landscape may be extended to include the broad continuum of agricultural history in the park,
i.e., circa 1635-1940.

Selection of a Preservation Treatment

Four approaches are currently recognized by the Secretary of the Interior for the treatment of historic
properties. They are Reconstruction, Restoration, Rehabilitation, and Preservation, and are defined as
follows: Preservation focuses on the maintenance and repair of materials and retention of features
and form of a property, as it evolved over time. Rehabilitation acknowledges the need to alter or add
to a historic property to meet continuing or changing uses while retaining the property’s historic
character. Restoration is undertaken to depict a property at a particular period of time in its history,
while removing evidence of other periods. Reconstruction re-creates vanished or non-surviving
portions of a property for interpretive purposes.”

In selecting a preservation treatment for a landscape, usually one of these four treatments is selected
as a "primary” treatment for a property as a whole. This primary or property-wide treatment then
provides a broad philosophical framework within which preservation treatment decisions for
individual features may be made.

Recommended Primary Treatment for Meriam’s Corner

When repair and replacement of deteriorated features are necessary; when alterations
or additions to the property are planned for a new or continued use; and when its
depiction at a particular period of time is not appropriate, Rehabilitation may be
considered as a treatment.™

Based on the intent of the General Management Plan to create "an approximation of the historic
landscape. . .directed towards creating an understanding of the 1775 environment,"” and based on the
historical research and site analysis conducted for this report, Rehabilitation is the recommended
primary treatment for Meriam's Corner. Rehabilitation "makes possible a compatible use for a
property through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features which
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convey its historical, cultural, or architectural values."” Additions and new construction are allowed
under Rehabilitation, as long as new work is compatible with the existing historic fabric and character
of the property, yet is also clearly distinguishable as new.

It should be noted that while Rehabilitation is the recommended primary treatment for Meriam’s
Corner, individual features on site may receive different treatments. For example, preservation may
be the appropriate treatment for a historic structure or an existing agricultural field within the larger
site. However, the sum of treatments applied to all of the landscape features will result in the
Rehabilitation of the property as a whole.

Rehabilitation is the recommended treatment for Meriam’s Corner primarily because it allows new
uses to occur on the site, while at the same time it encourages the preservation and enhancement of
the site’s remaining historic character. In other words, Rehabilitation will permit-the construction of
required new access and interpretive facilities for visitors, such as the addition of universal access
pathways, parking facilities, trail linkages and outdoor interpretive features, while concurrently
ensuring that historic features are protected by sensitive siting and construction of new features.
Although actions for improved access and interpretation are not always considered "new uses," in this
case, the significant number and magnitude of proposed actions do, in fact, constitute a major

adaptive use for this property.

At the same time, Rehabilitation will also permit the removal of non-historic features and the
reinstatement of missing historic features on the landscape. Both of these actions are crucial to
increasing the interpretive potential of the site, so that fewer 20th-century intrusions are evident and
more 18th-century remnants are perceivable on the site. Although the removal and reinstatement of
features is often considered part of a Restoration treatment, in this case, where visual and
documentary evidence of the site is actually quite minimal, Restoration to the site’s primary period of
significance (1775) would be difficult, if not impossible, to accurately implement. Under a
Rehabilitation treatment, however, replacement and removal of historic features may be undertaken in
a less literal manner, with an eye towards enhancing interpretation and the remaining historic
character of the existing landscape. An example of such an action might be the marking of the Old
Meriam Barn’s foundation and archeological remains (if these are located in the field), rather than its
reconstruction or restoration.

In general, then, this report recommends the removal of late 20th-century suburban additions to the
landscape, while retaining and reinstating, where feasible, the agricultural features of the landscape,
some of which (e.g., field patterns and land uses) were continuously present in the area from 1635 to
1940, Such removals and retentions would 1) help create a more appropriate and sympathetic
agricultural setting for extant 1775 features than the existing suburban landscape; 2) expand
interpretation of the landscape from 1775 to the broader continuum of the years 1635 to 1940; and 3)
help visitors better perceive the history of the New England landscape. :
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Specific Treatment Actions/Individual Feature Treatments

Under a Rehabilitation treatment the following actions are recommended for the landscape of
Meriam’s Corner.

1. Rehabilitation of the site shall include the preservation and stabilization of all extant historic
features, including the following actions:

a) Preservation of the Meriam House. Although the GMP suggests restoring the exterior of
the Meriam House to its 1775 appearance, the recently completed "Historic Structure Report”
(HSR) for this house recommends preservation as a more appropriate treatment.® The HSR
recommends this for two reasons. First, restoration to 1775 would require the demolition of
the circa-1810 back addition to the house and the attached garage/carriage shed. Second,
insufficient documentation exists to recreate the exterior appearance of the house as it existed
in 1775. The HSR concludes that preservation would maintain the "existing integrity and
character” of the structure, whose current appearance is little changed from 1820. Under the
broad, primary treatment of Rehabilitation, this report concurs that preservation is an
appropriate treatment for this individual feature of the Meriam’s Corner landscape.

b) Preservation of the exteriors of the other historic buildings in the area. In particular, these
include the East Quarter Schoolhouse and the Burke House, both of which date to 1904.
Although not present during the primary period of significance (1775), these buildings add to
the agricultural setting of Meriam’s Corner and the Battle Road. They also provide important
interpretive opportunities for explaining the history of the area’s cultural landscape, as part of
the potential period of significance for local agricultural history (1635-1940). These buildings
may also be important as locally distinctive examples of historic design and construction,
although these determinations have yet to be made, pending completion of the park’s National
Register nomination.

¢) Preservation of the agricultural field to the north of the house in its current use of
agriculture. This land has been under cultivation of some sort since at least the 1700s, and
this use should continue.

d) The pruning and preservation of the historic ash at the southwest corner of the site.
Although this tree does not date to the 1775 period of significance, it is the oldest vegetation
on the site. Dating to at least 1870, it was present as part of the Memorial period of
significance, and is part of the historic agricultural landscape.

2. Any extant archeological sites or remains located at Meriam’s Corner shall be protected and may
be delineated for interpretive purposes, if the latter is deemed acceptable by the Regional
Archeologist. As cited in this report, in the "Historic Structure Report," and in the General
Management Plan,” such archeological features might include the foundations of 17th and 18th
century buildings, such as an earlier Meriam house; Meriam barns and outbuildings; and/or the
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original East Quarter Schoolhouse. Other potentially extant, non-building archeological remains
might include traces of the historic Lexington Road, as shown on the 1855 Thoreau survey, or the
foundations of the alleged bridge across the Mill Brook. In general, given the lack of documentation
of above ground buildings and structures, restoration or reconstruction of any of these features is not
recommended, with the possible exception of the traces of the Battle Road in this area. If the location
of the Mill Brook bridge is located in an archeological survey, a crossing of Mill Brook for visitors
may be built at the historic location, provided that it does not impinge on the archeological resource
and that it is clearly delineated as new construction.

3. 1t is recommended that certain features dating to after World War II, that are suburban in nature,
and that detract from the historic, agricultural character of the landscape be removed. Such features
might include:

a) The ornamental plantings around the foundation of the house and in the yard. Removing
these plantings, which date to the 1950s, would provide a more historically appropriate setting
for the preserved exterior of the house, especially as viewed from Lexington Road.
Foundation and ornamental plantings, a late 19th-century suburban phenomenon, are in
general not in keeping with the appearance of agricultural homesteads of the 17th, 18th, and
early 19th centuries. Removals should particularly target conifers and low-growing, shrubby
species such as the juniper, lilacs, and dogwoods in front of the house, and the ivy and
pachysandra groundcovers to the west of the house. The larger trees (ash and elm), especially
at the corners of the house, which do not obscure the foundation and are in keeping with trees
shown in late 19th-century photos of the house, could be maintained without great loss of
historic character.

b) The hedgerow north of the house, which currently blocks the view to the agricultural field
behind it. All research to date indicates that prior to World War II, the landscape here and
elsewhere in the park was actually more open, without such vegetation enclosing and
screening fields. Removing this hedgerow would be an appropriate action to allow a view of
this field and to better interpret the area’s historic land uses. However, given that some of
the trees along this line (in particular, the conifers) were planted by neighbors, it may be
better to selectively clear the hedgerow of obvious undergrowth and volunteer trees, rather
than to remove the entire screen. This would result in a partial view to the cornfield, and
would still be in keeping with interpretive goals.

¢) The three small outbuildings that date to the 1950s. These features should be removed
from the site, because they are in poor condition and their design, materials, and
workmanship do not contribute to the historic agricultural character of the property. The
vegetation associated with these buildings should also be removed, either at the same time as

the buildings, or as they become old and decrepit.

d) The brick terrace off the southeast corner of the house. Again, this feature is not
consistent with historic documentation of the site or with the design of 17th-, 18th- and 19th-
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century farmhouses and their surroundings. Such houses were usually constructed to meet the
grade without any other mediating structures or vegetation. Once removed, the site of the
terrace should be regraded to provide a smooth transition to the surrounding open area.

4. Certain non-historic features which date to the post-World War II suburban landscape may be
retained, because they do not detract from the historic character of the site.

a) The stand of ash, maple, and other scrub vegetation that has grown up just east of Mill
Brook should be retained at this time. Historically, this field was cleared and open, used
either as an agricultural lot or possibly as a homelot; as late as 1954 it was apparently a
hayfield, as documented in aerial photographs. Although this field could be cleared and
returned to agricultural uses at a later date, wholesale clearing of this lot may not be
warranted as part of this project, since it is an extensive action without an immediate effect on
the use or interpretation of the Meriam House. Minor clearing of trees for a pedestrian path
or to delineate and interpret possible archeological sites, such as the historic road, the Mill
Brook bridge, or the 1789 schoolhouse, should, however, be considered.

5) Some consideration should be given to the replacement of certain missing historic features that
date to before 1940. The goals of such replacement would be, in combination with the removal of
post-World War II suburban features, to enhance the agricultural setting of the Meriam House and to
better convey a sense of the historic landscape to the visitor, It is not anticipated that the addition of
features will occur in an extensive manner. Nor, given the paucity of visual documentary evidence,
should such additions be considered restorations or reconstructions. Rather, they should be viewed as
primarily interpretive elements. For example:

a) As stated in section 2 above, archeological sites or features may be delineated to provide
the visitor with a clearer picture of the physical layout and make-up of early American
homesteads.

b) As stated in section 6a below, a wall surrounding Meriam’s Corner, which existed on site
between 1855 and 1904, might be reinstated in the landscape. However, since its main
purpose would be to increase visitor safety by delineating the edge of the property, it would
be considered new construction and would be delineated as such in form and materials,

6) The recommendations made in the General Management Plan for improved access and
interpretation at Meriam’s Corner may be implemented under a Rehabilitation treatment. However,
the following recommendations for the implementation of these projects should help fine-tune the
intent of the General Management Plan and should ensure that as much of the remaining historic
character of the site as possible will be preserved.

a) The General Management Plan recommends that a stone wall be built around the edge of

the property, to ensure visitor safety., Although such a wall would contribute to the historic
setting of the marker at Meriam’s Corner, by placing it within a wall as it originally existed,
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it is recommended that under a Rehabilitation treatment, this wall not be considered a
reconstruction or replacement of the wall seen in historic photographs of circa 1890. Instead,
the wall should be a stone wall compatible with the historic agricultural landscape as
documented between 1635 and 1940, yet clearly delineated as new construction.

b) If it is determined that a parking lot should be added to the immediate site, for the use of
park staff or for individuals who could not walk from a "remote” parking lot located in the
vicinity of Meriam's Corner (e.g., Willow Pond Kitchen), such a lot would be best situated
behind (north of) the house. It should be designed in conjunction with the extant circular
driveway, which could be retained on site, since vehicular circulation at the back of the house
dates from at least circa 1890, and probably earlier.

¢) Any trails (including the proposed Battle Road bike trail) that access Meriam’s Corner
should be sited to avoid impinging on the site’s landscape features and archeological
resources. For example, it is recommended that the "trail to the north” cited in the General
Management Plan should be routed around (to the north or the south) of the agricultural field
north of the Meriam House. In general, it would be preferable for trails to approach the
Meriam House from the front (south) side of the house, rather than from the back. It is also
recommended that any trails to the house from a possible "remote” parking lot at Willow
Pond Kitchen not cross the lot in front of the house diagonally, but rather follow the lot’s
rectangular boundaries, either to the north or south.

7) Once the above actions have been implemented at Meriam’s Corner, a maintenance regime for the
landscape will need to be implemented. For example:
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a) Once non-historic, suburban vegetation has been cleared from the site, it might be
recommended that the site be continued to be mown in a manner similar to the current
maintenance regime. Mown grass, instead of reinstated crop fields, would be recommended
as a surface treatment for the front area, if it were considered important to highlight any
delineated archeological features, to promote public access, or to maintain the area with a
minimum of time and effort.
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