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Page 73). 
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PROJECT SUMMARY & METHODOLOGY 

Survey Objective: 

Identify & evaluate 
properties eligible for 
the NRHP and assist 
community preservation 
planning. The first hotel in Spanish Fork (Middle house) was located on the west side of Main Street 

between Fourth and Fifth South, but was torn down to make room for the first high school. In 
the foreground, Alma Andrus’ home is shown (Spanish Fork: City on the Rio de Aguas 
Calientes, Page 37). 



RLS Outcomes: 
● Updated the SHPO database

● Provided digital photographs of surveyed 
properties

● Provided maps supporting report findings

● Provided contextual periods which accurately 
represent the surveyed area; and

● Provided information that would help facilitate 
the creation of historic districts in Spanish 
Fork. A sketch of the Spanish Fork Foundry which was built by Christian R. Larsen (Spanish Fork: 

City on the Rio de Aguas Calientes, Page 63).
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Period of Significance

Period of significance is the length of time when a property was associated with 
important events, activities, or persons, or attained the characteristics which qualify it 
for National Register listing. Period of significance usually begins with the date when 
significant activities or events began giving the property its historic significance; this is 
often a date of construction.

(New Jersey Historic Preservation Office, https://dep.nj.gov/hpo/programs/registration/) 

PROJECT SUMMARY & METHODOLOGY 

https://dep.nj.gov/hpo/programs/registration/


Established Periods of Significance

● European Settlement Period (1776-1849) 

● Town Expansion & Early Farmsteads (1850-1874)

● Modernization, Consolidation, And The War Years (1875-1918) 

● Interwar Growth and The Bungalow Era (Ca. 1919–1944) 

● Post-War Expansion (1945-1959)

● Civic & Cultural Development Period (1960-1981) 

● Modern Era (1981–Present) 
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European Settlement Period (1776-1849)

PROJECT SUMMARY & METHODOLOGY 

The earliest recorded European exploration of the Spanish Fork 
area occurred in 1776 when two Franciscan friars entered Utah 
Valley during an expedition intended to establish a route from Santa Fe 
to the missions of California.

Although the Spanish explorers did not establish a permanent 
presence, their accounts later influenced American exploration and 
settlement. Permanent Euro-American presence began in 1850 and 
soon afterward additional settlers arrived, beginning the permanent 
colonization of the river bottoms. 



Town Expansion & Early Farmsteads 
(1850-1874)

PROJECT SUMMARY & METHODOLOGY 

This period begins with pioneer settlement as part of the broader 
colonization of Utah Territory by members of The Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-day Saints following the migration led by Brigham 
Young.

The period includes: Improvements to the land to allow for farming, 
establishment of the historic Spanish Fork Fort, settlement patterns 
following the Plat of Zion, the rise of industry and addition of mercantile 
and blacksmiths. 



Modernization, Consolidation, and 
The War Years (1875-1918)

PROJECT SUMMARY & METHODOLOGY 

The “Era of Brick” saw Main Street develop into a continuous 
streetscape of two-story brick commercial blocks, as well as the growth of 
the city to just under 4,000.



Interwar Growth and The Bungalow Era 
(Ca. 1919–1944)

PROJECT SUMMARY & METHODOLOGY 

The most visually cohesive historic housing in downtown Spanish Fork is 
likely the interwar stock of bungalows and period cottages that infilled 
the grid immediately around Main and Center.

This transitional stock bridges the bungalow era and the postwar 
ranch house, aligning with statewide patterns where simplified cottages 
anticipated post‑1945 production housing. 



Post-War Expansion (1945-1959)

PROJECT SUMMARY & METHODOLOGY 

The post-World War II period represents a transition from the masonry 
commercial town of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries to 
a more diversified mid-century landscape shaped by wartime pressures, 
industrial growth, and the rise of automobile-oriented development. 

During the early 1950s, civic architecture expanded in response to 
postwar population growth and new municipal ambitions. 



Civic & Cultural Development Period 
(1960-1981)

PROJECT SUMMARY & METHODOLOGY 

By the early 1960s, the traditional brick commercial core along Main 
Street still defined the historic identity of the town, but new development 
increasingly occurred along the expanding highway corridors and 
residential districts on the outskirts of the original settlement. These 
changes reflected broader demographic growth in Utah Valley and the 
gradual integration of Spanish Fork into a larger regional economy.

Residential architecture experienced significant transformation during the 
1960s and early 1970s, reflecting the growing influence of suburban 
development patterns.



Modern Era (1981–Present)

PROJECT SUMMARY & METHODOLOGY 

While most post 1981 resources fall outside the primary period of 
significance for potential National Register districts, they are critical 
to capture in the RLS as “out‑of‑period” elements in order to understand 
overall integrity and to map concentrations of intact historic fabric. 

In some cases, late‑twentieth‑century infill respects traditional setbacks 
and massing sufficiently to allow residential districts to remain viable; in 
others, cumulative loss suggests that individual properties or smaller 
clusters will be more appropriate designation targets.



Existing NRHP Listings in The Survey Area 
SPANISH FORK CITY HALL
THURBER SCHOOL

DAVID H. JONES HOUSE 
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STATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

While the number of contributing resources is 
substantial, the overall distribution—where 
non-contributing and out-of-period buildings 
collectively represent the majority—suggests 
that the survey area, as currently defined, is 
unlikely to meet the threshold of integrity and 
cohesion required for designation as a single 
National Register Historic District. The density 
and continuity of contributing resources are 
not strong enough across the full survey area 
to clearly convey a unified historic character. 

STATISTICAL SUMMARY & ANALYSIS 

Contributing vs. Non-Contributing Resources



STATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

The distribution of construction dates reflects a 
layered but relatively balanced pattern of 
development, with the greatest concentrations of 
buildings dating to the Early 20th Century 
(1874–1918), Interwar (1919–1944), and 
Post–World War II (1945–1959) periods. 
However, their spatial distribution is largely 
intermixed, suggesting Spanish Fork developed 
through incremental infill, rather than through 
clearly defined expansion eras or “growth rings.” 

STATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY & ANALYSIS 

Construction Dates by 
Period of Significance



STATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

Plan Type
The distribution of plan types and 
architectural styles further reinforces 
the survey area as a residential 
landscape shaped by modest, 
incremental development. The most 
common plan types—World War 
II–era cottages, followed by 
bungalows, period cottages, and 
crosswing forms —reflect efficient, 
small-scale housing types that were 
widely constructed for working- and 
middle-class families. 
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STATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

Architectural Styles
Architectural styles follow a 
similar pattern, with Minimal 
Traditional representing the 
largest single category, 
followed by Late 20th Century 
vernacular forms, Bungalow, 
and Ranch/Rambler. Together, 
these styles reflect a continuum 
of vernacular and 
pattern-based design rather 
than highly articulated or 
architect-specific expressions. 

STATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY & ANALYSIS 



STATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

Construction Materials 
The survey area is defined by the 
overwhelming use of brick as a 
primary construction material, with 
332 buildings (55%) constructed of 
regular brick and additional examples 
utilizing variations such as rock-faced 
and multi-colored brick. This 
prevalence reflects both the local 
availability of materials and the 
presence of skilled masonry labor, 
and contributes to a high level of 
durability and long-term integrity 
across the district. 
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STATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

Building Height 
Building heights within the survey 
area further reflect a pattern of 
modest, small-scale development 
consistent with working- and 
middle-class housing traditions. 
The predominance of one- and 
one-and-a-half-story buildings 
contributes to a consistent 
streetscape characterized by low 
profiles, human-scaled massing, and 
a relatively uniform roofline. 
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“Taken together, the plan type and style data suggest that the survey area developed as a cohesive 
residential environment rooted in working- and middle-class occupancy, particularly during the 

Interwar and Post–World War II periods. Rather than being defined by a single architectural style or period 
of high-style design, the area is characterized by the continuity of modest housing types across 

multiple decades.” Spanish Fork Reconnaissance Level Survey





Benefits of National Register listing & National 
Register District Listing  include:

● Recognition & neighborhood pride
● Rehabilitation Tax Credits
● Grants
● Loans
● Building Code Leniency
● Local Zoning Variance
● Rehabilitation Advice

Restrictions
● No restrictions associated with National Register listing. 
● Local preservation ordinances, where present, may have some 

implication for buildings listed on local registers, but the local register 
process is entirely separate from the National Register Process

RECOMMENDATIONSSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISWHY DOES THIS MATTER FOR RESIDENTS? 



RECOMMENDATIONSSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISWHY DOES THIS MATTER FOR RESIDENTS? 

Utah Historic 
Preservation 
Tax Credit
20% non-refundable state 
income tax credit for the 
rehabilitation of historic 
buildings that are used as 
owner-occupied residences 
or residential rentals.



RECOMMENDATIONSSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISWHY DOES THIS MATTER FOR RESIDENTS? 

Federal 
Historic 
Preservation 
Tax Credit
20% non-refundable federal  
income tax credit for the 
rehabilitation of historic 
buildings that are used as 
income-producing properties.



Based on the eligibility findings in this RLS, the City of 
Spanish Fork should consider a combination of District 
nominations, Multiple Property Submissions, and 
Intensive Level Surveys. The creation of separate 
smaller districts and thematic groups of properties will 
allow for clearer differentiation of use, age, and 
architectural cohesion. 

The proposed Main Street District contains the highest 
concentration of earlier commercial buildings and 
exhibits a cohesive architectural and functional 
character. These buildings should be considered the 
highest priority for designation, whether as a district or 
a MPS, as it offers the greatest potential to support 
local business owners, economic development, and 
heritage tourism. 

RECOMMENDATIONSSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISNEXT STEPS FOR CITY COUNCIL 

National Register Historic District Recommendations



National Register Multiple Property Submission

RECOMMENDATIONSSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISNEXT STEPS FOR CITY COUNCIL 

Residential properties worthy of nomination are evenly spaced throughout the 
survey area, but are generally not dense enough for a single district worthy of 
nomination. However, the National Register Multiple Property Submission 
(MPS) enables the nomination of related historic resources falling under a 
unified thematic framework. This approach establishes shared historic 
contexts and eligibility criteria allowing the nomination of smaller groups of 
individual properties with a consistent theme over time. 



Individual National Register Nominations & Intensive Level Surveys

RECOMMENDATIONSSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISNEXT STEPS FOR CITY COUNCIL 

Given the 2026 survey data, Spanish Fork should 
consider nominating 12 individual properties to the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) that 
are clearly eligible due to historic and/or 
architectural significance and retain their 
architectural style and integrity.



Maintaining Survey Data & Preservation Planning

RECOMMENDATIONSSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISNEXT STEPS FOR CITY COUNCIL 

Formal designation is an important first step, but lasting preservation outcomes 
are most effective when supported by clear policies, local oversight, and ongoing 
community engagement. To support cohesive preservation efforts moving 
forward, It is recommended that Spanish Fork establish a comprehensive, 
city-wide preservation planning framework to guide the long-term stewardship of 
its historic resources. 

Recommendations and best practices for a preservation plan are included in the 
RLS



Maintaining Survey Data & Preservation Planning: Recommendations

RECOMMENDATIONSSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISNEXT STEPS FOR CITY COUNCIL 

Spanish Fork can begin by developing a Preservation Plan outlining goals, priorities, and 
implementation strategies to build on the findings of the RLS and any subsequent ILS work.  The 
plan might include:

● Clear policies for identification, evaluation, and protection of historic resources
● Design guidelines for rehabilitation, additions, and new infill construction within historic 

areas, aligned with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties

● Strategies for managing change, including compatible infill and adaptive reuse
● Identification of priority resources or areas at risk
● Integration of preservation goals into broader planning and zoning frameworks



Maintaining Survey Data & Preservation Planning: Best Practices

RECOMMENDATIONSSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISNEXT STEPS FOR CITY COUNCIL 

Best practices in preservation planning emphasize flexibility and incentives over 
regulation alone. In addition to review processes, the City should consider tools 
such as:

● Local landmark designation ordinances
● Overlay zoning districts for historic areas
● Financial incentives, including façade improvement programs, local grants, 

or tax abatements where feasible
● Encouraging use of state and federal historic tax credits for 

income-producing properties



QUESTIONS?RECOMMENDATIONSSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISSTATISTICAL SUMMARY AND ANALYSISQUESTIONS? 


