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Cultural Resources: Executive Summary

The Cultural Resources Chapter focuses on three primary
areas:

1) Historic preservation, including public investment
in the development of villages, districts, and
corridors; private investment in individual
properties; and historic tourism.

2) The Montgomery/Floyd Regional Library; and

3) The development and support of cultural programs
and facilities.
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Montgomery County, 2025: Cultural Resources

Cultural Resources provide key quality of "concreting” everything in sight." This is especially true with larger structures.
life, educational, and economic opportunities,  Historic preservation represents a double-  Participants did offer a range of suggestions
all of which increasingly play a role when edged sword: on the one hand, historic propertier addressing the issue of historic preservation,
companies and individuals judge the suitabilityand districts represent significant cultural assetscluding: creating community centers in local
of an area for relocation or expansion. In both within the large and small communities historic structures (Black House); "..Developing
addition, cultural facilities provide cultural and and in the rural portions of the county; on the historic areas for tourism and educational
historical continuity for an area or a specific other hand, most, if not all, of the properties argpurposes;" and encouraging revitalization of
locale, especially in terms of the preservation privately owned, often precluding direct existing structures (note: revitalization comments
of historically or culturally significant structures government-based activities. In addition, historiccan also be found in the economic development
(e.g. the County Government Center in the preservation often requires that the propertiesportion of this report, although the comments

Imperial Reading Textile Factory and the be economically viable enterprises, necessitatingn that section are related, primarily, to the reuse
Christiansburg Institute), districts (e.g. Lafayettethat the governments allow some form of of existing commercial structures). One
Riner, Shawsville, and Prices Fork), or economic enterprise or mixed use in the respondent suggested specific approaches local

viewsheds (McDonald's Mill). Cultural and  structures once they have been rehabilitated. governments could take in addressing the issue
community facilities include historic
preservation and revitalization opportunities,
museums and heritage parks, libraries, and fine
arts and performance venues. While the public
schools also provide significant cultural
resources, they are included in the education
chapter rather than the cultural resources chapter

COMMUNITY SURVEY RESULTS:

Participant comments in this portion of the
community survey can be subdivided into six
distinct areas: Historic Preservation, Visual
Enhancement, Cultural Activities and Amenities,
Libraries, Cultural Facilities (Fine Arts,
Museums, and Performance Venues), and
Civic/Community Centers.

It is clear from participant comments that
many of the participants believe that historic
preservation and the preservation of "history"
or "local character" should be promoted and,
where possible, aided. Of the participants who
responded specifically to the community surveys,
63% rated historic preservation as either very
important or important. An additional 24% rated
historic preservation as moderately important.
As one participant noted, the county "..needs to
preserve our "small town" history & stop
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of historic preservation: Related to the issue of historic preservation, One of the common complaints among

. o as well as the environment and planning, are theesidents, regardless of age, is the lack of "things
O The historic resources of the county arecomments addressing "visual enhancement.” Iro do" in Montgomery County. Indeed one

highly valued in both rural and urban  most cases, respondents who cited visual
neighborhoods, and protection/restorationhancement as a concern fall into three

participant noted that one of the county's goals
should be: "... diversity of activities for all" and

of historic structures is encouraged througltategories: 1) those concerned with buffering inwent on to note that there was "Nothing -

county tax incentives, zoning designationgommercial and industrial areas; 2) those

Nothing - Nothing for 13-20 year old to do

and design standards, grants and awardconcerned with neglected properties; and 3) socially on weekends, if not involved in sports.
recognition for exemplary projects, and those concerned with the visual "beauty” eitheiLived here 30 years--always been a problem..."

disincentives for neglect and demolition along specific corridors or in certain
such as fines.O neighborhoods.

Cultural Resource Issues: Community Survey Mean Results, 2003
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Historic Preservation 3.74
Cultural Facilities 3.72
Civic Center/Fair Ground 2.67

Note: Forty-one issues were included in the Orate this issue in terms of importanceO portior
community survey. A mean score was calculated for each of the 41 issues, as well as for th
of all issues. Issues with scores higher than 3.65 (the mean for all issues) indicate that the
of respondents rated the issue greater importance; a score lower than 3.65 indicates that the
of respondents rated the issue of less importance than the on average. The scale for the su
0=no response; 1= not important; 2=minimally important; 3=moderately important; 4=importar
5=very important. Source: 2003 Community Survey, Montgomery County, Virginia.
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It is a sentiment shared by many of the students
who responded to the student survey as well.
Another participant noted that she "would like
to see less migration to Roanoke for
entertainment every weekend." Of the survey
respondents, 67 % rated cultural facilities as
either very important or important. An additional
18% rated cultural facilities as moderately
important. As the comments included in the
futures statements and the strategies attest,
increasing opportunity and access to cultural
amenities is a recurring theme among
participants.

The question of who should provide these
amenities, however, is open to debate. A few
participants saw the local universities as central
to the provision of cultural amenities and
experiences. Others wanted to see cultural
opportunities created outside of the scope of
Radford University and Virginia Tech. As one
participant noted, Owhile the universities offered
a broad range of concerts and other cultural
events, the events were passive in that
community members watched the work of others
rather than actively participating in the creation.O

While most respondents who cited cultural
facilities and amenities as an important issue
did so in very general terms (i.e. "increased

cultural opportunities,” "interesting cultural

 ofgidvities,” "cultural development,” and

e toexcellent cultural centers"), other respondents
najesétie far more specific in their requests, including
marpeiphasis on fine art venues. In a few cases,

;\t/_eg\éll}@éhdents suggested combining cultural

lities and amenities with community centers.
The most often cited example was that of
Blacksburg Middle School. Other suggestions
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Historic Preservation in Montgomery County

Historic Districts in Montgomery County, 2004

Blacksburg Historic District

Cambria Historic District

East Main Street Historic District

Kentland Farm Historic and Archaeological District
Lafayette Historic District

Madison Farm Historic and Archaeological District
Miller Southside Residential Historic District

North Fork Valley Rural Historic District

Piedmont Camp Meeting Grounds Historic District
Prices Fork Historic District

Riner Historic District

Shawsville Historic District

South Franklin Street Historic District
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and their subsequent work on district and prior to World War 11, 125 of which were deemed
individual structure nominations. significant. The survey information has not been
In 1985, Montgomery County received a updated since 1986, when the WorshamsO final
Division of Historic Landmarks grant to perform report was published, nor is there any indication
a Reconnaissance Level Survey to identify thef how many of the 810 structures included in
historically and architecturally significant the initial survey are still standing. Structures
buildings and districts in the county. The surveyand districts built between the beginning of
had a number of results: World War 1l and the mid 1950s are not included
in the county data, although some, like Airport
1) It provided the county with a Acres, in Blacksburg (one of the first Oplanned
comprehensive history of the communitiesO), should be assessed and added
Montgomery County and an inventory to a future historic preservation database, as
and series of quad maps of significant should structures which meet qualifying
sites and structures; and requirements.
2) Led to the designation of 10 historic

districts in Montgomery County. Historic Resources and Tourism.

included the development of museums, strong

support for and expansion of the library system

into rural areas of the county (most notably,
Elliston), and performing art venues. As with
fine art centers, respondents who cited
performing art venues (including the Lyric
Theater) also cited the need for either a
community or civic center or an amphitheater.

CURRENT AND HISTORICAL
CONDITIONS AND TRENDS:

Historic Resources.

Historic preservation includes the
preservation of historic structures (Cambria

Depot or the Do Drop Inn), neighborhoods (East
Main and the Park area in Christiansburg), and

districts (Riner, Prices Fork, Lafayette,
Shawsville, and McDonald's Mill). Montgomery
County currently has 10 historic districts, 2
historic and archaeological districts, 1 rural
historic district, and 54 individual properties in
the Virginia Landmarks Registry and National
Register of Historic Places, with one property
pending. The majority of districts and individual

properties were added to the National Register

of Historic Places between 1989 and 1991 as
result of Gibson and Charlotte WorshamQOs
Reconnaissance Level Survey in 1985-1986
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The survey included 810 structures built According to the Virginia Tourism
Corporation, tourism is the third largest employer
(behind business and health services) and the
third largest retailer (automobiles and groceries
take the first two spots) in the state. In 2001, it
generated $652 million in state revenues and
$413 million in local revenues. In addition,
211,000 workers were employed in tourism
related industries, accounting for 4.75% of the
Virginia workforce.

Historically, Montgomery County has not
actively promoted tourism , although participant
responses to the community survey suggest
strong support for an expansion of the industry,
especially in terms of agricultural, historical,
and eco-tourism. While tourism does promote
economic developmentOs emphasis on
entrepreneurial enterprises and offers additional
opportunities for craftsmen, artisans, and other
creative workers, an expansion of tourism also
means a probable expansion of low wage service
jobs.

In Montgomery County, in 2001, tourism
generated $4,103,295 in state revenues and
$1,295,840 in local revenues. A comparison of
local tourism related tax revenues suggests that
the amount returned to locales varies a great
deal. In the New River Valley, in 2001,
Montgomery County had the lowest return at

a

Photo by Bill Edmonds
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Montgomery County & The New River Valley : Direct Travel Payroll, 1988-2001

$30,000,000

$28,000,000

$26,000,000
$24,000,000

$22,000,000

$20,000,000

$18,000,000

1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001

Direct Travel Employment, 1988-2001

1988 1989 1990 1991 1992
Montgomery| 960 930] 860, 940 920
Floyd 50, 50/ 60 50 60
Giles 280, 270, 220/ 210; 210
Pulaski 250, 260, 250/ 220; 220
Radford 60/ 70| 70/ 130 140

1993 1994 1995 1996 1997
Montgomery| 970 1000, 940/ 1020 1070
Floyd 70 80| 70 90 110
Giles 200, 210, 190/ 190; 200
Pulaski 240, 260, 270 330; 300
Radford 120| 120| 120/ 140 140

1998 1999 2000 2001
Montgomery| 1133 1136 1159 1218
Floyd 111 116] 118 131
Giles 202 207 217 201
Pulaski 314| 317, 316] 320
Radford 142 135 139 131

Source: Virginia Tourism Corporation, 2003

.Montgomery .Floyd .Giles .Pulaski .Radford

1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994
Montgomery $9,280,000| $9,690,000| $9,320,000 | $10,640,000| $10,810,000 | $11,590,000 | $12,160,000
Floyd $530,000 $600,000 $700,000 $660,000 $740,000 $930,000| $1,080,000
Giles $2,740,000| $2,810,000| $2,390,000| $2,430,000| $2,560,000| $2,490,000| $2,660,000
Pulaski $2,460,000| $2,800,000| $2,730,000| $2,530,000| $2,590,000| $2,910,000| $3,230,000
Radford $550,000 $700,000 $750,000| $1,520,000| $1,640,000| $1,440,000| $1,510,000

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Montgomery $11,700,000 | $12,980,000 | $14,110,000 | $15,514,618 | $15,650,000 | $16,708,700 | $17,689,788
Floyd $1,020,000| $1,220,000| $1,600,000| $1,602,875| $1,812,000| $1,925,568| $2,158,648
Giles $2,390,000| $2,420,000| $2,730,000| $2,873,077| $2,990,000| $3,267,052| $3,053,789
Pulaski $3,390,000| $4,270,000| $4,150,000| $4,385,223| $4,489,000| $4,682,289| $4,784,541
Radford $1,540,000| $1,760,000| $1,920,000| $2,137,166| $2,030,000| $2,176,553| $2,066,765

Percentage Increase in
Direct Tourism Payroll,

1988-2001
%=+
Montgomery 190.6%
Floyd 407.3%
Giles 111.5%
Pulaski 194.5%
Radford 375.8%
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