
Historic Preservation Commission Minutes 

The monthly meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission was held on June 11, 

2024 at 3:30 PM in the Community Room of the City/County Building at 414 E. 

Callender Street. The meeting was facilitated by Vice Chair Lindie Gibson. 

1. Call to Order (3:30 PM) 

2. Roll Call (Video 0:20 minutes) 

In attendance: Vice Chair Lindie Gibson, Kristin Vanderland, Eli Isaly, Jack Luther. 

Blurock excused. Planning Staff: Jennifer Severson. 

3. Approval of May 14, 2024 Minutes (1:00 minutes) 

Vanderland motioned to approve the May 14, 2024 minutes. Islay seconded the 

motion. Motion passes 4-0 (1:20 minutes). 

General Public Comments 

No Public Comments. 

New Business 

DESIGN REVIEW - THE OFFICE - DOOR DECALS (128 S. MAIN STREET) 

(1:50 minutes) 

Severson confirmed both front doors and side door all have new logo decal. 

Vanderland motioned to approve the new logo decals as proposed. Gibson seconded 

the motion. Motion passed 4-0 (2:40 minutes). 

A. 

B. PRESERVATION 101' WITH MT SHPO - KATE HAMPTON AND JOHN 

BOUGHTON WITH THE MONTANA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

OFFICE (SHPO) WILL PROVIDE GUIDANCE ABOUT HISTORIC 

PRESERVATION DESIGN REVIEWS AND GIVE AN OVERVIEW OF THE 

NATIONAL REGISTER NOMINATION PROCESS. (4:00 minutes) 

Power Point presentations from Hampton and Boughton are attached. Q&A with HPC 

members and Patricia Grabow (204 E. Callender St.) 

4. Old Business 

None 

5. Board Comments (1:28:40 minutes) 

 



Historic Preservation Commission Minutes 

Luther asked if completed Commercial Building Surveys in Downtown Historic 

District will be available online for the general public; Severson confirmed the City 

can include links on the City’s HPC webpage. Luther asked for clarification about a 

couple of buildings that are to be included in the current survey efforts. 

6. Adjournment (5:08 PM) 

 



The National Register 

The National Register 
Nomination Process 

 



Program Overview: 
National Register of 

Historic Places 

• National Register is 
closely related to 
but administratively 
separate from the 
National Historic 
Landmarks (NHL) 
program. As of 
September 30, 
2006, the Secretary 
of the Interior had 
designated 2,429 
properties as NHLs, 
29 in Montana. 

• Established by the 
National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966, 
the National Register of 
Historic Places is the 
official federal list of 
districts, sites, buildings, 
structures, and objects 
significant in American 
history, architecture, 
archeology, engineering, 
and culture. 

Livingston Memorial 

Hospital, circa mid- 

1950s. (Photo curtesy 

Yellowstone Gateway 

Museum) 

 
 



Billy Miles & Brothers Grain Elevator 

Livingston Memorial Hospital Recently-listed 
Livingston and Park 

County Properties 
Sacajawea/Miles Park 

Convict Grade (Park Co.) 

Frederick and Josephine Bottler House 
(Park Co.) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



What is under review? 

• 

• 

Nominated property 

Does it meet one or more of the National Register criteria? In other 
words, is it significant in history or prehistory, and does it retain integrity 
from its period of significance? 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The nomination documentation 

Does it justify the significance and integrity of the property? 

Has the property been adequate and accurately described? 

Could a layperson read the nomination and understand why the property 
deserves to be listed in the National Register? Why did the property 
receive federal recognition as significant in history or prehistory? 

Nomination ultimately becomes the legally admissible record of listing. • 

          

 



Major parts of a nomination 

Section 7—Consists of “Summary Paragraph” that provides locational 
information of where the property sits. The “Narrative Description” is 
a physical descriptions of all resources on a property—both 
contributing and noncontributing. 

A thorough Integrity discussion follows the resource descriptions. 

 

 

 Section 8—Highlights the Areas of Significance (A, B, C, D). The 
section begins with a “Statement of Significance Summary Paragraph” 
followed by a detailed history and context for the property. The 
context relates the property to important themes in history or 
prehistory. 

 

 

NR Bulletins 15 and 16A are the primer for form completion 

Ask SHPO for a similar property NR nomination to use as an example 

 



• Billy Miles & Brothers 
Grain Elevator 

Livingston Memorial 
Hospital 
Sacajawea/Miles Park 

Convict Grade (Park Co.) 
Frederick and Josephine 
Bottler House (Park Co.) 

Gardiner Jail (Park 
County) 

• 

Nomination 
Examples 

• 

• 

• 

• 

 
 



What the Keepers notices 

Evaluation of Properties During Review Process 

• There are properties that have considerable historical significance that 
do not meet the National Register criteria (usually due to loss of 
integrity). 

Evaluation of properties involves degree of subjectivity, but it is 
incumbent to make well-justified, clearly-reasoned decisions. Strive for 
consistency. 

• 

Nomination Documentation 

• Some of the most problematic nominations are purposefully written to 
avoid discussion of major questions vis-à-vis significance or integrity. 

- evaluative process requires honest assessment of the property and 
how it may have changed over time 

this approach generally results in a stronger case for properties of 
marginal integrity or significance than turning a blind eye to the 
problems involved 

- 

 



What comprises a 
good nomination? 

• Strong, persuasive argumentation based on 
sound analysis 

Information provided should demonstrate 
the significance of the property, not just 
summarize its history 

• 

• Should answer the “so what?” 
questions 

Statements should be clearly connected 
to NR criteria and area(s) of significance 
selected 

Should place property in context 

• 

• 

• Narrative property description 
• 

• 

should be thorough 

should describe all elements of the 
property, contributing AS WELL AS 
NONCONTRIBUTING 

 

 



Other issues noted 
by the Keeper… 

• Common problems include: 
• property description only discusses 

significant (i.e., contributing) resources 

determining period of significance 
under Criterion B 

statement of significance assumes 
significance to be self-evident; should 
always be explained. 

recommended level of significance is 
based on assumption or judgment 
about relative uniqueness or rarity, 
rather than evaluation in appropriate 
context 

Ask the SHPO for a nomination to use 
as an example. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

 

 



Substantive Review: 
What the Keeper will look for 

First reading 

Second reading has essentially two parts 
 

• 1) Thorough review of registration form. Are all data 
fields filled in as per published guidelines? Are entries 
correct? 

• 2) Careful reading of property description and statement 
of significance. Focuses on critical evaluation of 
arguments for significance and integrity. Also considers 
appropriateness of boundary selected and justification 
provided. 

 

 
• What is the property? 

• What resources does it include? 

• Why is it significant? 

 



Checklists: 

Technical and Substantive 

 
 


