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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The Cultural Resources Assessment Report (CRAR) of the All Aboard Florida (AAF) 
Passenger Rail Project (Project) from Orlando to West Palm Beach was undertaken at the 
request of AAF – Operations LLC by Janus Research of Tampa, Florida. The overall Project 
proposes implementing a privately owned, operated, and maintained intercity passenger rail 
service that will connect downtown Miami, Florida to downtown West Palm Beach, Florida 
with one stop in downtown Fort Lauderdale, Florida with continuing service to Orlando, 
Florida. To accommodate this, the Project proposes improvements to existing rail line within 
the existing Florida East Coast (FEC) Railway Corridor Main Line right of way (ROW); 
addition of new or modified rail within the existing FEC Railway Corridor Main Line ROW; 
construction of new rail line along the SR 528 transportation corridor; construction of new 
passenger rail stations in Miami, Fort Lauderdale, West Palm Beach, and Orlando; upgrades 
to numerous bridges, highway crossings, and pedestrian crossings; addition of new track 
signal controls at key intersections; and construction of a new vehicle maintenance facility 
(VMF) near the Orlando station terminus. The objective of this survey was to identify 
cultural resources within the area of potential effect (APE) and assess their eligibility for 
listing in the National Register of Historic Places (National Register) according to the 
criteria set forth in 36 CFR Section 60.4.  
 
The Cultural Resources Assessment Report for All Aboard Florida from West Palm Beach to 
Miami Volumes I-IV (Janus Research) was completed in 2012. This document covered the 
restoration of passenger rail along the FEC Railway Corridor from West Palm Beach to 
Miami, and also addressed the addition of three stations in Miami, Fort Lauderdale, and West 
Palm Beach. This document was reviewed by Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and 
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). In a letter dated November 6, 2012 from the 
SHPO to FRA, the SHPO concurred with the National Register eligibility findings in the 
document and also agreed with the finding that the preferred alternative would have no 
adverse effect on the significant properties on the condition of continued consultation with 
the SHPO and locally affected parties.  
 
The project area covered as part of this documentation extends from Orlando to West Palm 
Beach via Cocoa Beach. As part of the current documentation the following segments are 
covered, Airport Rail Alignment and Vehicle Maintenance Facility (VMF), the East-West 
Corridor from Cocoa to Orlando, and the North-South Corridor from West Palm Beach to 
Cocoa Beach. An East-West Corridor of approximately 40 miles from Cocoa to Orlando, 
Florida, generally parallel to the existing State Road 528 (SR 528 or Beachline Expressway), 
which would extend the service to the Orlando International Airport (MCO), where the new 
VMF would be constructed. An extension of the North-South Corridor includes 
approximately 128.5 miles of rail improvements between West Palm Beach and Cocoa, 
Florida, within an existing, active freight rail ROW.  
 
The methodology used for this study provides a greater understanding of extant significant 
and potentially significant cultural resources within the APE, which will assist in the overall 
approach to the various processes, and further guide the system alternatives analysis for this 
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large-scale transportation project. The study included varying methodology based on the 
types of improvements proposed and consisted of extensive background research, 
reconnaissance survey, and cultural resources assessment survey work. The methodology and 
APE was developed in coordination with the SHPO and FRA. The results of the study build 
upon the initial cultural resource information gathered for the FEC Railway corridor during 
Volumes I-III of the FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail Project (Panamerican Consultants, Inc. 
[PCI] and Janus Research 2010), and the Volumes I-IV of the Cultural Resources Assessment 
Report for All Aboard Florida from West Palm Beach to Miami (Janus Research 2012). 
 
This assessment was designed and implemented to assist in complying with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) (Public Law 91-190) and Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) (Public Law 89-665, as amended), as 
implemented by 36 CFR 800 (Protection of Historic Properties). It was also conducted in 
compliance with Chapter 267, Florida Statutes; Section 4(f) of the Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966, as amended (49 USC 303); the minimum field methods, data 
analysis, and reporting standards embodied in the Florida Division of Historical Resources’ 
(FDHR) Cultural Resource Management (CRM) Standards and Operational Manual 
(February 2003), and Chapter 1A-46 (Archaeological and Historical Report Standards and 
Guidelines), Florida Administrative Code. All work conforms to professional guidelines set 
forth in the Secretary of Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic 
Preservation (48 FR 44716, as amended and annotated).  
 

Airport Rail Alignment and VMF 
 
The archaeological APE for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF is included entirely within 
the boundaries of archaeological investigations conducted for An Archaeological and 
Historical Survey of the Proposed Curtis H. Stanton Energy Center Railroad (Randy and de 
la Fuente 1981), Improvements to the Orlando International Airport (Browning 1977), and 
the CRAS of the GOAA’s South Terminal Complex EA in Orange County, Florida (Janus 
Research 1998). A review of these previous surveys and an updated search of the Florida 
Master Site File (FMSF) data identified one previously recorded archaeological site within 
the archaeological resources APE established for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF. 
South Terminal Northeast (8OR8277) is located within the Airport Rail Alignment in Orange 
County and is a low-density precolumbian lithic scatter consisting of two lithic waste flakes. 
The SHPO previously determined this site to be ineligible for listing in the National Register 
in 1998. 
 
These three aforementioned surveys also included the entirety of the historic APE for the 
Airport Rail Alignment and VMF. Since additional resources could have become historic 
since these previous surveys were conducted, an updated desktop was undertaken. The 
updated desktop survey resulted in the identification of no historic resources located within 
the APE for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF.  
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East-West Corridor 
 
The archaeological APE for the East-West Corridor is contained partially within the 
boundaries of the APE developed for the CRAS for the SR 528 PD&E Study from SR 520 to 
the Port Canaveral Terminal B Interchange, Orange and Brevard Counties (Janus Research 
2005) and the CRAS of the Proposed Magnolia Ranch Development Site, Orange County, 
Florida (Piper Archaeology 1990). An updated search of the FMSF data was conducted to 
identify previously recorded sites within and adjacent to the East-West Corridor. Subsurface 
testing was conducted within previously unsurveyed areas located within the expected 
preferred alternative (Alternative E and the common elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West Corridor). No previously recorded or newly recorded 
archaeological sites were identified within the archaeological APE for the East-West 
Corridor as a result of the current survey. Access to a portion of the East-West Corridor 
located within one private landowner’s property was not yet coordinated during the current 
survey. Once access is coordinated, a supplemental addendum report will be completed to 
document the results of pedestrian survey and subsurface testing conducted within this 
portion of the East-West Corridor. 
 
The historic resources survey for the AAF Railway East-West Corridor resulted in the 
identification of nine historic resources within the APE. Of the identified historic resources, 
six have been previously recorded (8BR1735, 8BR1736, 8OR9851, 8BD1870, 8BD2697, 
and 8OR9850) and three are newly recorded (8BR3066, 8BR3067, and 8BR3068). These 
resources consist of five historic buildings (8BR1735, 8BR1736, 8BR3066, 8BR3067, and 
8BR3068), one historic resource group (8OR9851), and three historic linear resources 
(8BD1870, 8BD2697, and 8OR9850). All of the previously recorded historic resources with 
the exception of the National Register–eligible Florida East Coast Railroad (8BR1870) have 
already been determined ineligible for inclusion in the National Register by the SHPO. The 
three newly recorded historic buildings identified within the project APE are considered 
ineligible for listing in the National Register either individually or as part of a district. A 
FMSF form for each of these three historic resources is included in Appendix A. Previously 
completed FMSF forms for historic resources along the East West Corridor are also included 
in Appendix A. 
 

North-South FEC Railway Corridor 
 
The archaeological APE for the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line is included 
entirely within the APE established for the FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail Project Volume I: A 
Cultural Resource Assessment Survey of the FEC Mainline in Brevard, Duval, Flagler, 
Indian River, Martin, Palm Beach, St. Johns, St. Lucie, and Volusia Counties, Florida (PCI 
and Janus Research 2010). An updated search of the FMSF data was conducted to identify 
previously recorded sites within and adjacent to the FEC Railway Corridor Main Line ROW. 
Due to its ongoing use as an active freight line with frequent train traffic, subsurface 
archaeological testing was not feasible within the FEC ROW for reasons of safety.  
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Five previously recorded archaeological sites were identified within the archaeological APE 
for the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line. One archaeological site (8IR846) was 
identified within the Indian River County segment of the APE; one site (8MT1287) was 
identified within the Martin County segment of the APE; and three previously recorded sites 
(8SL41, 8SL1136, and 8SL1772) were identified within the St. Lucie County segment of the 
APE. While none of these five previously recorded archaeological sites are National 
Register–listed, and none have been previously determined by the SHPO to be National 
Register–eligible, 8MT1287 and 8SL41 were evaluated by the initial FMSF recorder as 
potentially National Register–eligible. No previously recorded archeological sites were 
identified within the Brevard or Palm Beach county segments of the North-South FEC 
Railway Corridor Main Line APE.  
 
Approximately 2.2 miles of the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line 
archaeological APE within Palm Beach County are located within the Coastal Zone and 
Loxahatchee River archaeological zones described in the Prehistoric Resources in Palm 
Beach County: A Preliminary Predictive Study (Kennedy et al. 1991). 
 
The FEC Railway (8BR1870/8IR1497/8IR1518/8SL3014/8MT1391/8MT1450/8PB12102) 
has been previously determined by SHPO to be eligible for listing in the National Register as 
a linear historic district. Previously completed FMSF forms for the railway are included in 
Appendix B. 
 
Thirteen historic railway bridges were identified within the North-South FEC Railway 
Corridor Main Line ROW APE (8BR3058, 8BR3059, 8BR3060, 8BR3061, 
8BR3062/8IR1569, 8SL3191, 8SL3192, 8MT1623, 8MT1382, 8MT1624, 8MT1625, 
8MT1626, and 8PB16041). FMSF forms were completed for each bridge, and are included in 
Appendix C. With the exception of 8SL3192 which is non-contributing, each identified 
bridge is considered a contributing resource within the National Register–eligible FEC 
Railway linear historic district. Four of these bridges 8BR3058, 8BR3062/8IR1569, 
8MT1382, and 8PB16041 are also considered individually eligible for listing in the National 
Register.  
 
The only FEC Railway owned or associated resource identified within the FEC Railway 
Corridor Main Line ROW was the Florida East Coast Railroad Platform Structural Remains 
(8IR1049). Due to lack of remaining materials, this resource is considered ineligible for 
inclusion in the National Register on an individual basis, and is also considered non-
contributing to the FEC Railway linear historic district. An FMSF form this resource is 
included in Appendix C. While dates of construction were not available for all resources 
within the FEC Railway Corridor Main Line ROW, the resources visible within the ROW 
appear non-historic and ineligible for inclusion in the National Register.  
 
A total of 60 significant historic resources were identified adjacent to the North-South FEC 
Railway Corridor Main Line ROW within the project limits during the Reconnaissance 
Survey. These include 12 in Brevard County, 12 in Indian River County, 23 in St. Lucie 
County, 10 in Martin County, and three in Palm Beach County.  
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Along the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line three at-grade crossings are located 
adjacent to one National Register–eligible historic district in Brevard County (Union Cypress 
Saw Mill Historic District [8BR2173]); four at-grade crossings are located within a 
considered National Register–eligible historic district in St. Lucie County (Edgar Town 
Historic District [8SL2801]); and two at-grade crossings are located within and adjacent to a 
considered National Register–eligible Kelsey City Layout (8PB13340) in Palm Beach 
County. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
The CRAR of the Project from Orlando to West Palm Beach was undertaken at the request of 
AAF – Operations LLC by Janus Research of Tampa, Florida. The Project proposes a 
privately owned, operated, and maintained intercity passenger rail service that will connect 
downtown Miami, Florida to downtown West Palm Beach, Florida with one stop in 
downtown Fort Lauderdale, Florida with continuing service to Orlando, Florida. To 
accommodate this, the Project proposes improvements to existing rail line within the existing 
FEC Railway Corridor Main Line ROW; addition of new or modified rail within the existing 
FEC Railway Corridor Main Line ROW; construction of new rail line along the SR 528 
transportation corridor; construction of new passenger rail stations in Miami, Fort 
Lauderdale, West Palm Beach, and Orlando; upgrades to numerous bridges, highway 
crossings, and pedestrian crossings; addition of new track signal controls at key intersections; 
and construction of a new VMF near the Orlando station terminus.  
 
The Cultural Resources Assessment Report for All Aboard Florida from West Palm Beach to 
Miami Volumes I-IV (Janus Research) was completed in 2012. This document covered the 
following elements of the Project: restoration of passenger rail service along the FEC 
Railway Corridor from West Palm Beach to Miami, and the addition of three stations in 
Miami, Fort Lauderdale, and West Palm Beach. This document was reviewed by FRA and 
SHPO. In a letter dated November 6, 2012 from the SHPO to FRA, the SHPO concurred 
with the National Register eligibility findings in the document and also agreed with the 
finding that the preferred alternative for these elements would have no adverse effect on the 
significant properties on the condition of continued consultation with the SHPO and locally 
affected parties.  
 
The project area covered as part of this documentation extends from Orlando to West Palm 
Beach via Cocoa Beach. As part of the current documentation the following elements of the 
Project are covered: (1) Airport Rail Alignment and VMF, the East-West Corridor from 
Cocoa to Orlando, and the North-South Corridor from West Palm Beach to Cocoa Beach; (2) 
An East-West Corridor of approximately 40 miles from Cocoa to Orlando, Florida, generally 
parallel to the existing State Road 528 (SR 528 or Beachline Expressway), which would 
extend the service to the Orlando International Airport, where the new VMF would be 
constructed; and (3) An extension of the North-South Corridor that includes approximately 
128.5 miles of rail improvements between West Palm Beach and Cocoa, Florida, within an 
existing, active freight rail ROW.  
 
The methodology used for this study provides a greater understanding of extant significant 
and potentially significant cultural resources within the APE, which will be used to assist in 
the overall approach to the various processes, and further guide the system alternatives 
analysis for this large-scale transportation project. The study included varying methodology 
based on the types of improvements proposed and consisted of extensive background 
research, reconnaissance survey, and cultural resources assessment survey work. This 
methodology was developed in coordination with the SHPO. The results of the study build 
upon the initial cultural resource information gathered for the FEC Amtrak Railway corridor 
during Volumes I, II, and III of the FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail Project (PCI and Janus 
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Research 2010). Access to the portion of the East-West Corridor located within one private 
landowner’s property was not yet coordinated during the current survey. Once access is 
coordinated, a supplemental addendum report will be completed to document the results of 
pedestrian survey and subsurface testing conducted within this portion of the East-West 
Corridor. 
 
This assessment was designed and implemented to assist in complying with the NEPA 
(Public Law 91-190) and Section 106 of the NHPA (Public Law 89-665, as amended), as 
implemented by 36 CFR 800 (Protection of Historic Properties). It was also conducted in 
compliance with Chapter 267, Florida Statutes; Section 4(f) of the Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966, as amended (49 USC 303); the minimum field methods, data 
analysis, and reporting standards embodied in the FDHR’s CRM Standards and Operational 
Manual (February 2003), and Chapter 1A-46 (Archaeological and Historical Report 
Standards and Guidelines), Florida Administrative Code. All work conforms to professional 
guidelines set forth in the Secretary of Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology 
and Historic Preservation (48 FR 44716, as amended and annotated). 
 
The objective of this survey was to identify cultural resources within the APE and assess 
their eligibility for listing in the National Register according to the criteria set forth in 36 
CFR Section 60.4. Identification of the significant cultural resources was accomplished 
through extensive background research and desktop analyses for all segments and 
components of the current Project. Additionally comprehensive surveys for the East-West 
and North-South Corridors were undertaken. The previously recorded, significant historic 
and archaeological resources within the APEs for the segments were identified, and newly 
identified significant resources were documented as well. FMSF forms for the previously 
recorded and newly identified cultural resources are located in Appendices A, B and C.  
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
The purpose of the privately-proposed project is to provide reliable and convenient intercity 
passenger rail transportation connecting Orlando and Miami, Florida, by extending 
previously-approved passenger rail service between West Palm Beach and Miami, that offers 
a safe and efficient alternative to automobile travel on the I-95 corridor, adds transportation 
capacity within that highway corridor, and encourages connectivity with other modes of 
transportation, all without governmental operating subsidies.  
 
AAF previously completed an Environmental Assessment and Section 4(f) Evaluation (AAF 
EA) (Federal Railroad Administration 2012) for intercity passenger rail service between 
Miami and West Palm Beach, Florida. FRA issued a Finding of No Significant Impact (AAF 
FONSI) (FRA 2013) for the AAF EA in January 2013. To the extent that actions have not 
changed since the AAF EA, these would not be evaluated by FRA as part of this proposed 
action (Proposed Action), which will consist of a 235-mile intercity passenger rail service 
composed of the following two connected corridors and a new VMF: 

 An extension of the North-South Corridor that includes approximately 128.5 miles of 
rail improvements between West Palm Beach and Cocoa, Florida, within an existing, 
active freight rail ROW, as well as modifications to seven existing bridges along the 
66.5-mile portion of that ROW that was evaluated as part of the AAF EA and AAF 
FONSI (North-South Corridor); and 

 An east-west corridor of approximately 40 miles from Cocoa to Orlando, Florida, 
generally parallel to the existing SR 528 (SR 528 or Beachline Expressway), which 
would extend the service analyzed in the AAF EA and AAF FONSI to the MCO, 
where the new VMF would be constructed (East-West Corridor).  

 
A proposed station at MCO (Orlando Station) is expected to be developed by the Greater 
Orlando Airport Authority (GOAA) and would serve as the Orlando terminus for the 
Proposed Action. Development of this Orlando Station has been studied by GOAA in two 
previous environmental assessments (USDOT et al. 1998, 2005). 
 
The project area covered as part of this documentation extends from Orlando to West Palm 
Beach via Cocoa Beach. As part of the current documentation the following segments are 
covered, Airport Rail Alignment and VMF, the East-West Corridor from Cocoa to Orlando, 
and the North-South Corridor from West Palm Beach to Cocoa Beach. An East-West 
Corridor of approximately 40 miles from Cocoa to Orlando, Florida, generally parallel to the 
existing SR 528 (SR 528 or Beachline Expressway), which would extend the service to the 
MCO, where the new VMF would be constructed. An extension of the North-South Corridor 
that includes approximately 128.5 miles of rail improvements between West Palm Beach and 
Cocoa, Florida, within an existing, active freight rail ROW. The West Palm Beach to Miami 
portion of the project is covered in much of the overall project description; however, this 
segment has already been subject to survey in 2012, and has received SHPO concurrence on 
the survey results and a conditional no adverse effect finding as well. An overview map of 
the proposed Project is shown in Figure 1. 
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Figure 1: AAF System proposed Project including the East-West Corridor and the 
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The Project is being proposed to consist of the North-South Corridor and the East-West 
Corridor (Figure 1) and, generally, shall include the following: rail infrastructure 
improvements to complete the extension from West Palm Beach to Orlando (including the 
extension of the Positive Train Control (PTC) system and the development of all 
communications, signaling, safety and security systems in that corridor), seven new bridges 
along the 66.5-mile route from Miami to West Palm Beach, and a VMF in Orlando.  
 

Existing Circumstances 
 
The approximately 128.5 miles of the FEC Corridor between West Palm Beach and Cocoa is 
part of a larger existing 351-mile system currently operating as a freight railroad. 
Specifically, Florida East Coast Railway, L.L.C. (FECR), an affiliate of AAF’s parent 
company, operates 351 miles of mainline track within the FEC Corridor, from Miami to 
Jacksonville, with direct rail access to South Florida's ports and a high reliability and safety 
record. FECR owns the fee simple title in the ROW and owns the existing railroad 
infrastructure within the corridor over which FECR operates this freight rail service. AAF 
owns the permanent, perpetual and exclusive rights, privileges and easements on, over and 
across all of the real property within FECR’s main line ROW located in the State of Florida, 
for the passenger rail purposes being provided by AAF through the Project. 
 
Originally, the entire system was built and operated as a double track railroad but, since the 
early 1970s, much of the double track has been removed to balance railroad service needs 
with capacity and operating and maintenance costs. The railroad subgrade embankments and 
track bed still exist in most places along the system; and the consolidated sub-base, primary 
drainage systems and bridge substructures remain for a complete, double-track ROW railroad 
system. Existing ROW widths are typically at least 100 ft. throughout the existing system. 
The existing system was built and is maintained to FRA Class IV track standards, permitting 
freight and passenger operations. Ruling grades are predominantly 0.3 percent with the 
horizontal alignment predominantly tangent, with typical curves 2 degrees or less. In isolated 
locations where curves exceed 2 degrees, operating speeds are reduced.  
  
The lands within the approximately 40-mile East-West Corridor are controlled, operated and 
maintained by the GOAA, the Orlando-Orange County Expressway Authority (OOCEA) and 
Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT). Access to such lands is planned for the 
Project pursuant to leases or easements granting AAF the exclusive right to use the lands for 
the Project. It should be noted that the ultimate alignment of the East-West Corridor and land 
to be accessed through OOCEA remains subject to refinement and agreement between AAF 
and OOCEA because OOCEA is pursuing the potential acquisition of additional ROW from 
private landowners along SR 528 concurrent to the negotiations between OOCEA and AAF 
for access to portions of SR 528.  
 
With regard thereto, FDOT and OOCEA advertised a Request for Proposals (RFP) on 
October 3, 2012 to procure a lease for the ROW located on SR 528 for the purposes of 
constructing and operating an intercity passenger rail service between Orlando and Miami. 
AAF’s proposal was determined to be responsive to the RFP, and FDOT and OOCEA have 
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negotiated and executed lease agreements for the Project with AAF, which leases are being 
held in escrow pending the satisfaction of certain conditions. Similarly, AAF is currently 
negotiating with GOAA pursuant to a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), dated June 
20, 2012, with regard to several aspects of the Project, including terms regarding the station, 
the route through the airport and a possible maintenance facility. Approval will be needed 
from the foregoing stakeholders that own land over which alignment alternatives shall be 
considered.  
 
It should also be noted that AAF will operate the proposed intercity passenger rail service in 
coordination with FECR's continued freight service within the corridor. The AAF capacity 
model runs have assumed operation of additional freight trains to accommodate the future 
freight growth, and these capacity improvements are aimed at keeping the freight service 
operating at a high level of on-time performance, in addition to providing a high degree of 
reliability for the AAF passenger service. Track and signal infrastructure necessary to 
achieve these goals are being provided as part of the Project.  
 
Further, AAF will contract with FECR to provide dispatching functions for the entire 
railway, for the movement of both FECR and AAF trains. The two existing dispatch districts 
will be expanded to include a third dispatch district, all in order to provide for the unified 
control of the tracks for both freight and passenger services. The three Jacksonville-based 
dispatch desks will be staffed for 24-hour operation. As noted above, this consolidated 
control of both freight and passenger train movement, plus the added rail infrastructure, will 
allow freight operations to continue to grow, safely and reliably, without adverse impact 
from the restoration of intercity passenger rail service within the corridor – all while allowing 
passenger trains to operate with a high degree of reliability.  
 
The planned usage of the FEC Corridor, taking into account AAF’s plan to return intercity 
passenger rail service together with the projected growth of freight train operations, was 
analyzed and discussed in detail for the proposed rail system between West Palm Beach and 
Miami pursuant to the AAF EA and AAF FONSI. The analysis of the extension of that 
system from West Palm Beach to Orlando shall be developed as part of the EIS process 
initiated by FRA. 
 

Alternatives 
 
Pursuant to the NEPA process, the No-Build Alternative and other alternatives for the Project 
shall be retained for further consideration, as described below. 
 
No-Build Alternative 
 
The No-Build Alternative evaluated as part of this analysis involves no changes to the rail 
line within the FEC Corridor beyond those that have been currently planned and funded and 
no new rail line constructed parallel to SR 528. Under the No-Build Alternative, existing 
freight operations and maintenance infrastructure by FECR would be maintained. 
Specifically, the No-Build Alternative would maintain FECR’s operations as a freight 
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provider within the FEC Corridor assuming an annual growth of approximately 5–7 percent 
between today and 2016 due to current FECR projects and 3 percent per year after 2016. 
Routine maintenance, safety improvements and as-needed track work would continue as 
planned. Also, the No-Build Alternative would include future planned and funded roadway, 
transit, air and other intermodal improvements within the study area, including the proposed 
stations and rail improvements from West Palm Beach to Miami, Florida, that were 
considered in the AAF EA and approved by the public and regulatory community with the 
AAF FONSI issued by FRA for that proposed action. That AAF EA describes in detail the 
existing use and projected future use of the rail lines by freight and passenger trains within 
the FEC Corridor. 
 
In light of the foregoing, the No-Build Alternative includes future growth in freight and 
passenger rail service within the FEC Corridor. Furthermore, many of the rail line 
improvements along the FEC Corridor that are highlighted in this document as part of the 
Project would likely occur over time as part of the No-Build Alternative to accommodate 
freight growth and/or the introduction of other forms of passenger rail service. 
 
Under the No-Build Alternative, it is assumed that land use development would continue 
consistent within the approved and adopted local comprehensive, master and/or visioning 
plans of each municipality. For the purposes of this analysis, it was also assumed that only 
planned and funded improvements will be completed. 
 
Under the No-Build Alternative, AAF would not construct or operate a passenger rail system 
between Orlando and Miami. As such, the No Build Alternative is expected to result in 
increased traffic congestion and automobile dependence for long commutes because it does 
not provide an alternative mode of transportation to the use of personal vehicles between 
Orlando and Miami. The No-Build Alternative, by definition, would not respond to the stated 
need for the Project, nor would the traffic reduction goals and objectives of the various 
Federal, State, and Local transportation plans and programs be achieved. Under the No-Build 
Alternative, there would be no property acquisitions, no new rail line constructed parallel to 
SR 528, and no changes in the existing FEC Corridor from West Palm Beach to Cocoa, 
Florida (with the exception of routine rail maintenance and upgrades of the existing rail line 
for freight operations). The upgrades to the FEC Corridor contemplated as part of the Project, 
including the incorporation of the PTC system, would not, however, occur in the near term as 
part of the No Build Alternative. 
 
Although the No-Build Alternative fails to meet the purpose and need for the Project, it was 
retained as per NEPA and CEQ guidance in order to evaluate potential benefits and impacts 
associated with the Proposed Action in comparison to taking no action. 
 
Proposed Build Alternatives 
 
AAF proposes to connect Southeast and Central Florida with a privately owned and operated 
intercity passenger rail system through the proposed extension of the passenger rail service 
with independent utility along the 66.5 miles of the FEC Corridor connecting Miami, Fort 
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Lauderdale, and West Palm Beach, which was the subject of the AAF EA and AAF FONSI 
issued prior to the date hereof. The extension of that service to Orlando includes a north 
south 128.5-mile extension from West Palm Beach to Cocoa along the FEC Corridor, work 
on seven bridges from Miami to West Palm Beach and an east-west 40-mile extension from 
Cocoa to the MCO, terminating at a passenger rail station there.  
 
The proposed Build Alternatives for this Project are divided into three categories: the North-
South Corridor, East-West Corridor, and the MCO Rail Alignment and VMF. The following 
sections discuss the Build Alternative for the North-South Corridor; the three Build 
Alternatives for the East-West Corridor, including a description of common elements on both 
the eastern and western ends of the corridor and the following three alignment alternatives 
for a section of that corridor where alignment variations are being proposed in order to 
address applicable landowner needs: East-West Corridor with Alternative A, East-West 
Corridor with Alternative C and East-West Corridor with Alternative E; and the Build 
Alternative for the MCO Rail Alignment and VMF. 
 
North-South Corridor Alternatives 
The Proposed Action for the North-South Corridor of the AAF Project includes one Build 
Alternative to be compared against the No-Build Alternative during the NEPA process. The 
use of the existing FEC Corridor, which is already in place, is the only feasible option for 
AAF based on Critical Determining Factors. Therefore, only one Build Alternative will be 
evaluated during the NEPA process for the North-South Corridor extension, which consists 
of 128.5 miles of existing and shared rail ROW along the FEC Corridor from Cocoa to West 
Palm Beach, Florida. The following new construction and improvements are proposed for 
existing rail facilities: 
 

 Improvements to approximately 128 miles of rail line within the existing FEC 
Corridor; 

 Improvement to the numerous bridges along the FEC Corridor including seven 
bridges from West Palm Beach to Miami that were not included in the EA; 

 Addition of approximately 109 miles of new rail within the existing FEC Corridor; 
 Upgrades to highway crossings and pedestrian crossings; and 
 Signal and grade crossing upgrades. 

 
East-West Corridor Alternatives 
The Proposed Action for the approximately 40 miles of the East-West Corridor from Cocoa 
to the MCO includes three Build Alternatives to be compared against the No-Build 
Alternative pursuant to the NEPA process. The three Build Alternatives (East-West Corridor 
Alternatives) include common elements on both the eastern and western ends of the East-
West Corridor, as well as a 17.4-mile stretch along SR 528 from one mile west of SR 417 to 
one mile east of SR 520 where the alignment varies. Specifically, three alternative 
alignments have been developed for the 17.4-mile stretch from one mile west of SR 417 to 
one mile east of SR 520 in collaboration with the affected landowner to address applicable 
requirements, as well as the future plans for that portion of the SR 528 corridor. Pursuant to 
NEPA, the No-Build Alternative and the East-West Corridor Alternatives will be analyzed 
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for the entirety of the approximate 40 mile stretch of the East-West Corridor, with each of the 
East-West Corridor Alternatives consisting of the eastern and western ends and one of the 
following alignment alternatives for the corridor between SR 417 and SR 520: East-West 
Corridor with Alternative A, the East-West Corridor with Alternative C, and the East-West 
Corridor with Alternative E.  
 
The following three alignment variations for the portion of SR 528 from one mile west of SR 
417 to one mile east of SR 520 are identified in Figure 2 and are described in more detail 
below: East-West Corridor with Alternative A, the East-West Corridor with Alternative C, 
and the East-West Corridor with Alternative E. Each of these alternatives includes the 
addition of a bridge crossing over the Econlockhatchee River. The bridge alignment, span 
and profile will vary according to the specific alignment alternative. Specifically, crossing 
Econlockhatchee River will involve the construction of a railroad bridge and associated 
pilings that crosses the Econlockhatchee River with an approximate total bridge width of 60 
feet.  
 
As the following alternatives are reviewed and considered, it should be noted that the 
ultimate alignment and property to be accessed through FDOT and OOCEA remains subject 
to refinement and agreement between AAF and such parties. Further, it is important to note 
that OOCEA is pursuing the potential acquisition of additional ROW along SR 528 
concurrent to the negotiations between OOCEA and AAF for the lease of portions of SR 528. 
This potential acquisition may affect the viability of the alignment alternatives described 
below. For example, if additional ROW along SR 528 is acquired by OOCEA, AAF may be 
required to occupy a portion of such additional ROW.  
 
East-West Corridor with Alternative A 
East of SR 417, East-West Corridor with Alternative A is substantially located within the SR 
528 ROW (Figure 2). Under East-West Corridor with Alternative A, the new rail line will be 
located along the south side of SR 528 ROW. East-West Corridor with Alternative A 
comingles drainage with the SR 528 and requires extensive retaining walls and bridges in 
order to minimize its footprint and accommodate existing and future SR 528 infrastructure.  
 
As noted above, this alternative requires approval from OOCEA, as the landowner over 
which the alignment is planned. To obtain such approvals, certain conditions must be 
satisfied. For example, determinations need to be made that the land on which East-West 
Corridor with Alternative A is no longer essential for OOCEA’s expressway system and is 
therefore “surplus” land available for this Project. 
 
East-West Corridor with Alternative C – Straddle Alternative 
East-West Corridor with Alternative C “straddles” the SR 528 southern ROW line, with 10 
feet of the proposed rail line within the SR 528 ROW and approximately 90 feet south of the 
SR 528 ROW (Figure 2). This alternative includes an access road for the rail. The same 
conditions stated in the previous section would also need to be satisfied with regard to this 
alternative (i.e., the need for approval by OOCEA, as the landowner, and the “surplus” land 
determination, etc.) in order for it to be viable. 
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Figure 2: Map of East-West Corridor Alignment Alternatives Considered for Evaluation 
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East-West Corridor with Alternative E – South Offset 2 Alternative 
East-West Corridor with Alternative A and East-West Corridor with Alternative C may be 
developed into East-West Corridor with Alternative E if a “surplus” land determination is not 
available. In such event, East-West Corridor with Alternative E would represent a rail line 
location alternative with an alignment separate from the SR 528 ROW for approximately 14 
miles (parallel to SR 528, Figure 2).  
 
Airport Rail Alignment and VMF Alternatives 
The extension of the passenger rail system west from SR 417 into MCO (Figure 3) includes 
the alignment of the passenger rail system and the VMF. Only one feasible location of these 
facilities was identified within MCO by GOAA that would allow for consistency with the 
future expansion of the airport and the construction of an MCO South Complex intermodal 
center to accommodate a passenger rail and minimize environmental impacts. The proposed 
track alignment passes through the MCO multimodal facility included in a separate EA for 
the South Terminal Complex in 1998 (Figure 3) that resulted in a FONSI issued by FAA and 
again in an EA for the MCO Intermodal Center and associated High Speed Rail and Light 
Rail Alignments in 2005 that also resulted in a FONSI issued by USDOT and the Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA) (USDOT et al. 2005). 
 
For the foregoing reasons, the Proposed Action for the VMF and associated rail corridor 
includes one Build Alternative to be evaluated against the No-Build Alternative during the 
NEPA process. GOAA has identified a 100-acre (approximate) site adjacent to the proposed 
rail corridor on its property that is a suitable location to construct a VMF. The potential 
impacts of this Build Alternative (MCO Alignment and VMF Alternative) will be evaluated 
during the NEPA process. 
 
The MCO Alignment and VMF Alternative connects the East-West Corridor to the MCO 
intermodal center and the VMF. The VMF is located two miles southwest of the proposed 
MCO Intermodal Station within GOAA property adjacent to and north of Boggy Creek Road. 
Figure 3 depicts the general VMF site location under consideration for the Project. Figure 4 
depicts the alignment through MCO allowing access to the MCO Intermodal Station. The site 
size is sufficient to allow an effective layout that will meet the current AAF operational 
requirements. The proximity to the MCO station will provide convenient access for 
employees and minimize non-revenue costs of movement between the proposed VMF site 
and the multimodal station. 
  
All necessary utilities are currently in place near the MCO Alignment and VMF Alternative, 
thereby minimizing additional utility service costs on and off site. The MCO Alignment and 
VMF Alternative is in close proximity to the existing wastewater treatment facility, which 
would allow for effective wastewater disposal. A reserve fire storage tank may be required to 
provide sufficient water for the needs of the fire suppression system of the proposed VMF. A 
24-inch diameter sanitary sewer force main currently crosses the MCO Alignment and VMF 
Alternative from Boggy Creek Road to the wastewater treatment facility. Depending upon 
the final facility configuration, this force main may require relocation to avoid conflicts with 
building and site improvements. 
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Figure 3: Proposed MCO VMF Location Plan
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Figure 4: Proposed Alignment through the Orlando International Airport 
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AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECT 
 
According to 36 CFR 800.16(d), the APE is the geographic area or areas within which an 
undertaking may directly or indirectly cause changes in the character or use of historic 
properties, if such properties exist. The APE is influenced by the scale and nature of the 
undertaking as well as its geographical setting. The APE must include measures to identify 
and evaluate both archaeological and historical resources. Normally, archaeological and other 
below-ground resources will be affected by ground disturbing activities and changes in 
ownership status. For this reason, an archaeological APE typically consists of the footprint of 
the proposed project improvements. Structural resources and other above ground sites, 
however, are often impacted by those activities as well as alterations to setting, access and 
appearance. As a consequence, the survey methodologies for these two broad categories of 
sites differ. The APE for historic resources typically includes the area of the proposed 
improvements as well as the area within which potential visual effects for the improvements 
can be observed. Noise, traffic, light, and vibration are also considered. Because of the 
potential for visual and other impacts, the historic resources APE varied depending on the 
proposed improvements. 
 
Based on coordination with SHPO, an appropriate APE was established, which considered 
the improvements and activities that would be taking place on the North-South FEC Railway 
Corridor and the East-West Corridor and the potential effects that may result from the 
improvements. The APE for this project acknowledged the approved APE for the FEC 
Amtrak Passenger Rail Project Volume I: A CRAS of the FEC Mainline in Brevard, Duval, 
Flagler, Indian River, Martin, Palm Beach, St. Johns, St. Lucie, and Volusia Counties, 
Florida (PCI and Janus Research 2010) as well as the CRAR for the AAF Passenger Rail 
Project from West Palm Beach to Miami (Janus Research 2012). These previous APEs 
provided a basis for the development of the current APE. 
 
 
APE for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF 
 
For the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF, the existing cultural resources information from 
An Archaeological and Historical Survey of the Proposed Curtis H. Stanton Energy Center 
Railroad (Randy and de la Fuente 1981), Improvements to the Orlando International Airport 
(Browning 1977), and the CRAS of the GOAA’s South Terminal Complex EA in Orange 
County, Florida (Janus Research 1998) was used. However, the alternatives were also 
reviewed in order to determine areas where resources may have since become historic. 
 
The archaeological APE for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF included the footprint of 
the alignment and VMF boundary. The historic resources APE included a buffer of 150 feet 
out from the edge of the proposed Airport Rail Alignment ROW or approximately 200 feet 
from the centerline, and the APE for the proposed VMF is the 47-acre footprint of the site 
itself. Maps showing the archaeological and historic resources APEs and identified cultural 
resources are included in Appendix D. 
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APE for the East-West Corridor 
 
For the East-West Corridor, the existing cultural resources information from the CRAS for 
the SR 528 Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study from SR 520 to the Port 
Canaveral Terminal B Interchange, Orange and Brevard Counties (Janus Research 2005) 
and the CRAS of the Proposed Magnolia Ranch Development Site, Orange County, Florida 
(Piper Archaeology 1990) was utilized; however, the alternatives were also reviewed in order 
to determine the areas located outside of the previous study areas. 
 
The archaeological APE for the East-West Corridor Main Line included the footprint or 
limits of disturbance for all alternatives. The historic resources APE includes the footprint of 
all alternatives as well as adjacent properties for a distance of up to 150 feet from the 
proposed ROW. In areas where the limits of disturbance were located to the south side of the 
existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE considered the existing SR 528 facility as 
a logical boundary and did not extend beyond the SR 528 ROW to the north. Similarly, in 
areas where the limits of disturbance were located to the north of the existing SR 528 facility, 
the historic resources APE considered the existing SR 528 ROW as the logical boundary and 
did not extend beyond the SR 528 ROW to the south. Maps showing the archaeological and 
historic resources APEs and identified cultural resources are included in Appendix E. 
 

APE for the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line 
 
The archaeological APE for the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line is limited to 
the existing FEC Railway ROW. For the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line, the 
historic resources APE consists of existing FEC Railway ROW, as no additional ROW 
outside of the corridor is necessary as part of this project. Resources which cross the railway 
(i.e., historic canals, seawalls, spurs of the railway, and overpasses) were not included within 
the APE, as there is no potential for impacts based on both the nature of the proposed 
improvements and the nature of the resources. 
 
Significant historic resources located adjacent to the FEC Railway Corridor ROW, within a 
minimum distance of 150 feet from the existing ROW, were also identified through 
background research and reconnaissance survey. This included both the parcels located 
adjacent to the ROW that extended more than 150 feet out from the existing ROW as well as 
all of the smaller parcels that are located within 150 feet of the existing ROW. Maps showing 
the archaeological and historic resources APE, identified cultural resources within the 
railway ROW, and significant historic resources identified adjacent to the railway ROW are 
included in Appendix F.  
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METHODS  
 
All cultural resource investigations and consultations are conducted in accordance with 
Section 106 of the NRHP and its implementing regulations for Protection of Historic 
Properties at 36 CFR Part 800. The investigations and consultations also comply with the 
field methods, data analysis, and reporting standards embodied in FDHR’s Cultural Resource 
Management (CRM) Standards and Operational Manual (February 2003), and Chapter 1A-
46 (Archaeological and Historical Report Standards and Guidelines), FAC. All work will 
also conform to professional guidelines set forth in the Secretary of Interior’s Standards and 
Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation (48 FR 44716, as amended and 
annotated). 
 
AAF conducted initial consultation with the Florida Division of Historic Resources (FDHR), 
which is the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), on March 28, 2013 prior to the 
initiation of the cultural resources survey to establish a methodology and APE. On July 8, 
2013, FRA and SHPO held a conference call to discuss the cultural resource survey 
methodology, APE, and Section 106 process timeline.  
 
The methodology used for this study provides a greater understanding of extant significant 
and potentially significant cultural resources within the APE, which will be used to assist in 
the overall approach to the various processes, and further guide the alternatives analysis for 
this large-scale transportation project. The results of the study build upon the initial cultural 
resource information gathered for the FEC Railway corridor during the Cultural Resources 
Reconnaissance Study of the South Florida East Coast Corridor Transit Analysis (Janus 
Research 2006), Phase 2 Cultural Resources Reconnaissance Study of the South Florida East 
Coast Corridor Transit Analysis (Janus Research 2009), and the FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail 
Project (PCI and Janus Research 2010), and will contribute to the data being utilized by the 
various environmental disciplines. 
 
The current methodology was developed in conjunction with the SHPO, and is similar to 
previous SHPO-approved methodologies that have been applied to other large-scale transit 
projects. This methodology provides key information such as existing significant historic and 
archaeological resources, and the potential for additional unrecorded significant resources. 
An updated archaeological and historical literature and background information search 
pertinent to the project APE was conducted to determine the types, chronological placement, 
and location patterning of cultural resources within or adjacent to the APE. This included a 
search of county and local site inventories, unpublished CRM reports, county property 
appraiser records, and other relevant historical research materials. Field surveys and 
reconnaissance work was conducted to identify historic resources eligible for listing in the 
National Register.  
 
As different survey methodologies were used for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF 
Footprint, East-West Corridor, and North-South Corridor, these methodologies are discussed 
in detail in their respective sections of the report. A Survey Log for the project is included in 
Appendix G. 
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Consultation and Certified Local Government and Local Informants Coordination 
 
The FRA formally initiated the Section 106 process as part of the Notice of Intent (NOI) to 
prepare the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Project (USDOT and FRA 
2013). As part of the NOI, FRA provided information about the Project and identified that 
FRA is seeking participation and input of interested federal, state, and local agencies, Native 
American groups, and other private organizations and individuals. FRA will coordinate 
compliance of Section 106 with the preparation of the DEIS (Council on Environmental 
Quality and Advisory Council on Historic Preservation [ACHP] 2013). This Project is being 
coordinated with appropriate potential consulting parties pursuant to Section 106 of the 
NHPA and Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) guidance.  
 
At an initial March 28, 2013 consultation meeting between AAF and the SHPO, the SHPO 
determined that unlike the West Palm Beach to Miami AAF Passenger Rail Project, this 
Project was not crossing or near historic districts and would not be affecting railroad 
terminals except at the MCO. Therefore, the same level of coordination with local 
preservation planning representatives was not warranted. At the July 8, 2013 conference call, 
FRA, SHPO, and AAF discussed potential consulting parties and concurred with this 
determination.  
 
Five public scoping meetings were held in May 2013 where information about the Section 
106 process was available for the public and other interested parties and a cultural resources 
specialist was made available as well to address any questions raised. SHPO has confirmed 
that these public meetings would provide adequate opportunity for consultation.  
 
Due to previous Section 106 consultation meetings in affected communities (e.g., West Palm 
Beach, Fort Lauderdale, and Miami), SHPO determined that no additional separate Section 
106 meetings were necessary. To date, no written requests from individuals or organizations 
to participate as consulting parties have been received by FRA. 
 
FRA sent a letter concerning the Project to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
because a known archaeological site is located near the Hobe Sound National Wildlife 
Refuge. To date, no request has been made by the USFWS to be a consulting party. 
 
On April 23, 2013, FRA initiated consultation via e-mail and letter with five Native 
American Nations to determine whether traditional use areas or sacred lands will be crossed 
by the Project. The list of Native American tribes to be consulted was compiled in 
consultation with SHPO and using prior contacts with Native American tribes for FRA 
regulated projects in Florida. Efforts to identify other interested Native American tribes 
included requesting all those who received letters to notify FRA and AAF of any additional 
groups or individuals who might be interested in providing comment. A list of Native 
American tribes contacted is included in Table 1. To date, only the Seminole Tribe of Florida 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) has responded. A June 6, 2013 THPO response 
letter provided no scoping comments concerning the Project but requested Project updates 
and a copy of the DEIS when it is completed.  
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Table 1. Native American Consultation Contacts 

Agency (Native 
American) 

Contact Name 
Date of 

Correspondence 
Date of Response 

Miccosukee Tribe of 
Florida 

Steve Terry, Land 
Resource Manager 

April 23, 2013 No Response To Date 

Muscogee Creek 
Nation 

Emman Spain, THPO April 23, 2013 No Response To Date 

Poarch Band of 
Creek Indians 

Robert Thrower, THPO April 23, 2013 No Response To Date 

Seminole Nation of 
Oklahoma 

Chief Leonard M. Harjo April 23, 2013 No Response To Date 

Seminole Tribe of 
Florida 

Paul Backhouse, THPO April 23, 2013 June 6, 2013 

 
 
Coordination between FRA, SHPO and Section 106 consulting parties will continue 
throughout the development of the DEIS for this Project. 
 
Five Certified Local Governments (CLG) and one local informant were also contacted by 
Janus Research regarding information on locally designated historic resources. Three CLGs 
responded to these inquiries by Janus Research. Table 2 below summarizes this coordination:  
 
Table 2. Certified Local Government/Local Informant Contacts Regarding Potential Locally 
Designated Cultural Resources located within the Project APE 

City/Town 
CLG Contact/ 

Local Informant 
Response 

Contact 
Date 

Response 
Date 

County 

City of 
Melbourne 

Kelly Delmonico, 
Planner 

No locally designated 
resources within 150 
feet of the rail line. 
Property list of locally 
designated resources 
provided. 

June 10, 
2013 

June 17, 
2013 

Brevard 

Town of 
Lake Park 

Nadia Di Tommaso, 
Community 
Development 
Director 

Property list of locally 
designated resources 
provided. 

July 9, 
2013 

July 10, 
2013 

Palm 
Beach 

Town of 
Jupiter 

David M. Kemp, 
AICP 
Principal Planner 

Property list of locally 
designated resources 
provided. 

July 9, 
2013 

July 10, 
2013 

Palm 
Beach 

City of Ft. 
Pierce 

Kori Benton, Historic 
Preservation Officer 

No Response July 9, 
2013 

N/A St. Lucie 

N/A Christian Davenport, 
County 
Archaeologist 

No Response July 10, 
2013 

N/A Palm 
Beach 

N/A Leslie Olson, 
Planning Manager 

No Response June 10, 
2013 

N/A St. Lucie 
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AIRPORT RAIL ALIGNMENT AND VMF 
 

Project Location 
 
The Airport Rail Alignment and VMF are located within Orange County on the Pine Castle 
(1953, Photorevised [PR] 1980) U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) quadrangle map in 
Township 23 South, Range 30 East, Section 34 and Township 24 South, Range 30 East, 
Sections 3, 10, and 15–17. The locations of the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF are 
illustrated on the USGS quadrangle maps accompanying the Survey Log in Appendix G. 
 

Precontact and Historic Overview  
 
A summary of the pre-contact and historic context of the project corridor, describing the 
important events, locations, resources, and individuals associated with the project APE was 
prepared and included in the CRAS of the GOAA’s South Terminal Complex EA in Orange 
County, Florida (Janus Research 1998). In a letter dated August 12, 1998, the SHPO 
concurred with the findings of this CRAS and found the report and all sections to be 
complete and sufficient. This information has been excerpted and is included for reference in 
Appendix H. 
 

Florida Master Site File Search and Literature Review 
 
A comprehensive search of the FMSF and literature review was performed to determine the 
locations of all previously recorded archaeological resources within the archaeological APE, 
and previously recorded National Register–listed or eligible, historic resources located within 
the historic resources APE1. In addition, local information provided by the major 
municipalities located in the APE was reviewed to determine the potential for unrecorded 
and locally listed resources that may be eligible for inclusion in the National Register. 
 
Previously Conducted Cultural Resource Surveys 
 
An extensive search of pertinent literature and records of the surrounding region as well as 
any archaeological and historical assessments of other tracts of land within or adjacent to the 
Airport Rail Alignment and VMF was conducted to determine the locations of any 
previously recorded archaeological and historic resources. This background research 
identified five previously conducted cultural resource surveys that have been performed 
within and adjacent to the APE. These previously conducted surveys are listed in Table 3. 
 

                                                 
1 The search of the FMSF data included the most current information provided by the FMSF on a quarterly basis as well as Geographic 
Information Systems (GIS) data maintained by the FMSF. This information is based on the most current FMSF data, which is not a 
comprehensive inventory of cultural resources and their significance and may not reflect existing conditions. It is important to remember 
that the FMSF serves as an archive and repository of information about Florida’s recorded cultural resources. It represents an inventory of 
resources for which available information exists and describes their condition at a particular point of time. Because the inventory of 
resources is not all-inclusive on a statewide basis, gaps in data may exist. It can be used as guide but should not be used to determine the 
FDHR/SHPO official position about the significance of a resource. 
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Table 3. Previous Cultural Resource Surveys Conducted Within or Adjacent to the Airport 
Railway Alignment and VMF by Survey Number 

Survey 
No. 

Survey Title Author(s) 
Pub. 
Date 

Relevant 
County 

363 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Proposed Curtis H. 
Stanton Energy Center Railroad 

Daniel, Randy and 
Francisco de la Fuente  

1981 Orange 

469 Improvements to the Orlando 
International Airport 

William, Browning D. 1977 Orange 

5389 CRAS of the GOAA’s South 
Terminal Complex EA in Orange 
County, Florida 

Janus Research 1998 Orange 

7401 Identification and Evaluation of 
Historic Properties within the 
One-Half Mile APE of the Four 
Proposed 40-Foot Orlando 
International Airport 
Telecommunications Towers, 
Orange County, Florida 

Parker, Brian 2001 Orange 

12574 CRAS Report Florida High Speed 
Rail Authority PD&E Study from 
Tampa to Orlando Hillsborough, 
Polk, Osceola, and Orange 
Counties, Florida 

Archaeological 
Consultants, Inc. and 
Janus Research 

2003 Orange 

 
 
Previously Recorded Archaeological Sites  
 
A review of the existing cultural resources information from An Archaeological and 
Historical Survey of the Proposed Curtis H. Stanton Energy Center Railroad (Randy and de 
la Fuente 1981), Improvements to the Orlando International Airport (Browning 1977), and 
the CRAS of the GOAA’s South Terminal Complex EA in Orange County, Florida (Janus 
Research 1998) identified one archaeological site within the Airport Rail Alignment and 
VMF APE.  
 
South Terminal Northeast (8OR8277) is a low-density precolumbian artifact scatter located 
within the Airport Rail Alignment. This site has been previously determined by the SHPO to 
be ineligible for listing in the National Register. The location of this site relative to the 
archaeological APE is illustrated on the aerial mapping included in Appendix D.  
 
The updated FMSF data search confirmed that no additional archaeological sites have been 
recorded within or adjacent to the archaeological APE for the Airport Rail Alignment and 
VMF since the initial surveys were conducted. 
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Previously Recorded Historic Resources 
 
A review of the existing cultural resources information from An Archaeological and 
Historical Survey of the Proposed Curtis H. Stanton Energy Center Railroad (Randy and de 
la Fuente 1981), Improvements to the Orlando International Airport (Browning 1977), and 
the CRAS of the GOAA’s South Terminal Complex EA in Orange County, Florida (Janus 
Research 1998) identified no previously recorded historic resources within the Airport Rail 
Alignment and VMF APE. In addition, the FMSF search confirmed that no historic resources 
have been newly recorded within the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF APE since these 
previous surveys were conducted. 
 
A review of the Orange County Property Appraiser data identified one parcel, One Jeff 
Fuqua Boulevard, within the APE that has an Actual Year Built (AYRB) date indicative of 
containing historic resources (1965 and earlier). According to the property appraiser data, 
this parcel is over 10,000 acres in size and contains approximately 40 buildings. A detailed 
review of the property appraiser parcel data identified that all but one of the buildings on the 
parcel were constructed between 1982 and 2007. The one remaining building has an AYRB 
date of 1960 and is located approximately 0.6 miles outside of the Airport Rail Alignment 
and VMF APE to the west. 
 

Background Research and Field Methods 
 
The desktop analysis for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF revisits the results of several 
previous surveys as these surveys contained the current APE, including An Archaeological 
and Historical Survey of the Proposed Curtis H. Stanton Energy Center Railroad (Randy and 
de la Fuente 1981), Improvements to the Orlando International Airport (Browning 1977), 
and the CRAS of the GOAA’s South Terminal Complex EA in Orange County, Florida (Janus 
Research 1998).  
 
Archaeological Resources 
 
Archaeological analysis included a desktop analysis which consisted of an archaeological 
literature and background information search to identify the types, cultural affiliation and 
location of known archaeological sites within the respective study areas. This includes a 
search of the FMSF, county and local site inventories, unpublished CRM reports, and other 
relevant historical research materials. 
 
This desktop analysis reviewed the locations of archaeological sites to determine whether or 
not archaeological resources identified during the previous surveys are located within or 
adjacent to the current APE. An updated search of FMSF data was also conducted to identify 
any archaeological resources that have been recorded or determined locally significant since 
the previous surveys were completed. The locations of the known archaeological site within 
the archaeological APE was marked on aerial maps and included in Appendix D.  
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Historic Resources 
 
Although the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF APE for historic resources was also 
previously surveyed during the surveys noted above, it is possible that additional resources 
could have become historic since these previous surveys were undertaken. Therefore, an 
updated desktop analysis was carried out in order to ensure that no additional historic 
resources were located within the current project APE. 
 
This updated desktop analysis included a search of the FMSF and unpublished CRM reports 
in order to identify any historic resources located within the APE established for the Airport 
Rail Alignment and VMF. The records of the Orange County Property Appraiser were also 
reviewed, to determine the approximate dates of construction of buildings that have not been 
previously documented in the FMSF throughout the APE.  
  

Results 
 
Archaeological Resources 
 
The archaeological APE for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF is included entirely within 
the boundaries of archaeological investigations conducted for An Archaeological and 
Historical Survey of the Proposed Curtis H. Stanton Energy Center Railroad (Randy and de 
la Fuente 1981), Improvements to the Orlando International Airport (Browning 1977), and 
the CRAS of the GOAA’s South Terminal Complex EA in Orange County, Florida (Janus 
Research 1998). 
 
A review of these previous surveys and an updated search of the FMSF data identified one 
previously recorded archaeological site within the archaeological resources APE established 
for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF. South Terminal Northeast (8OR8277) is located in 
Orange County within the Airport Rail Alignment and is a low-density precolumbian lithic 
scatter consisting of two lithic waste flakes. The SHPO previously determined this site to be 
ineligible for listing in the National Register in 1998. 
 
Historic Resources 
 
The survey resulted in the identification of no historic resources located within the APE for 
the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF. A review of the Orange County property appraiser 
records showed that only one parcel, the Orlando International Airport, contained any 
historic structures. Furthermore, the records show that only one structure on this parcel is 
historic. This structure is a 900 square foot circa 1960 building. A review of the historic 
aerial photography of the airport parcel shows that the historic building is located roughly 0.6 
miles from the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF. No additional historic resources were 
identified within the APE for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF.  
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EAST-WEST CORRIDOR FROM ORLANDO TO COCOA 
 

Project Location 
 
The East-West Corridor between Orlando and Cocoa is located within portions of Orange 
and Brevard counties on the Courtenay (1976), Lake Poinsett NW (1953, PR 1970), 
Narcoossee NE (1953, PR 1980), Narcoossee NW (1953, PR 1970), Pine Castle (1953, PR 
1980), and Sharpes (1949, PR 1980) USGS quadrangle maps in the following Townships, 
Ranges, and Sections: 
 

 Township 23 South, Range 30 East, Sections 34–36; 
 Township 23 South, Range 31 East, Sections 31–36; 
 Township 23 South, Range 32 East, Sections 31–36; 
 Township 23 South, Range 33 East, Sections 31–36; 
 Township 23 South, Range 34 East, Sections 25–30 and 36; 
 Township 23 South, Range 35 East, Sections 30 and 31; 
 Township 24 South, Range 35 East, Sections 5, 6, and 8–13; and 
 Township 24 South, Range 36 East, Sections 17 and 18. 

 
The location of the East-West Corridor is illustrated on the USGS quadrangle maps 
accompanying the Survey Log in Appendix G. 
 

Precontact and Historic Overview  
 
A summary of the pre-contact and historic context of the project corridor, describing the 
important events, locations, resources, and individuals associated with the project APE was 
prepared and included in the CRAS for the SR 528 PD&E Study from SR 520 to the Port 
Canaveral Terminal B Interchange, Orange and Brevard Counties (Janus Research 2005) 
and the CRAS of the Proposed Magnolia Ranch Development Site, Orange County, Florida 
(Piper Archaeology 1990). In letters respectively dated April 15, 2005 and April 19, 1990, 
the SHPO concurred with the findings of both CRAS reports and found these reports and all 
sections to be complete and sufficient. This information has been excerpted from the 2005 
and 1990 reports and is included for reference in Appendix H. 
 

Florida Master Site File Search and Literature Review 
 
A comprehensive search of the FMSF and literature review was performed to determine the 
locations of all previously recorded archaeological resources and historic resources within 
the APE2. In addition, the 1990 and 2005 CRAS reports and local information provided by 

                                                 
2 The search of the FMSF data included the most current information provided by the FMSF on a quarterly basis as well as GIS data 
maintained by the FMSF. This information is based on the most current FMSF data, which is not a comprehensive inventory of cultural 
resources and their significance and may not reflect existing conditions. It is important to remember that the FMSF serves as an archive and 
repository of information about Florida’s recorded cultural resources. It represents an inventory of resources for which available 
information exists and describes their condition at a particular point of time. Because the inventory of resources is not all-inclusive on a 
statewide basis, gaps in data may exist. It can be used as guide but should not be used to determine the FDHR/SHPO official position about 
the significance of a resource. 
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the major municipalities located in the APE were reviewed to determine the potential for 
unrecorded and locally listed resources that may be eligible for inclusion in the National 
Register.  
 
Previously Conducted Cultural Resource Surveys 
 
An extensive search of pertinent literature and records of the surrounding region as well as 
any archaeological and historical assessments of other tracts of land within or adjacent to the 
East-West Corridor was conducted to determine the locations of any previously recorded 
archaeological and historic resources. This background research identified 25 previously 
conducted cultural resource surveys that have been performed within or adjacent to the East-
West Corridor. A detailed list of these previously conducted surveys is provided by FMSF 
Survey No. in Appendix I. 
 
Previously Recorded Archaeological Sites  
 
A review of the existing cultural resources information from the CRAS for the SR 528 PD&E 
Study from SR 520 to the Port Canaveral Terminal B Interchange, Orange and Brevard 
Counties (Janus Research 2005) and the CRAS of the Proposed Magnolia Ranch 
Development Site, Orange County, Florida (Piper Archaeology 1990) identified no 
archaeological sites within or adjacent to the East-West Corridor. An FMSF data search 
confirmed that no archaeological sites have been recorded within the unsurveyed portions of 
the archaeological APE for the East-West Corridor and that no new sites have been recorded 
within or adjacent to the previously surveyed portions of the APE since the initial surveys 
were conducted. 
  
Previously Recorded Historic Resources 
 
An FMSF background search was conducted within the East-West Corridor APE to identify 
any previously documented historic resources. Two previously recorded historic buildings 
(8BR1735 and 8BR1736), one historic resource group (8OR9851), and three historic linear 
resources (8BD1870, 8BD2697, and 8OR9850) were identified within the APE in Brevard 
and Orange Counties. 8BR1735, 8BR1736, 8BD1870, and 8BD2697 are located near the 
eastern end of the East-West Corridor APE in Brevard County, whereas OR9850 and 
8OR9851 are located near the western end in Orange County. Of these six previously 
recorded historic resources, only the FEC Railway (8BR1870) is eligible for listing in the 
National Register. The five remaining resources have been determined ineligible for the 
National Register by the SHPO. Table 4 below lists each of the previously recorded historic 
resources identified during the background search.  
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Table 4. Previously Recorded Historic Resources Identified within the Historic Resources APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
SHPO Evaluation of 

National Register 
Significance 

8BR1735 Altered Image Tattoo / 
2417 N. Cocoa 
Boulevard 

c. 1949 Frame 
Vernacular 

Determined Ineligible by the 
SHPO 

8BR1736 Jumping Flea Market / 
2507 N. Cocoa 
Boulevard 

c. 1940 Masonry 
Vernacular 

Determined Ineligible by the 
SHPO 

8BR1870 Florida East Coast 
Railway 

c. 1886 Railroad Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO  

8BR2697 US Highway 1 / Cocoa 
Boulevard 

c. 1927 Roadway Determined Ineligible by the 
SHPO 

8OR9850 Bull Slough Drainage 
Ditches 

c. 1947 Drainage 
Ditches 

Determined Ineligible by the 
SHPO 

8OR9851 Gee Bee Resource 
Group 

1940s Mixed District Determined Ineligible by the 
SHPO 

 
Background Research and Field Methods 

 
The desktop analysis for the East-West Corridor relies heavily on the results of several 
previous surveys, including the CRAS of the Proposed Magnolia Ranch Development Site 
(Piper Archaeology 1990) and the CRAS for the SR 528 PD&E Study, from SR 520 to the 
Port Canaveral Terminal B Interchange (Janus Research 2005). These previous projects are 
important for the current project because the previous surveys included much of the current 
APE, and the results and conclusions of both of these previous projects were approved and 
accepted by the SHPO.  
 
Archaeological Resources 
 
Archaeological analysis conducted consisted of an archaeological literature and background 
information search to identify the types, cultural affiliation and location of known 
archaeological sites within the APE. This included a search of the FMSF, county and local 
site inventories, unpublished CRM reports, and other relevant historical research materials. 
Based on the previous research, areas of moderate and high archaeological probability were 
created for those portions of the East-West Corridor Main Line APE that fell outside of the 
boundaries of the Piper Archaeology (1990) and Janus Research (2005) surveys. 
 
Archaeological fieldwork including pedestrian survey and subsurface shovel testing was 
conducted within the previously unsurveyed areas located within the expected preferred 
alternative (Alternative E and the common elements on both the eastern and western ends of 
the East-West Corridor). Excavated shovel tests were round and approximately 50 
centimeters (20 inches) in diameter. Shovel tests were dug to a minimum depth of 1 meter 
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(39 inches), unless excavation was inhibited by pit slumping due to the influx of water or by 
subsurface obstructions such as solid road fill, limestone bedrock, or buried utilities. All 
excavated soil was screened through 6.4-millimeter (¼-inch) hardware cloth suspended from 
portable wooden frames. Standard archaeological methods for recording field data was 
followed throughout the project. The identification number, location, stratigraphic profile, 
soil descriptions, and environmental setting were recorded for every shovel test excavated. 
The locations of all shovel tests were recorded on field aerial maps (Appendix E). Zones of 
moderate potential for site probability were tested with shovel tests spaced at 50-meter 
intervals, while zones of high site potential were tested with shovel tests spaced at 25-meter 
intervals.  
 
Historic Resources 
 
Historic resources fieldwork to identify resources within the East-West Corridor APE was 
conducted in July of 2013. An architectural historian and one technical assistant conducted a 
historic resources survey in order to ensure that historic resources built during or before 1965 
within and adjacent to the ROW were identified, properly mapped, and photographed.  
 
The historic resources survey used standard field methods to identify and record historic 
resources. Resources with features indicative of 1965 or earlier construction materials, 
building methods, or architectural styles were noted on aerial photographs. For each resource 
newly identified during the preliminary assessment, FMSF forms were filled out with field 
data, including notes from site observations and research findings. Updated FMSF forms for 
previously recorded historic resources were only to be completed if the resource showed 
notable alterations since its previous recordation. The estimated dates of construction, 
distinctive features, and architectural style or engineering design were noted. Photographs 
were taken with a high resolution digital camera. A log was kept to record the resource’s 
physical location and compass direction of each photograph.  
 
All historic resources identified within the East-West Corridor APE were marked on aerial 
maps and included in Appendix E. Each resource’s individual significance was then 
evaluated for its potential eligibility for listing in the National Register. Historic physical 
integrity was determined from site observations, field data, and photographic documentation. 
Concentrations of historic resources within the study area were also noted in terms of whether 
they exhibited potential for inclusion within current or potential historic districts.  
 

Project Research Design and Site Location Model 
 
The objective of a research design is to provide a project-specific guide for the location, 
identification, and evaluation of cultural resources. Since archaeological field testing for the 
current project will be limited to the East-West Corridor, this project research design focuses 
on this segment of the project. 
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Cultural resource assessment surveys in the East and Central cultural region have 
demonstrated that certain environmental locales were preferred for precolumbian and early 
historic groups. Predictive models enable the research to stratify project areas into zones of 
site potential based upon the co-occurrence of relevant environmental variables. The relative 
importance of each of these variables depends upon the composite environmental setting. 
 
Precontact Archaeological Site Location Model 
 
Four environmental factors are typically employed in predicting site locations: soil type (soil 
drainage), distance to fresh (potable) water, distance to hardwood hammocks, and 
topography. Soil type and relative elevation deal with the water drainage pattern found in a 
particular area. Soils with an organic pan, with underlying clays or marl, and with slow to 
moderate internal drainage tend to retain water. Areas with a low elevation relative to the 
perched water system also tend to be inundated. Although wet areas can contain abundant 
wildlife and plant resources, they make relatively poor habitation areas when better-drained 
locations are available. 
 
Detailed soil types within the East-West Corridor range from very poorly drained to 
excessively well drained. The drainage characteristics and environmental associations of 
detailed soil types within the East-West Corridor are listed in Table 5. 
 
Table 5. Drainage Characteristics and Environmental Associations of Detailed Soil Types 
within the East-West Corridor 

Natural 
Drainage 

Characteristics 
Soil Type Environmental Association 

Excessively Well 
Drained 

Candler Fine Sand, 0 to 5 
percent slopes 

This nearly level to gently sloping soil is found 
on uplands. The natural vegetation is scattered 
slash pine, sand pine, longleaf pine, bluejack 
oak, chapman oak, scrub live oak and turkey 
oak. The understory includes Indiangrass, 
chalky bluestem, hairy panicum, pineland 
threeawn and annual forbs 

Paola Fine Sand, 5 to 12 
percent Slopes 

This sloped soil is found on the sides of high 
ridges. The natural vegetation includes sand 
pine and an understory of scattered saw 
palmetto, rosemary and cactus.  

St. Lucie Fine Sand, 0 to 5 
percent slopes 

 This nearly level to slightly sloped soil is 
located on high dune dunelike ridges and 
isolated knolls. The natural vegetation includes 
sand pine and an understory of scattered saw 
palmetto, rosemary and cactus. 
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Natural 
Drainage 

Characteristics 
Soil Type Environmental Association 

Moderately Well 
Drained 

Pomello Fine Sand, 0 to 5 
percent slopes.  

This nearly level to gently sloping soil is 
located on low ridges and knolls on the 
flatwoods. The natural vegetation is longleaf, 
sand and slash pine. The understory includes 
creeping bluestem, lopsided indiangrass, 
running oak, saw palmetto and pineland 
threeawn.  

Pomello Sand This nearly level soil is located on broad low 
ridges and low knolls. The natural vegetation 
includes a few, scattered, second growth 
longleaf pine and a undergrowth of scrubby live 
oak, saw palmetto and native grasses. 

Tavares Fine Sand, 0 to 5 
percent slopes.  

This nearly level to gently sloping soil is 
located on low ridges and knolls on the 
uplands. The natural vegetation is water oak, 
laurel oak, live oak, turkey oak, slash and 
longleaf pine. The understory includes 
creeping bluestem, lopsided indiangrass and 
pineland threeawn. 

Poorly Drained 

Basinger Sand This is a nearly level soil found in sloughs in 
poorly defined drainageways and depressions 
in the flatwoods. Most of the acreage is in 
natural vegetation of pine land threeawn and 
thinly scattered pine. 

EauGallie Sand This is a nearly level soil on broad low ridges in 
flatwoods. The natural vegetation is open 
forest of second-growth slash pine and an 
understory of saw-palmetto, runner oak, native 
grass, some gallberry and scattered cabbage 
palm.  

Felda Fine Sand This nearly level soil is found in low, broad, 
poorly defined drainageways on the flatwoods. 
The natural vegetation is cabbage palm, 
scattered slash pine, waxmyrtle, and laurel 
oak. The understory includes saw palmetto, 
pineland three-awn, bluestem, sand cordgrass, 
blue maidencane, low panicum and various 
weeds and grasses. 

Felda Fine Sand, 
Occasionally flooded 

This nearly level soil is found on the flood plain 
of the Wekiva River and its major tributaries. 
The natural vegetation is laurel oak, red maple, 
cabbage palm, slash pine, and sweetgum. The 
understory includes scattered saw palmetto, 
pineland three-awn, maidencane and 
waxmyrtle.  
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Natural 
Drainage 

Characteristics 
Soil Type Environmental Association 

Poorly Drained 

Felda Fine Sand, Frequently 
flooded 

This nearly level soil is found on the flood plain 
the Econlokhatchee River and of other minor 
streams. The natural vegetation is red maple, 
scattered cabbage palm, slash pine, and 
sweetgum. The understory includes scattered 
saw palmetto, pine three-awn, blue 
maidencane and waxmyrtle.  

Holopaw Sand This nearly level soil is in broad flat areas on 
river flood plains and in small depressions and 
poorly defined drainage ways. The natural 
vegetation in large part consists of sand 
cordgrass and scattered cabbage palm. 

Immokalee Sand This nearly level soil is on broad areas of 
flatwoods , on low ridges between sloughs and 
in low, narrow areas between sand ridges and 
lakes and ponds. The natural vegetation is saw 
palmetto, gallberry, longleaf and slash pine and 
wiregrass.  

Immokalee Fine Sand This nearly level soil is found on broad 
flatwoods. The natural vegetation is slash pine. 
The understory is saw palmetto, running oak, 
inkberry, fetterbush, creeping bluestem and 
waxmyrtle. 

 Malabar Fine  This nearly level soil is found in low, narrow to 
broad sloughs and poorly defined 
drainageways. The natural vegetation I s slash 
pine, longleaf pine, cabbage palm, and laurel 
oak. The understory includes scattered saw 
palmetto, waxmyrtle, inkberry, pineland 
threeawn, panicum, maidencane and other 
various sedges and grasses. 

Myakka Sand This nearly level soil is found in shallow 
depressions in the flatwoods. The natural 
vegetation includes maidencane or St. 
Johnswort. Clumps of water tolerant trees are 
in some places. Water lilies and flags are in 
places where standing water is deepest.  

Myakka Sand, Ponded This nearly level soil is found in broad areas of 
flatwoods. The natural vegetation is longleaf 
and slash pine. The understory includes 
inkberry, running oak, saw palmetto, 
waxmyrtle, fetterbush, pineland threeawn, 
bluestem, panicum and other grasses. 

Ona Fine Sand This nearly level soil is found on broad palm 
hammocks and in low sloughs. The natural 
vegetation is thick stands of cabbage palm and 
pine and a few scattered live oaks. 
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Natural 
Drainage 

Characteristics 
Soil Type Environmental Association 

Poorly Drained 

Pineda Sand, Dark surface 
Variant 

This nearly level soil is found on flood plains. 
The natural vegetation is cabbage palm, water 
oak, slash pine and laurel oak. The understory 
includes waxmyrtle, blue maidencane, chalky 
bluestem, bluejoint panicum, scattered saw 
palmetto, sedges and various weeds and 
grasses.  

Pineda Fine Sand, Frequent 
Flooded 

This nearly level soil is found in areas that 
boarder sloughs and shallow depressions. The 
natural vegetation is cabbage palm, longleaf 
and slash pine. The understory includes 
scattered saw palmetto, lopsided indiangrass, 
chalky bluestem, broom sedges bluestem, 
creeping bluestem, inkberry, hairy panicum, 
pineland threeawn and waxmyrtle. 

Pinellas Fine sand The nearly level soil is found on broad 
flatwoods. The natural vegetation is long leaf 
and slash pine. The understory includes 
lopsided indiangrass, inkberry, saw palmetto, 
pineland threeawn, waxmyrtle, bluestem, 
panicum and other grasses.  

Smyrna Fine Sand This nearly level soil is formed in marine 
sediment on low lying plains on the flatwoods. 

St. Johns Fine Sand This nearly level soil is found on broad low 
ridges in the flatwoods. The natural vegetation 
consists of second growth of pond pine and 
slash pine with a dense understory of saw 
palmetto and native grasses. 

St. Johns Sand This nearly level soil is found in grassy 
sloughs, low palm hammocks and broad low 
areas. In the sloughs the natural vegetation is 
marsh grasses. The hammocks are wooded 
with cabbage palm, and scattered live oak and 
pine. The broad low areas have have saw 
palmetto, St. Johnswort, wax myrtle, native 
grasses and widely spread pine and cypress 
trees.  

Vakaria Sand Nearly level soil found in flatwoods. Native 
vegetation is longleaf pine, slash pine, and 
cabbage palms. The understory consists of 
saw palmetto, running oak, inkberry, and 
fetterbush. 

Wabasso sand  This nearly level soil is formed in marine 
sediments.  

Wauberg Fine Sand Nearly level soil is found on flood plains of 
rivers and creeks. Natural vegetation is 
cabbage palm, wetland hardwoods, and an 
understory of saw palmetto. 
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Natural 
Drainage 

Characteristics 
Soil Type Environmental Association 

Poorly Drained 

Fluvaquents This nearly level soil is formed in marine 
sediments. 

Wauberg Fine Sand This nearly level soil is located in marshy 
depressions in the flatwoods, in broad areas on 
flood plains and in poorly defined 
drainageways. The natural vegetation is 
commonly grass though a few areas are 
covered with thick stands of hardwoods. 

Very Poorly 
Drained 

Anclote Sand This nearly level soil is found in shallow 
deressions and sloughs and along the edges of 
freshwater marshes and swamps. The natural 
vegetation is mixed stands of pondcypress, 
sweetgum and scattered pond pine. The 
understory includes chalky bluestem, blue 
maidencane, sedges and other water tolerant 
grasses.  

Basinger Fine Sand, 
Depressional 

These nearly level soils are found on the flood 
plains of the St. Johns River and its major 
tributaries. The natural vegetation is 
baldcypress, scattered cabbage palm, laurel 
oak, water oak, blackgum, coastal plain willow, 
red maple and sweetgum. The understory 
includes buttonbush, maidencane, sawgrass, 
smartweed, sedges and other water tolerant 
grasses.  

Floridana and Chobee soils, 
Frequently Flooded 

This nearly level sand is found in broad areas 
of flood plains and in small to large marshy 
depressions. The natural vegetation is typically 
sand cordgrass with a few areas covered by 
cypress or hardwoods. 

Floridana Sand These soils are nearly level and found in 
freshwater swamps, depressions, sloughs and 
broad, poorly defined drainageways. The 
natural vegetation is mixed stands of 
pondcypress, red maple, sweetgum, cabbage 
palm, scattered palm pine and black tupelo. 

Samsula-Hontoon-Basinger 
association, depressional 

This nearly level soil is found in freshwater 
swamps and marshes, depressions and in 
poorly defined drainageways. 

Sanibel Muck These soils are located in sloughs, poorly 
defined drainageways and shallow intermittent 
ponds in the flatwoods. The natural vegetation 
is typically marsh grasses, sedges and St. 
Johnswort. Some areas are wooded with water 
tolerant hoardwoods and pond pine. 
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Natural 
Drainage 

Characteristics 
Soil Type Environmental Association 

Very Poorly 
Drained 

St. Johns Soils Ponded This nearly level muck soil is located in broad 
flat marsh areas and small depressionas. The 
natural vegetation includes maidecane, 
sawgrass, cattails, flags and scattered dense 
thickets of woody button bush. A few areas are 
wooded with maple, bay, gum and other 
wetland hard woods. 

Terra Ceia Muck This nearly level muck soil is located in broad 
flat marshes, small depressions and swamps. 
The natural vegetation includes maidecane, 
sawgrass, cattails, flags, and scattered dense 
thickets of woody button bush. A few areas are 
wooded with swamp hardwoods consisting of 
maple, gum, bay, and other wetland 
hardwoods.  

Tomoka Muck This soil is comprised of soil material 
excavated from canals and highway 
overpasses and interchanges. The soils are 
found along canals and used for 
embankments. 

Arents This nearly level to gently sloping soil is found 
on uplands. The natural vegetation is scattered 
slash pine, sand pine, longleaf pine, bluejack 
oak, chapman oak, scrub live oak and turkey 
oak. The understory includes Indiangrass, 
chalky bluestem, hairy panicum, pineland 
threeawn and annual forbs 

 
 
Obviously, fresh water was an important resource for precontact populations. This variable 
would have been of greater importance during the Paleoindian and Early Archaic stages 
(12,000–5000 BC), when the perched water system was more restricted. Access to fresh 
water during these early periods would have been from sinkholes and aquifer-fed rivers. 
During later periods, the numerous ponds, lakes, and depressional wetlands in the vicinity of 
the project area would have provided abundant sources of fresh water. 
 
Hardwood hammocks (hydric, mesic, or xeric) provide a variety of resources that would have 
been exploited by the aboriginal inhabitants of this region. Hydric hardwood hammocks can 
contain abundant animal and plant life, particularly a variety of tubers. Mesic hardwood 
hammocks contain cabbage palms and other plants that produce edible portions. Other mesic 
hardwoods, such as ash and elm, are woods that are known to have been used for specific 
purposes, i.e., bows, canoes, mortars, and dart shafts (Newsom and Purdy 1983). Often, areas 
of higher relative elevation correspond with better-drained soils or the presence of hardwood 
hammocks (xeric and mesic). 
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Historic Archaeological Site Location Model 
 
In Florida, historic period sites frequently co-occur with precontact archaeological sites. This 
is often the result of environmental conditions found desirable by both groups: better-drained 
upland knolls near transportation routes (i.e., historic trails and major rivers). Use of the land 
around the project area during the earliest historic periods (First Spanish, English, and 
Second Spanish) was probably limited; occupations from these periods would have been of 
such short duration that evidence of parties crossing the project vicinity is almost impossible 
to detect archaeologically. Furthermore, no such groups are known or suspected of having 
settled or camped within the project vicinity. 
 
During the nineteenth century (post-1821), historic settlement tended to follow the isolated 
homestead or farmstead pattern. Individual families or groups of related families often built 
homesteads on the better-drained, hardwood hammocks. There were usually several miles 
between these settlements to allow room for farm fields.  
 
A review of historic plat maps (FDEP 1845a, 1845b, 1845c, 1845d, 1846, 1848a, 1848b, 
1852a, 1852b, 1859a, 1927) identified no military forts, encampments, battlefields, 
homesteads, or historical Native American villages or trails were located within or adjacent 
to the East-West Corridor. One historic road labeled ‘Old Road’ was identified within 
Section 36 of Township 23 South, Range 33 East. 
 
Archaeological Site Potential Zones 
 
Zones of archaeological site potential were designated based on previous research conducted 
within the East and Central cultural region and considered previous surveys conducted within 
the vicinity of the East-West Corridor (Piper Archaeology 1990, Janus Research 2005). 
Background research conducted to establish the predevelopment environmental of the East-
West Corridor consisted of a review of historic plat maps from the mid-1800s (FDEP 1845a, 
1845b, 1845c, 1845d, 1845e, 1846, 1848a, 1848b, 1852a, 1852b, 1859a), historic surveyors’ 
notes from the mid-1800s (FDEP 1843a, 1843b, 1844, 1845f, 1845g, 1847, 1848c, 1859b), 
historic aerials from mid-to-late twentieth century (University of Florida, George A. 
Smathers Libraries 2011), and county soil survey data (U.S. Department of Agriculture 
[USDA] 1974, 1989).  
 
Generally speaking, high site potential zones are defined as those areas of moderately well 
drained to excessively drained upland locales near a wetland or body of water. These areas of 
high site potential were tested at 25-meter (82-foot) intervals. Generally speaking, moderate 
site potential zones are defined as those poorly to very poorly drained locales near a wetland 
or body of water. Areas of moderate site potential were tested at 50-meter (164-foot) 
intervals. Low site potential zones are defined as those areas of very poorly drained to 
excessively drained upland locales not otherwise designated as high or medium site potential. 
Areas of low site potential were tested judgmentally. Currently, approximately four percent 
of the accessible area designated as low site potential has been tested at 100-meter (328-foot) 
intervals. Additional testing within low site potential zones will be conducted once access to 
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the one private landowner’s property is coordinated. When this testing is combined with the 
testing conducted to date, it is anticipated that approximately 10 percent of the previously 
unsurveyed portion of the corridor designated as low site potential will have been tested at 
100-meter (328-foot) intervals. This additional shovel testing and pedestrian survey will be 
documented within a supplemental addendum report. Site potential zones established for the 
previously unsurveyed portions of the East-West Corridor are illustrated on the aerial 
mapping included in Appendix E. 
 

Results 
 
Archaeological Resources 
 
Archaeological field methods consisted of subsurface testing and pedestrian survey within 
areas of the East-West Corridor not previously subjected to comprehensive cultural resource 
survey. A total of 31 shovel tests were excavated during the current survey within areas of 
high, moderate, and low site potential and no cultural material was identified within any of 
these shovel tests. In addition, no additional environmental features indicative of increased 
archaeological site potential were identified during the pedestrian survey. Soil stratigraphy 
varied throughout the East-West Corridor and in some instances, standing water, fill material, 
or solid hardpan was encountered before reaching 100 cm below surface (cmbs). 
Representative photographs of the East-West Corridor are included in Figures 5–8.  
 

 
Figure 5: Xeric Upland Area in High Site Potential Zone within the East-West 

Corridor, facing West from Shovel Test 23 
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Figure 6: Low, Flat, Poorly Drained Area in Moderate Site Potential Zone within the 

East-West Corridor, facing West from Shovel Test 27 
 

 
Figure 7: Poorly Drained Area of Low Flatwoods in a Low Site Potential Zone within 

the East-West Corridor, facing West from Shovel Test 37 
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Figure 8: Representative Photograph of Shovel Test (Shovel Test 27) Excavated in 

Poorly Drained Soils within the East-West Corridor 
 
Once property access is coordinated for the one private landowner’s property, a pedestrian 
survey and appropriate subsurface testing will be conducted and documented in a 
supplemental addendum report. 
 
 
Historic Resources 
 
The historic resources survey resulted in the identification of nine historic resources within 
the East-West Corridor APE. Of the identified historic resources (Table 6), six have been 
previously recorded (8BR1735, 8BR1736, 8OR9851, 8BD1870, 8BD2697, and 8OR9850) 
and three are newly recorded (8BR3066, 8BR3067, and 8BR3068). These resources consist 
of five historic buildings (8BR1735, 8BR1736, 8BR3066, 8BR3067, and 8BR3068), one 
historic resource group (8OR9851), and three historic linear resources (8BD1870, 8BD2697, 
and 8OR9850). All of the previously recorded historic resources, with the exception of the 
National Register–eligible FEC Railway (8BR1870), have been determined ineligible for 
inclusion in the National Register by the SHPO. The three newly recorded historic buildings 
identified within the project APE are considered ineligible for listing in the National Register 
either individually or as part of a district. The buildings located within the APE have simple 
forms and common design types found throughout the state of Florida. In addition, limited 
research revealed no significant associations with important persons or events.  
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Table 6 below lists the identified historic resources identified within the East-West Corridor 
APE in ascending FMSF number order. Maps with the locations of each individually 
significant historic resource are included in Appendix E. Photographs of the significant 
historic resource (8BR1870) and the newly recorded resources within East-West Corridor 
APE follow Table 6 in Figures 9–12. The photographs of the three newly recorded historic 
resources are accompanied by brief narratives that also address the significance of these 
resources. A FMSF form for each of the three newly recorded historic resources is included 
in Appendix A. Previously completed FMSF forms for the remaining six historic resources 
are also included in Appendix A. 
 
Table 6. Historic Resources Identified within the East-West Corridor APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
SHPO Evaluation of 

National Register 
Significance 

8BR1735 Altered Image Tattoo / 
2417 N. Cocoa 
Boulevard 

c. 1949 Frame 
Vernacular 

Determined Ineligible by the 
SHPO 

8BR1736 Jumping Flea Market / 
2507 N. Cocoa 
Boulevard 

c. 1940 Masonry 
Vernacular 

Determined Ineligible by the 
SHPO 

8BR1870 FEC Railway c. 1886 Railroad Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO  

8BR2697 US Highway 1 / Cocoa 
Boulevard 

c. 1927 Roadway Determined Ineligible by the 
SHPO 

8BR3066 5161 Palm Avenue c. 1963 Masonry 
Vernacular 

Considered Ineligible 

8BR3067 3800 Pine Street c. 1965 Masonry 
Vernacular 

Considered Ineligible 

8BR3068 2800 Clearlake Road c. 1963 Industrial 
Vernacular 

Considered Ineligible 

8OR9850 Bull Slough Drainage 
Ditches 

c. 1947 Drainage 
Ditches 

Determined Ineligible by the 
SHPO 

8OR9851 Gee Bee Resource 
Group 

1940s Mixed District Determined Ineligible by the 
SHPO 

 



CRAR for the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to West Palm Beach 
Orange, Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie, Martin, and Palm Beach Counties 

September 2013 

 

Janus Research 38 

East-West Corridor National Register–Eligible Resource 
 

 
Figure 9: Florida East Coast Railroad (8BR1870) near the SR 528 overpass, facing 

Southwest 
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East-West Corridor Newly Recorded Historic Resources (Considered National Register–
Ineligible) 

 

 
Figure 10: 5161 Palm Avenue (8BR3066), facing Southwest 

 
8BR3066 5161 Palm Avenue 
 
This circa 1963 residential structure is located at the south side of Palm Avenue to the west 
of Pine Street in Township 24 South, Range 35 East, Section 9 (Sharpes USGS Quadrangle 
1949 PR 1980), just outside the city limits of Cocoa in Brevard County, Florida (Figure 10). 
It is a rectangular shaped Masonry Vernacular style building with stucco on the façade, and a 
continuous concrete block foundation. Its main entry is on the north side and is covered by a 
small, shed roof extension supported by square, stuccoed, concrete block supports. The gable 
roof is covered with composition shingles. Fenestration consists of metal single-hung-sash 
replacement windows with one-over-one light configurations. Some of the decorative 
detailing featured on this building includes stucco surrounds and stucco banding on the porch 
supports. Non-historic alterations include an updated small entry porch and supports, the 
replacement of the windows and doors, and the restuccoing of the façade. It sits in a 
residential setting and remains in good condition.  
 
This building exhibits a common design type found throughout Florida and recent 
modifications to the façade have affected its historic integrity. In addition, limited research 
has revealed no significant historical associations. Therefore, it is considered ineligible for 
inclusion in the National Register either individually or as part of a historic district.  
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Figure 11: 3800 Pine Street (8BR3067), facing Northwest 

 
8BR3067 3800 Pine Street 
 
This circa 1965 residential structure is located at the southwest corner of Palm Avenue and 
Pine Street in Township 24 South, Range 35 East, Section 9 (Sharpes USGS Quadrangle 
1949 PR 1980), just outside the city limits of Cocoa in Brevard County, Florida (Figure 11). 
It is a rectangular shaped Masonry Vernacular style building with stucco on the façade, and a 
continuous concrete block foundation. Its main entry is on the east side at the porch and 
features a screen door in front of the main door. The gable roof entry porch is partially 
enclosed with lattice. The gable roof is covered with composition shingles. Fenestration 
consists of metal single-hung-sash windows with one-over-one light configurations. Some of 
the decorative detailing featured on this building includes faux shutters and the 
aforementioned lattice at the front porch. Non-historic alterations include the replacement of 
the windows and doors, porch supports, and faux shutters. It sits in a residential setting and 
remains in good condition.  
 
This building exhibits a common design type found throughout Florida, and limited research 
has revealed no significant historical associations. Therefore, it is considered ineligible for 
inclusion in the National Register either individually or as part of a historic district.  
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Figure 12: 2800 Clearlake Road (8BR3068), facing West 

 
8BR3068 2800 Clearlake Road 
 
This circa 1963 industrial structure is located at the southwest corner of Clearlake Road and 
the FEC Railway tracks in Township 24 South, Range 36 East, Section 17 (Sharpes USGS 
Quadrangle 1949 PR 1980), in the city of Cocoa, Brevard County, Florida (Figure 12). It is a 
rectangular shaped Industrial Vernacular building with a metal façade over a wood frame 
structural system. It rests on a continuous concrete block foundation, which extends out from 
the building to the south, creating a large loading dock. Its main entry is on the north side, 
although there appear to be openings of some type on all four sides of the building. The gable 
roof entry porch is partially enclosed with lattice. The gable roof is covered with 5V sheet 
metal and the no windows appear on anywhere on the building. The only notable decoration 
on the building is the signage. With the exception of the added signage, the building appears 
to retain its original form and appearance with little alteration. It sits in an 
industrial/commercial setting and remains in fair condition.  
 
This building exhibits a common design type found throughout Florida, and limited research 
has revealed no significant historical associations. Therefore, it is considered ineligible for 
inclusion in the National Register either individually or as part of a historic district.  
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NORTH-SOUTH CORRIDOR FROM COCOA TO WEST PALM BEACH 
 

Project Location 
 
The North-South Corridor between Cocoa and West Palm Beach is located within portions of 
Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie, Martin, and Palm Beach counties on the Ankona (1948, PR 
1983), Cocoa (1976, PR 1984), Courtenay (1976), Eau Gallie (1949, PR 1980), Eden (1948, 
PR 1983), Fellsmere (1949, PR 1970), Fort Pierce (1949, PR 1983), Gomez (1948, PR 1943), 
Grant (1949, PR 1970), Hobe Sound (1948, PR 1983), Indrio (1948, PR 1983), Jupiter (1948, 
PR 1983), Melbourne East (1949, PR 1980), Melbourne West (1949, PR 1970), Oslo (1949, 
PR 1983), Palm Beach (1946, PR 1983), Palm City (1948, PR 1970), Riviera Beach (1946, 
PR 1983), Sebastian (1949, PR 1970), Sharpes (1949, PR 1980), St. Lucie Inlet (1948, PR 
1983), and Vero Beach (1949, PR 1983) USGS quadrangle maps in the following 
Townships, Ranges, and Sections: 
 

 Township 23 South, Range 35 East, Sections 24, 25, and 36; 
 Township 23 South, Range 36 East, Section 31; 
 Township 24 South, Range 36 East, Sections 6, 7, 17, 18, 20, 21, 28, and 33; 
 Township 25 South, Range 36 East, Sections 4, 9, 10, 14, 15, 23, 35, and 36; 
 Township 26 South, Range 36 East, Sections 1, 12, and 13; 
 Township 26 South, Range 37 East, Sections 18, 19, an 30–32; 
 Township 27 South, Range 37 East, Sections 5, 8, 9, 16, 21, 27, 28, and 34; 
 Township 28 South, Range 37 East, Sections 2, 3, 11, 13, 14, 24, and 25; 
 Township 28 South, Range 38 East, Sections 30 and 31; 
 Township 29 South, Range 38 East, Sections 5, 6, 8, 16, 17, 21, 28, 33, and 34; 
 Township 30 South, Range 38 East, Sections 3, 10, 11, 14, 18, 23, and Fleming 

Grant; 
 Township 31 South, Range 39 East, Sections 6–8, 17, 20, 28, 29, and 33; 
 Township 32 South, Range 39 East, Sections 3, 4, 10, 15, 22, 23, 26, and 35; 
 Township 33 South, Range 39 East, Sections 1, 2, 12, 13, and 24; 
 Township 33 South, Range 40 East, Sections 19, 30, and 31; 
 Township 34 South, Range 40 East, Sections 5, 6, 8, 16, 17, 20, 21, 28, 33, and 34; 
 Township 35 South, Range 40 East, Sections 3, 10, 15, 22, 23, 26, 35, and 36; 
 Township 36 South, Range 40 East, Sections 1 and 12; 
 Township 36 South, Range 41 East, Sections 7, 18, 19, 29, 30, and 32; 
 Township 37 South, Range 41 East, Sections 4, 5, 9, 15, 16, 22, 27, 28, 32, and 33; 
 Township 38 South, Range 41 East, Sections 4, 5, 9, 10, 15, 16, 19, 25, 37, and 43, 

and Hanson Grant; 
 Township 38 South, Range 42 East, Sections 29, 30, and 32; 
 Township 39 South, Range 42 East, Sections 26, 27, and 35; 
 Township 40 South, Range 42 East, Sections 2, 11, 12, 13, 24, 25, and 36; 
 Township 40 South, Range 43 East, Sections 30 and 31; 
 Township 41 South, Range 42 East, Sections 1, 12, 13, 24, 25, and 36; 
 Township 42 South, Range 42 East, Section 1; 
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 Township 42 South, Range 43 East, Sections 6, 7, 17, 18, 20, 28, 29, and 33; and 
 Township 43 South, Range 43 East, Sections 4, 9, and 16. 

 
The location of the North-South Corridor is illustrated on the USGS Quadrangle maps 
accompanying the Survey Log in Appendix G. 
 

Precontact and Historic Overview  
 
A summary of the pre-contact and historic context of the project corridor, describing the 
important events, locations, resources, and individuals associated with the project APE was 
prepared and included in the FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail Project Volume I: A Cultural 
Resource Assessment Survey of the FEC Mainline in Brevard, Duval, Flagler, Indian River, 
Martin, Palm Beach, St. Johns, St. Lucie, and Volusia Counties, Florida (PCI and Janus 
Research 2010). The SHPO concurred with the findings of the CRAS and found this report 
and all sections to be complete and sufficient. This information has been excerpted from the 
2010 report and is included for reference in Appendix H. 
 

Florida Master Site File Search and Literature Review 
 
A comprehensive search of the FMSF and literature review was performed to determine the 
locations of all previously recorded archaeological resources within the archaeological APE, 
and previously recorded National Register–listed or eligible, historic resources located within 
the historic resources APE3. In addition, the aforementioned 2010 CRAS and local 
information provided by the major municipalities located in the APE were reviewed to 
determine the potential for unrecorded and locally listed resources that may be eligible for 
inclusion in the National Register.  
 
Previously Conducted Cultural Resource Surveys 
 
An extensive search of pertinent literature and records of the surrounding region as well as 
any archaeological and historical assessments of other tracts of land within or adjacent to the 
North-South Corridor was conducted to determine the locations of any previously recorded 
archaeological and historic resources. This background research identified 128 previously 
conducted cultural resource surveys that have been performed within or adjacent to the 
North-South Corridor. A detailed list of these previously conducted surveys is provided by 
FMSF Survey No. in Appendix J. 
 

                                                 
3 The search of the FMSF data included the most current information provided by the FMSF on a quarterly basis as well as Geographic 
Information Systems (GIS) data maintained by the FMSF. This information is based on the most current FMSF data, which is not a 
comprehensive inventory of cultural resources and their significance and may not reflect existing conditions. It is important to remember 
that the FMSF serves as an archive and repository of information about Florida’s recorded cultural resources. It represents an inventory of 
resources for which available information exists and describes their condition at a particular point of time. Because the inventory of 
resources is not all-inclusive on a statewide basis, gaps in data may exist. It can be used as guide but should not be used to determine the 
FDHR/SHPO official position about the significance of a resource. 
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Previously Recorded Archaeological Resources 
 
A review of past research, and an updated search of the FMSF and local data, identified five 
archaeological sites within the archaeological APE for the North-South Corridor. This 
includes one previously recorded site in Indian River County, one previously recorded site in 
Martin County, and three previously recorded sites in St. Lucie County. All of these sites 
have suffered some level of previous disturbances. These sites are listed in Table 7 and their 
locations are illustrated on the aerial mapping included in Appendix F.  
 
Only one of these sites, 8SL1136, has been formally evaluated by the SHPO. The SHPO 
determined that this site was ineligible for listing in the National Register. Two of these 
previously recorded sites, 8MT1287 and 8SL41, were evaluated by the initial site file 
recorder as potentially National Register–eligible. Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge #3 
(8MT1287) consists of a thin scatter of shell and a few aboriginal ceramic potsherd 
fragments  

Fort Capron (8SL41) consists of the archaeological remains 
of a 1850s military fort. Today, the only visible remnants of the fort are  

 
 
Table 7. Archaeological Sites Located within the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line 
ROW 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Site Type 
National Register 

Significance*  

Indian River County 

8IR846 Railroad Malabar-Period Shell Midden and 
Artifact Scatter 

Not Evaluated by 
SHPO 

Martin County 

8MT1287 Hobe Sound National 
Wildlife Refuge #3 

Prehistoric Campsite and 
Prehistoric Shell Midden 

Not Evaluated by 
SHPO 

St. Lucie County 

8SL41 Ft. Capron Historic Fort Not Evaluated by 
SHPO 

8SL1136 Pineapple Surface Scatter, Campsite, 
Homestead, and Farmstead 

Ineligible 

8SL1772 Avenue A-Downtown 
Fort Pierce 

Precolumbian Habitation, Midden, 
Campsite, and extractive Site; 
Historic American Building 
Remains, Refuse, and Artifact 
Scatter  

Not Evaluated by 
SHPO 

* As recorded in the FMSF; may require re-evaluation 
 

Note: The exact locations of archaeological sites are sensitive and have been omitted from this public version of the 
document. As noted in Chapter 267.135, Florida Statutes, “Any information identifying the location of an archaeological 
site held by the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State is exempt from s. 119.07(1) and s. 24(a) of 
Art. I of the State Constitution, if the Division of Historical Resources finds that disclosure of such information will create 
a substantial risk of harm, theft, or destruction at such site.” More detailed location information is on file with the FMSF 
and access is limited to researchers and the Native American Tribes. For more information, please contact the FRA. 
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Two segments of the Palm Beach County segment of the North-South Corridor 
(approximately 0.9 miles in total) are located within the Coastal Zone archaeological zone 
and one segment (approximately 1.3 miles) is located within the Loxahatchee River 
archaeological zone. These zones are described in the Prehistoric Resources in Palm Beach 
County: A Preliminary Predictive Study (Kennedy et al. 1991). The location of these zones 
relative to the FEC Railway Corridor Main Line is included in Appendix F. 
 
An additional 10 archaeological sites are located adjacent to, but outside of, the North-South 
Corridor APE for archaeological resources. While none of the 10 sites have been previously 
determined eligible for listing in the National Register by the SHPO, two of these sites (8IR1 
and 8IR9) are listed in the FMSF as having potential or confirmed human remains. All 10 
archaeological sites are listed in Table 8. 
 
Table 8: Archaeological Sites Located Adjacent to but Outside of the North-South Corridor 
APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Site Type 
National Register 

Significance*  

Brevard County 

8BR2670 Jernigan Avenue 
Historic Scatter 

Historic Refuse and Building 
Remains 

Ineligible 

Indian River County 

8IR1 Vero Man Redeposited Precolumbian Burial Not Evaluated by 
SHPO 

8IR9 Vero Locality Multicomponent Artifact Scatter 
with Potential or Confirmed 
Human Remains 

Not Evaluated by 
SHPO 

Martin County 

8MT1619 Olympia South Glade-Period Campsite, 
Habitation, and Artifact Scatter 
with Subsurface Features 

Ineligible 

St. Lucie County 

8SL8 Unnamed Site Precolumbian Midden Not Evaluated by 
SHPO 

8SL292 Walton Railroad 1 Precolumbian Habitation and 
Historic Artifact Scatter 

Not Evaluated by 
SHPO 

8SL1174 M-8 Historic Scatter Historic Refuse and Subsurface 
Features 

Ineligible 

8SL1175 M-8 Historic Scatter 3 Historic Refuse and Subsurface 
Features 

Ineligible 

8SL3016 Eden Outbuildings and 
Tennis Courts 

Historic Building Materials Not Evaluated by 
SHPO 

8SL3063 Savannahs North Dune Habitation, Midden, Refuse, 
Extractive Site with Precolumbian 
and Historic Components 

Not Evaluated by 
SHPO 

* As recorded in the FMSF; may require re-evaluation 
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Previously Recorded Historic Resources 
 
An FMSF background search was conducted to identify previously recorded historic 
resources located within the North-South Corridor APE that have been listed in the National 
Register, evaluated by the SHPO as National Register–eligible or considered eligible based 
on the previous surveyor’s evaluation. 
 
Previously Recorded Significant and Potentially Significant Historic Resources within the 
North-South Corridor Direct APE (FEC Railway ROW) 
Three previously recorded historic cultural resources were identified within the North-South 
Corridor Direct APE, which is considered the FEC Railway ROW, including the FEC 
Railway (8BR1870/8IR1497/8IR1518/8SL3014/8MT1391/8MT1450/8PB12102), a historic 
FEC Railway Bridge (8MT1382), and the remains of a concrete fence/former loading 
platform (8IR1049). The FEC Railway 8BR1870/8IR1497/8IR1518/8SL3014/8MT1391/ 
8MT1450/ 8PB12102) has been previously determined to be eligible by SHPO for listing in 
the National Register. The previously recorded historic railway bridge, FEC Railway Bridge 
(8MT1382), has been previously determined eligible for listing in the National Register by 
the SHPO. The FEC Railway Platform Remains (8IR1049) are located on the boundary of 
the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line ROW and consist of concrete posts that 
formerly supported a loading platform. The previous surveyor suggested that this resource 
lacks integrity and was therefore not eligible for listing in the National Register. 
 
Previously Recorded Significant and Potentially Significant Historic Resources within the 
North-South Corridor Indirect APE (Adjacent to the FEC Railway ROW) 
A total of 55 significant historic resources were identified within the North-South Corridor 
APE that covered the resources adjacent to the FEC Railway ROW for up to 150 feet. These 
include 11 resources in Brevard County, 10 resources in Indian River County, 19 resources in 
St. Lucie County, 11 resources in Martin County, and four resources in Palm Beach County.  
 
Within the Brevard County portion, one historic district determined National Register–
eligible by the SHPO was identified. In addition, two historic cemeteries that have been 
determined eligible for listing in the National Register by the SHPO were identified. One 
historic railway station determined National Register–eligible by the SHPO and eight 
significant historic buildings are located within the Brevard County portion; three are 
National Register–listed and five are determined National Register–eligible by the SHPO. 
 
Within the Indian River County portion, one National Register–listed historic resource group, 
one historic linear resource determined National Register–eligible by the SHPO, and one 
historic bridge determined National Register–eligible by the SHPO were identified. One 
National Register–listed historic railway station and six additional significant historic 
buildings are located within the Indian River County portion; two National Register–listed 
buildings, one building determined National Register–eligible by the SHPO, one building 
considered National Register–eligible by the previous recorder, and two buildings that 
formerly had insufficient information for the SHPO to make an determination of eligibility. 
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Within the St. Lucie County portion, one historic district considered National Register–
eligible based on the evaluation of the surveyor was identified. In addition, 18 historic 
significant buildings were identified; two are National Register–listed, 12 are determined 
National Register–eligible by the SHPO, two are considered National Register–eligible by 
the previous recorder, one building was not evaluated by the SHPO and had insufficient 
information for the previous recorder to make a determination of eligibility, and one building 
was determined by the SHPO to have insufficient information to make an determination of 
eligibility.  
 
Within the Martin County portion, one historic resource group with insufficient information 
for the SHPO to make a determination of eligibility was identified. In addition, one historic 
linear resource determined National Register–eligible by the SHPO was identified. Eight 
significant historic buildings are also located within the Martin County portion; one is 
National Register–listed, four are determined National Register–eligible by the SHPO, and 
three are considered National Register–eligible based on the evaluation of the previous 
recorder. One additional historic resource group that has not been evaluated by the SHPO 
was identified and there are no contributing resources to this resource group within 150 feet 
of the APE. No potentially contributing resources to this resource group that are considered 
to be individually eligible for listing in the National Register are located within 1000 feet of 
the APE. 
 
Within the Palm Beach County portion, one historic district, historic cemetery, and one 
historic building were considered National Register–eligible based on the evaluation of the 
previous recorder. One historic linear resource that formerly had insufficient information for 
the SHPO to make a determination of eligibility was also identified within the Palm Beach 
County segment of the of the reconnaissance area. 
 
This results section includes tables organized by county, which list the significant resources 
identified adjacent to the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line (Tables 9–26). The 
resources are listed in ascending FMSF number order.  
 
Table 9. Brevard County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant Historic 
District Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE  

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8BR2173 Union Cypress Saw Mill 
Historic District 

Mixed District Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

 



CRAR for the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to West Palm Beach 
Orange, Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie, Martin, and Palm Beach Counties 

September 2013 

 

Janus Research  48 

Table 10. Brevard County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant Historic 
Cemeteries Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Date Est. National Register Status 

8BR1724 Hilltop Cemetery c. 1887 Determined National Register–
Eligible by the SHPO 

8BR1777 Cocoa Cemetery c. 1890 Determined National Register–
Eligible by the SHPO 

 
Table 11. Brevard County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant Former 
Historic Railway Station Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8BR2779 Former Florida East 
Coast Railway Train 
Station / 317 Rosa 
Jones Drive 

c. 1962 International Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

 
Table 12. Brevard County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant Historic 
Buildings Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8BR215 Florida Power & Light 
Company Ice Plant / 
1604 South Harbor 
City Boulevard 

1926 Industrial Vernacular National Register–
Listed 

8BR759 Whaley, Marion S. 
Citrus Packing House 
/ 2275 Rockledge 
Boulevard West 

1930 Frame Vernacular National Register–
Listed 

8BR1163 Lamar, Mattie House / 
361 Stone Street 

c. 1917 Frame Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8BR1710 Jorgensen's General 
Store / 5390 US 
Highway 1 

1894 Frame Vernacular National Register–
Listed 

8BR1723 Cocoa Cemetery 
Storage Building / 101 
North Cocoa 
Boulevard 

c. 1931 Masonry Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8BR1739 Ashley's Cafe & 
Lounge / 1609 
Rockledge Boulevard 
West 

c. 1932 Tudor Revival Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 
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FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8BR1741 Rockledge Gardens 
Nursery and 
Landscaping / 2153 
Rockledge Boulevard 
West 

c. 1930 Industrial Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8BR1765 Bohn Equipment 
Company / 255 Olive 
Street 

c. 1927 Industrial Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

 
Table 13. Indian River County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant 
Resource Group Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8IR859 McKee Jungle Gardens FMSF Building 
Complex 

National Register–Listed 

 
Table 14. Indian River County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant 
Historic Linear Resource Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8IR1519 Dixie Highway Linear Resource Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

 
Table 15. Indian River County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant 
Historic Bridge Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8IR1516 FDOT Bridge No. 880001 Historic Bridge Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

 
Table 16. Indian River County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant 
Historic Railway Station Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8IR68 Vero Railroad Station / 
2336 14th Avenue 

1903 Frame Vernacular National Register–
Listed 
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Table 17. Indian River County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant 
Historic Buildings Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8IR99 George Armstrong 
Braddock House / 
1309 Louisiana 
Avenue 

1908 Georgian Revival Considered 
National Register–
Eligible by 
Previous Recorder 

8IR624 Old Vero Beach 
Community Building / 
2146 14th Avenue 

1935 Frame Vernacular National Register–
Listed 

8IR858 Hall Of Giants, McKee 
Jungle Gardens / US 1 
and 4th Street 

1940 Other Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8IR975 Vero Beach Diesel 
Power Plant / 1133 
19th Place 

1926 Masonry Vernacular National Register–
Listed 

8IR1464 Vero Beach 
Community Center / 
2266 14th Avenue 

1966 Moderne Insufficient 
Information for 
SHPO 
Determination 

8IR1475 1146 21st Street 1966 Moderne Insufficient 
Information for 
SHPO 
Determination 

 
Table 18. St. Lucie County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant Historic 
District Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8SL2801 Edgar Town Historic 
District 

Historic District Considered National 
Register–Eligible by 
Previous Recorder 

 
Table 19. St. Lucie County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant Historic 
Buildings Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8SL78 Fairmont Manor / 5707 
South Indian River 
Drive 

1896 Neo-Classical Revival Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 
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FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8SL236 Riverhill / 4625 South 
Indian River Drive 

1903 Frame Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8SL237 Britt House / 4511 
South Indian River 
Drive 

1908 Frame Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8SL238 Card, N.E. House / 
3915–3917 Indian 
River Drive 

1914 Masonry Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8SL289 Old Fort Pierce City 
Hall / 315 “A” Avenue 

c. 1925 Italianate National Register–
Listed 

8SL799 Sunrise Theater / 117 
2nd Street South 

c. 1923 Mediterranean 
Revival 

National Register–
Listed 

8SL825 601 South 2nd Street c. 1935 Masonry Vernacular Insufficient 
Information for 
SHPO 
Determination 

8SL826 Tyler, Frank House / 
519 2nd Street South 

c. 1924 Mediterranean 
Revival 

Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8SL917 Banyon Belle Manor / 
1001 South Indian 
River Drive 

1905 Georgian Revival Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8SL918 1009 South Indian 
River Drive 

1925 Mission Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8SL920 1029 South Indian 
River Drive 

1920 Georgian Revival Considered 
National Register–
Eligible by 
Previous Recorder 

8SL926 Peacock, O.L. House / 
2211 South Indian 
River Drive 

1920 Mediterranean 
Revival 

No SHPO 
Evaluation; 
Insufficient 
Information for 
Previous Recorder 
Determination 

8SL930 Lesher, Stephen 
House / 2501 South 
Indian River Drive 

1920 Italian Renaissance 
Revival 

Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 
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FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8SL931 Carlton-Vest House / 
2507 South Indian 
River Drive 

1920 Masonry Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8SL932 Casa Del Rio / 2513 
South Indian River 
Drive 

1920 Italian Renaissance 
Revival 

Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8SL933 Phelps, Babe House / 
2521 South Indian 
River Drive 

1935 Monterey Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8SL1599 Shadetree Studio / 
2900 Old Dixie 
Highway 

1950 Frame Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8SL1922 East Coast Packers / 
2130 Old Dixie 
Highway 

1950 Industrial Vernacular Considered 
National Register–
Eligible by 
Previous Recorder 

 
Table 20. Martin County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant Resource 
Group Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8MT1573 Witham Field Airport Mixed District Insufficient Information 
for SHPO Determination 

8MT1577 Camp Murphy Mixed District Not Evaluated* 

*  Within the 150 foot buffer there are no contributing resources to this mixed district/resource group. 
However, there is the potential for contributing resources outside of the 150 foot indirect APE. 

 
Table 21. Martin County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant Historic 
Linear Resource Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8MT1621 Dixie Highway Linear Resource Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 
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Table 22. Martin County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant Historic 
Buildings Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8MT46 George W. Parks 
Store / Stuart Feed / 
101 South Flagler 
Avenue 

1901 Frame Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8MT84 Fern Building / 73 
West Flagler Avenue 

c. 1950 Masonry Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8MT86 Lyric Theatre / 59 
Southwest Flagler 
Avenue 

c. 1926 Mediterranean 
Revival 

National Register–
Listed 

8MT130 East Coast Lumber 
and Supply / 49 
Southwest Flagler 
Avenue 

1917 Frame Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8MT131 Hobe Sound Cabinetry 
/ 500 South Dixie 
Highway 

1917-c. 
1926 

Masonry Vernacular Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8MT307 Crary House / 161 
Southwest Flagler 
Avenue 

1925 Tudor Revival Considered 
National Register–
Eligible by 
Previous Recorder 

8MT838 12200 Southeast 
Nassau Street 

c. 1941 Frame Vernacular Considered 
National Register–
Eligible by 
Previous Recorder 

8MT1066 250 North Flagler 
Road 

c. 1940 Masonry Vernacular Considered 
National Register–
Eligible by 
Previous Recorder 

 
Table 23. Palm Beach County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant 
Historic District Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8PB13340 Kelsey City Layout Historic District Considered National 
Register–Eligible by 
Previous Recorder 
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Table 24. Palm Beach County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant 
Historic Linear Resource Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8PB13330* Old Dixie Highway Linear Resource Insufficient Information 
for SHPO Determination 

*  Based on the review of the FMSF forms and the results of the current field survey, this resource is 
not considered to be eligible for listing in the National Register due to a lack of historic integrity 

 
Table 25. Palm Beach County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant 
Historic Cemetery Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Date Est. National Register Status 

8PB218 Evergreen Cemetery 1916 Considered National 
Register–Eligible by Previous 
Recorder 

 
Table 26. Palm Beach County Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant 
Historic Building Identified Within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8PB6064 St. John’s Baptist 
Church / 2010 A. E. 
Isaacs Avenue 

1929 Mission Considered 
National Register–
Eligible by 
Previous Recorder 

 
 
Demolished Historic Resources Formerly Located Within the North-South Corridor 
Indirect APE 
Background research and the current field survey identified five previously recorded 
significant and potentially significant historic resources that are no longer extant, which were 
previously located adjacent to the North-South Corridor. These demolished resources (Table 
27) include two historic buildings in Brevard County, a historic district and linear resource in 
Martin County, and one historic building in Palm Beach County. 
 
Table 27. Previously Recorded Significant or Potentially Significant Cultural Resources that 
have been Demolished 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 

8BR1189 Christ is the Answer / 2302–2304 South 
Harbor City Boulevard 

Historic Building 

8BR1190 2306 South Harbor City Boulevard Historic Building 

8MT1477 Camp Murphy Bank Building Historic Building 

8MT1481 Camp Murphy Railroad Spur Linear Resource 

8MT1513 Indian River Drive/Church Street District Historic District 

8PB8145 Adam’s Property / 2409 Pinewood Avenue Historic Building 
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Background Research and Field Methods 
 
During the March 28, 2013 SHPO meeting and the conference call on July 8, 2013 with FRA 
and others, SHPO agreed that the same approach to identifying and recording cultural 
resources that was used for the Miami to West Palm Beach EA/FONSI should be used for the 
North-South Corridor. Archival and reconnaissance level survey work was conducted for the 
North-South Corridor.  
 
Archaeological Resources 
 
Archaeological analysis consisted of a desktop analysis which included an archaeological 
literature and background information search to identify the types, cultural affiliation and 
location of known archaeological sites within the respective study areas. This includes a 
search of the FMSF, county and local site inventories, unpublished CRM reports, and other 
relevant historical research materials. 
 
This desktop analysis reviewed the locations of archaeological sites to determine whether the 
archaeological resources identified during the 2010 CRAS are located within or adjacent to 
the current FEC Railway ROW. An updated search of FMSF data was also conducted to 
identify any archaeological resources that have been recorded or determined locally 
significant since the previous surveys were completed. This search focused on identifying 
National Register–listed or eligible archaeological resources. Subsurface archaeological 
testing was not feasible within the FEC Railway Corridor ROW for reasons of safety.  
 
The locations of all known FMSF and locally significant archaeological sites, as well as 
locally designated or significant archaeological zones within the archaeological APE were 
marked on aerial maps and included in Appendix F.  
 
Historic Resources 
 
Resources within the North-South Corridor Direct APE (FEC Railway ROW) 
Resources located directly within the ROW, such as historic bridges, were recorded on 
FMSF forms (Appendix C). As discussed previously, resources which cross the railway were 
not included within the APE, as there is no potential for effects based on the nature of the 
proposed improvements and the resources.  
 
Historic resources fieldwork to identify resources within the FEC Railway ROW was 
conducted in May of 2013. An architectural historian and one technical assistant conducted a 
historic resources survey in order to ensure that resources built during or before 1965 within 
the ROW were identified, properly mapped, and photographed. During the survey the 
entirety of the FEC Railway Corridor ROW was not accessible, and specific targeted sites 
where known historic resources are located were evaluated. These primarily included the 
sites of the historic railway bridge crossings. Representative photographs of the types of 
structures (such as switch boxes and signage) within the ROW were also taken.  
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The historic resources survey used standard field methods to identify and record historic 
resources. Resources with features indicative of 1965 or earlier construction materials, 
building methods, or architectural styles were noted on aerial photographs. For each resource 
identified within the ROW during the preliminary assessment, FMSF forms were filled out 
with field data, including notes from site observations and research findings. The estimated 
dates of construction, distinctive features, and architectural style or engineering design were 
noted. Photographs were taken with a high resolution digital camera. A log was kept to 
record the resource’s physical location and compass direction of each photograph.  
 
FEC Railway bridge data including dates of construction and bridge design types was 
provided by the FEC Railway. The project architectural historian identified any resource not 
accounted for by this information in the field based on the aforementioned methods. All 
historic resources identified within the FEC Railway Corridor Main Line ROW were marked 
on aerial maps, which are included in Appendix F. 
 
Each resource’s significance was then evaluated for its potential eligibility for listing in the 
National Register. Historic physical integrity was determined from site observations, field 
data, and photographic documentation. 
 
Resources within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE (Adjacent to the FEC Railway 
ROW) 
Significant historic resources located on parcels immediately adjacent to the FEC Railway 
Corridor ROW were identified through background research and a reconnaissance survey. 
This reconnaissance work was conducted in an area that extended a minimum distance of 150 
feet from the existing railway ROW. This included both the parcels located adjacent to the 
ROW that extended more than 150 feet out from the existing ROW as well as all of the 
smaller parcels that are located within 150 feet of the existing ROW. At the rail crossings, 
background research and reconnaissance survey work focused on identifying any known 
National Register–listed or eligible historic districts located directly adjacent to the crossings. 
 
Historic resources reconnaissance fieldwork was conducted in May of 2013 by an 
architectural historian and one technical assistant. This reconnaissance survey identified all 
potentially significant historic resources located on parcels adjacent to the FEC Railway 
Corridor ROW and all significant historic districts located adjacent to the at-grade crossings. 
Significant or potentially significant historic resources were photographed with a high-
resolution digital camera and noted on aerial maps (Appendix F). A log was kept to record 
the resource’s physical location and compass direction of each photograph. Concentrations of 
historic resources within the indirect APE were noted in terms of their potential for inclusion 
within current or potential historic districts. According to the SHPO/FRA accepted methods, 
FMSF forms were not prepared for the resources located adjacent to the FEC Railway ROW. 
However, FMSF forms for the previously recorded significant resources found within the 
APE are located in Appendix B. The significance of the identified historic resources was then 
preliminarily evaluated for potential eligibility for listing in the National Register, according to 
the National Register Criteria. Historic physical integrity was preliminarily determined from site 
observations, field data, and photographic documentation.  
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Results 
 
Archaeological Resources 
 
The archaeological APE for the North-South Corridor is included entirely within the APE 
established for the FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail Project Volume I: A Cultural Resource 
Assessment Survey of the FEC Mainline in Brevard, Duval, Flagler, Indian River, Martin, 
Palm Beach, St. Johns, St. Lucie, and Volusia Counties, Florida (PCI and Janus Research 
2010). 
 
Five previously recorded archaeological sites were identified within the archaeological APE 
for the North-South Corridor. One archaeological site (8IR846) was identified within the 
Indian River County segment of the APE, one site (8MT1287) was identified within the 
Martin County segment of the APE, and three previously recorded sites (8SL41, 8SL1136, 
and 8SL1772) were identified within the St. Lucie County segment of the APE. While none 
of these five previously recorded archaeological sites are National Register–listed, and none 
have been previously determined by the SHPO to be National Register–eligible, 8MT1287 
and 8SL41 were evaluated by the initial site file recorder as potentially National Register–
eligible. No previously recorded archeological sites were identified within the Brevard or 
Palm Beach county segments of the North-South Corridor APE. 
 
Railroad (8IR846) is a Malabar shell midden and variable-density artifact scatter that has not 
been previously evaluated for National Register eligibility by the SHPO. The initial site file 
recorder describes the site as highly disturbed and suggests that the site is ineligible for 
listing in the National Register (Archaeological and Historical Conservancy 1992:190). 
 
Hobe Sound National Wildlife Refuge #3 (8MT1287) is a thin scatter of shell and a few 
aboriginal ceramic potsherd fragments 

The initial site file recorder 
suggests that while the site was likely disturbed by this construction, it is still potentially 
National Register–eligible (Carr et al. 1998:80).  

Preliminary project engineering specified a curve 
modification at this location and this action would have caused disturbance of potentially 
intact portions of the archaeological site. As an avoidance and protection measure, this curve 
modification was eliminated and instead construction in this area will consist of installing rail 
tracks in their historic locations. No subsurface excavation will be required. Preliminary 
discussions with SHPO indicated that this design change would avoid impacting this site. 
 
 

 

Note: The exact locations of archaeological sites are sensitive and have been omitted from this public version of the 
document. As noted in Chapter 267.135, Florida Statutes, “Any information identifying the location of an archaeological 
site held by the Division of Historical Resources of the Department of State is exempt from s. 119.07(1) and s. 24(a) of 
Art. I of the State Constitution, if the Division of Historical Resources finds that disclosure of such information will create 
a substantial risk of harm, theft, or destruction at such site.” More detailed location information is on file with the FMSF 
and access is limited to researchers and the Native American Tribes. For more information, please contact the FRA. 
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Ft. Capron (8SL41) consists of the archaeological remains of a 1850s military fort. The only 
current visible remnants of the fort  

 The initial site file recorder suggests that while development in the area has 
contributed to the disturbance of portions of the site, that the site is still potentially National 
Register–eligible (Carr and Pepe 2000:90–91).  
Construction in this area will consist of installing rail tracks in their historic locations. No 
subsurface excavation will be required and no additional ROW will be needed. Therefore, 
there should be no adverse effects to the archaeological site caused by the proposed Project. 
 
Pineapple (8SL1136) is a historic American habitation site and variable-density artifact 
scatter that the initial surveyor has described as substantially disturbed (Keith et al. 1997). 
The SHPO previously determined this site to be ineligible for listing in the National Register 
in 1997.  
 
Avenue A-Downtown Fort Pierce (8SL1772) is listed in the FMSF as a habitation site, 
campsite, extractive site, midden, refuse, surface scatter, building remains, town site, and 
subsurface features with historic East Okeechobee and historic American components. While 
the SHPO has not previously evaluated the National Register eligibility of this site, the initial 
site file recorder describes the site as a refuse and an artifact scatter identified during the 
renovation of Avenue A and suggests there is insufficient information to determine the 
National Register eligibility of this site (Archaeological and Historical Conservancy 2005). 
 
Approximately 2.2 miles of the North-South Corridor archaeological APE within Palm 
Beach County are located within the Coastal Zone and Loxahatchee River archaeological 
zones described in the Prehistoric Resources in Palm Beach County: A Preliminary 
Predictive Study (Kennedy et al. 1991). Sites within these zones are generally predicted to be 
located in areas close to the coast, and in hammocks near riverine and estuarine environments 
(Kennedy et al. 1991:75, 91). 
 
Historic Resources within the North-South Corridor Direct APE (FEC Railway ROW) 
 
The FEC Railway (8BR1870/8IR1497/8IR1518/8SL3014/8MT1391/8MT1450/8PB12102) 
has been previously determined by the SHPO to be eligible for listing in the National 
Register. Due to the recent recordation of the FEC Railway and the subsequent determination 
of eligibility by the SHPO, updated FMSF forms were not completed for this resource.  
 
The most recent previously completed FMSF forms for the FEC Railway were excerpted 
from the FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail Project (PCI and Janus Research 2010) and the AAF 
Passenger Rail Project from West Palm Beach to Miami (Janus Research 2012) and are 
included in Appendix B. The SHPO concurred with the findings of these surveys and found 
the reports and all sections to be complete and sufficient. Representative photographs of this 
resource are included in Figures 13–17.  
 
Detailed analysis of the other types of resources identified within the FEC Railway ROW 
follows these figures and is organized by resource type. 
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Figure 13: FEC Railway (8BR1870), from Broadway Boulevard in Brevard County, 

facing North 
 

 
Figure 14: FEC Railway (8IR1497/8IR1518), from Highland Drive SE in Indian River 

County, facing South 
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Figure 15: FEC Railway (8SL3014), from Savannah Road in St. Lucie County, facing 

North 
 

 
Figure 16: FEC Railway (8MT1391/8MT1450) from SW St. Lucie Avenue in Martin 

County, facing Northwest 
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Figure 17: FEC Railway (8PB12102) from L. A. Kirksey Street in Palm Beach County, 

facing Northwest 
 

Historic Railway Bridges 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Railway ROW is consistent with the methods 
developed with the SHPO/FDHR for the 2010 FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail project and the 
2012 CRAR for the AAF Passenger Rail Project from West Palm Beach to Miami. Thirteen 
historic railway bridges were identified within the FEC Railway Corridor Main Line ROW 
(Table 28). The majority of the bridges identified during this study are fixed structures that 
do not span great distances. However, with the exception of 8SL3192, which is non-
contributing, each identified bridge is considered a contributing element to the overall 
National Register–eligible FEC Railway, and four of these bridges 8BR3058, 
8BR3062/8IR1569, 8MT1382, and 8PB16041 are also considered individually eligible for 
listing in the National Register. Photographs of each identified historic railway bridge are 
included in Figures 18–30, and their locations are illustrated on the maps in Appendix F. 
FMSF forms were completed for each bridge, and are included in Appendix C. 
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Table 28. Historic Railway Bridges Identified within the North-South Corridor Direct APE (FEC Railway ROW) 

Mile 
Post 

County Site Name / Address Description Construction Material 
Const. 
Date 

FMSF 
Number 

National Register Significance 

190.47 Brevard Fixed Railway Bridge over the Eau Gallie River  Viaduct Steel 1925 8BR3058 Individually Eligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to a 
Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

194.34 Brevard Fixed Railway Bridge over the Crane Creek and 
Melbourne Street 

Viaduct Steel 1925 8BR3059 Individually Ineligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to 
a Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

197.7 Brevard Fixed Railway Bridge over the Turkey Creek  Deck Plate Girder Steel 1925 8BR3060 Individually Ineligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to 
a Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

202.59 Brevard Fixed Railway Bridge over the Goat Creek Trestle Steel 1959 8BR3061 Individually Ineligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to 
a Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

212.07 Brevard and 
Indian River 

Fixed Railway Bridge over the Sebastian River Deck Plate Girder on Towers Steel 1926 8BR3062/ 
8IR1569 

Individually Eligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to a 
Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

240.1 St. Lucie Fixed Railway Bridge over the Taylor Creek Concrete Trestle & Beam 
Span 

Concrete with Steel 
Beam Span 

1961 8SL3191 Individually Ineligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to 
a Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

241.22 St. Lucie Fixed Bridge over “C” Avenue  Concrete Double Box Beam Concrete 1912/ 
2003* 

8SL3192 Individually Ineligible for listing in the National Register; Non-
Contributing to a Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

259.95 Martin Fixed Railway Bridge over the Rio Waterway Trestle Steel and Timber Piles 1958 8MT1623 Individually Ineligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to 
a Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

260.93 Martin Movable Railway Bridge over the St. Lucie River Beam Span and Through 
Plate Girder, Trunnion Lift 

Steel 1938 8MT1382 Individually Eligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to a 
Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

266.86 Martin Fixed Railway Bridge over the Salerno Waterway Trestle Steel and Timber Piles 1958 8MT1624 Individually Ineligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to 
a Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

267.34 Martin Fixed Railway Bridge over the Tributary to Manatee 
Creek 1 

Trestle Steel and Timber Piles 1962 8MT1625 Individually Ineligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to 
a Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

267.70 Martin Fixed Railway Bridge over the Tributary to Manatee 
Creek 2 

Trestle Steel and Timber Piles 1962 8MT1626 Individually Ineligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to 
a Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

282.58 Palm Beach Movable Railway Bridge over the Loxahatchee 
River 

Deck Plate Girder, Through 
Plate Girder and Trunnion Lift 

Steel 1935 8PB16041 Individually Eligible for listing in the National Register; Contributing to a 
Potential FEC Railway Linear Historic District 

* While the substructure was constructed in 1912, the superstructure was reconstructed in 2003
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Figure 18: Fixed Railway Bridge over the Eau Gallie River (8BR3058), facing 

Southwest 
 

 
Figure 19: Fixed Railway Bridge over Crane Creek and Melbourne Street (8BR3059), 

facing South 
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Figure 20: Fixed Railway Bridge over Turkey Creek (8BR3060), facing Southeast 

 

 
Figure 21: Fixed Railway Bridge over Goat Creek (8BR3061), facing Northeast 
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Figure 22: Fixed Railway Bridge over the Sebastian River (8BR3062/8IR1569), facing 

Southwest 
 

 
Figure 23: Fixed Bridge over the Taylor Creek (8SL3191), facing Northeast 
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Figure 24: Fixed Bridge over “C” Avenue (8SL3192), facing east 

 

 
Figure 25: Fixed Bridge over the Rio Waterway (8MT1623), facing North 
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Figure 26: Movable Bridge over the St. Lucie River (8MT1382), facing North 

 

 
Figure 27: Fixed Bridge over the Salerno Waterway (8MT1624), facing South 
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Figure 28: Fixed Bridge over the Tributary to Manatee Creek 1 (8MT1625), facing 

Northwest 
 

 
Figure 29: Fixed Bridge over the Tributary to Manatee Creek 2 (8MT1626), facing 

Northwest 
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Figure 30: Movable Bridge over the Loxahatchee River (8PB16041), facing Northeast 

 
Other Railway Resources within the ROW 
As previously noted, the entirety of the FEC Railway Corridor ROW was not surveyed, but 
types of resources within the ROW other than the railway bridges were noted throughout the 
corridor. No buildings associated with the FEC Railway have been identified directly within 
the FEC Railway Corridor ROW. 
 
Limited records are available regarding the construction dates of the resources other than 
buildings and bridges within the ROW. Survey work identified signage and electrical 
equipment/switch boxes within the ROW. Concrete milepost markers are located throughout 
the ROW (Figure 31). Robert Stevens of the FEC Railway noted that the concrete milepost 
markers were manufactured after 1982, and are non-historic (Stevens 2012a). 
 
In most recent years they have been replaced by reflective signs on metal posts (Stevens 
2012b). Concrete railroad ties are also installed perpendicular to the ground and sometimes 
contain signage within the ROW (Figure 32). The FEC started manufacturing concrete ties in 
1968, and installation began in Jacksonville and proceeded south with most ties installed by 
1984 (Stevens 2012b). Thus, the concrete railroad ties within the ROW are non-historic. The 
remaining structures associated with the FEC Railway within the FEC Railway Corridor 
ROW have non-historic appearances and representative photographs are included in Figures 
33–37. 
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Figure 31: Representative Photograph of Non-Historic Masonry Milepost Marker, MP 

195, facing North from the Jernigan Avenue Crossing in Brevard County 
 

 
Figure 32: Representative Photograph of Non-Historic Concrete Railroad Ties Installed 

within the FEC Railway Corridor ROW, located at the Southwest corner of 1st Street 
and the FEC Railway in Brevard County, facing Southwest  
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Figure 33: Representative Photograph of Non-Historic Structures within the FEC 

Railway Corridor ROW, facing North from the County Line Road Crossing in Martin 
County 

 

 
Figure 34: Representative Photograph of Non-Historic Structures within the FEC 
Railway Corridor ROW, facing Northeast at the Bridge Road Crossing in Martin 

County 
 



CRAR for the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to West Palm Beach 
Orange, Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie, Martin, and Palm Beach Counties 

September 2013 

 

Janus Research  72 

 
Figure 35: Representative Photograph of Non-Historic Structures within the FEC 

Railway Corridor ROW, facing North from the Highland Drive SE Crossing in Indian 
River County 

 

 
Figure 36: Representative Photograph of Non-Historic Structures within the FEC 

Railway Corridor ROW, facing South from the Walden Road Crossing in St. Lucie 
County 
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Figure 37: Representative Photograph of Non-Historic Structures within the FEC 

Railway Corridor ROW, facing Northwest at the Broadway Street crossing in Brevard 
County 

 
Also within the FEC Railway ROW, and located at the northeast corner of the railroad and 
17th Street in Vero Beach, are the Florida East Coast Railroad Platform Structural Remains 
(8IR1049), which consists of several concrete pilings that formerly acted as the supports for a 
loading platform (Figure 38). According to a 1923 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, there was 
once an FEC Railway Depot with attached platforms at this location. Neither the railroad 
depot nor the loading platforms are extant, and 17th Street has since been reconfigured in this 
location. Only some of the concrete supports remain. It should be noted that the Florida East 
Coast Railroad Platform Structural Remains were previously recorded as an archaeological 
site in the FMSF, but are now being considered a historic resource. Despite their connection 
with the FEC Railway, these remaining concrete supports have lost their historic integrity, as 
neither the depot nor the platforms remain. These simple concrete supports no longer convey 
historical information about the FEC Railway or the FEC depot that once stood in this 
location. Although other smaller structures such as old mile markers along roadways and 
railroads can be considered contributing elements, they typically appear as stand-alone 
structures in their original form. These pilings are the simple remnants of a platform that is 
no longer extant. Contributing elements to linear districts typically possess greater integrity, 
which these pilings no longer retain. Due to their lack of historic integrity, the Florida East 
Coast Railroad Platform Structural Remains are not considered individually National 
Register–eligible, nor are they considered contributing elements to the FEC Railway linear 
district. 
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Figure 38: Location of Florida East Coast Railroad Platform Structural Remains 

(8IR1049) showing the Southernmost Post, facing Northwest 
 
Historic Resources Crossed by the North-South Corridor  
The North-South Corridor crosses eight historic non-railway related resources within the 
APE. The North-South Corridor crosses over three canals, the Historic Canal (8BR1868), 
Indian River Farms Main Canal (8IR1148), and North Relief Canal (8IR1498); travels under 
two historic overpasses consisting of FDOT Bridge No. 880001 (8IR1516) and FDOT Bridge 
No. 880025 (8IR1517) and one segment of historic roadway US Highway 1/Cocoa 
Boulevard (8IR1520), and intersects two historic roadways at-grade including SR A1A 
(8SL1648) and Midway Road (8SL1657).  
 
A visual inspection of the resources was conducted during the survey of the North-South 
Corridor. Of the nine historic resources crossed by the railway, two are National Register–
eligible: FDOT Bridge No. 880001 (8IR1516) and Dixie Highway (8IR1519/8MT1621). Six 
of the historic resources have been previously determined by the SHPO to be ineligible for 
listing in the National Register: Indian River Farms Main Canal (8IR1148), North Relief 
Canal (8IR1498), FDOT Bridge No. 880025 (8IR1517), US Highway 1/Cocoa Boulevard 
(8BR2697/8IR1520), SR A1A (8SL1648), and Midway Road (8SL1657). The last remaining 
historic resource, Historic Canal (8BR1868) has not been evaluated by the SHPO regarding 
National Register eligibility. However, the initial recorder suggested that it was ineligible for 
listing in the National Register due to its unexceptional nature and its common engineering 
design. 
 
The improvements in immediate proximity to these resources are limited to the existing 
ROW, and no effects are anticipated to the resources which the railway crosses over or 
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under. There will be no effects to the identified canals with existing bridge crossings. As 
there will be no potential effects, the historic resources crossed within the North-South 
Corridor were not documented on FMSF forms. 
 
Significant Historic Resources within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 
(Adjacent to the FEC Railway ROW) 
 
A total of 60 significant historic resources were identified adjacent to the North-South 
Corridor ROW during the reconnaissance survey. These include 12 in Brevard County, 12 in 
Indian River County, 23 in St. Lucie County, 10 in Martin County, and three in Palm Beach 
County.  
 
Within the Brevard County portion of the reconnaissance area, one historic district 
determined National Register–eligible by the SHPO was identified. In addition, two historic 
cemeteries that have been determined eligible for listing in the National Register by the 
SHPO were identified. One determined National Register–eligible former historic rail station 
and eight significant historic buildings are located within the Brevard County portion of the 
reconnaissance area; three are National Register–listed and five are determined National 
Register–eligible by the SHPO. 
 
Within the Indian River County portion of the reconnaissance area, one National Register–
listed historic resource group, one historic linear resource determined National Register–
eligible by the SHPO, and one historic bridge determined National Register–eligible by the 
SHPO were identified. One National Register–listed historic railway station and eight 
significant historic buildings are located within the Indian River Count portion of the 
reconnaissance area: two are National Register–listed, one is determined National Register–
eligible by the SHPO, and five are considered National Register–eligible based on the 
evaluation of the surveyor.  
 
Within the St. Lucie County portion of the reconnaissance area, one historic district 
considered National Register–eligible based on the evaluation of the surveyor was identified. 
In addition 22 historic buildings were identified; two are National Register–listed, 12 are 
determined National Register–eligible by the SHPO, and eight are considered National 
Register–eligible based on the evaluation of the surveyor. 
 
Within the Martin County portion of the reconnaissance area, one historic resource group 
considered National Register–eligible based on the evaluation of the surveyor and one 
historic linear resource determined National Register–eligible by the SHPO were identified. 
Eight significant historic buildings are located within the Martin County portion of the 
reconnaissance area; one is National Register–listed, four are determined National Register–
eligible by the SHPO, and three are considered National Register–eligible based on the 
evaluation of the surveyor. 
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Within the Palm Beach County portion of the reconnaissance area, one historic district, one 
historic cemetery, and one historic building are considered National Register–eligible based 
on the evaluation of the surveyor. 
 
This results section includes tables organized by county, and the significant resources 
identified during the reconnaissance survey are in ascending FMSF number order (Tables 
29–45). If the identified resource is locally designated this will typically be noted. Maps with 
the locations of each individually significant historic resource are included in Appendix F. 
Photographs of significant historic resources follow the tables in Figures 39–98, and the 
FMSF forms of previously recorded resources are located in Appendix B. 
 
Table 29. Brevard County Significant Historic District Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8BR2173 Union Cypress Saw Mill 
Historic District 

Mixed District Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

 
Table 30. Brevard County Historic Cemetery Identified Within the North-South Corridor 
Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Date Est. National Register Status 

8BR1724 Hilltop Cemetery c. 1887 Determined National Register–Eligible 
by the SHPO 

8BR1777 Cocoa Cemetery c. 1890 Determined National Register–Eligible 
by the SHPO 

 
Table 31. Brevard County Significant Former Historic Railway Station Identified Within the 
North-South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8BR2779 Former Florida East 
Coast Railway Train 
Station / 317 Rosa 
Jones Drive 

c. 1962 International Determined 
National Register–
Eligible by the 
SHPO 

 
Table 32. Brevard County Significant Historic Buildings Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8BR215 Florida Power & Light 
Company Ice Plant / 1604 
South Harbor City 
Boulevard 

1926 Industrial 
Vernacular 

National Register–
Listed 
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FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8BR759 Whaley, Marion S. Citrus 
Packing House / 2275 
Rockledge Boulevard 
West 

1930 Frame Vernacular National Register–
Listed 

8BR1163 Lamar, Mattie House / 
361 Stone Street 

c. 1917 Frame Vernacular Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8BR1710 Jorgensen's General 
Store / 5390 US Highway 
1 

1894 Frame Vernacular National Register–
Listed 

8BR1723 Cocoa Cemetery Storage 
Building / 101 North 
Cocoa Boulevard 

c. 1931 Masonry 
Vernacular 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8BR1739 Ashley's Cafe & Lounge / 
1609 Rockledge 
Boulevard West 

c. 1932 Tudor Revival Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8BR1741 Rockledge Gardens 
Nursery and Landscaping 
/ 2153 Rockledge 
Boulevard West 

c. 1930 Industrial 
Vernacular 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8BR1765 Bohn Equipment 
Company / 255 Olive 
Street 

c. 1927 Industrial 
Vernacular 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

 
Table 33. Indian River County Significant Resource Group Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8IR859 McKee Jungle Gardens FMSF Building Complex National Register–Listed 

 
Table 34. Indian River County Significant Historic Linear Resource Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8IR1519 Dixie Highway Linear Resource Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

 
Table 35. Indian River County Significant Historic Bridge Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type National Register Status 

8IR1516 FDOT Bridge No. 880001 Historic Bridge Determined National Register–
Eligible by the SHPO 
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Table 36. Indian River County Significant Historic Railway Station Identified Within the North-
South Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8IR68 Vero Railroad Station / 
2336 14th Avenue 

1903 Frame Vernacular National Register–
Listed 

 
Table 37. Indian River County Significant Historic Buildings Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style National Register Status 

8IR99 George Armstrong 
Braddock House / 1309 
Louisiana Avenue 

1908 Georgian 
Revival 

Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8IR100 Baughman House / 
1525 North Louisiana 
Avenue 

1900 Neo-Classical 
Revival 

Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8IR388 5056 North Old Dixie 
Highway 

c. 1920 Bungalow Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8IR624 Old Vero Beach 
Community Building / 
2146 14th Avenue 

1935 Frame 
Vernacular 

National Register–Listed 

8IR858 Hall Of Giants, McKee 
Jungle Gardens / US 1 
and 4th Street 

1940 Other Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8IR975 Vero Beach Diesel 
Power Plant / 1133 19th 
Place 

1926 Masonry 
Vernacular 

National Register–Listed 

8IR1464 Vero Beach Community 
Center / 2266 14th 
Avenue 

1966 Moderne Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8IR1475 1146 21st Street 1966 Moderne Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

 
Table 38. St. Lucie County Significant Historic District Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8SL2801 Edgar Town Historic 
District 

Historic District Considered National 
Register–Eligible; Locally 
Designated by the City 
Fort Pierce 
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Table 39. St. Lucie County Significant Historic Resources Within the North-South Corridor 
Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8SL78 Fairmont Manor / 5707 
South Indian River Drive 

1896 Neo-Classical 
Revival 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL220 9015 South Indian River 
Drive 

c.1890 Frame Vernacular Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8SL229 6109 South Indian River 
Drive 

c. 1915 Colonial Revival Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8SL234 5309 South Indian River 
Drive 

c. 1935 Colonial Revival Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8SL236 Riverhill / 4625 South 
Indian River Drive 

1903 Frame Vernacular Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL237 Britt House / 4511 South 
Indian River Drive 

1908 Frame Vernacular Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL238 Card, N.E. House / 3915–
3917 Indian River Drive 

1914 Masonry 
Vernacular 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL247 Hoskins House / 2929 
North Indian River Drive 

1910 Frame Vernacular Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8SL289 Old Fort Pierce City Hall / 
315 “A” Avenue 

c. 1925 Italianate National Register–
Listed 

8SL799 Sunrise Theater / 117 2nd 
Street South 

c. 1923 Mediterranean 
Revival 

National Register–
Listed 

8SL825 601 South 2nd Street c. 1935 Masonry 
Vernacular 

Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8SL826 Tyler, Frank House / 519 
2nd Street South 

c. 1924 Mediterranean 
Revival 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL917 Banyon Belle Manor / 
1001 South Indian River 
Drive 

1905 Georgian Revival Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL918 1009 South Indian River 
Drive 

1925 Mission Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL920 1029 South Indian River 
Drive 

1920 Georgian Revival Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8SL926 Peacock, O.L. House / 
2211 South Indian River 
Drive 

1920 Mediterranean 
Revival 

Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8SL930 Lesher, Stephen House / 
2501 South Indian River 
Drive 

1920 Italian 
Renaissance 
Revival 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 
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FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8SL931 Carlton-Vest House / 2507 
South Indian River Drive 

1920 Masonry 
Vernacular 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL932 Casa Del Rio / 2513 
South Indian River Drive 

1920 Italian 
Renaissance 
Revival 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL933 Phelps, Babe House / 
2521 South Indian River 
Drive 

1935 Monterey Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL1599 Shadetree Studio / 2900 
Old Dixie Highway 

1950 Frame Vernacular Determined National 
Register–Eligible by 
the SHPO 

8SL1922 East Coast Packers / 
2130 Old Dixie Highway 

1950 Industrial 
Vernacular 

Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

 
Table 40. Martin County Significant Resource Group Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8MT1573 Witham Field Airport Mixed District Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

 
Table 41. Martin County Significant Historic Linear Resource Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8MT1621 Dixie Highway Linear Resource Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

 
Table 42. Martin County Significant Historic Resources Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8MT46 George W. Parks Store / 
Stuart Feed / 101 South 
Flagler Avenue 

1901 Frame 
Vernacular 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8MT84 Fern Building / 73 West 
Flagler Avenue 

c. 1950 Masonry 
Vernacular 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8MT86 Lyric Theatre / 59 
Southwest Flagler Avenue 

c. 1926 Mediterranean 
Revival 

National Register–
Listed 
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FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8MT130 East Coast Lumber and 
Supply / 49 Southwest 
Flagler Avenue 

1917 Frame 
Vernacular 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8MT131 Hobe Sound Cabinetry / 
500 South Dixie Highway 

1917 -  
c. 1926 

Masonry 
Vernacular 

Determined National 
Register–Eligible by the 
SHPO 

8MT307 Crary House / 161 
Southwest Flagler Avenue 

1925 Tudor Revival Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8MT838 12200 Southeast Nassau 
Street 

c. 1941 Frame 
Vernacular 

Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

8MT1066 250 North Flagler Road c. 1940 Masonry 
Vernacular 

Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

 
Table 43. Palm Beach County Significant Historic District Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Resource Type 
National Register 

Status 

8PB13340 Kelsey City Layout Historic District Considered National 
Register–Eligible 

 
Table 44. Palm Beach County Significant Historic Cemetery Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address Date Est. National Register Status 

8PB218 Evergreen Cemetery 1916 Considered National 
Register–Eligible; Listed on 
City of West Palm Beach 
Local Register 

 
Table 45. Palm Beach County Significant Historic Resource Identified Within the North-South 
Corridor Indirect APE 

FMSF # Site Name / Address 
Const. 
Date 

Style 
National Register 

Status 

8PB6064 St. John’s Baptist 
Church / 2010 A. E. 
Isaacs Avenue 

1929 Mission Considered 
National Register–
Eligible 
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Significant Historic Resources within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 
(Brevard County) 

 

 
Figure 39: Union Cypress Saw Mill Historic District (BR2173), from the corner of Main 

Street and Church Street, facing Northeast 
 

 
Figure 40: Hilltop Cemetery (8BR1724), facing Southeast 
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Figure 41: Cocoa Cemetery (8BR1777), facing Southwest 

 

 
Figure 42: Former Florida East Coast Railway Train Station / 317 Rosa Jones Drive 

(8BR2779), facing Southwest 
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Figure 43: Florida Power & Light Company Ice Plant / 1604 South Harbor City 

Boulevard (8BR215), facing Northwest 
 

 
Figure 44: Marion S. Whaley Citrus Packing House / 2275 Rockledge Boulevard West 

(8BR759), facing Northwest 
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Figure 45: Mattie Lamar House / 361 Stone Street (8BR1163), facing South 

 

 
Figure 46: Jorgensen's General Store / 5390 US Highway 1 (8BR1710), facing 

Northwest 
 



CRAR for the AAF Passenger Rail Project from Orlando to West Palm Beach 
Orange, Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie, Martin, and Palm Beach Counties 

September 2013 

 

Janus Research  86 

 
Figure 47: Cocoa Cemetery Storage Building / 101 North Cocoa Boulevard (8BR1723), 

facing Southwest 
 

 
Figure 48: Ashley's Cafe & Lounge / 1609 Rockledge Boulevard West (8BR1739), 

facing Northwest 
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Figure 49: Rockledge Gardens Nursery and Landscaping / 2153 Rockledge Boulevard 

West (8BR1741), facing Southwest 
 

 
Figure 50: Bohn Equipment Company / 255 Olive Street (8BR1765), facing Southeast 
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Significant Historic Resources within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 
(Indian River County) 
 

 
Figure 51: McKee Jungle Gardens (8IR859), facing Southeast 

 

 
Figure 52: Dixie Highway (8IR1519), facing South from? 
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Figure 53: FDOT Bridge No. 880001 (8IR1516), facing Southeast 

 

 
Figure 54: Vero Railroad Station / 2336 14th Avenue (8IR68), facing Northeast 
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Figure 55: George Armstrong Braddock House / 1309 Louisiana Avenue (8IR99), facing 

West 
 

 
Figure 56: Baughman House / 1525 North Louisiana Avenue (8IR100), facing 

Northwest 
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Figure 57: 5056 North Old Dixie Highway (8IR388), facing Southeast 

 

 
Figure 58: Old Vero Beach Community Building / 2146 14th Avenue (8IR624), facing 

Northeast 
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Figure 59: Hall Of Giants, McKee Jungle Gardens / US 1 and 4th Street (8IR858), facing 

Northeast 
 

 
Figure 60: Vero Beach Diesel Power Plant / 1133 19th Place (8IR975), facing Southeast 
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Figure 61: Vero Beach Community Center / 2266 14th Avenue (8IR1464), facing East 

 

 
Figure 62: 1146 21st Street (8IR1475), facing Southeast 
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Significant Historic Resources within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 
(St. Lucie County) 

 

 
Figure 63: Edgar Town Historic District, along the West side of North 2nd Street, 

(8SL2801), facing Southwest 
 

 
Figure 64: Fairmont Manor / 5707 South Indian River Drive (8SL78), facing Northwest 
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Figure 65: 9015 South Indian River Drive (8SL220), facing Southwest 

 

 
Figure 66: 6109 South Indian River Drive (8SL229), facing West 
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Figure 67: 5309 South Indian River Drive (8SL234), facing West 

 

 
Figure 68: Riverhill / 4625 South Indian River Drive (8SL236), facing Southwest 
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Figure 69: Britt House / 4511 South Indian River Drive (8SL237), facing Southwest 

 

 
Figure 70: N.E. Card House / 3915–3917 Indian River Drive (8SL238), facing Southwest 
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Figure 71: Hoskins House / 2929 North Indian River Drive (8SL247), facing Southwest 

 

 
Figure 72: Old Fort Pierce City Hall / 315 “A” Avenue (8SL289), facing Southwest 
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Figure 73: Sunrise Theater / 117 2nd Street South (8SL799), facing Southwest 

 

 
Figure 74: 601 South 2nd Street (8SL825), facing Southwest 
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Figure 75: Frank Tyler House / 519 2nd Street South (8SL826), facing West 

 

 
Figure 76: Banyon Belle Manor / 1001 South Indian River Drive (8SL917), facing 

Northwest 
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Figure 77: 1009 South Indian River Drive (8SL918), facing West 

 

 
Figure 78: 1029 South Indian River Drive (8SL920), facing West 
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Figure 79: O. L. Peacock House / 2211 South Indian River Drive (8SL926), facing 

Northwest 
 

 
Figure 80: Stephen Lesher House / 2501 South Indian River Drive (8SL930), facing 

Northwest 
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Figure 81: Carlton-Vest House / 2507 South Indian River Drive (8SL931), facing 

Northwest 
 

 
Figure 82: Casa Del Rio / 2513 South Indian River Drive (8SL932), facing West 
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Figure 83: Babe Phelps House / 2521 South Indian River Drive (8SL933), facing 

Southwest 
 

 
Figure 84: Shadetree Studio / 2900 Old Dixie Highway (8SL1599), facing Southeast 
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Figure 85: East Coast Packers / 2130 Old Dixie Highway (8SL1922), facing Southeast 

 
Significant Historic Resources within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 
(Martin County) 
 

 
Figure 86: Witham Field Airport (8MT1573), facing South 
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Figure 87: Dixie Highway (8MT1621), facing North 

 

 
Figure 88: George W. Parks Store / Stuart Feed / 101 South Flagler Avenue (8MT46), 

facing East 
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Figure 89: Fern Building / 73 West Flagler Avenue (8MT84), facing North 

 

 
Figure 90: Lyric Theatre / 59 Southwest Flagler Avenue (8MT86), facing Southeast 
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Figure 91: East Coast Lumber and Supply / 49 Southwest Flagler Avenue (8MT130), 

facing West 
 

 
Figure 92: Hobe Sound Cabinetry / 500 South Dixie Highway (8MT131), facing West 
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Figure 93: Crary House / 161 Southwest Flagler Avenue (8MT307), facing Northeast 

 

 
Figure 94: 12200 Southeast Nassau Street (8MT838), facing South 
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Figure 95: 250 North Flagler Road (8MT1066), facing Northeast 

 
Significant Historic Resources within the North-South Corridor Indirect APE 
(Palm Beach County) 
 

 
Figure 96: 10th Street within the Kelsey City Layout (8PB13340), facing Southwest 
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Figure 97: Evergreen Cemetery (8PB218), facing South 

 

 
Figure 98: St. John’s Baptist Church / 2010 A. E. Isaacs Avenue (8PB6064), facing 

Southeast 
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Historic Districts Adjacent to the North-South Corridor At-Grade Crossings  
 
As a result of the reconnaissance survey and background research, nine at-grade crossings 
were identified within or adjacent to one National Register–eligible historic district and two 
considered National Register–eligible historic districts located along the North-South 
Corridor. Three at-grade crossings are located adjacent to the National Register–eligible 
Union Cypress Historic District (8BR2173) in Brevard County, four at-grade crossings are 
located within the National Register–eligible Edgartown Historic District (8SL2801) in St. 
Lucie County, and two at-grade crossings are located within and adjacent to the National 
Register–eligible Kelsey City Layout Historic District (8PB13340) in Palm Beach County. 
The locations of the at-grade crossings relative to the identified historic districts are 
illustrated on the maps in Appendix F and listed in Table 46. 
  
Table 46. At-Grade Crossings Located Within or Adjacent to National Register–Eligible or 
Considered National Register–Eligible Historic Districts and Corresponding Map Number 

Street Name Adjacent Historic District(s) 
Map No. In 
Appendix F 

Brevard County 

Line Street National Register–eligible Union Cypress 
Historic District (8BR2173) Map 21 Jernigan Avenue 

University Boulevard East 

St. Lucie County 

Avenue H Considered National Register–eligible 
Edgartown Historic District (8SL2801) 

Map 54 
Seaway Drive 

Avenue D 

Avenue C/AE Backus Avenue 

Palm Beach County 

Old Dixie Highway/Park Avenue Considered National Register–eligible Kelsey 
City Layout Historic District (8PB13340) Map 91 

Silver Beach Road 
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CONCLUSIONS 
 
The CRAR of the All Aboard Florida (AAF) Passenger Rail Project (Project) from Orlando 
to West Palm Beach was undertaken at the request of AAF – Operations LLC by Janus 
Research of Tampa, Florida. The overall Project proposes implementing a privately owned, 
operated, and maintained intercity passenger rail service that will connect downtown Miami, 
Florida to downtown West Palm Beach, Florida with one stop in downtown Fort Lauderdale, 
Florida with continuing service to Orlando, Florida. To accommodate this, the Project 
proposes improvements to existing rail line within the existing FEC Railway Corridor Main 
Line ROW; addition of new or modified rail within the existing FEC Railway Corridor Main 
Line ROW; construction of new rail line along the SR 528 transportation corridor; 
construction of new passenger rail stations in Miami, Fort Lauderdale, West Palm Beach, and 
Orlando; upgrades to numerous bridges, highway crossings, and pedestrian crossings; 
addition of new track signal controls at key intersections; and construction of a new VMF 
near the Orlando station terminus. The objective of this survey was to identify cultural 
resources within the APE and assess their eligibility for listing in the National Register 
according to the criteria set forth in 36 CFR Section 60.4.  
 

Airport Rail Alignment and VMF 
 
The archaeological APE for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF is included entirely within 
the boundaries of archaeological investigations conducted for An Archaeological and 
Historical Survey of the Proposed Curtis H. Stanton Energy Center Railroad (Randy and de 
la Fuente 1981), Improvements to the Orlando International Airport (Browning 1977), and 
the CRAS of the GOAA’s South Terminal Complex EA in Orange County, Florida (Janus 
Research 1998). A review of these previous surveys and an updated search of the FMSF data 
identified one previously recorded archaeological site within the archaeological resources 
APE established for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF. South Terminal Northeast 
(8OR8277) is located within the Airport Rail Alignment in Orange County and is a low-
density precolumbian lithic scatter consisting of two lithic waste flakes. The SHPO 
previously determined this site to be ineligible for listing in the National Register in 1998. 
 
These three aforementioned surveys also included the entirety of the historic APE for the 
Airport Rail Alignment and VMF. Since additional resources could have become historic 
since these previous surveys were conducted, an updated desktop was undertaken. The 
updated desktop survey resulted in the identification of no historic resources located within 
the APE for the Airport Rail Alignment and VMF.  
 

East-West Corridor 
 
The archaeological APE for the East-West Corridor is contained partially within the 
boundaries of the APE developed for the CRAS for the SR 528 PD&E Study from SR 520 to 
the Port Canaveral Terminal B Interchange, Orange and Brevard Counties (Janus Research 
2005) and the CRAS of the Proposed Magnolia Ranch Development Site, Orange County, 
Florida (Piper Archaeology 1990). An updated search of the FMSF data was conducted to 
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identify previously recorded sites within and adjacent to the East-West Corridor. Subsurface 
testing was conducted within previously unsurveyed areas located within the expected 
preferred alternative (Alternative E and the common elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West Corridor). No previously recorded or newly recorded 
archaeological sites were identified within the archaeological APE for the East-West 
Corridor as a result of the current survey. Access to a portion of the East-West Corridor 
located within one private landowner’s property was not yet coordinated during the current 
survey. Once access is coordinated, a supplemental addendum report will be completed to 
document the results of pedestrian survey and subsurface testing conducted within this 
portion of the East-West Corridor. 
 
The historic resources survey for the AAF Railway East-West Corridor resulted in the 
identification of nine historic resources within the APE. Of the identified historic resources, 
six have been previously recorded (8BR1735, 8BR1736, 8OR9851, 8BD1870, 8BD2697, 
and 8OR9850) and three are newly recorded (8BR3066, 8BR3067, and 8BR3068). These 
resources consist of five historic buildings (8BR1735, 8BR1736, 8BR3066, 8BR3067, and 
8BR3068), one historic resource group (8OR9851), and three historic linear resources 
(8BD1870, 8BD2697, and 8OR9850). All of the previously recorded historic resources with 
the exception of the National Register–eligible Florida East Coast Railroad (8BR1870) have 
already been determined ineligible for inclusion in the National Register by the SHPO. The 
three newly recorded historic buildings identified within the project APE are considered 
ineligible for listing in the National Register either individually or as part of a district. A 
FMSF form for each of these three historic resources is included in Appendix A. Previously 
completed FMSF forms for historic resources along the East West Corridor are also included 
in Appendix A. 
 

North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line 
 
The archaeological APE for the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line is included 
entirely within the APE established for the FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail Project Volume I: A 
Cultural Resource Assessment Survey of the FEC Mainline in Brevard, Duval, Flagler, 
Indian River, Martin, Palm Beach, St. Johns, St. Lucie, and Volusia Counties, Florida (PCI 
and Janus Research 2010). An updated search of the FMSF data was conducted to identify 
previously recorded sites within and adjacent to the FEC Railway Corridor Main Line ROW. 
Due to its ongoing use as an active freight line with frequent train traffic, subsurface 
archaeological testing was not feasible within the FEC ROW for reasons of safety.  
 
Five previously recorded archaeological sites were identified within the archaeological APE 
for the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line. One archaeological site (8IR846) was 
identified within the Indian River County segment of the APE; one site (8MT1287) was 
identified within the Martin County segment of the APE; and three previously recorded sites 
(8SL41, 8SL1136, and 8SL1772) were identified within the St. Lucie County segment of the 
APE. While none of these five previously recorded archaeological sites are National 
Register–listed, and none have been previously determined by the SHPO to be National 
Register–eligible, 8MT1287 and 8SL41 were evaluated by the initial Florida Master Site File 
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(FMSF) recorder as potentially National Register–eligible. No previously recorded 
archeological sites were identified within the Brevard or Palm Beach county segments of the 
North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line APE. 
 
The FEC Railway (8BR1870/8IR1497/8IR1518/8SL3014/8MT1391/8MT1450/8PB12102) 
has been previously determined by SHPO to be eligible for listing in the National Register as 
a linear historic district. Previously completed FMSF forms for the railway are included in 
Appendix B. 
 
Thirteen historic railway bridges were identified within the North-South FEC Railway 
Corridor Main Line ROW APE (8BR3058, 8BR3059, 8BR3060, 8BR3061, 
8BR3062/8IR1569, 8SL3191, 8SL3192, 8MT1623, 8MT1382, 8MT1624, 8MT1625, 
8MT1626, and 8PB16041). FMSF forms were completed for each bridge, and are included in 
Appendix C. With the exception of 8SL3192 which is non-contributing, each identified 
bridge is considered a contributing resource within the National Register–eligible FEC 
Railway linear historic district. Four of these bridges 8BR3058, 8BR3062/8IR1569, 
8MT1382, and 8PB16041 are also considered individually eligible for listing in the National 
Register.  
 
The only FEC Railway owned or associated resource identified within the FEC Railway 
Corridor Main Line ROW was the Florida East Coast Railroad Platform Structural Remains 
(8IR1049). Due to lack of remaining materials, this resource is considered ineligible for 
inclusion in the National Register on an individual basis, and is also considered non-
contributing to the FEC Railway linear historic district. An FMSF form this resource is 
included in Appendix C. While dates of construction were not available for all resources 
within the FEC Railway Corridor Main Line ROW, the resources visible within the ROW 
appear non-historic and ineligible for inclusion in the National Register.  
 
A total of 60 significant historic resources were identified adjacent to the North-South FEC 
Railway Corridor Main Line ROW within the project limits during the Reconnaissance 
Survey. These include 12 in Brevard County, 12 in Indian River County, 23 in St. Lucie 
County, 10 in Martin County, and three in Palm Beach County.  
 
Along the North-South FEC Railway Corridor Main Line three at-grade crossings are located 
adjacent to one National Register–eligible historic district in Brevard County (Union Cypress 
Saw Mill Historic District [8BR2173]); four at-grade crossings are located within a 
considered National Register–eligible historic district in St. Lucie County (Edgar Town 
Historic District [8SL2801]); and two at-grade crossings are located within and adjacent to a 
considered National Register–eligible Kelsey City Layout (8PB13340) in Palm Beach 
County. 
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~Florida 
.;..,Master 
:>c sitee = File · · 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site 18 BR01 735 

Recorder# ------
Field Date 1/19/2011 
Form Date 2/23/2011 

FOfmNo 201101 
famNo • fiekJ Date (YYY}'MM) 

Site Name (address If none) _2_4_17_ N_ C_o_c_o_a _B_l_v_d _ ___ _ _ _ r======----M=u=lt.::!ip~le:..::Li::st:::in=g~(D::H.::.R:..:o::.n~ly~) ----., 
Other Names >> ---------------- ----- --- ~-------------------~ 
SLJVey or Project Name Historic Structures Survey along US 1 

National Register Category Building (s) 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

SLWVeyl 

Street No. Direction Street Name 

Cocoa 

Street Type 

Boulevard 

Direction Suffix 

2417 North 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) Belmont Rd/N Cocoa Blvd 

City I Town (within 3 miles) _c_o_co_a _____ ______ -,--,-----=---:-------=:--:::--=- In Current City limits? YES 
County Brevard Tax Parcel l(s) 24-36-17- 53-00018 . 0-0011 . oo 
Subdivision Name Car 1 ton Terrace, Amended Block 18 Lot 11 , 12 
Ownership Private-Corporate-for Profit 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 
Route to (especially if no street address) 

USGS 7 .5' Map Name 

Township: _ _ Range: _ _ Section: 

MAPPING 

Publication Date _ _ _ » !COURTENAY ; 197 6 

1/4 section: » j24S ; 36E ; 17 ; UNSP 

Irregular Section Name: ----- --- ----
Landgrant 

UTM: Zone__ Easting __ _ Northing __ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

Sty~ Frame Vernacular 

Exterior Plan Rectangular 
Number of Stories 1 
Structural Systern(s) 

DESCRIPTION 

~Style ____________________________________ _ 

Other Exterior Plan --- - ---------------------------
» jN'ood frame 

Other Structural System(s) - ------- ---r=<====--------------. 
Foundation Type(s) » !continuous 

Other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material(s) --- ---- ----
Other Foundation Mlrterial(s) 

>> §oncrete Block 

Exterior Fabric(s) 
------------~=======---------~ 

Other Exterior Fabfic(s) 

Roof Type(s) 
--------------r====~----------~ 

Other Rooflype(s) ----------------;=~~------------, 
Roof Materia~s) 

Other Roof Matefial{s) --- ---- ---- ----
Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) - - ------- --»!Not applicable 

Other Roof Secondary Structure(s) 

Number of Chimneys _ o _ 

Chimney Material ---- ------
Other Chimney Material(s) --- ------- - ----

Chimney location(s) ------- --- - ---- - ----------- -------
PII!Je 1 of3 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8BR01735 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Window Descriptions 1/1 metal SHS windows and 1/1 wood SHS windows with ornamental shutters 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) east facade , she1 tered beneath gable roof porch w/latti ce & turned 

wood posts siding, accessed by wood ramp & step 

Porches: #open _1_ #closed-~ #incised~- Location(s) E/entry/lxl /lattice/turned wood railing/E 

Porch Roof Types(s) gable 
~---------------------------------------------------------------------

ExteriorOrnament ornuaenta l shutters, l attice on porch , vertical wood s i ding infi l l , rec tangular gabl e ven ts, s t one veneer 

Interior Plan Unknown Other Interior Plan -----------------------------------
Condition Fair --- -----

Commercial: MOSTly this category 

Institutional: SOME of this category 

Residential: SOME of this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Features (Number I type of outbuildings, major landscape features) 

Archaeological Remains (describe):------- - - - - - - - - ------ ----------- -
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Form completed? _ _ 
Narrative Description (optionaO ------------- ---------------------------------------------------------

HISTORY 

Construction year c1949 
Architect (last name first): _u_n_k_n_o_wn _________________________ Builder (last name first): _u_n_k_n_o_wn _____ ________________ _ 

Change"-. 1n LOCJtlon~ or CondltiOil'> 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

>>~ltered-not to standards; ;;non-hist stucco siding & atone veneer 

Stn.ctu·c' ~5e H o•o·y 

Year Use Started 
----~ 

Year Use Ended ----- » !Private residence;; Use ___ _______ _ 

Other Structure Uses ----------------------------------- -----
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods ---- --------------------------- » jExamine local property records 

Other research methods 

SURVEYOR"S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? :::N:-=-0 ____ ____ _ __ 

ldividually Eligible for National Register? _N....,.o _ _______ __ 

Potential Contribl1or to NR District? NO 

Name of Local Register if Eligible -------------------------

------------------
>> Area(s) of historical significance -------------------------------- ~----------------------------~ 

Other Historical Associations 

Explanation ofEvaluation (required) Due to its lack of architectural distinction and significant historical 
associations, 8BR1735 does not meet the minimum criteria for listing in the NRHP , either 
individually or as a contributing resource within a potential or existing historic district . 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8BR01735 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Docummt~~: ____________________ _ 

File or Accession #: 
Maintaining Organization:----------------- ----

Descriptive Information: 

>> l materials one location;Southeastern Archaeological Research ; 2605-11001T;photoa, maps, field notes, aerials 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last, First) VanDyke, Ryan 
--~~~~-------------------

Recorder Address/Phone 315 NW 138th Terrace , Newberry, FL 32669/352-333-0049 

Recorder Affiliation Southeaotoorn Arc haeoloqic&l ae .. arcb Other Affiliation -------- - - ---------------------
Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? __ __ 

CultlJ'al ResOU"ce Type: 
Electronic Form Used: 

Form Ty~ Code: 
Form Quality Ranking: 

Form Status Code: 

Supplement Information Status: 
Supplement File Status: 

Form Comments: 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

****** MASTER SITE FILE USE ONLY****** 

FMSF Staffer: 
Computer Entry Date: 

(1) USGS 7_5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5'' 
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8BR1735_a Facing North.JPG 8BR1735_b Facing West.JPG 

8BR1735_c Facing South.JPG 8BR1735_d Facing Southeast.JPG 
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""'m Florida 
-~aster 
__ -Stte~ 
= File~ 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Electronic Venlon 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site 18 BR01736 
Recorder# - --- - -
Field Date 1/19/2011 
Form Date 2/23/2011 

FormNo 201101 
f ormNo =Field Dae {YYYl'MI(} 

Site Name (address If none) 2 507 N Cocoa Blvd Multiple Listing (DHR only) 
~herNames ---------------->->r=~====~~---=~~~~~~~~~ 

----- - ------ --------- ----- ~-----------------------------~ 
Survey or Project Name Historic Structures Survey along us 1 Survey# 
National Register Category Building ( s) 

Street No. Direction 

North 

Street Name 

Cocoa 

Street Type 

Boulevard 

Direction Suffix 

2507 

Cross Streets (nearest/ bebveen) Bellaire Dr /N Cocoa Blvd 

City I Town (within 3 miles) _c _o_co_a _____ _ --=---------:-:-----=-------=-~ In Current City Umits? YES 
County Brevard Tax Parcel #(s) 24-36-17-53-00018.0-0001.00 

Subdivision Name Carl ton Terrace, Amended Block 18 Lot 1-10 
~~ Private-Corporate-for Profit 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 
Route to (especially if no street address) 

-------

MAPPING 

USGS 7 .5' Map Name ----- ----- ------------- Publication Date ______ » !COURTENAY ; 197 6 
Township: _ _ Range:__ Section: 1/4 sectlon: » j24S ; 36E ; 17 ; UNSP 

Irregular Section Name: ---------------------
L.andgrant 

UTM: Zone__ Easting Northing _ ____ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name. location) 

DESCRIPTION 

~yle Masonry Vernacular 

Exterior Plan Irregular 
Other Style--------------------------------

----~-------------- ~her Exterior Plan ---------- ----------------- -
Number of Stories 1 
Structural System(s) >> !concre te block 

Other Structural System(s) -------------------.=====~----------------. 
Foundation Type(s) » I slab 

Other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material(s) --------- -
Other Foundation Material(s) 

>> jPoured Concrete Footing 

---------------r========~----------. 
Exterior Fabric(s) » !concre te block 

Other Exterior Fabric(s) 
---------------r====~----------~ Roof Type(s) » jGable 

omerR~T~~ --------------------~====~~--~--~-----. 
RoofMaterial(s} » !composition shingles 

Other Roof Matelial{s) --- ---- --- --- - -
Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) ---- - --- - - - --» !Not applicable 

Other Roof Secondary Structure(s) 

Number of Chimneys _ o _ 

Chirmey Material - - -----------

Other Chirmey Malefial(s) ----- ----- - ------- 

Chi~yl~t~~ -------------------------------------
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8BR01736 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Window Descriptions casement windows 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details} Multiple entry doors along east facade shelte red by shed roof porch , 
attached garage to south 

Porches: #open _ 1_ #closed _ _ #incised 
Porch Roof Types(s) shed 

Location(s) E/entry/covered walkway/E , N 

------------------------------------- ------------------------------------
Exterior Ornament 

Interior Plan Unknown Other Interior Plan -------------------------------
Condition Fair ---------------
St'uC!tJr(· Surround nq~ 

Commerciai:MOSTly this category 

Institutional: SOME of this category 

Residential: saa: of this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Features (Number I type of outbuildings, major landscape features) Large gable roof pavilion to north. 

Archaeological Remains (describe): - - ----- --- -------------- --- --
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Form completed? _ _ 

Narrative Description (optionaO -------------------------------------------- ----------------------

HISTORY 

Construction year cl940 
Architect (last name first): _u_n_k_n_o_wn _____ _____________ Builder (last name first): _u_n_k_n...:.o_wn ______ ______ ____ _ 

ChangP~ 111 Locltrnn~ or C'ondJIIPil~ 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

>>~ition ;;; gable roof garage attached to south 

Use _______________ _ Year Use Started ----- Year Use Ended -----
» !commercial unspecified; ; 

Other Structure Uses ------------------------------------
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods - --------------------- ------- » !Examine local property records 

Other research methods 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? _N_o ___ ______ _ _ Name of Local Register If Eligible --- -------------------
ldividually Eligible for National Register? -::-:N:-=o _________ ____ _ 
Potential Contributor to NR District? NO ----------------
Area(s) of historical signifiCance -------------------------------- >>L_ ____________________________ ~ 

Other Historical Associations 

ExplanationofEvaluation(required) Due to its lack of archite ctural distincti on and s i qnificant historical 
associations , 8BR1736 does not meet the minimum criteria for listing in the NRHP , e i ther 
individually or as a contributing resource within a potential or existinq historic district . 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8BR01736 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Document type: - ----- ----
File or Accession 1: 

Maintaining Organization: ____ _ _ _____ _ _ 

Descriptive Information: - - - ----- --- - -

>> 1 materials one location ;Southeaatern Archaeoloqi cal Reaearch ;2605-11001T ;photoa, mapa , f i eld notes, aerial s 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last, First) _v_anD____,y,_k_e-'--, _R_,y,_an ___ _ _ _ ___ _ 

Recorder Address I Phone 315 NW 138th Terrace, Newberry, FL 32669/352- 333-0049 

Recorder Affiliation s o .. th ... a ter" ArcN.eol oqi ea1 !Waeareh Other Affiliation ---- --- ---- -------- -----------
Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? __ _ 

Cultural Resource Type: 
Electronic Form Used: 

Form Type Code: 
Form Quality Ranking: 

Form Status Code: 

Supplement Information Status: 
Supplement File Status: 

Form Comments: 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

- MASTER SITE FILE USE ONLY****** 

FMSF Staffer: 
Computer Entry Date: 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 
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8BR1736_a Facing Northeast.JPG 8BR1736_b Facing North.JPG 

8BR 1736 _ c Facing Northwest.J PG 8BR1736_d Outbuilding Facing Southwest.JPG 
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~Florida 

I Master 
Site . Fne8 
Original? NO 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
Dlsbicts, Landscapes, Building Complexes 

Elec!ronfe Ven!lon 2.2.0 

Slte18 BR01870 
Recorder I ___ _ 

Field Date 1/20/2011 
Form Data 2/23/2011 

Form'llo 201101 
Fom1No. ft!ld Dl1l8 (I'YYnGt) 

NOTE: Use thla form !D document rasouroes dasafbed In the 1m below. In each case, multiple c:cntrlbutlng (and non-mntribut!ng) cultural rescc.uces should also be 
documented lndlvldually at the Slta Flle. Do not use 1hls form for NR multiple property submlssfons: NR mul1iple property submlsslons (MPSs) are treated as Site Flle 
manuscripla, while Individual NR resources and dlslricl& Dstad unrler a given MPS oover each haw the MPS manuscript nwnber In the "FMSF SUrvey tr fleld. 

Desig118Cl lliatori c Landscape Choose the category that best describes the Resource Group 
• Historical district (coded "dlstrlcl" on NR Nomination) NON-archaeological district, buildings and NR structures only, NO arohaeologfcal sites 
• Archaeological district (coded "d'JStricl" on NR Nomination) archaeological sftes only NO bulld!ngs or NR structures 
• Mixed dlslrlct {coded "district" on NR Nomination)~ (1) archaeological sites and {2) cultural resources other than archaeological sites 
• FMSF buDding complex (coded "bullding(s)" on NR Nomination) multiple buildings In cklse spallal m! fimctlonal association. If lhls box Ia 

dlecked, as many as possible of the associated bulldlngs must also be listed on the Site FHe. 
• Designed hlstorf& landscape (coded "dlstrlcl" or "site" on NR Nomination) can Include multiple resources (see National Register BuDelin 18, 

page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g., parl<s, golf oourses, campuses, resorts, etc.) 
• Rural historic landscape (coded "district" or "site" on NR Nomination) can Include multiple resources and not formally designed (see National 

Register BuBet/n, GuideUnes for Evaluating and Doaonenting Rural Historic LBndscapesfor a more detailed definltlon and examples: 
e.g., farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

Resource Group Name Florida East Coast Railroad Multiple Ustfng (OHR only) ___ _ 

Alternate Names ------------ » lcsx Transportation I 
Project Name Historic Structures Survey along OS 1 FMSF SWYeyl __ _ 

National Register category _s_i ta __ _ 

LOCATION & MAPPING 

Street No. Direction Street Nama Street Type Direction Suffix 

County Brevard OWnership Type Privata-Co%p0rate-~or Profit 

City /Town wlthlnJ miles _eo_c::oa _ _ _ ____ _____ _ In Q.mmt City Limits? _YE_s __ _ 

~7E~p~---------------------- Publication Date ____ » I sHARPES; 1992 

1/4 section: ---- --- - >> 1248 ;36E ;70l;East Half Township:__ Range:___ Section: 

Irregular Section Name: 

NameofPubDc Trm:t(e.g., park)----------------------------------- -

~---------------------------
Verbal Description of Boundarles (Description does not replace required map) runs paral.lel to OS 1 (Cocoa Blvd) on the 
west side through City of Cocoa 

Plat or other map (map's name. orfgfnatlng offlcewfth location) ----- ---- ---------- ----

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) Photocopied USGS 7.5' map with district borders In red 
(2) Street map or plat or aerial, at least 1 n=400'scale; resources mapped & labeled 
(3) At least one B&W photooraphlc print at least 3X5: general streetscape or view 

required; optional: aerial photographs, views of typical resources 
(4) Tabulation of all included resources (Name, FMSF #,Contributing? YIN, resource 

category, street address or township-range-section If no address} 
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RESOURCE GROUP FORM Sftel8 

DESCRIPTION & HISTORY 

Construction Year (lfapplitabl8): c1886 

Architect I Designer {last name ftlsl): Builder (last name firat): -------------------Total rwmber of lndMdual resources btcluded In this Resource Group; I of contributing: 1 I of nun-contributing: o 

Time perlod(s) of significance: » !American-19th aentuzy 1821-1899 

Other time perlod(s) of significance (for archaeologlall dls!rlcts use phase name and approximate dales; for hJstorlcal dlstrlcls, use daiB range, e.g. 151925) 

Narrative Desalptlon (NRBuDelln 16 pp.61-63; attach aupplmnanlluyfile lfaloogerdescrfption lsalsonooded) RR corridor features single- & 

double-track roadway & is lined on either s i de by border of dense vegetation and trees. RR 
roadway displays mi.nimal amount of ground modification . RR bed contains layer of crushed-stone 
ballast & standard- gauge tracks . 

RESEARCH METHODS (select all that apply) 

Research Methods ----- --------------- »!Exami ne local property records 

~~~-------------------------------------------------------------
RECORDER"S OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

Potentially eligible Individually for National Register of Historic Plates? _YE_s ____ _ 

Potentially eligible as cordrlbulor to a National Register district? _N_o ________ r---------------------------, 
Area(s) of historical significance: » ._IT_r_an_spo_,__rta_ ti_ o_n ___ ___ ____, 

Other Historical AssocJations: ----- --------------------------------------
SummaryofSignlflcance(Requlred,seeNRBuDelln18p.71·2.}Previously recorded, 8BR1870 was detezmined by SBPO to be 
NRHP eligible . Segment of 8BR1870 in current APE retains integri ty of location, design, 
materials, & workmanship. It possesses associative value under Criterion A . 

FURTHER INFORMATION 

/.\cccssii)JC Documenwtion or Collections NOT ri iCcl With fMSf (e g' pl8nning de pill lnlCill file. pllOiO negatives. flelclnolcs) 

~~----------------- Maintaining Organization: ------ --- ----

FIIeor kcesslon 1: -----------------
~lnfomMUoo: ___ ___ _ _ _ _____ _ 

>>All. mat:e.r:ial.s one l ocat.ion; Southeaat:e= Archaeoloqical. bsearch; 2605- 110010:; photos, maps , fio ld notes, aeri als 

Recorder Name (Last. First) _VanDy_.,__ke_,,'--Ryan~----------
~~Ad~/~ 315 NW 138th Terrace, Newberry, FL 32669/352-333-0049 

AHIIJatlon Southeastern Archaeoloqical Research 
~Affil~n __________________________________________ __ 

Is Text-only supplement file attached (Surveyor ooly)? _ _ 

MASTER SITE FILE USE ONLY 

Cultural Resource Type: RG 

Electronic Form Used: R101 

Form Type Code: NORM 
Form Quality Ranking: NEW 

Form Status Code: SCAT 

Supplement Information Status: NO SUPPLEMENT 
Supplement File Status: NO SUPPLEMEN'l' FILE 

Form Comments: 

FMSF Staffer: 
~--~~-------------Computer Entry Date: 2/23/2011 
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Page1 Site #8 BR1870 RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Recorder# ____ _ 

D Original 
~Update 

Field Date _MJ_fZ_I 2010 
Form Date _Q§_/..1§._1 2010 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes and building complexes as described in the box below. Cultural resources 
contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this form for National Register 
multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to the individual 
resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number. 

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
[] Historic district (NR category "district"): buildings and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites 
[] Archaeological district (NR category "district"): a'Chaeological sites only: NO buildings or NR structures 
[] Mixed district (NR category "district"): includes more than one type of cultural resource (example: ~aeological sites D!. buidings) 
[] FMSF building complex (NR category usually "building(s)"): multiple buildings in close spatial Dt functional association 
[] Designed historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "site"): can include multiple resources (see National 

Register Bulletin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. parks, golf courses, campuses, resorts, etc.) 
[] Rural historic landscape (NR category usually "distncr or "site"): can include multiple resources and resources not formally 

designed (see National Register Bulletin #30, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detailed 
definition and examples: e.g. farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

if Unear resource (NR category usualy "structure1: Lilear resources are a special type of rural historic landscape and can 
include canals, railways, roads, etc. 

Resource Group Name Florida East Coast Railroad Multiple Listing [DHR only] --,-,.....-.---......-
Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail ____ ______________ FMSF Survey# Jq 159 
National Register Category (please check one): D building(s) 0 structure D district D site D object 
Linear Resource Type (if applica~): 0 canal 0 railway D road 0 other {describe): ---------------
Ownership: 1!'1private-profil Dprivale-nonpro~t Oprivate-iodividual Dprivate-nonspedfic Deity Ooounty Dstate Dfederal ONative American Dforeign Ounknown 

LOC.\ TIO'\ & \1.\PPI'\C; 

Address (if applicable, include N,S,E,W; #;St., Ave., etc.) FEC Railroad in Brevard Countv, from the northern county line to the southern county line 
including the Enterprise Branch running from Titusville towards the northwest. 
City/Town (within 3 miles} Cocoa, Titusville. Melbourne In Current City Limits? 0yes Dno Dunknown 
County or Counties (do not abbreviate)._B...,r .... ev.:..=a::..::rd:...:C::.::oo=u.:..::ntv:L-------------------------
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 
For complete list of townships, ranges and sections, please see Required Attachments section. 
1) Township Range Section Y. section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
2) Township Range Section Y. section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
3) Township Range Section Y. section: ONW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
4) Township Range Section Y. section: ONW DSW DSE DNE Dlrregular-name: ___ __ _ 
USGS 7.5' Map Name(s) & Date(s) (boundaries must be plotted on attached photocopy of map; label with map name and publication date} Maytown, Fla. 1950 
!PR1980, MR1992), Oak Hill. Fla. 1949 (PR1970. MR1992). Aurantia, Fla. 1950 !PR1970), Mims. Fla. 1949 !PR1970, Pl1989), Titusville, Fla. 
1949 (PR1988). Sharpes, Fla. 1949 (PR1988. MR1992). Courtenay. Fla. 1949 !PR1988, MR1992l. Cocoa. Fla. 1976. Eau Gallie, Fla. 1949 
(PR1988). Melbourne West. Fla. 1949 (PR1988). Melbourne East. Fla. 1949 (PR1980). Grant. Fla. 1949 (PR1970). Fellamere. Fla. 1949 !PR 
1970. MR1992), Sebastian. Fla. 1949 (PR1970). 
Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name, originating office with location} -------------- ---------
Landgrant _________ _ _________________ _ _________ _ 

Verbal Description of Boundaries (description does not replace required map) The railroad line runs through Brevard County from the Volusia County 

NR list Date 
__)_/ __ 
D Owner Objection 

SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dyes Dno Dinsufficient info Date _ 1_ 1__ lnit. __ _ 
KEEPER- Determined eligible: Dyes Dno Date _1_1 __ 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E057R0107 Florida Master Site File, Olvh;lon of Hi5torical Resources. R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
Phone (85012-45-6440 I Fax (850) 245-6<139/ E-mail SiteFile@dos.state.fl.uc 
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Page2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site #8 BR1870 

IIISTOR\ & f)ESCRIPTION I 
Construction date: Exactly (year) Approximately 1892 (year) Earlier than (year) Later than (year) 
Architect/Designer( last name fi rst): Henry Flagler Builder(last name first): Henrv Flagler I 
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group: #of contributing #of non-contributing ___ _ 
Time period(s) of significance (for prehistoric districts, use archaeological phase name ooQ apptoximate dates; fur historical districts, use date range(s). e.g. 1895-1925) 

Late 19111 century and early 20V~ century to present. 
Narrative Description (National Register BuHetin 16A pp. 33-34; fit a summary into 31ines or attach supplementary sheets if needed) The Brevard County section of I 
the FEC was constructed during the mid 1890s. The original FEC Railroad line. constructed by Henry Flagler. ran from Jacksonville. south to 
Key West. The FEC was a major contributor to the development of Florida during the early part of the 201h Century. _______ _ 

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 
0 property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

RESE.\RCH !\JETHODS (check all that a l >h) 

0 library research 
0 city directory 
0 newspaper flies 
0 historic photos 

0 building permits 
0 occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
0 interior inspection 

0 Sanborn maps 
0 plat maps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABS/HAER record search 

0 other methods (specify) ______ _____________ ____ ________ _ 

Bibliographic References (use Continuation Sheet, give FMSF Manuscript# if relevant) -------- -------- --- --

OPI:\10:\ OF RF.SOliHT SIG:\IFIC \'\('F 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? 0yes Dna Dinsufficient information 
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Dyes 0no Oinsufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 48-49. Attach longer statement if needed, on separate sheet) The Florida East Coast 
Railroad has been in continuous operation for over 100 years, retaining its original name and track lines. Since the FEC has been a working 
railroad throughout its history. many of the original tracks. ties. and other parts of ijs original construction have been replaced and updated. It 
has served as a historic railroad transportation function associated with one of the state's railroad companies. the FEC. since the nineteenth 
century. In 2009 the SHPO evaluated this section of the FEC as potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP. Pan american Consuttants. Inc. 
agrees with this assessment. - - ------ ------- - --------- --------- -

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. B for categories: e.g. 'architecture', 'ethnic heritage'. "community planning & developmenr. etc.) 
Community planning & development; Transportation 

DOCLI,JENT.\TION 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File- induding field & analysis notes, photos. plans. other important documents tllat are permanenUy accessible: For 
each separately maintained collection, describe (1) document type(s),* (2) maintaining organization,* (3) file or accession nos., and (4) descriptive information. ____ _ 
Field notes. maps, and digital photographs will be on file in the offiCe of Panamerican Consultants. Tampa under accession number 30003.003. 

IU:COH.DF.I{ 1'\ FOI~\J.\ riO:\ 

Recorder Name Bryce Rodgers 
Recorder Contact Information (Address/ Phone I Fax I Email) 1115 North Parsons Ave. Brandon, FL 3351 0 /813·684·5200 I brodgers@panamconsultants.com 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. Inc.----------------------- -----
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Township 

20 South 

21 South 

22 South 

23 South 

24 South 

25 South 

26 South 

27 South 

28 South 

29 South 

30 South 

Range 

34 East 

35 East 

34 East 

35 East 

35 East 

35 East 

36 East 

36 East 

36 East 

36 East 

37 East 

37 East 

37 East 

38 East 

38 East 

38 East 

Section 

04,05,09,36, 54, 72, 75 

06, 07, 08, 32, 33 

01 

04, 06, 07, 09, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21 , 28,29, 33, 34 

03, 04, 10, 15, 22, 26, 27, 35 

01 , 02, 12, 13, 24, 25,36 

31 

06,07, 17, 18, 20, 21 , 28, 33 

04,09, 10, 14, 15, 23,26,35, 36 

01 , 12, 13 

18, 19, 30, 31 , 32 

05, 08,09, 16, 21 , 27,28, 34 

02, 03, 11 , 13, 14, 24, 25 

30, 31 

05, 06, 08, 16, 17, 21 , 28, 33, 34 

03, 10, 11 , 14, 18, 23 



Required 
Attachments 

FEC Railroad in Titusville, Brevard County, facing north (PCI May 2010). 

0 PHOTOCOPY OF USGS 7.5' MAP WITH DISTRICT BOUNDARY CLEARLY MARKED 

@LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP WITH RESOURCES MAPPED & LABELED 

~TABULATION OF ALL INLCUDED RESOURCES (name, FMSF #, contributing? Y/N, resource 
category, street address or township-range-section if no address) 

0 PHOTOS OF GENERAL STREETSCAPE OR VIEWS (Optional: aerial photos, views of typical resources) 
Photos may be archival B&W prints OR digital image files. If submitting digital image files, they must be 
included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable). Digital images must be at least 
1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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'~~Florida 
s==Master 
11. sitce. =File· · . ,~ 

Original? YES 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
Districts, Landscapes, Building Complexes 

Electronic Version 2.2.0 

Site #8 BR02697 
Recorder# ____ _ 
Field Date 1/20/2011 

Form Date 2/23/2011 

FormNo 201101 
FormNo • Field ONE /'YYI'YMM) 

NOTE: Use this form to document resources described in the box below. In each case, multiple contributing (and non-contributing) cultural resources should also be 
documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this form for NR multiple property submissions: NR multiple property submissions (MPSs) are treated as Site File 
manuscripts, while individual NR resoorces and districts listed under a given MPS cover each have the MPS manuscript number in the 'FMSF Survey #' field. 

Designed Historic Landscape Choose the category that best describes the Resource Group 
• Historical district (coded "district" on NR Nomination) NON-archaeological district, buildings and NR structures only, NO archaeological sites 
• Archaeological district (coded "district' on NR Nomination) archaeological sites only NO buildings or NR structures 
• Mixed district (coded "district' on NR Nomination) both (1) archaeological sites and (2) cultural resources other than archaeological sites 
• FMSF building complex (coded "building(s)" on NR Nomination) multiple buildings in close spatial and functional association. If this box is 

checked, as many as possible of the associated buildings must also be listed on the Site File. 
• Designed historic landscape (coded "district" or "site" on NR Nomination) can include multiple resources (see National Register Bulletin 78, 

page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g., parks, golf courses, campuses, resorts, etc.) 
• Rural historic landscape (coded "district" or "site" on NR Nomination) can include multiple resources and not formally designed (see National 

Register Bulletin, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for a more detailed definition and examples: 
e.g., farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

Resource Group Name us 1 

Alternate Names » jcocoa Boulevard 

Pr~ectName Historic Structures Survey along US 1 

National Register Category _S_i_te _ _ _ 

LOCATION & MAPPING 

Street No. Direction Street Name Street Type 

County Brevard Ownership Type _s_t_a_t_e _______ _ 

Multiple Listing (DHR only) ___ _ 

I 
FMSF Survey# __ _ 

Direction Suffix 

City I Town within 3 miles _c_o_c_o_a _____________ _ In Current City Limits? _YE_s __ _ 

USGS 7.5' Map Name ____________ _ Publication Date » jsHARPES; 1992 
---

Township:__ Range: __ Section: >> j24S ;36E ;7;East Half 1/4 section: ----------------
Irregular Section Name: ___________ _ 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) __________________________________ _ 

Landgrant -----------------------

Verbal Description of Boundaries (Description does not replace required map) runs parallel to FEC Railroad on the east 
side through City of Cocoa 

Plat or other map (map's name, originating office with location) _ ________________________ _ 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) Photocopied USGS 7.5' map with district borders in red 

(2) Street map or plat or aerial, at least 1 "=400'scale; resources mapped & labeled 

(3) At least one B&W photographic print at least 3X5: general streetscape or view 
required; optional: aerial photographs, views of typical resources 

(4) Tabulation of all included resources (Name, FMSF #,Contributing? Y/N, resource 
category, street address or township~range~section if no address) 

Page 1 of2 



RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site #8 

DESCRIPTION & HISTORY 

Construction Year (if applicable): c1927 

Architect I Designer (last name first): unknown Builder (last name first): unknown 
------------------~---

Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group; #of contributing: 1 #of non-contributing: 0 

Time period(s) of significance: » !American-20th Century 

Other time period(s) of significance (for archaeological districts use phase name and approximate dates; for historical districts, use date range, e.g. 1895-1925) 

Narrative Description (NR Bulletin 16 pp. 61-63; attach supplementary file if a longer description is also needed) In 192 7 , Dixie Hwy replaced w I new 
asphalt road (US Hwy 1). Appears to have been built over Dixie Hwy within APE. Widened from 2 to 
4 lanes in 1958. I-95 completed in 1967 runs west & surpassed US 1 in importance as main 

entryway into western Florida. 

RESEARCH METHODS (select all that apply) 

Research Methods ------------------------------ » !Examine local property records 

Other research methods ------------------------------------------------------------------------

RECORDER'S OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? _N_o _______ _ 

Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? _N_o ___ ___ ~,----------------------------------, 

Area(s) of historical significance: » '----------------------------___J 

Other Historical Associations: 

Summary of Significance (Required, see NR Bulletin 16 p. 71-2.) Section of us 1 in APE does not retain its historic 
integrity and does not reflect the historic character of the roadway. Due to lack of historic 
fabric & integrity, section of 8BR2697 within APE is not eligible for NRHP listing. 

FURTHER INFORMATION 

Accessible Documentation or Collections NOT F1led w1th FMSF (e.g., plann1ng department f1le. photo negatives, f1eld notes) 

Document type: ___________ _ Maintaining Organization: ---- -------------------
File or Accession 1/: _ ______________________ _ Descriptive Information: ___________________________ _ 

>>All materials one location;Southeastern Archaeological Research;2605~11001T;photos, maps, field notes, aerials 

Recorder Name (Last, First) VanDyke, Ryan 
----=-~--~-----------------------

RecorderAddress/Phone 315 NW 138th Terrace, Newberry, FL 32669/352-333-0049 

Affiliation Southeastern Archaeological Research 

Other Affiliation -------------------------------------------------
Is Text-only supplement file attached (Surveyor only)? __ _ 

MASTER SITE FILE USE ONLY 

Cultural Resource Type: RG 

Electronic Form Used: RlOl 

Form Type Code: NOBM 
Form Quality Ranking: NEW 

Form Status Code: SCAT 

Supplement Information Status: NO SUPPLEMENT 
Supplement File Status: NO SUPPLEMENT FILE 

Form Comments: 

FMSF Staffer: 
~~~~~--------------

Computer Entry Date: 2/23/2011 

Page 2 of2 



Ctdto Rd 

Cocoa 

St 

\ 
~Ave 

Cltmr 
Lal<e 

501 

~ Brevard 

Ivy Or 

Commumty 
College 

u; 
j Ruth Sl 

~ ,.,..,_St 

Docon Bllld 

Hoghand Ct 
Lonng St 

~RetdSt 
01i1e Sl ~ 
ESt 1S 

B Sl G 
SunhomeSt 

501 

Lake Or 

515 

' 503 ~ 

ASI 
C St 

Hendry Ave 
t AUenSt < 
E l f .. ~ . 

0.. lt i Mitchell St 

School St 

0 1,600 2,000 ---======---=====---Meters 400 800 1,200 

- 8BR1870 

D Proposed APE 

8BR2697 

Microsoft Corp and/or its suppliers. 201 1. All rights reserved. 

Peec:Nrae St 
St JohnS St 

l 
i 

St 
ESt 

Whaley ~ St 
G St 

Rosa L Jc:Jnea Or 

5 

Witaro St ~ St 

515 

Cocoa 
0 



I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 



Site #8  ___________________  
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder #  _______________ 

Page 1 

� Original 
� Update 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Shaded Fields represent the minimum acceptable level of documentation. 
Consult the Guide to Historical Structure Forms for detailed instructions. 

Site Name(s) (address if none)  ____________________________________________________________ Multiple Listing (DHR only) _________  
Survey Project Name _________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) ______________  
National Register Category (please check one) � building � structure      � district      � site      � object  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual   �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American   �foreign   �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING 
Street Number Direction Street Name Street Type Suffix Direction

Address:
Cross Streets (nearest / between)  __________________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name _____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map  ___________________________  
City / Town (within 3 miles) ________________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________ 
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______ ¼ section: �NW �SW �SE �NE   Irregular-name:  _____________________ 
Tax Parcel  #  ___________________________________________________  Landgrant __________________________________________  
Subdivision Name _________________________________________________  Block  ___________________  Lot  _____________________ 
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________ Coordinate System & Datum  __________________________________
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

HISTORY

Construction Year: _________ �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________  
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use  __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________  
Alterations:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
Additions:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________  
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) ___________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? �yes    �no �unknown    Describe ___________________________________

DESCRIPTION
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______  
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
Roof Type(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
Roof Material(s)  1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.)  ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) _________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) ____________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date _______________      Init.________ 
   _______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no Date _______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E046R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building / 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 
Phone (850) 245-6440  /  Fax  (850)245-6439  /  E-mail  SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us 

BR03066
7-1-2013
7-11-2013

1

5161 Palm Avenue
CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

5161  Palm Avenue
S side of Palm Avenue, W of Pine Street

SHARPES 1980

Cocoa Brevard

24S 35E 9

24-35-09-25-16-10 

5 1 6 6 1 5 3 1 4 2 9 2 8

1963
Private Residence (House/Cottage/Cabin) 1963
Private Residence (House/Cottage/Cabin) 2013

c.2005 restuccoed, new porch, wind./doors, etc.

Masonry Vernacular Rectangular 1
Stucco _

Gable _ _

Composition shingles _ _
_ _

Metal SHS 1/1

stucco surrounds; stucco banding on porch supports

non-historic metal quonset style 

garage located to the S



Page 2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued)

Chimney: No.____ Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________  
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) _____________________________________________________________________________   
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________       
Condition (overall resource condition): �excellent �good �fair �deteriorated �ruinous
Narrative Description of Resource _______________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________ � Check if Archaeological Form Completed

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � building permits � Sanborn maps 
� FL State Archives/photo collection � city directory � occupant/owner interview � plat maps 
� property appraiser / tax records � newspaper files � neighbor interview � Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
� cultural resource survey (CRAS) � historic photos � interior inspection � HABS/HAER record search 
� other methods (describe) _____________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed)  ________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually?  �yes �no �insufficient information
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1. ___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2. ___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field notes, analysis notes, photos, plans and other important documents
Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail)

� USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
� LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP
� PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).
  Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required
Attachments

(available from most property appraiser web sites)

BR03066

Concrete block _

Continuous

Concrete Block

N side, at the shed roof porch, newer door with one-light glass 

2: small entry porch on the N side with a shed roof; additional porch 

on the the S (rear) side that is not visible from the ROW 

This Masonry Vernacular residence has undergone several recent updates to its 

facade. It retains its simple form and has few decorative elements.

historic aerial photography

This building exhibits a common design type 

found throughout Florida and the exterior facade has undergone several alterations.  Therefore, it is 

considered ineligible for listing in the National Register.

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com

Janus Research
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Site #8  ___________________  
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder #  _______________ 

Page 1 

� Original 
� Update 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Shaded Fields represent the minimum acceptable level of documentation. 
Consult the Guide to Historical Structure Forms for detailed instructions. 

Site Name(s) (address if none)  ____________________________________________________________ Multiple Listing (DHR only) _________  
Survey Project Name _________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) ______________  
National Register Category (please check one) � building � structure      � district      � site      � object  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual   �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American   �foreign   �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING 
Street Number Direction Street Name Street Type Suffix Direction

Address:
Cross Streets (nearest / between)  __________________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name _____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map  ___________________________  
City / Town (within 3 miles) ________________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________ 
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______ ¼ section: �NW �SW �SE �NE   Irregular-name:  _____________________ 
Tax Parcel  #  ___________________________________________________  Landgrant __________________________________________  
Subdivision Name _________________________________________________  Block  ___________________  Lot  _____________________ 
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________ Coordinate System & Datum  __________________________________
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

HISTORY

Construction Year: _________ �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________  
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use  __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________  
Alterations:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
Additions:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________  
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) ___________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? �yes    �no �unknown    Describe ___________________________________

DESCRIPTION
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______  
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
Roof Type(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
Roof Material(s)  1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.)  ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) _________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) ____________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date _______________      Init.________ 
   _______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no Date _______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E046R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building / 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 
Phone (850) 245-6440  /  Fax  (850)245-6439  /  E-mail  SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us 

BR03067
7-1-2013
7-11-2013

2

3800 Pine Street
CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

3800  Pine Street
SW corner of Palm Avenue and Pine Street

SHARPES 1980

Cocoa Brevard

24S 35E 9

24-35-09-25-16-1 

5 1 6 9 4 8 3 1 4 1 2 7 4

1965
Private Residence (House/Cottage/Cabin) 1965
Private Residence (House/Cottage/Cabin) 2013

c.1990s wind./doors, porch supp., shutters repl.

Masonry Vernacular Rectangular 1
Stucco _

Gable _ _

Composition shingles _ _
_ _

Metal SHS 1/1

faux shutters, lattice at the porch

3: one non-historic metal shed to 

the W, one wood frame shed to the SW, and one metal carport to the east at the front of the house



Page 2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued)

Chimney: No.____ Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________  
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) _____________________________________________________________________________   
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________       
Condition (overall resource condition): �excellent �good �fair �deteriorated �ruinous
Narrative Description of Resource _______________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________ � Check if Archaeological Form Completed

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � building permits � Sanborn maps 
� FL State Archives/photo collection � city directory � occupant/owner interview � plat maps 
� property appraiser / tax records � newspaper files � neighbor interview � Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
� cultural resource survey (CRAS) � historic photos � interior inspection � HABS/HAER record search 
� other methods (describe) _____________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed)  ________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually?  �yes �no �insufficient information
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1. ___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2. ___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field notes, analysis notes, photos, plans and other important documents
Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail)

� USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
� LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP
� PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).
  Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required
Attachments

(available from most property appraiser web sites)

BR03067

1 Concrete

Concrete block _

Continuous

Concrete Block

E side at porch, screen door in front of main door

1: E side, gable roof entry porch with lattice

This Masonry Vernacular has simple form and few decorative elements.

historic aerial photography

This building exhibits a common design type 

found throughout Florida, and limited research revealed no significant historical associations.  Therefore, 

it is considered ineligible for listing in the National Register.

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com

Janus Research
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Site #8  ___________________  
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder #  _______________ 

Page 1 

� Original 
� Update 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Shaded Fields represent the minimum acceptable level of documentation. 
Consult the Guide to Historical Structure Forms for detailed instructions. 

Site Name(s) (address if none)  ____________________________________________________________ Multiple Listing (DHR only) _________  
Survey Project Name _________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) ______________  
National Register Category (please check one) � building � structure      � district      � site      � object  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual   �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American   �foreign   �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING 
Street Number Direction Street Name Street Type Suffix Direction

Address:
Cross Streets (nearest / between)  __________________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name _____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map  ___________________________  
City / Town (within 3 miles) ________________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________ 
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______ ¼ section: �NW �SW �SE �NE   Irregular-name:  _____________________ 
Tax Parcel  #  ___________________________________________________  Landgrant __________________________________________  
Subdivision Name _________________________________________________  Block  ___________________  Lot  _____________________ 
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________ Coordinate System & Datum  __________________________________
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

HISTORY

Construction Year: _________ �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________  
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use  __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________  
Alterations:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
Additions:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________  
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) ___________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? �yes    �no �unknown    Describe ___________________________________

DESCRIPTION
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______  
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
Roof Type(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
Roof Material(s)  1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.)  ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) _________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) ____________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date _______________      Init.________ 
   _______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no Date _______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E046R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building / 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 
Phone (850) 245-6440  /  Fax  (850)245-6439  /  E-mail  SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us 

BR03068
7-2-2013
7-11-2013

3

2800 Clearlake Road
CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

2800  Clearlake Road
SW corner of Palm Avenue and Pine Street

SHARPES 1980

Cocoa Brevard

24S 36E 17

24-36-17-00-252  

5 2 4 2 9 6 3 1 4 1 2 7 4

1963
Storage building 1963
Commercial 2013

c.1990s wind./doors, porch supp., shutters repl.

Industrial Vernacular Rectangular 1
Metal _

Gable _ _

Sheet metal:5V crimp _ _
_ _

no windows visible

signage

none



Page 2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued)

Chimney: No.____ Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________  
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) _____________________________________________________________________________   
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________       
Condition (overall resource condition): �excellent �good �fair �deteriorated �ruinous
Narrative Description of Resource _______________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________ � Check if Archaeological Form Completed

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � building permits � Sanborn maps 
� FL State Archives/photo collection � city directory � occupant/owner interview � plat maps 
� property appraiser / tax records � newspaper files � neighbor interview � Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
� cultural resource survey (CRAS) � historic photos � interior inspection � HABS/HAER record search 
� other methods (describe) _____________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed)  ________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually?  �yes �no �insufficient information
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1. ___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2. ___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field notes, analysis notes, photos, plans and other important documents
Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail)

� USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
� LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP
� PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).
  Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required
Attachments

(available from most property appraiser web sites)

BR03068

Wood frame _

Continuous _

Concrete Block _

N side, simple metal entry door

1: large concrete block loading dock extends out on the S side

This Industrial Vernacular building has simple form and little architectural 

detailing. There appear to be entries on all four sides of the building.

historic aerial photography

This building exhibits a common design type 

found throughout Florida, and limited research revealed no significant historical associations. Therefore, 

it is considered ineligible for listing in the National Register.

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com

Janus Research
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Page 1 Site #8 OR9850 
Recorder# .=.26::::_ ___ _ 

[2] Original 
OUpdate 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 
Field Date 07 I 28 I 08 
Form Date 08 I 08 I 08 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes and building complexes as described in the box below. Cultural resources 
contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this form for National Register 
multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to the individual 
resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number. 

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
[J Historic district (NR category "district"): buildings and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites 
[J Archaeological district (NR category "district"): archaeological sites only: NO bu~dings or NR structures 
[] Mixed district (NR category "district"): includes more than one type of cultural resource (example: archaeological sites m!Q buildings) 
[J FMSF building complex (NR category usuaUy "bullding(s)"): multiple buildings in close spatial .!lSI functional association 
[J Designed historic landscape (NR categQ~y usually "district" or "site"): can include ll14.itiple resources (see National 

Register Bulletin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. parks, golf courses, campuses, resorts, etc.) 
[J Rural historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "site"): can include multiple resources and resources not formaRy 

designed (see National Register Bulletin #30, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detailed 
definition and examples: e.g. fannsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

IZJ Unear resource (NR category usualy •structure"): Linear resources are a special type of rural historic landscape and can 
indude canals, railways, roads, etc. 

Resource Group Name Bull Slough Drainage Ditches 
Project Name CRAS East Airfield Development Area, Orange County 

Multiple Listing [DHR only]_~~
FMSF Survey# I SC1-b i 

National Register Category (please check one): 0 building(s) 0 structure 0 district 0 site 0 object 
Linear Resource Type (if applicable): 0 canal 0 railway 0 road [ZJ other (describe): ,_dr..,a""ino:!a"-Cg>=e'-'d~i=tc:.!.'h'-""es,__ ________ _ 
Ownership:Oprivate.profit C)private-nonprofit [Jlrivate-individual [Z)private-nonspecific Deity C)county O state Qederal Oative American Otoreign Om known 

LOCATIO:\ & :\1..\PPI~G 

Address (if appljcatMe, indude N,S,E,W; #; St, Ave., etc.)-----------=---=---------------
City/Town (within 3 miles) Orlando In Current City Limits? Clyes OlO IZl.lnknown 
County or Counties (do not abbreviate) .;::O:..:.rr:.:a::.::n:£::.e _________________________ ___ _ 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)'------------------- ------ ------ --
1) Township 23S Range lQL Section 35/36 Y. section: ONW OSW 03E ONE Olrregular-name: _ ____ _ 
2) Township ill_ Range 30E Section 112 Y. section: ONW OSW DSE ONE Olrregular-name: _____ _ 
3) Township _ _ _ Range__ _ Section Y. section: ONW OSW OSE ~E Olrregular-name: _____ _ 
4) Township___ Range Section Y. section: ONW DSW OSE ONE Olrregular-name: _____ _ 
USGS 7 .5' Map Name( s) & Date( s) (boundaries must be plotted on attached photocopy of map; label with map name and publication date) -------

Pine Castle 1981 
Plat, Aerial , or Other Map (map's name, originating office with location) --- ---------- ------ ----
Landgrant--------------------:---::-,---,c-----;-;--:--~-:-~--:::--~----:---
Verbal Description of Boundaries (description does not replace required map) series of drainage ditches within the Gee Bee parcel 

Date .l..J 1'1 I~ 
KEEPER- Detennined eligible: Dyes Dno Date _1_1 __ 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National RegisterBuHetin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E057R0107 Florida Master SHe File, Division of Historical Resources. R. A. Gray BuildiniJ, 500 South Btonough Street, Tallahassee, Fl ~250 
Phone (850) 2451440 I Fax (850) 245-6439/ E-mail SiteFHe@dos.state.n.us 



Page 2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site #S OR9850 

HISTORY & I>ESCRIPTIO~ 

Construction date: Exactly _ _ (year) Approximately 194 7 (year) Earlier than (year) Later than __ ( year) 
ArchitecVDesigner{last name first): Builder( last name first): _____ _ _ ___ _ _ 
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group:# of contributing l #of non-contributing ___ _ _ 
Time period(s) of significance (for prehistoric districts. use archaeological phase name and approxmate dates; for historical districts, use date range(s). e.g. 1895-1925) 

1947- resent 
Narrative Description (National Register Bulletin 16A pp. 33-34; fit a summary into 3 lines or attach supplementary sheets if needed} _ _____ _ _ _ _ 
series of drainage ditches that were constructed between a number of wetlands across the tract: these extended 
north and west of the current property lines; they are 1-l 0 m across and most are choked with vegetation 

!Zl FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
D FL State Archives/photo collection 
0 property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

RESEARCH 'IETHODS (check all that a h) 

01ibrary research 
0 city directory 
0 newspaper files 
D historic photos 

D building permits 
0 occupanUowner interview 
D neighbor interview 
D interior inspection 

0 Sanbom maps 
0platmaps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
D HABS/HAER record search 

D other methods (specify) _ _ _ _ ___ ___ _ ~--~:--::::~-::-:-~:--.......,.-,::-----,------=----
Bibliographic References (use Continuation Sheet. give FMSF Manuscript# if relevant) ACI (2008) Cultural Resource Assessment Survey 
for the Gee Bee Parcel Greater Orlando Aviation Authority Orange County, Florida 

OPl-'iJO~ OF RESOt'RCE SIG~IFI('Al'ICE 

indivi uals or events; low research potential 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. "architecture", "ethnic heritage', "community planning & development", etc.) 
none 

00(' L '1 E ~TAT I 0' 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes. photos, plans, other important documents that are permanently accessible: For 
each separately maintained collection, desaibe (1) document type(s),' (2) maintaining organization,' (3) file or accession nos., and (4) descriptive information. _ ___ _ 

documentation of file ACI P08050 

RECORDER I'FOR:\1.\ TIO~ 

Recorder Name Horvath. Elizabeth A. 
Recorder Contact Information (Address 1 Phone 1 Fax 1 Email) 98 H ickorywood Dr., Crawfordville, FL 32327, 850-926-9285 
acinorth@comcast.net 

Recorder Affiliation Archaeological Consultants, Inc. 

Required 
Attachments 

0 PHOTOCOPY OF USGS 7.5' MAP WITH DISTRICT BOUNDARY CLEARLY MARKED 
8 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP WITH RESOURCES MAPPED & LABELED 
8) TABULATION Of ALL INLCUDED RESOURCES (name, FMSF #,contributing? YIN, resource 

category,. street address or township-range-section if no address) 
8 PHOTOS OF GENERAL STREETSCAPE OR VIEWS (Optional: ..nat photos, views of typical ~) 

Photos may be archival B&W prints QB digital image files. If submitting digital image files, they must be 
included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable}. Digital images must be at least 
1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, ipeg or tiff. 



Page3 Resource Group Form 

Pine Castle, Fla. 1981 
Township 23 South, Range 30 East, Sections 35 and 36 
Township 24 South, Range 30 East, Sections I and 2 

0 , 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONSULTANTS I NCORPORATED 

Site #8 OR9850 

"'''"' ().itch 

1• ro jecl • rea 



-

-





Page 1 Site #8 OR9851 
Recorder# 34, 26, 24, 18, I, 57 

00riginal 
DUpdate 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1107 
Field Date 7 I 30 I 08 
Form Date 8 110 108 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes and building complexes as described in the box below. Cultural resources 
contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this fonn for National Register 
multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to the individual 
resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number. 

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
[] HJstoric district (NR category "district"): buildings and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites 
[] Archaeological district (NR category "district"): archaeological sites only: NO buildings oi NR structures 
EJ Mixed district (NR category "district"): includes more than one type ot CUltural resoli'Ce (example: archaeo~cal sites g blildings) 
[] FMSF building complex (NR category usually "building(s)"): multiple buildings in dose spatial i0!1 functional association 
[] Designed historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "site"): can include multiple resources (see National 

Register Bulletin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. part<s, golf courses. campuses, resorts, etc.) 
[] Rural histone landscape (NR category usuaHy "district" or "site"): can include nUtiple re5(UC8S Md I'8SOU"CeS not formally 

designed (see National Register BuMetin#30, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detailed 
definition and examples: e;g. farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremOnial sites, etc.) 

[] Unear resource (NR category usually "structure"): Linear resources are a special type of rural historic landscape and can 
include canals, railways, roads, etc. 

Resource Group Name East Airfield Development Area Resource Group 
Project Name CRAS East Airfield Development Area, Orange County 

Multiple Listing [DHR only) -:-,.,..,......-r--

FMSF Survey# ~, S' ·i6l 
National Register Category (please check one): D building(s) 0 structure 0 district 0 site D object 
Linear Resource Type (if applicable): 0 canal 0 railway 0 road 0 other (describe): ----~--------~--
Ownership:[Z]pmatei)rofit Qprivate-nonprofit Q>rivate-individual Qprivate.flonspecific D eity C]county O state Qederal Qlative American 0f0feign C)Jnknown 

LOC.\TIO~ & :\IAPPI~G 

Address (if applicable, includ~ N,S,E,W; #;St., Ave., etc.) _nl_a~~---~---=---=~--------------
City/Town (within 3 miles) Pme Castle In Current City Limits? Dyes IDlo Dmknown 
County or Counties (do notabbreviate)..::O..::.r.;..;an"""'-e ___________ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ _ 
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) _____ _ ____ _ ____ _ _ _ ____ _ _ _ _ ______ _ 

1) Township~ Range 30E Section 11. 2 Y. section: I:JNW OSW CISE ONE Dlrregular-name: _ _ ___ _ 
2) Township .MS.__ Range 31 E Section 6 Y.. section: ONW OSW DSE I:JNE Olrregular-name: _ _ ___ _ 
3) Township 23S Range 30E Section 35, 36 Y. section: DNW OSW DSE ~E Dlrregular-name: _ _ ___ _ 
4) Township 23S Range 31E Section 31 Y..section: ONW DSW OSE ONE Olrregular-name: _ _ ___ _ 
USGS 7.5' Map Name(s) & Date(s) (boundaries must be plotted on attached photocopy of map; label with map name and publication date} ____ _ _ _ 

Pine Castle 1953 PR 1987 
Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name. originating office with location) ---- ----- ------------- - -
Landgrant _________ ___ ______________ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ ___ _ 

Verbal Description of Boundaries (description does not replace required map) --=-7"':"=-==:--::==----:c--=----=--~,.......-=-=-=--::---=----
The west boundary generally transects Sections 11 and 2 of 24S/30E. The north boundary follows CR528, the east 
boundaty follows CRlS. and the south boundazy generally follows Dowden Road. 

Date _l_j IY tEj_ 
KEEPER- Determined eligible: Dyes Dno Date _}_} __ 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National Register Bulletin 15. p. 2) 

HR6E057R0107 Florida Mnter Site File, Division of Historical Rtsourcn. R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Slnle~ Tanah ..... , FL 32399.0250 
Phone (850) 245~ J Fax (850) 245-'439 J E-mail Sltlfile@dos.state.ft.us 



Page 2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site #8 OR9851 

HISTORY & DESCRIPTIO:\ 

Construction date: Exactly (year) Approximately (year) Eartier than 1955 (year) Later than 1945 (year) 
Architect/Designer( last name first): unknown Builder( last name first): ~u'±!nkn~~o~w~n~-------
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group: #of contributing #of non-contributing _ __ _ 
Time period(s) of significance (for prehistoric districts, use archaeological phase name and approximate dates; for historical districts, use date range(s), e.g. 1895-1925) 

late 1940s to early 1950s 
Narrative Descliption (National Register Bulletin 18A pp. 33-34; fit a summary into Jlilles or attach supplementary sheets if needed). ___ _ _ ____ _ 

This mixed district includes an archaeological site (80R9849). a linear resource (80R9850). two windmills 
(80R9852 and -9853). and two cattle pens (80R9854 and -9855) 

1Z1 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 
1Z1 property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

RESE.\RCH 1\IETHODS (check all that a h) 

0 library research 
0 city directory 
0 newspaper files 
0 historic photos 

0 building permits 
1Z1 occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
0 interior inspection 

0 Sanbom maps 
Oplatmaps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABS/HAER record search 

Oother methods (specify) _ ______________________________ _ 

Bibliographic References (use Continuation Sheet, ~ve FMSF Manuscript# if relevant) ----~-~-::---:----::--.,....,..------:~--
Osceola County Property Appraiser; Barnard, BilL Personal communication with Nelson Rodriguez, August 2008. 

OPI:\10:\ OF RESOl.RCE SIG;\IIFIC.\~CE 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? D yes [ZJno O insufficient illformation 

Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Dyes IZJno Dill sufficient information 

Explanation of Evaluation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 4849. Attach longer statement, if needed, on separate sheet.) ---- - - - 
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DESCRIBE THE PRESENT AND ORIGINAL IIF KNOWN) PHYSICAL APPEARANCE 

* At the time of construction the building had a modern appearance and was of similar 
exterior design to other FP&L buildings built at this time. Specifically, its outward 
appearance and decorative stucco detailing directly relates to Ft. Pierce substation 
and dispatching office, and a generating plant on the West Coast at Punta Gorda completed 
in the spring of 1927. The exterior colors were similar to the Miami Ice Plant No. 2 
with all rough stucco to be nat~ral shade broom dash. The smooth stucco was the same 
natural shade except the coping and cornice on the main and secondary structure, penthOUSE 
pilaster caps and indentations were to be Italian sienna color, smooth finish. The 
building was designed as a modular type system so that the first 50-ton capacity could 
be easily expanded to meet the city's growing needs. The functional criteria pertinent 
to the manufacture of ice have generated a well-balanced building with each function 
individually expressed and collectively unified. 

The plant, situated on.a major highway connecting the far north with the far south, 
has somewhat of a fortified base which separates the lighter structure of the main 
activity above, :from the street below. This fortification is achieved by thick walls 
of tile block and stucco insulated for cold storage with asphalt and 10 inches of cork. 
The entrance to this section was originally on the east side facing the street and was 
changed to the north side in 1955. The floor was slatted wood over four feet of gravel 
and sand to allow the water from the slowly melting ice to percolate back into the soil. 
A wooden stairway is at the west end of this floor and allows access to the harvesting 
floor on the next open level. There are two loading docks, one on the east street side 
of the building and the other on the north side. Both are 3~ feet above ground level 
and access was originally by steps between them at the corner of the building. In 
1955 the east dock was cut in half with the southern half lowered, to allow for auto
matic ice dispensing to the public, and steps installed up to the dock level. The 
original steps. were removed and both docks were extended to the corner. 

Directly above the first floor refrigerated storage area is a steel frame grid 
floor supporting a steel freezing tank measuring 30' X 70' X 4~' and a 6' X 24' X 4~' 
forecooling tank. The forecooling tank was intended to chill the water before filling 
the freezing cans but was never used. This intermediate area is expressed by.an over
hang penetrating the facade at the street side and north loading dock. The overhang 
and its sturdy supports also adds to the fortified base of the main·structure. 

Above this intermediate level is the harvesting floor where the 300 pound cans 
of ice, once frozen by immersion in the ammonia-chilled brine water freezing tank and 
the wooden covers removed, were lifted out three cans at a time by a one-ton overhead 
traveling crane. They were then taken to the west end of the room, dipped in warm 
water to release the ice from the cans, then placed on the lowerator/can-filler in the 
southwest corner then lowered to the first floor for storage and proce~sing. · The steel 
freezing cans remaining on the can-filler portion of the lowerator were refilled and 
placed back in the chilled brine water. The average temperature of the brine solution 
was about 200F and it took approximately 48 hours to freeze the ice. The east end of 
the brine tank contained the ammonia coils and a 3 HP agitator in each corner. The 
northwest corner of the room had two 8~ HP aireator/blowers, two core pumps and the 
auxilliary electrical panel.· 

The 96' x 3l' harvesting floor is an open space with a l9 foot ceiling height which 
when added to .the four foot cornice gives an exterior dimension of 22 feet. This 
dimension exceeds the ~8 foot total.dimension of the base components (loading dock, 

(See Continuation Sheet) 
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*Summary paragraph for Present and Original Physical Appearance 

The Florida Power and Light Company Ice Plant at Melbotrrne was sited on the 
Dixie Highway, the principal avenue of automobile travel in Florida during the 
1920s. Its strategic location facilitated the distribution of ice to Melbourne 
and the surrounding Indian River agricultural zone. It is ar.. example of the 
Modernistic architectural style, frequently expressed in the design of industrial 
and commercial buildings constructed in the. United States during the 1920s. Its 
verticality, emphasized by piers, window patterns, and pinnacles; its solid, block
like massing; its sculptered, rectilinear detailing; and its geometric decorative 
motifs are all features of Modernistic stylistic influences. Furthermore, its 
design was representative of other buildings constructed by the Florida Power and 
Light Company throughout South Florida during the period. 
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cold storage, freezing sec~ion). The pilasters, which divide the main rectang ular 
portion of the building into a 2 by 6 bay structure, emphasize the main steel columns 
and continue uninterrupted from the base through the cornice. Strong corners are also 
provided by the pilasters at the meeting of each facade. The windows, two per bay, 
are 3 by 9 light fixed pane except one above the rear door and two above the penthouse 
which are 3 by 4 light, all have equally sized mullions (no rails) so that the verti
cality will not be interrupted. Directly below each window is a vent with a steel hood. 
At the rear of this top section is a door with a steel beam above for hoisting large 
equipment to and from this floor. Also at the rear on the ground level is an attached 
concrete shelter for t~ansformers which wer~ later moved into the compressor room. 

Adjacent to the north of the main structure, set back two bays a n d extending 
beyond one bay, is the office, restrooms (originally separate ones for blacks and whites) 
and compressor room. This five-bay section is of the same exterior design as the main 
portion of the building with their steel frame works being totally independent or each 
other. The office on the east end of this section, is 14' X 22' with a ceiling height 
of 13~ feet. There is a restroom in the southwest corner and cement steps leading up 
to the loading dock door in the southeast corner. The fenestration consists of three 
3 by 4 light windows with the center 6 lights pivoting, two are on the east side and 
one is on the north. Entrance is through a door on the east side from the loading dock 
or a door on the north side at ground level. The door on the north side is steel and 
glass with a window above, together they have the same light arrangement as the windows 
with the lower 6 lights on the door. The door from the loading dock is the same without 
the windows above. 

The next two rooms are the white and black restrooms . Both have a steel and glass 
door with a two light window above and four lights below the door. Each is paired with 
a window having the same light arrangements with the upper six lights pivoting and all 
are on north side. The white restroom is 9' X 19' and the one for blacks measures 
7' X 14', both having the same ceiling height as the office. 

Next is the compressor room which is 48' X 22'. It contains the ammonia compressors, 
as well as the water pumps and electrical panels. The compressors were not new and came 
from an ice plant in Ft. Lauderdale. The original compressors were a York 9" X 9", 
15-ton driven by a General Electric 50 HP synchronous motor and a York 11" X 13", 40-ton 
driven by a General Electric 125 HP synchronous motor. A smaller York 7~" X 7~" driven 
by a. General Electric 30 HP induction motor added in 1941, came ·from a plant in Columbus, 
Ohio. All three remain in the building. There are three 9KW General Electric ex.ci ters 
for the compressors along the north wall of the room. The two water pumps, a SHP-30 GPM 
and a 7~ HP-5-- GPM and a 7~ HP-500 GPM, were located along the west wall and an IngersolJ 
Rand air compressor was in the north corner. At the east end was the control panel 
with the switches, power meters and breakers for the compressors. Directly behind the 
panel were the transformers and oil contactors. The windows in this room have the same 
light arrangement as .the office windows with two windows per bay, four on the north side, 
two on the south and three on the end facing west. There are two steel and glass doors 
paired on the north side with the same arrange ment of lights, although having fixed 
panes, as the windows.· 
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In the southwest corner of the compressor room is a ste~l stairway leading up to 
the ice harvesting floor through a penthouse on the roof of this section. The penthouse 
fenstration consists of two 3 by 3 light fixed pane windows. A door was made on the 
east side in 1942 to allow access to the roof. 

Directly west of the secondary section is a water cooling tower added in 1955 and 
taken from a plant in Live Oak, Florida, a horizontal steel ammonia receiving tank and 
two vertical ammonia condensing tanks, and the water treatment facility. The water 
treatment facility consisted of a sand filter, water softener, clear well, and sump 
all under cover of an open wood roof. As the quality of municipal wate r improved, the 
system was no longer needed and was removed in the early 1960's. 
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STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

BU 1 LDER/ ARCH ITECTEngineer-Anderson, Wootton 
Builder-Florida Power & Light Company 

* On December 20, 1926, work began on the Florida Power & Light Company of Miami 
Ice Plant on Dixie Highway in Melbourne by its constru~tion subsidiary, the Phoenix 
utility Company. The steel frame, tile block and stucco building was to cost $25,000. 
The additional equipment, of which the first car load arrived earlier in July, would 
bring the total investment to almost $100,000. The property was purchased from 
Phoebe B. Green and Lillian M~ Barnum, both of Melbourne, for an undisclosed amount. 
Test holes .drilled by the Phoenix Utility Co. indicated dry, nard-packed sand to 6 feet. 

At the time Melbourne was a small town of approximately 5,000 consisting mainly 
of houses, a few small hotels, a downtown area, and a large cypress sawmill west of 
town. Some retirees had moved down from the North, but the land boom was not near the 
scale of Miami's. Most residents operated small businesses, worked at the sawmill or 
were involved in agriculture and fishing. The new 50-ton ice plant would benefit all; 
especially the local fishing industry which shipped its catch in wooden barrels of 
chipped ice. It would be the newest, most modern and one of the last ice plants to be 
constructed by the then young Florida Power & Light Company. 

It was earlier in 1926 that FP&L incorporated at the height of the South Florida 
land boom. FP&L was a conglomerate of 58 assorted power, ice, gas, and transportation 
ventures and was organized by American Power & Light Company whose parent company was 
the Electric Bond & Share Company of the General Electric Company. In 1926, ice and 
electric power intertwined throughout the state. Many of the small power companies 
FP&L bought were also producing ice. Ice could be made without electricity but became 
more efficient with the use of electric compressors. w~ile it was the initial intention 
of most ice companies to provide electric power exclusively for their own use, they 
soon developed a surplus and began selling power to the growing communities. The 
greater availability of lights and appliances placed an ever increasing demand on ice 
companies to sell more power to more customers and generating electricity became more 
profitable than ice. 

The ice produced at a plant such as this is a much higher quality than what is made 
at home. It could stay frozen much longer and was crystal clear because it was aireated 
during the freezing process which allowed gases and impurities to escape making the 
ice more compact. 

All went as well as could be expected as South Florida weathered several devastating 
hurricanes, a real estate bust and a depression. In l935 Congress passed the Wheeler
Rayburne Bill also known as the Public Utility Act. It was aimed at breaking up the 
utility conglomerates like FP&L and its chain of parent companies. The bill was also 
designed to break the total control of utilities in a community by a single company. 
In Miruni, FP&L owned the ice, power, gas, water, and trolley line. The Government, 

(See Continued Sheet) 

~ I l __ _ ······-. ---··---·- ····-·------------------'---------~--=-==-



FHR-8-300A 
Cll/78) 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
HERITAGE CONSERVATION AND RECREATION SERVICE 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF lllSTORIC PLACES 
INVENTORY-- NOMINATION FORM 

CONTINUATION SHEET ITEM NUMBER 

*Summary paragraph for the Statement of Significance 

8 PAGE 1 

The Florida Power and Light Company Ice Plant at Melbourne is historically and 
architecturally significant to both the City of Melbourne and the State of Florida. 
Its construction occurred within the context of the Florida Land Boom of the 1920s, 
one of the most intense periods of economic development in the history of the state. 
The incorporation in 1926 of the Florida Power and Light Company, among the largest 
and most important utility conglomerates in Florida, was a direct outgrowth of the 
Land Boom. Funded by capital produced in South Florida during the Boom, the Florida 
Power and Light Company rapidly expanded its operation throughout the region. It 
purchased and consolidated smaller companies and constructed many new facilities 
including the Ice Plant at Melbourne. The Ice Plant was sited on the Dixie Highway, 
the principal avenue of automotive travel in Florida during the 1920s. It provided 
ice to Melbourne and the surrounding Indian River agricultural zone. The primary 
beneficiaries of the ice were the local fi shing industry and the Indian River citrus 
and vegetable growers. Beyond its historical associations, the Ice Plant is an 
example of the Modernistic architectural style, frequently expressed in the design 
of industrial and commercial buildings constructed in the United States during the 
1920s. Its verticality, emphasized by piers, window patterns, and pinnacles; its 
solid block-like massing; its sculptered, rectilinear detailing; and its geometric 
decorative ~otifs are all features of Modernistic stylistic influences. Furthermore, 
its design was representative of other buildings constructed by the Florida Power and 
Light Company throughout South Florida during the period. 

I 
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realizing the potential of electricity, was forcing FP&L and others to give up all but 
the production and distruction of electric power. Work on the reorganization of FP&L 
started 'in 1935 and a plan was approved in 1944, after 9 years in the making. 

The plan called for all existing FP&L ice production facilities to be leased 
to the City Ice & Fuel Company of Chicago later to be known as City Products Corpor
ation which began leasing the Melbourne plant in 1941. They purchased the property 
in 1951 and continued its operation until 1977 at which time the plant was closed 
and abandoned. 

At the Melbourne plant the change in managment meant very little to the operation 
of the facility. All of the employees wer_e retained and the daily icing · routine 
continued. On the average, 25 northbound produce trucks were iced each night with 
sales to the community and fishermen during the day. Occasionally, during peak times, 
ice was shipped by rail in 300 pound blocks as far north as the Carolinas. An employee, 
Russel F. Vann, Jr., who started work as an operator in 1933, made $80 a month. · By 
1940 he was earning $100 a month and he retired as plant supervisor in 1975. 

In 1951, the year City Products Corporation purchased the plant, the facilities 
estimated sales value was $37,000 and had fire insurance coverage of $105,000 . That 
same year an analysis of the FP&L lease d ice production facilities by FP&L revealed . 
that ice prices had not increased over 35% during the past 10 years due to competitive 
refrigeration. During the same period, labor and all operating costs incre?sed over 
75% and the cost of construction and maintenance increased over 100%. This, along 
with City Products Corporation's failure to efficiently and properly maintain each 
facility, greater competition, and sales changing to more processed (cubed, chipped 
and crushed) ice with its increased labor demands, would inhibit all plants under 
50-tons to continue operating at a profit. It also hinted that in the distant future 
all ice plants utilizing 1920's and 1930's technology would be unable to operate 
competitively. 
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1. Name of Property 

historic name Marion S. Whaley Citrus Packing House 

other names/site number Sullivan Brothers Victory Groves Citrus Packing House 

2. Location 

street & number 227 5 U.S. Highway 1 

city or town Rockledge 

n/ a 0 not for publication 

n/ a 0 vicinity 

state Florida code .E.L_ county __,~,~B""r~ec...lvuail.lro..ld.._____ ~fi:L 0 0 9 zip code 3 2 9 56 

3. State/Federal Agency Certification 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended, I hereby certify that this Q nomination 
0 request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the National Register of 
Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property 
Iii meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. I recommend that this property be considered significant 

0 tionally r:ew~ YJ;Jb:70.ati~n sheet for ad~i;;;mem~ /£1
1

1-3 
of certifying olficiai!T1tle ate 

da Division of Historic Bureau of Historic Preservati n 

In my opinion, the property 0 meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. (0 See continuation sheet for additional 
comments.) 

Signature of certifying o!fiCiaVT'rtle 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

4. National Park Service Certification 
I hereby certify that the property is: 

0 entered in ihe National Register. 
0 See continuation sheet. 

0 determined eligible for the 
National Register 

0 See continuation sheet. 

0 determined not eligible for the 
National Register. 

0 removed from the National 
Register. 

0 other. (explain:)-----

Date 

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action 



W~l~· Citrus Packing House 
me o Property 

5. Classification 

Ownership of Property 
(Check as many boxes as apply) 

lXI private 
0 public-local 
0 public-State 
0 public-Federal 

Category of Property 
(Check only one box) 

)a building(s) 
0 district 
0 site 
0 structure 
0 object 

Name of related multiple property listing 
(Enter "N/A" if property is not part of a multiple property listing.) 

n/a 

6. Function or Use 
Historic Functions 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

AGRICULTURAL/processing 

7. Description 
Architectural Classification 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

OTHER/frame vernacular 

Narrative Description 

Brevard Co., Fl. 
County and State 

Number of Resources within Property 
(Do not include previously listed resources in the count.) 

Contributing Noncontributing 
1 1 buildings 

0 0 sites 

0 0 structures 

0 0 objects 

1 1 Total 

Number of contributing resources previously listed 
in the National Register 

n/a 

Current Functions 
{Enter categories from instructions) 

AGRICULTURAL/process ina 

Materials 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

foundation concrete piers 

walls Wood 

roof Metal 
other __________________________________ __ 

{Describe the historic and current condition of the property on one or more continuation sheets.) 

3 
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SUMMARY: 

l 
Page......-__ 

Whaley Citrus Packing House 
Rockledge, Brevard Co., Fl. 

The Marion S. Whaley Citrus Packing· House is a complex 
consisting of a contributing, one and one-half story wood 
frame packing house and of a small non-contributing, one story 
office building. The contributing building has an irregular 
plan and consists of a number of intersecting units. The roof 
has both gable and shed segments and is clad with corrugated 
sheet metal. 

SETTING: 

The complex is located on a polygonal-shaped, one acre 
parcel of commercially-zoned land between the Florida East 
coast Railway tracks and u.s. Highway 1 in Rockledge, Florida. 
A parking area for customers is located in front of the 
building and truck loading and unloading areas are located at 
the rear of the building. 

EXTERIOR: 

The Whaley Citrus Packing House is a wood frame 
vernacular industrial building constructed of heart of pine 
lumber known locally as "Merritt Island mahogany." The main 
block of the structure is rectangular in shape and features a 
moderately pitched side gable roof with exposed rafter ends 
(photo 1). A shed roof platform extends along the main (east) 
facade of the building. The metal roof is ~upported by wood 
posts with Y-brackets. The first floor is pierced by three 
large bay openings. The second floor is fenestrated with 1/1 
metal pivot windows. Clapboard covers the exterior of the 
building. 

The rear (west) elevation of ' the main block features a 
shed roof extension from the main gable roof (photo 2). This, 
in turn, connects to a rectangular, one-story corrugated sheet 
metal shed which was constructed in 1960 (photos 3. and 4). 
The shed .has a metal gable roof. It sits on a concrete block 
pier foundation and has several large loading bay openings. 

4 
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Connected to the south end of the main block is a one
story, cross-gable roof extension (photo 5). This roof is 
also clad with sheet metal. This portion of .the building has 
clapboard wall fabric. A hip roof porch extends across the 
north portion of the east facade of this portion of the 
building. The porch was glassed-in in 1960. Fenestration is 
provided by the use of 6/6 sash windows, placed singularly or 
in groups of three. A rectangular shed roof extension 
projects at the rear of this portion of the building and is 
connected also to the main block (photo 2). 

The north end of the main building block has a one
story extension with a side gable, metal roof on two levels. 
A shed roof extension on the main (east) facade connects with 
the covered platform of the main block (photo 1) . This 
extension, in turn, is connected on the north to a rectangular 
concrete block storage addition with a flat roof (photo 6). 
This concrete block addition was constructed in :1972. An open 
bay between the concrete block walls and the shed roof 
extension is used as a truck entrance. 

INTERIOR: 

The various segments of the building serve specific 
functions. The gable roof extension at the south end is used 
as a gift shop (photo 12). An office is to the rear of this 
extension. A loading bay to the rear of the office is used to 
market wholesale fruit (photos 2 and 7). The main block is 
used to sort, grade and pack fruit. It is connected by a 
conveyer to a two-story crib at the rear of the building 
(photo 8). The rear extension of the main block is used for 
storage, while the north extension is also used for. storage 
and has a truck bay. 

The center of activity of the packing house is the 
main block. The interior walls of this portion of the 
building are unfinished with expqsed studs and ceiling 
rafters. The flooring is·. unfinished pine .. · .. The sorting I 
grading and packing of fruit takes placel.nthis portion of 
the complex. Fruit is transported from a'rea groves by truck 
to the packing plant, where it is unloaded and stored in large 
cr.ates. From there, ·the fruit is loaded onto a conveyor 
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(photo 8), which leads to a stripping machine that eliminates 
all extraneous branches and other foreign matter. The fruit 
then travels through a series of machines where it is washed, 
dried, buffed and waxed (photo 9). Next it goes through a 
separation process (photo 10). Here workers cull rotten fruit 
and sort the remaining into two categories: Number 1 grade, 
which is sold loose at a higher price in the gift shop or 
transported for sale at supermarkets, and Number 2 grade, 
which is sold at a lesser price to juice plants, canneries, 
and food chains . After separation the fruit is stamped and 
sized according to industry specifications. Finally it is 
boxed in cardboard cartons for shipment (photo 11). Much of 
the machinery used in this process is original. 

ALTERATIONS AND ADDITIONS: 

A number of additions have been made to the original 
structure as the packing plant has expanded over time, 
primarily in the World War II era. These include the 
extensions on both the north and . south elevations. Later 
additions consist of the sheet metal shed at the rear of the 
complex (constructed in 1960) and the concrete block storage 
addition at the north end of the complex (constructed in 
1972). The sheet metal shed is not visible from the front of 
the property. The concrete block addition is clearly 
separated from the historic portion of the building by a truck 
bay. Alterations include the replacement of double-hung sash 
windows on the main facade and the ' addition of glass windows 
to the porch of the display area of the south extension. 

A non-contributing building is located northwest of 
the packing house, set at a forty-five degree angle to U.s. 
Highway 1 (photo 13). This was constructed as an office in 
the late 1930s and has undergone major alterations, including 
the enclosure of the front porch, aluminum siding, and an 
addition to the north side of the building. It has a front
facing gable roof. Fenestration consists of double-hung sash 
windows with 3/1 and 1/1 lights. 

b 



-Whaley Citrus Packing House 
Name of Property 

8. Statement of Significance 
Applicable National Register Criteria 
(Mark "x'' in one or more boxes for the criteria qualifying the property 
for National Register listing.) 

lXI A Property is associated with events that have made 
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
our history. 

0 B Property is associated with the lives of persons 
significant in our past. 

DO C Property embodies the distinctive characteristics 
of a type, period, or method of construction or 
represents the work of a master, or possesses 
high artistic values, or represents a significant and 
distinguishable entity whose components lack 
individual distinction. 

0 D Property has yielded, or is likely to yield, 
information important in prehistory or history. 

Criteria Considerations 
(Mark "x" in all the boxes that apply.) 

Property is: 

0 A owned by a religious institution or used for 
religious purposes. 

0 B removed from its original location. 

0 C a birthplace or grave. 

0 D a cemetery. 

0 E a reconstructed building, object, or structure. 

0 F a commemorative property. 

D G less than 50 years of age or achieved significance 
within the past 50 years. 

Narrative Statement of Significance 
(Explain the significance of the property on one or more continuation sheets.) 

9. Major Bibliographical References 

Bibliography 

Brevard Co., Fl. 
County and State 

'Areas of Significance 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

INDUSTRY 
ARCHITECTURE 

Period of Significance 

1930-1941 

Significant Dates 
1930 

Significant Person 
(Complete if Criterion B is marked above) 

n/a 

Cultural Affiliation 

n/a 

Architect/Builder 
n/a 

(Cite the books, anicles. and other sources used in preparing this form on one or more continuation sheets.) 

Previous documentation on file (NPS): 

0 preliminary determination of individual listing (36 
CFR 67) has been requested 

0 previously listed in the National Register 
0 previously determined eligible by the National 

Register 
0 designated a National Historic Landmark · 
0 recorded by Historic American Buildings Survey 

# __________________ __ 

0 recorded by Historic American Engineering 
Record # ________ _ 

Primary location of additional data: 

[X State Historic Preservation Office 
0 Other State agency 
0 Federal agency 
0 Local government 
0 University 
0 Other 

Name of repository: 
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Whaley Citrus Packing House 
Rockledge, Brevard Co., Fl. 

The Marion Whaley Citrus Packing. House is significant 
under National Register criteria A and c at the local level in 
the areas of Industry and Architecture. It is the oldest 
continually operating citrus packing plant in the Indian River 
region and has important associations to the growth of the 
citrus industry in the area around Cocoa, Rockledge, and 
Titusville during the 1930s and 1940s. 

The Whaley Packing House is a rare example of 
vernacular packing house architecture in Florida. Its 
utilitarian, simple, yet logical design is characteristic of a 
once prevalent Florida industrial building. Before World War 
II there was relatively little heavy industry in the state. 
Florida's economy was primarily based on the tourism, citrus, 
lumber, fishing, cattle, and mining industries. None of those 
industries required · substantial buildings like those 
constructed in the northeastern states. Many of the buildings 
constructed to house Florida's early commercial base have been 
razed in favor of new development. 

HISTORIC CONTEXT: 

The Indian River region of the Florida east coast is 
internationally known for its citrus products. The history of 
the citrus industry there dates to before the Civil War, when 
Douglas Dummett arrived and planted the region's first orange 
grove. Dummett later acquired property on the Indian River, 
across from present-day Titusville. The warmer climate and 
rich soil of the Indian River area proved to be exceptionally 
well suited to orange cultivation. Dummett continually 
expanded his orange groves and also contributed to the area's 
citrus development by selling budwood to other local growers. 

citrus cultivation in Rockledge , approximately twenty 
miles south of Titusville began shortly after the civil War 
when the first settlers moved into the area. In 1889 local 
growers helped to form the Florida Fruit Growers Association, 
which set prices and standards for orange shipments and 
promoted better citrus agricultural practices. Shipping to 
northern markets was greatly facilitated when steamboats and 
railroads reached the area in the 1880s and 1890s. The Indian 
River orange became famous nationwide and brought from fifty 
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cents to one dollar more per box than any other Florida brand. 
Rockledge became one of the leading citrus producing 
communi ties in the state. . Of the 60, ooo boxes of ci tr'us 
produced in the Indian River region in 1890, 50,000 came from 
groves in and around Rockledge. 

The extension of the Florida East Coast Railroad, with 
its direct rail connections to the northeast, to Rockledge in 
1893 promised to spark an even greater period of expansion in 
the local citrus industry. However, the 11Great Freeze11 of 
1894-1895 devastated local orange groves and other crops that 
were the economic life blood of the community. Most of the 
grooves in North Florida were completely destroyed. Although 
the Indian River region suffered less than communities further 
north, nevertheless, citrus production in the area was 
severedly damaged. Because of ~he lack of fruit, thousands 
who worked for railroads and shippers also lost their jobs. 
While the large growers, with ample capital to. weather the 
lean years that followed, were able to .recover much of what 
they had lost by the turn of the century, many smaller grove 
owners were ruined and forced to le·ave the area. 

Although the Great Freeze had been disastrous in the 
short term, as citrus growers recovered, the Indian River soon 
regained its reputation as the best citrus producing region in 
Florida. With the commercial citrus industry in North Florida 
decimated, a number of growers from that region moved to the 
Indian River area. By 1900, Brevard had once again become one 
of the leading citrus producing counties in Florida. During 
the early decades of the twentieth century several large 
citrus packing plants were constructed in the Cocoa-Rockledge 
area. Among them were the E . P. Porcher Citrus Packing House, 
the Rockledge-Cocoa Packing House, and the Cocoa Merritt 
Island citrus Association Packing House (none of these are 
extant). 

The success of the citrus industry throughout the 
1920s proved to be an added incentive for those seeking 
property in the area during the Florida land boom. The 
collapse of the land boom in 1926, however, seriously dampened 
the industry's prospects. The ensuing depression in the 
Florida economy hampered investment in the industry. During 
that period of economic instability many of the local packing 
houses went bankrupt and were forced to close. To make 
matters worse, a serious fruit fly infestation occurred in 
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1929, affecting nearly three quarters of the state's citrus 
trees and destroying much of the local crop. An embargo was 
placed on fruit infested areas and all trees that showed 
evidence of the fruit fly were burned. Production levels fell 
sharply and the number of citrus farms fell from a boom time 
high of 24,500 to 19,800 in 1930. State and federal 
agricultural agencies spent millions of dollars to eradicate 
the pest and the quarantine on Florida fruit was finally 
lifted in November 1930. 

The reputation of fruit from the Indian River region 
was such that orange crates from all parts of Florida carried 
the words 11 Indian River. 11 To stop this deceitful practice, a 
cease and desist order was issued by the Federal Trade 
Commission in 1930. To further protect the name and 
reputation of true Indian River region products, a grower's 
organization called the Indian River Citrus League was formed 
in 1931. 

The citrus industry was able to rebound from the 
Depression years and from the fruit fly infestation through 
the aid __ of New Deal agricultural programs. An aggressive 
marketing and advertising campaign was undertaken by the state 
government in 1935 to further enhance the reputation of 
Florida fruit in northern cities. The greatest boost to the 
citrus industry carne after the United States entered the World 
War II. Between 1942 and 1945 the federal government 
encouraged greater production and requisitioned all canned and 
processed fruits for military and lend-lease purposes. The 
military's needs also spurred the development of a frozen 
concentrate process that proved to be a major boost for the 
citrus industry. 

The Whaley Citrus Packing House was constructed on the 
heels of the fruit fly infestation that plagued the state in 
1929-1930. Marion s. Whaley was a prominent local fruit 
grower. In his groves near Rockledge he had developed a 
unique Red Tangelo. In order to facilitate shipping his 
product to northern markets, Whaley selected a site between 
U.S. Highway 1 and the Florida East Coast Railway to process 
and pack his fruit. From this location the fruit could be 
transported by truck or train and could also be marketed to 
passing tourists. The fruit originally carried the "M.S. 
Whaley11 label. The packing house was enlarged several times 
and new machinery was added to meet the federal government's 

)0 
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demand for fruit during world War II. The name of the packing 
house was changed to "Victory Groves" to reflect the patriotic 
part the plant played in the war effort. The packing house 
was owned by Whaley until 1960 when it was purchased by the 
present owners, the Sullivan Brothers. They have retained the 
"Victory Groves" name. 

The center of Florida's citrus industry remains in the 
· central and south portion of the state. Since the 1940s the 
industry has evolved from small family farms to large 
corporate operations. Today, over three-quarters of Florida's 
orange crop is made into frozen concentrate. The cultivation, 
processing and sale of citrus products continues to play a 
major role in the s .tate's economy. 

ARCHITECTURAL CONTEXT: 

Vernacular architecture encompasses a wide range of 
architectural resources crafted without the assistance of a 
trained architect. Vernacular buildings utilize the 
construction techniques of lay or self-taught builders and are 
often amalgams of various traditions and styles, varying _ 
greatly in scale, shape and material. such simply-designed 
buildings are often over-looked by the focus on structures 
that conform to specific stylistic categories. During the 
early stages of the industrial revolution in the United 
states, vernacular industrial buildings were usually 
constructed of wood frame or of brick. Steel framing became 
more widely used in the late nineteenth century, especially as 
the need to support heavy equipment grew. 

simple wood frame structures were commonly used in 
Florida's citrus industry and the Whaley Packing House is 
characteristic of this once prevalent vernacular type. The 
wood frame building is logically arranged to accommodate the 
various steps involved in processing fruit. This packing 
house, operating since 1930, retains much of the original 
machinery used to process and pack citrus fruit. The 
additions to the building do not obscure the historic 
character of the packing house. 

J I 
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Wl-laley ·Citrus Packing House 
Name of Property 

10. Geographical Data 

Acreage of Property Approximately 1. 5 acres 

UTM References 
(Place additional UTM references on a continuation sheet.) 

,w lsi 21al 41 01 d I 11 , I 3 11 1 2 d 

Brevard Co., Fl. 
County and State 

sW I I I I I I I 
Zone Easting Northing Zone Easting Northing 

2W II I I I I I I I I I 4W I I I I I I I 
0 See continuation sheet 

Verbal Boundary Description 
(Describe the boundaries of the property on a continuation sheet.) 

Boundary Justification 
(Explain why the boundaries were selected on a continuation sheet.) 

11. Form Prepared By 

name/title Stephen A. oJaussen/Sherry Piland, Historic Sites Specialist 

organization Bureau of Historic Preservation date Feb. ,1993 

street & numberR.A. Gray Bldg., 500 S. Bronaugh telephone (904) 487-2333 

I 

I 

city or town Tallahassee state Fl. zip code32399-0250 

Additional Documentation 
Submit the following items with the completed form: 

Continuation Sheets 

Maps 

A USGS map (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's location. 

A Sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous resources. 

Photographs 

Representative black and white photographs of the property. 

Additional items 
(Check with the SHPO or FPO for any. additional items) 

Property Owner 
(Complete this item at the request of SHPO or FPO.) 

name~--~--~~~~~~~~~~--~~--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

street & number - ----------------- telephone-----------

city or town~-~-----~~-~~--~--- state----- zip code------

Paperwori< Reduction Act Statement: This information is being CQ!Iected for applications to the National Register of Historic Places to nominate 
properties for listing or determine eligibility for listing, to list properties, and to emend existing listings. Response to this request Is required to obtain 
a benefit in accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.). 

Estimated Burden Statement: Public reporting burden for this form is estimated to average 18.1 hours per resporiSe including time for reviewing 
instructions, gathering and maintaining data, and completing and reviewing the form. Direct comments regarding this burden estimate or any aspect\ 
of this form to the Chief, Administrative Services Division, National Park Service, P.O. Box 37127, Washington, DC 20013-7127; and the OffiCe ot 
Management and Budget, Paplirwork Reductions Projects (1024-0018), Washington, DC 20503. 
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VERBAL BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION: 

Whaley Citrus Packing House 
Rockledge, Brevard co., Fl . 

Begin at a point on the southwest corner of the intersection of 
Magruder Avenue and U.S. Highway 1 South; then northwest along 
Magruder Avenue 300 feet to the right-of-way of the Florida East 
coast Railway; then south along the right-of-way 480 feet: then 
southeast 270 feet to U.S. Highway 1; then north 430 feet along 
U.S. Highway 1 to the point of beginning. 

BOUNDARY JUSTIFICATION 

The boundary encompasses the property that has been historically 
associated with the Whaley Citrus Packing House. It includes the 
contributing packing house and the non-contributing office 
building. 

\b 
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~ff 
Thla form Ia for use In nomlnallng or requesllng delermlnaUona of eligibility for Individual propertlea or dlstrlcte. See lnetructlone In Ou/dellnea 
for Completing Natlonrtl R&gi:Jier Form~ (Nallonal Register Bulletin 18). Complele each Item by marking "x" In tha appropriate box or by entering 
the requested Information. If an Item doee not apply to the property being documented, enter "N/A" lor "not applicable." For functlone, etyl ... malerlala, 
and areas ol algnlncance, enter only the calegorlee and aubcategorlaa Reted In the lnatructlona. For additional apace uaa continuation aht1ta 
(Form 10.900a). Type all entries. · . 

1. Neme of Pro ert 
hlatorlo name Harion S. \fua l e y Citrus Packing House 

.other namea/alte number Sull jyan Brothers Yic torv Groy e s Cit rus 

3. Cltlllfloatlon 
Ownership of Property 

§privata 
publlc·local 
public-State 
publlc·Faderal 

Oodt FL oounty Brevard 

Category of Property 

~
building( a) 
dlatrlot 
altt 
ttructurt 
object 

Name of related multiple property llallng: 

4 State/Federal Agency Certification 

zip oodt 32956 

Number of Flttourctl within Property 

Contributing 
2 
0 
0 
0 
2 

Noncontributing 
o bulldlngt 
0 IIIII 
o etruotur11 
0 objeote 
0 Total 

Number of contributing r .. ourcll pravlouely 
listed In the Nallonal Register _ __,0=----

As the designated authorlly under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this 
0 nomination 0 request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for reglalarlng propartlet In the 
National Register ol Historic Placaa and meets the procedural and profeealonal requirement• eat forth In 38 CFR Part 80. 
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6. Function or Use 
Historic Functions (enter categories from Instructions) 

AGRICULTURAL/processing 

7. Description 
Archlleclural Classification 
(enter categories from Instructions) 

OTHER/Frame Vernacular 

Describe present and historic physical appearance. 

Current Functions (enter categories from Instructions) 
AGRICULTURAL/processing . 

Materials (enter categories from Instructions) 

foundation Concrete Piers 
walls Hood 

Metal 
roof __ ~~~-----------------------------
other ___ G_l_a_s_s __ -:-----------------------'-----

Oil See continuation sheet 
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PRESENT APPEARANCE: 

Exterior 

The Sullivan Brothers Victory Groves Packing House is located on a polygonal-shaped, one 
acre parcel of commercially-zoned land between the Florida East Coast Railway and U. S. Highway 1 
in Rockledge, Florida. The complex consists of two buildings, which house the machinery and offices 
of the plant. 

Victory Groves Packing House is a one an one-half-story wood frame vernacular industrial 
building. It is constructed of heart of pine lumber known locally as "Merritt Island mahogany." The 
plan is irregular and consists of a number of intersecting units. The main block of the building has a 
moderately pitched side gable roof with exposed rafter ends (photo 1 ). A one-story cross-gable roof 
extension projects from the southeast corner (photo 2). The roof is clad with corrugated sheet metal. 
The exterior wall fabric is weatherboard. Fenestration on the main (east) facade consists of evenly 
spaced metal awning windows in the second story. The first story is pierced by three large bay open
ings and two windows on the northeast corner. A platform runl? the length of the facade from the 
intersection of the one-story cross-gable roof extension. The platform is covered by a shed roof 
supported by square posts with Y brackets. 

Significant features of the south elevation of the building include two shed roof extensions 
(photo 3). The windows are original double-hung sash with 6/6 lights. A loading bay with sliding door 
is located near the southwest corner of the elevation. 

A large one-story gable roof shed extends from the rear elevation of the packing house (photo 
4). it is sheathed with corrugated sheet metal and house several large loading bay openings. The 
extensions sits on a concrete block pier foundation . . 

The north elevation of the building is dominated by a large concrete block addition, which is 
used to store fruit before it is processed (photo 5). The concrete block addition is connected with a 
gable-over-gable roof extension, which projects from the main block of the building, by a flat roof. 
The space between the concrete block addition and the gable-over-gable roof unit is used as an 
entrance for trucks. 

· A number of additions to the original structure as the plant has expanded over time. These 
include two shed extensions on the south side, a one-story storage building on the west elevation, 
and a concrete block storage addition on the north side. Other alterations include the replacement of 
the original double-hung sash windows on the main facade and a large plate glass display window, . 
which replaced the original facade of the one-story front-facing gable extension on the southeast 

. corner of the building. 

30 



NPS Form 10-tOO.. 
(11-88) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 
National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

Section number _:z__ Page 2 

Interior 

OIJB Apptoval No. IC2.UOII 

The interior of the maio unit of the packing house consists four basic areas. The walls of the 
interior are unfinished and exhibit exposed studs and ceiling rafters. The flooring is unfinished pine. 
The southeast corner of the building houses the gift shop, where oranges and other citrus products 
are sold (photo 6}. A series of shelves line the woods and are used to exhibit citrus products. The 
offices of the plant manager and the citrus inspector are adjacent to the gift shop. Wholesale fruit is 
marketed out of the loading bay located on the south side of the building (photo 7). 

The north half of the building houses the machinery used to process the fruit. The citrus pack
ing process at Victory Groves consists of a series of steps. The fruit is transported from area groves 
by truck to the packing plant, where it is unloaded and stored in large crates. From there, the fruit is 
loaded onto a conveyor, which leads to a stripping machine that eliminates all extraneous branches 
and other foreign matter (photo 8). The fruit then travels through a series of machines where it is 
washed, dried, and buffed and waxed (photo 9). The fruit then goes through a separation process 
where workers cull rotten fruit and sort the remaining into two categories - Number 1 grade, which is 
sold loose at a higher price in the gift shop or transported for sale at supermarkets, and Number 2 
grade, which is sold a lesser price to juice plants, canneries, and food chains (photo 1 0). After sepa
ration, the fruit is stamped and sized according to industry specifications. Finally, the fruit is boxed in 
cardboard cartons for shipment (photo 11 }. 

3} . . 



8. Statement of Significance 
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property In relation to other propertles: 

0 nationally 0 statewide ~locally 

Applicable National Register Criteria IRJ A 0 8 0 C 0 0 

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) OA 0 8 Oc 0 0 DE 0 F Do 

Areas of Significance (enter categories from Instructions) 
INQUSTRY 

Significant Person 
N A 

Period of Slgnlflcance 
1930-1941 

Cultural Affiliation 
n A 

ArchiteciiBuilder 
N A 

Significant Dates 
1930 

State significance of property, and justify criteria, criteria considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted above. 

IX] See continuation aheet 
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SUMMARY 

Located between U.S. Highway 1 and the Florida East Coast Railway tracks in Rockledge, 
Florida, Sullivan Brothers Victory Groves Citrus Packing House is one of only a few known historic 
citrus packing plants still in operation in Florida. It is locally significant under National Register crite
rion A for its association with the development of the Indian River citrus industry during the 1930s 
and criterion C as an example of vernacular industrial architecture. 

HISTORIC CONTEXT 

The Indian River region of the Florida East Coast is internationally known for its citrus prod
ucts. The history of citrus cultivation along the Indian River dates to before the Civil War, when 
Douglas Dummett arrived and planted the region's first orange grove. Dummett, a native of the 
Barbados, previously owned a sugar plantation on the Halifax River near Tomoka in Volusia County, 
Florida. He also experimented with orange cultivation there and perfected a hearty hybrid orange by 
grafting sour orange trees, which were first cultivated by monks during the Spanish Colonial Period, 
to sweet orange trees, which were originally developed by members of the Turnbull Colony at New 
Smyrna. Having served as a captain of a local militia during the Second Seminole Indian War, Dum
matt was able to acquire acquired his property on the Indian River by taking advantage of the land 
distribution system for veterans under the Armed Occupation Act of 1642. The tract he chose to 
homestead was near Ft. Ann, on the east side of the river across from present-day Titusville. He 
brought his experimental trees with him from Tomoka, where they had barely .survived a serious 
freeze in 1835. The warmer climate and rich soil of the Indian River area proved to be exceptionally 
well suited to orange cultivation. By continually expanding his groves Oummett was able to produce 
an estimated 60,000 oranges in 1859. He also contributed to the area's citrus development by selling 
budwood to other local growers. 

Citrus cultivation in Rockledge began shortly after the Civil War when the first settlers moved 
into the area. Gardner S. Hardee, founder of Rockledge, and his brother Robert A. Hardee both 
planted groves on their homesteads, which they acquired in 1866. Hiram S. Williams, an early Rock
ledge settler who later served as a state senator, developed the Lawndale brand of orange and had 
the most extensive groves in the town during the late nineteenth century. In 18891ocal growers 
helped to form the Florida Fruit Growers Association, which set prices and standards for orange 
shipments and promoted better citrus agricultural practices. Improved shipping in the form of steam
boats and railroads reached the area during the 1660s and 1890s and greatly facilitated transport to 
northern markets. The Indian River orange became famous nationwide and brought from fifty cents 
to one dollar more per box than any other Florida brand. Together with neighboring Cocoa, Rock
ledge became one of the.leading citrus producing communities in the state. Of the 3,000,000 boxes 
of citrus produced in Florida in 1890, 60,000 came from the Indian River region and 50,000 of those 
came from groves in Rockledge. '3.3 
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The extension of the Florida East Coast Railroad, with its direct rail connections to the North
east, to Rockledge in 1893 promised to spark an even greater period of expansion in the local citrus 
industry. The prevailing economic prosperity of the town, however, ended abruptly with the "Great 
Freeze" of 1894-95. The freeze devastated local orange groves and other crops that were the eco
nomic life blood of the community. Other severe freezes had been recorded in Florida in 1835 and 
1886. But the 1894-1895 freezes were by far the worst. During the last days of December, 1894, a 
blast of arctic air entered the peninsula, causing record low temperatures. In Titusville the tempera
ture dropped as low as eighteen degrees and barely rose above freezing during the following twenty
four hours. Although the Indian River region suffered less than communities farther north, growers 
nonetheless lost virtually all fruit that had not been harvested. The plight of the railroads and shippers 
was, however, even graver than that of the growers. Hundreds of cars and boats were left idle for a 

. lack of fruit, and thousands of men lost their jobs. 
Despite the loss of fruit, tree damage was relatively light during the December freeze and 

there was a certain amount of optimism among growers for a full recovery. The worst, however, was 
yet to come. In February, 1895 the state experienced another severe cold snap. Lulled by a warming 
trend that followed on the heels of the December freeze, trees in many groves had begun to bud. 
During the February freeze the sap which had begun to flow in the trees expanded causing trunks to 
virtually explode. Most of the groves in North Florida were completely destroyed. Those in the Indian 
River region were severely damaged, appearing to one observer as if they had been scorched by 
boiling water. 

In Rockledge the deleterious effect of the freeze is measured by the drop in population from a 
pre-freeze high of 400 to about 272 by 1900. H.S. Williams, whose groves had produced 2,000 
boxes during the year 1893-94, recounted that the number of edible oranges from his trees 
amounted to only ten after the freeze. While the large growers, with ample capital to weather the 
lean years that followed, were able to recover much of what they had lost by the turn of the century, 
many smaller grove owners were ruined and forced to leave the area. 

Although the Great Freeze had been disastrous in the short term, many citrus growers recov
ered, and the Indian River soon regained its reputation as the best citrus producing region in Florida. 
With the commercial citrus industry in North Florida decimated, a number of growers from that region 
moved to the Indian River area. By 1900, Brevard had once again become one of the leading citrus 
producing counties in Florida. During the ear1y decades of the twentieth century several large citrus 
packing plants were constructed in the Cocoa-Rockledge area. Among them were the E.P. Porcher 
Citrus Packing House, Rockledge-Cocoa Packing House; which later became American Fruit Grow
ers, Inc., and the Cocoa Merritt Island Citrus Association Packing House (none of the above are 
extant). E.P. Porcher of Cocoa was the most prominent grower in the area during the 191 Os and 
introduced a number of citrus processing innovations at his packing houses. The success of-the 
citrus industry throughout the 1920s proved to be an added incentive for those seeking property in 
the area during the Florida land boom. A record 442,000 boxes of fruit were produced in the Indian 
River region during the 1924 season, outstripping by far the previous best year. $ 
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The collapse of the land boom in 1926, however, seriously dampened the industry's pros
pects. The ensuing depression in the Florida economy hampered investment in the industry. During 
that period of economic instability many of the local packing houses went bankrupt and were forced 
to close. To make matters worse, a serious fruit fly infestation occurred in 1929, affecting nearly 
three quarters of the state's citrus trees and destroying much of the local crop. An embargo was 
placed on fruit infested areas and all trees that showed evidence of the fruit fly were burned. Produc
tion levels fell from 28,000,000 boxes of fruit shipped from the state during the 1928-29 season to 
only 17,000,000 the following year. The number of citrus farms fell from a boomtime high of 24,500 
to 19,800 in 1930. · 

During the Great Depression of the 1930s the local citrus industry began to recover. State and 
federal agricultural agencies spent millions of dollars to eradicate the pest and the quarantine on 
Florida fruit was finally lifted in November 1930. New Deal agricultural aid programs speeded the 
industries rebound. An aggressive marketing and advertising campaign was undertaken by the state 
government in the 1935 to further enhance the reputation of Florida fruit in Northern cities. The 
greatest boost to the citrus industry, however, came after the United States entered the Second 
World War. Between 1942 and 1945 the federal government encouraged greater production and 
requisitioned all canned and processed fruits for military and lend-lease purposes. Aided also by the 
invention of the frozen concentrate process, which enabled more oranges to be processed and 
preserved, yearly production levels rose dramatically. The last year of the war saw the shipment of 
over 29,000,000 more boxes of fruit than in 1940-41. Since the World War II Florida's citrus industry 
has continued to expand. Better crop management and technological improvements have greatly 
increased the average yield per acre. 

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Criterion A 

The Sullivan Brother's Victory Groves Citrus Packing House is the oldest continually operating 
citrus packing plant in the Indian River region, north of Fort Pierce. It has important associations to 
the development of the citrus industry in Cocoa-Rockledge area during the 1930s and 1940s. The 
building was constructed on the heels of the fruit fly infestation that plagued the state in 1929-1930 
by Marion S. Whaley, a prominent local fruit grower. Whaley, who had developed a unique Red 
Tangelo in his groves near Rockledge, constructed the packing plant to process and ship his fruit to 
northern markets. In order to facilitate shipping, he chose a site between U.S. Highway 1 and the 
Florida East Coast Railway where fruit could be transported by truck or train. The fruit originally 
carried the "M.S. Whaley" label. During World War II the packing house expanded its operations to 
meet a growing demand by the federal government for fruit to ship overseas. The building was en
larged by several additions and new machinery was added. The name of the packing house was 
changed to "Victory Groves" to reflect the patriotic part the plant played in the war effort. . 35 
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Criterion C 

Industrial buildings in America embody a wide variety of building designs. No single building 
type exists in a greater profusion of scales, styles, shapes, materials, and other variables. The most 

· prevalent type of industrial building is the nonspecific factory of one to four stories. During the early 
stages of the Industrial Revolution in the United States wood frame and brick were the most com
monly used structural support systems. In the late nineteenth century steel framing became the most 
popular choice for industrial buildings because of its superior strength, which was needed to support 
heavy machinery. 

Victory Groves Packing House is an exceptional, in the context of Florida's history, example of 
a wood frame vernacular industrial building. Before World War II there was relatively little heavy 
industry in the state. Florida's economy was primarily based on the tourism, citrus, lumber, fishing, 

cattle, and mining industries. None of those industries required substantial buildings like those con
structed in the Northeastern states. Hence, few industrial buildings were constructed, and many that 
were built have been razed in favor of new development. Victory Groves is, therefore, a rare example 
of historic industrial architecture in Florida, and, if nominated to the National Register, would be the 
first citrus packing plant listed in the state. 
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North and west fa<;ades, facing southeast (PCI May 2010). 

East fa<;ade, facing west (PCI May 2010). 
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1. Name of Property 

historic name Jorgensen's General Store 

other names/site number ~G!.!.r!!Jan~t~G~r~oc~ery~/B~R~l7!....1~0!,._ ______ ,----~----------------

2. Location 

street & number 5390 U. S. Highway #1 NIA D not for oublication 

c:itv or town ,G"'ra,.,n..,_t ___________________ __,.. ______ _.N-"/-'-'A.._O vicinitv 
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~L State/Federal Agency Certification 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended, I hereby certify that this nomination 
0 request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the National Register of 
Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property 
~ meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. I recommend that this property be considered significant 

. 0 na :tatewide 18:1 locally~ ( continuation sheet for a itional comment~.) 
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State or Federal agency and bureau 

In my opinion, the property D meets D does not meet the National Register criteria. (QSee continuation sheet for additional 
comments.) 

Signature of certifying officialfTitle 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

4. National Park Service Certification 
I hereby certify that the property is: 

D entered in the National Register 
0 See continuation sheet 

D determined eligible for the 
National Register . 

D See continuation sheet.· 

D determined not eligible for the • 
National Register 

0 See continuation sheet. 

0 removed from the National 
Register. 
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JORGENSEN'S GENERAL STORE 
Name of Property 

5. Classification 
Ownership of Property 
(Check as many boxes as apply) 

181 private 
0 public-local 
0 public-State 
0 public-Federal 

Category of Property 
(Check only one box) 

181 buildings 
o district 
0 site 
0 structure 
0 object 

Name of related multiple property listings 
(Enter "N/A" If property Is not part of a multiple property listing.) 

N/A 

BREVARD, FLORIDA · 
County. and State 

Number of Resources within Property 
(Do not indude any previously listed resources in the count) 

Contributing Noncontributing 

buildings 

0 0 sites 

0 0 structures 

0 0 objects 

total 

Number of contributing resources previously 
listed in the National Register 

0 

-~------------------~--------------------------------------~------------------6. Function or Use 
1-listoric Functions 
(Enter categories from instructions} 

~:OMMERCE/TRADE: trading post 

!]OVERNMENT: post office 

JNDUSTRY: communications facility 

JRANSPORTATION: rail-related 

_1: Description 
Architectural Classification 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

OTHER: Frame Vernacular 

Current Functions 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

COMMERCE/TRADE: convenience store 

DOMESTIC: residence 

Materials 
(Enter categories from instructions} 

foundation .,.C~o,.,n""cr~e:!!te"-------------

w~lls ..:.W:...;ood='--------- ------
Asbestos siding 

roof Asbestos shingles 
other ::B"'n:.::.c.:ok _ _____________ _ 

Narrative Description · 
(Describe the historic and current condition of the property on one or more continuation sheets.} 
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SUMMARY 

JORGENSEN'S GENERAL STORE 
Grant, Brevard County, Florida 

Jorgensen's General Store (Grant Grocery) located at 5390 U.S. Highway #1, is a two-story, rectangular, frame 
vernacular building, built of heart pine on a masonry pier foundation. It has a front gabled asbestos shingled 
roof with a King post trussing system. A shed roof covers an historic two-story addition. Asbestos shingle 
siding overlays the original horizontal drop wood siding. It is located in Grant, a small unincorporated fishing 
community in Brevard County, just north of Sebastian in Indian River County. The original building was 
erected in 1894 and served as a trading post, post office, telegraph office and railroad express office. It has been 
altered slightly over the years, including a reversal of the store front from the west to the east, but still retains its 
integrity and place of distinction in the community. A noncontributing aluminum storage shed, with a concrete 
slab foundation, occupies the.northwest comer of the property. 

SETTING 

Jorgensen's General Store, now known as Grant Grocery, is located in the southeasterly comer of Lot 17, Block 
A, on the west side of U. S. Highway #1 (Dixie Highway) and the north side of 1st Street, just east of the East . 
Coast Railroad in southern Brevard County. The building is west of the Indian River and north of "Tony's Fish 
Market," and just northwest of the Grant Volunteer Fire Department. Grant is a very small rural fishing 
conununity about three and one half miles long and three miles wide, with approximately 1000 residents. 

HISTORIC SETTING 

In 1886, the tract ofland which now makes up a large portion of Grant, was purchased by early settler John M. 
Samuels. Railroad service began in 1890, and the trading-post and post office were establisl:ted in 1894. The 
store was located near the Indian River, on the north side of what was then known as "Main Street." The Smith 
General Store was approximately 300 feet south of the trading-post. This building burned down in an 
unexplained fire sometime at a later date. A small school house with a few scattered farm houses, orange 
groves, pine lands, swamps and flat green prairies planted with low cypress hammocks and clumps of cabbage 
palms surrounded the area. In 1924 a tram road ran from the railroad across lot 17 on the north side of the store 
ending at the "Jorgensen Fish House," which was located on the Indian River. Before construction of U.S 
Highway #1 in 1929, the store's entrance faced west where the railroad and county road ran. With the coming 
of the new highway, the front of the store was moved to the east elevation, facing the Iridian River. After the · 
Florida East Coast_Railroad discontinued passenger service, the railroad tracks were removed, and the Grant 
train station was transported by barge across the Indian River to "Honest Johr1's Fish Camp." The Grant freight 
station remained in operation until 1956. Since then, it has been relocated on site near Grant's 1916 Historical 



NPS Form 10·900-a 
(6-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

Section number 7 Page 2 
--------- -------

JORGENSEN'S GENERAL STORE 
Grant, Brevard County, Florida 

House. Since then the area has not changed significantly and remains a small rural community and Jorgensen's 
General Store is the only remaining historic commercial building in Grant. 

PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION 

Exterior 

Jorgensen's General Store is a two-story rectangular building with asbestos siding and a front gabled roof. An 
historic shed roofed addition is located on the north elevation. The east (main) elevation has a second story that 
overhangs the main entrance (Photos #1 - 2), The overhang is supported by two large brick columns. Three 
concrete steps lead up to a recessed, centrally located wood door (Photo #4). The door has one large window 
pane with a square hopper window above it (Photo #5). The second story has two paired "Anderson" windows 
with fixed single panes which replaced original paired sash windows. The window openings retain their historic 
dimensions. On the north elevation is a one-story addition with a wood French door and a paired jalousie 
window to the. right of the door (Photo #3). A deck is located on the flat roof of this addition. On the south end 
of the deck are two double sash windows, and a wood door to the right of them accesses the historic two-story . 
addition. 

The north elevation has four double sash windows on the second story and three smaller single paned windows 
on the first story (Photo #6). The main structure has an "Anderson" window on the east overhang and two 
smaller jalousie windows to the west. A jalousie door leads to the second-floor living quarters. A large, fixed, 
16-light window is located on the first story addition. The first story walls are stucco and the second story walls 
have asbestos siding. There are two sets of stairs, one on the east that leads to the deck on the first story 
addition, and the other on the west that leads to the second story back porch. · 

The south elevation has eight paired or single, 4-light awning windows with one small double sash window in 
the center and an "Anderson" window on the east overhang, all of which are on the second story (Photo #7). 
The first story to the west has one double hung sash window with a square hopper window directly above it and 
another double hung sash window. There are four square hopper windows that run the remaining length of the 
first story. A brick veneer, 30 inch tall, watertable runs the entire length of the elevation. 

The west (rear) elevation first story has a single step and concrete porch that runs across the elevation (Photo 
#8). At the sQuth end of the porch is a small handicap accessible ramp. There are two wood doors with lead 
glass. A square hopper window is directly above each door and one square hopper window is located between 
the doors. The entrance to the south leads into the store; the one on the north leads to a stairway to the second 
floor. At the far north end are double wood doors with wood screened doors that lead into a storage room. The 
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second story has a wood porch that runs across the full elevation and is supported by four round metal posts. A 
single door leads to the second story. living quarters. The second story also has an aluminum frame double hung 
window, two double sash windows, and one aluminum frame doubt~ hung window. 

INTERIOR 

The interior of the store is one large room with two fairly large storage rooms added to the north side. The post 
office area with its original safe is partially partitioned off in the southwest comer (Photos #9- 11). One of the 
original cashier counters has a built-in cash drawer and is located in the northeast comer (Photo #12). The walls 
and ceilings are constructed of yellow pine, tongue and groove, beaded board slats. (Photo #13). The floor is 
constructed of tongue and groove, heart pine boards (Photo #14). Counters, coolers and display shelves are 
arranged in the middle and on either side. Shelves run nearly the whole length on both sides of the north and 
south walls (Photos #1 5 - 17). In the northwest comer is a stairway that leads to the second-floor living 
quarters. The living quarters include two bathrooms, five bedrooms, a kitchen and a living room. 

ALTERATIONS 

The building has undergone various alterations, but still retains its primary integrity and significance. In 1894 
when the store was originally built, the entrance faced to the west and ther~ was a wooden porch attached. 
There were four dormers attached to the roof: two facing the north, and two facing the south Sometime later in 
the historic period, a metal roof was installed over the existing wood porch entrance. In 1929, with the arrival 
ofU.S Highway #1, the front of the store was changed to the east elevation. Approximately 30 feet were added 
to the building's length, with the construction of the second story overhang supported by two columns. During 
the same time period, a two-story addition was added to the northwest comer. Around 1940, electricity was 
installed throughout the building. In addition, plumbing was installed for a sink and a rest room which is 
located on the first floor of the historic second story addition. In 1956, a one-story addition was built on the 
northeast comer. It was at this time that living quarters were partitioned off on the second floor, including the 
installation of plumbing and electricity. Most of the original double sash windows were replaced with jalousie. 
and/or awning windows on the second-floor. Original window openings, however, were retained. The two door 
openings were also added: one was installed at the west end and the other at the north end on the second story. 
The post office functions were relocated in 1959, and the post office boxes were sold to the Wabasso post office 
in Indian River County. 

In 1995, the jalousie windows on the second story overhang were replaced with "Anderson" windows. The 
exterior of the building was painted and the columns at the east entrance were brick faced along with the bottom 
portion of the wall along the south elevation. The store's ceiling was covered with yellow pine, tongue and 
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groove, beaded board slats. Ceiling fans and light fixtures were also installed. Two lead glass and wood doors 
were also installed on the first story west (rear) end of the building. 

Noncontributing Resources 

There is one non-historic resource, located on the northwest corner of the property (Photo #18). It is a 10' X 12' 
aluminum storage shed with a concrete slab foundation built in 1980. The shed also has an aluniinum roof on 
the west side which extends 12' from the structure. 
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8. Statement of Significance 
Applicable·National Register Criteria · Areas of Significance 
(Mark ·x· in one or more boxes for the criteria qualifying the property 
for National Register listing.) 

(Enter categories from instructions) 

t~ A Property is associated with events that have made 
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our 
history. 

0 B Property is associated with the lives of persons 
significant in our past. 

[] C Property embodies the distinctive characteristics of 
a type, period, or method of construction or 
represents the work of a master, or possesses 
high artistic values, or represents a significant and 
distinguishable entity whose components lack 
individual distinction. 

D D Property has yielded, or is likely to yield 
information important in prehistory or history. 

Criteria Considerations 
. (Mark "x" in all the boxes that apply.) 

Property is: 

0 A owned by a religious institution or used for 
religious purposes. 

D B removed from its original location. 

D C a birthplace or grave. 

0 D a cemetery. 

0 E a reconstructed building, object, or structure. 

0 F a commemorative property. 

0 G less than 50 years of age or achieved significance 
within the past 50 years 

Narrative Statement of Significance 
(Explain the significance of the property on one or more continuation sheets.) 

9. Major Bibliographical References 
Bibliography 

EARLY SETTLEMENT 

COMMERCE 

COMMUNICATIONS 

Period of Significance 

1894-1949 

Significant Dates 

1894 
1929 

Significant Person 
NIA 

Cultural Affiliation 

NIA 

Architect/Builder 
BENSEN LOUIS 

Cite the books, articles, and other sources used in preparing this form on one or more continuation sheets.) 
Previous documentation on file (NPS): Primary location of additional data: 

0 preliminary determination of individual listing (36 [8] State Historic Preservation Office 
CFR 36) has been requested 0 Other State Agency 

0 previously listed in the National Register 0 Federal agency 
0 previously determined eligible by the National 0 Local government 

Register 0 University 
0 designated a National Historic Landmark 0 Other 
0 recorded by Historic American Buildings Survey Name of Repository 

# ' 

0 recorded by Historic American Engineering Record ..,# _____________ _ 
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SUMMARY . 

JORGENSEN'S GENERAL STORE 
Grant, Brevard County, Florida 

Jorgensen's General Store (Grant Grocery), built in 1894, is significant under Criterion A in the areas of Eaily 
Settlement and Commerce as a rare surviving example of a community general store. The building was erected 
as a trading post and post office in 1894; in 1959 the postal functions were relocated. The building was one of 
the earliest commercial properties in Grant and is the only remaining historic commercial property in the 
community. The store played a significant role in the early settlement and development of Grant, providing 
stability and a focal point for the isolated little community. Notable features of the two story, simple, functional 
building include: tongue and groove beaded board walls and ceilings, heart pine wood floors, hopper and double 
sash windows, original post office features, and the layout of the front entrance. 

HISTORIC CONTEXT 

In the 1870's, Brevard County was sparsely settled, and in 1880, Louis K. Smith and his family were the first 
white settlers to arrive in the Grant area. Other families followed, and in 1884, the first one room school house 
was built. The coming of the railroad in 1890 opened the area to further settlement. In 1891, Grant was . 
founded and the first post office was established. At this time, the post office was operated out of the home of 
Edwin Nelson, Grant's first Postmaster. The population doubled in 1892, and fishing, farming, orange groves 
and pineapple. plantations became Grant's main industries. Brevard County was the pineapple capital of the 
world until the "Big Freeze of 1894-95," when farmers and growers around the state suffered great losses. As a 
result, Grant residents relied mainly on the fishing industry to supplement their agricultural income. Despite 
Grant's small population, the community supported a small school house, church and general store that housed 
the post office, telegraph office and railroad express office, all of which were located on First Street in the 
center of town. This small fishing hamlet was a place of wooden frame buildings, large pine trees, and shell 
roads. 

One ofthe most important events of the 1910s in Brevard County was the completion of the Dixie Highway (U. 
S. Highway #1), which traveled through all of the communities located on the west bank of the Indian River. 
Brevard County was a full partner in the Florida boom which peaked in 1925, although it followed a little 
behind the feverish spending and sudden collapse of the Miami area. Grant, Malabar, Micco, and Sebastian 
enjoyed increased activity during the boom years. Grant leaders stimulated interest in a bridge across the Indian 
River, however, the collapse of the real estate boom came too soon for it to be completed. The Florida boom 
collapsed in 1926, bringing to close a significant period of growth for communities throughout the state. 
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By 1965 Grant's population had reached 250, it increased to 400 in 1989, and currently the population is 
approximately 1000. One weekend each year in February, the population expands to· about 80,000 due to 
Grant's Annual Seafood Festival. 

HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE 

In 1886, John M. Samuels purchased 200.5 acres of land from the United States government. This tract of land 
includes the southeasterly comer of lot 17, Block A. The property stayed in the Samuels family until 1898. 
Louis Bensen built the trading post/post office between 1892-1894 and served as postmaster and store keeper 
from May 1894 to July 1896. John B. Wells served as postmaster from July 1896 to March 1898, followed by 
Catherine Shaw from March 1898 to September 1898. Lars Jorgensen was the store keeper during their tenns. 
Jorgensen pUrchased the trading post in 1911 and named it Jorgensen's General Store. He served as Postmas~er 
and store keeper until he was murdered while delivering groceries by horse carriage in 1912. Incidentally, his 
wife, Anne M. Jorgensen went insane a few years later, but the property, remained in the family until1956. The 
position of the Postmaster shifted between daughters, Laura Jorgensen Berry and Carrie Jorgensen Gutermuth, 
and daughter-in-law, Helen L Jorgensen, until 1956. In addition, Carrie Jorgensen was the railroad express 
agent during this time and the first female telegrapher on the east coast. 

John and Iris Swiger, husband and wife, bought the store from Carrie Gutermuth in 1956 and renamed it 
"Swiger's Town & Country Shoppe." The Swigers ran both the store and express office. Marshall D. Richards 
was Postmaster from 1956 to 1983; however, in 1959 the post office functions were relocated and he finished 
out his term at the new post office. When John Swiger died in 1962, the family leased the store to a Mrs. 
Engminger from 1962 to 1964. From 1968 to 1971 it was leased to John Butler, who gave the store its current 
name, Grant Grocery. Iris Swiger, along with her son James and his wife Mary, reopened the store from 1971 
to 1985. The local children would catch the school bus in front of the store, and Iris Swiger, known as 
"Grandmother" would give them lunch money on occasion, when they forgot to bring it or when their parents 
simply did not have the money. The store was purchased by Lloyd Kirven in 1985 who operated it until 1995. 
During that time, the store did not undergo any notable changes. 

From the early to mid 1900's, Jorgensen's General Store played a role in the historic development of the Grant 
community by serving as a communication center to the surrounding area. Not only did the store enable 
residents to send and receive messages by telegraph, but it also served as a major drop off point for the United 
States postal system. Citizens of the area congregated at the store awaiting the train to drop off their mail, 
packages and supplies. Jorgensen's General Store remains a vibrant remnant of the work of the community's 
first settlers. It is one of the earliest buildings of Grant, a small fishing community which developed in Brevard 
County during the 1800s largely due to its location near the Indian River. Despite the passing oftime, farming 
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!md fishing continue to be Grant's main industries. Even though the post office functions were relocated in 
1959, the store remains a gathering place for old timers and area residents to catch up on the local gossip while 
purchasing their groceries. This very prominent building is a local landmark. 



NPS Form 10-900-a 
(!l-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

· OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

Section number 9 Page 1 -------- ------
JORGENSEN'S GENERAL STORE 

Grant, Brevard County, Florida 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

lllOOKS 

Cleveland, Weona. "Crossroad Towns Remembered: A Look Back at Brevard & Indian River Pioneer 
Communities," Melbourne, Florida: Florida Today, 1994. 

Hopwood, Fred A. Grant. Florida The First 100 Years. Melbourne, Florida: Grant Historical Society, 1990. 

Kemp, Jim. American Vernacular. New York: Viking, 1987. 

LEGAL DOCUMENTS 

Brevard County Clerk of Court Land and Records, Letter of Purchase including Lot 17, Block A to John M. 
Samuels. Warranty Deed between Carrie M. Gutermuth and Swigers' for the purchase of Lot 17, Block 

A. Titusville, Florida. 

Indian River Abstract & Guaranty Co. "An Abstract of Title for the heirs of Lars Jorgensen of Lot 17, Block A," 
Titusville, Florida, 1936. 

INTERVIEWS 

Doles, Betty, (daughter of John and Iris Swiger), January 22, 1998. 

Gutermuth, Earl, (son of Carrie Jorgensen Gutermuth), December 10, 1997. 

Lord, Ruby, President of Grant Historical Society, January 22, 1998. 

Richards, Marshall, Retired Postmaster. February 1956 through November 1983, March 5. 1998. 

Swiger, iris, Owner of Grant Grocery (Jorgensens General Store), 1956 through 1985, Feb!llary 22, 1998. 



JORGENSEN'S GENERAL STORE BREVARD. FLORIDA 
~lame of Property County and State 

10. Geographical Data 

Acreage of Property Less than 1 acre 

UTM References 
(Place additional references on a continuation sheet.) 

3w 111111111111111 
Northing 

I I I I I I I I I I I 
Zone Eastin~ . Northing 4w lllllllll l lllll 
0 See continuation sheet 

Verbal Boundary Description 
(Describe the boundaries of the property on a continuation sheet.) 
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Additional Documentation 
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Continuation Sheets 

Maps 

A USGS map (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's location. 

A Sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous resources. 

Photographs 

Representative black and white· photographs of the property. 
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Property Owner 
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'P•perworit R•ducUon ACt Statement.: This Uiformauon is being COllected for appijCiOOns to ihi Naii0031 Register of Histone Places to nDt'l"'lnaie properties for lislng or detenrune eligibility for hsung. to 
list prope11ies. and amend listings. Response to thiS request iS required to obtain a benefit in accordance with the National Hi5toric Preservation Act. as amended (16 U.S.C. 470 el seq.). 

EaUmatod Burden Statement: PIJbl lc reporting butden fO< thiS form iS estimated to average t B.111ours per response including time fO< reviewing instructions. gathering and maintaining data. and 

=~~~g,~~~~~tt~~;'~·111~~~~~~~t";.g.:~J~~~t~P!~= %:ZJ~;<:,~::~~~~B~.h~~s~1~t~~~1o~'J"'•• Division. Natiooal Par!< Service. P.o . Box 37127. 



NPS Form 10..900-a 
(8-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National P~rk Service 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

!NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
·CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section num~er 10 Page ----

BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION 

1 JORGENSEN'S GENERAL STORE 
Grant, Brevard County, Florida 

Beginning at the Southeasterly comer ofLot 17, Block A, according to Jorgensen's Plat of Grant, Florida, as 
same appears of record in Plat Book 2, Page 64, Public Records of Brevard County, Florida; Thence 
Northwesterly along the right-of-way of State Road No. 5 for a distance of I 00 feet; thence Westerly parallel 
with and 100 feet from the Southerly boundary line of said lot 17, a distance of 96.4 feet to East right-of-way 
line ofFlorida East Coast Railway to the Westerly boundary line of said Lot 17; thence Southerly along the 
Westerly boundary line of said Lot 17, a distance of 415 feet; thence Westerly parallel to the Southerly 
boundary of said Lot 17, a distance of 25 feet to East right-of- way line of Florida East Coast Railway; thence 
Southerly along said right-of-way line and along the Westerly line of said Lot 17, a distance of 58.5 feet to the 
Southwest comer of said Lot 17, a distance of 121.4 feet to the point of beginning, excepting there from the 
right-of-way of State Road No. 5 if same encroaches on said Lot, being the South 100 feet of Lot 17, Block A, 
Map of Resurvey of Jorgensen's Plat of Grant, according to the Plat thereof, as recorded in Plat Book 9, Page 
64, of the Public Records of Brevard County, Florida. 

BOUNDARYJUSTIFICA TION 

The boundary encloses less than one acre of property historically associated with Jorgensen's General Store in 
the above referenced legal description and indicated in the site plan. 



Site#S BR01723 ~Florida 
,:-Master 

~~n:~ 
HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Recorder I _____ _ 

Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site Name (address If none} Cocoa Cemetery Utility Shed 

Field Date 1/19/2011 
Form Date 2/18/2011 

FormNo 201101 
FormNo = Fielcl Dale (YYYYMM) 

Multiple listing (DHR only) 

Other Names » L_ ________________ ___J 

Survey or Project Name Historic Structures Survey along US 1 

National Register Category Building (s) 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

Survey# 

Street No. Direction Street Name Street Type 

Boulevard 

Direction Suffix 

101 North Cocoa 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) Peachtree St/N Cocoa Blvd 
City /Town (within 3 miles) _c_o_c_oa ______________ _ In Current City Limits? YES 

Tax Parcel#(s) 24-36-33-2 6-ooooo. 0-0043. oo County Brevard 

Subdivision Name Cocoa Cemetery 

Ownership _c_i_ty=---------------
Name of Public Tract (e.g .• park) 
Route to (especially if no street address) 

USGS 7 .5' Map Name 

Block Lot 43144 I 53 

MAPPING 

Publication Date ___ »ICOCOA;1984 

Township: __ Range:__ Section: 1/4 section: » I24S ; 36E ; 33 ;UNSP 

Irregular Section Name: ___________ _ 
Landgrant 

UTM: Zone__ Easting ___ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

Style Masonry Vernacular 

Exterior Plan Rectangular 
Number of Stories 1 
Structural System{s) 

Northing ___ _ 

DESCRIPTION 

Other Style ___________________ _ 

Other Exterior Plan _____________ ______ _ 

>> !concrete block 

Other Structural System(s) ----------,=====~-------
Foundation Type(s) » !continuous 

Other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material(s) ________ _ >> !concrete Block 

Other Foundation Material(s) ---------r=====--------
Exterior fabric(s) » I stucco 

Other Exterior Fabric(s) __________ ;=====------------, 

Roof Type(s) » IGable 

Other RoofType(s) --------------;='==~------:-------., 
Roof Material(s) » I sheet 111etal: corrugated 

Other RoofMaterial(s) --------------
Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) ___________ »!Not applicable 

Othet" Roof Secoodary Structure(s) 

Number of Chimneys o 
Chimney Material _________ _ 

Othet" Chirmey Material(s) ---------------

Chimney Location(s) ----------------------------------
Page 1of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8BR01723 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Window Descriptions ::n.:.o_w.::..:.in::.d=o.:.•::::s:_ ___________________________________ _ 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) 2 -pane 1 wood door on the south f ac;:ade 

Porches: #open 
Porch Roof Types(s) 

#closed #incised Location(s) ____________________ _ 

Exterior Ornament 

Interior Plan Unspecified Other Interior Plan 

Condition ~F_a_i_r _____ _ 

Structure Surroundmgs 

Commercial: MOSTly this category 

Institutional: SOME of this category 

Residential: NONE of this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Features (Number I type of outbuildings, major landscape features) part of the Cocoa Cemetery ( BBRl 7 7 7) 

Archaeological Remains (describe): ______________________________ _ 
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Form completed? __ 
Narrative Description (optionaO 

----------------------------------------

HISTORY 

Construction year c1931 
Architect (last name first): ~un_k_n_o_wn _____________ Builder (last name first): -=u:.:.n:.:.k:.:.n:.:.o:.:.wn:.:.:._ __________ _ 

Changes 111 Locat1ons or Cond1t1ons 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

~>L_ _________________________________ ~ 

Structure Usc History 

Use ____________ Year Use Started _ _ _ Year Use Ended ----- » [storage building; ; 

Other Structure Uses _____________________ _ 

Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods ------------------ » [Examine local property records 

Other research methods 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? _N....,..o ______ _ 

ldividually Eligible for National Register? cc::Nc=O ________ _ 
Potential Contributor to NR District? NO 

Name of Local Register if Eligible ___________ _ 

---------
Area(s) of historical significance ------------------- >>L_ ______________ ~ 

Other Historical Associations 

Explanation of Evaluation (required) Built of common materials, lacking significant architectural distinction, 
& important historical associations, BBR1723 is considered not eligible for individual listing in 
NRHP but is a contributing resource to potential NRHP listing of Cocoa Cemetery. 

Page2of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8BR01723 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Doc~t~: ____________________ _ 

File or Accession #: 
Maintaining Organization:- ------------------

Descriptive Information: -------- ------- -----

>> 1 materials one location;Southeaatern Archaeological Research;2605-11001T;photos , mapa, field notes, aerial• 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last, First) _v_a.nD____,y,_k_e..:...., _R_,y,_an ______ _______ _ 

RecorderAddress/Phone 315 NW 138th Terrace, Newberry, FL 32669/352-333-0049 

Recorder Affiliation southeaater n Archaeological. R .. ench Other Affiliation - --------- ---------------------------
Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? _ __ 

Cult~al ReSOU"ce Type: 
Electronic Form Used: 

Form Type Code: 
Form Quality Ranking: 

Form Status Code: 

Supplement Information Status: 
Supplement File Status: 

Form Comnents: 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

****** MASTER SITE FILE USE ONLY ****** 

FMSF Staffer: 
Computer Entry Date: 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Page3of3 
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~Florida 'f) .\::=Master 

l~:r:e 
Original? NO 

IDSTORICAL CE:METERY FORM 
Eledrtmlc VGilllon 1.1.0 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site 18 BR01724 
Recorder Sflel 

Field Date -=-1-r./ 2"""0"1=2 o=l-=-1-
Form Date 2/18/2011 

FormNo 201101 
FormND • Ftl!fd OB1B (YYYYMAf) 

Cemelery Name Bill top Cemetery Multiple listing (DHR only) 

AftemateNames - - ------------ >> leocoa B1ack Cemetery 
Project Name Historic Structures Survey al.ong OS 1 FMSF Survey I _ __ _ 

County Brevard Ownership Type City National Register Category _s_i te ___ _ 

USGS7.5' Map Name _ _____ _ _____ PubRcatfonDate _ _ _ » lcocOA;1984 

Township: _ _ Range:__ SecUon: 

lm!gular Section Name: 

1/4sectlon: _ _____ » I24S ;36E ; 28;UNSP 

L.andgrant Plat or Other Map-------- --- - ------
CityiTown(NwithinlmL) Cocoa tnCtarentCityllmfls? YES TaxParcell(s) u -u -u -o1-ooooo.o-ooo,.oo 

Ad~/V~ityof/Rmrtem al.so 24-36-33-01-00000. 0- 0007.01; located on west side of N Cocoa Blvd, Pine 
St l.eads to entry 

NameofPublh:Tract Enclosing Cemetery, If any (e.g., park) ------------- -----------

HISTORY 
Year Cemetery EstabRshed c1887 Ownership History (especially original owners) Adam and Sophie Di zon (original. 
owners), City of Cocoa (current owner) 

Year Burials Ceased, If applicable Reason(s) Burials Ceased-- ----- - --- - - - --

Range of Death Dates: Ea:rtrest 18 97 
Acreage Expansions I Dates: 

Most Recent 2 0 07 

Ust People Important In Local, State, or National History Burled In Cem2tery - ---------- - ----- - -

Previous Attempts at Repair, Cleanln~ or Restoration? 

GENERALDESC~PTION 

~T~ » ~lc~o'_"'~""-"_i~tyL_ _____ ~ 

~(~18~~~--------------------------~~==~--~------------~ 
Ethnic Group(s) Interred » ,_~_r_i_can __ Ame _ _ r1_· can _ _______ _. 

~~T~~aMkGro~ - - - -------- --------- --------
CUrrent Slatus Used for burials Size (If length by width, specify "ft"; if acres, specify "ac") _2 ___ _ 

TotallofGraves 420 DoesTotalllncludeUnmarkedGravus? NO 
Evidence I Nwnbur of Unmarked Graves NONE -------- --------- ----- ----------
Cemetery Condltfon soma Maintained 

If Not Identifiable, Explain - - - - ---- - --------- ------------ - ---

Cemetery Boundary Type Fence Other Boundary Type ------- --- ---- -
Descrtbe Cemetely Boundary (e.g., cast iron fence, stone or brick wall, etc.) chain link and pillar & pole 

HlstorlcatVegetBtlon (trees, shrubs, flowers) --- - ------ ----- - ------- ------ -



IDSTORICAL CEMETERY FORM Site 18 BR01724 

Grave Groupings » ~...:..IF..:..am_,_· l~y ___________ _J 

~,~,~~~-----------------~~~====================~--
Groupings Indicated By » ._leur_b_i._n_.g'------------...J 

omw~~~~------~------~-----------------
Publlc Access Unlimited If Access Restrldlld, How? --------------------

Cemetery Surrouncilngs 

CommerciaJ: MOSTly this category Residential: SOME of this cateqo:r:y 

Institutional: SOME of this cateqory Undeveloped: NONE of this cateqory 

~ >> ._~ __ do_ n_m_e_n_t _ ________ ...J 

om~~-------------------------------
Assoclated Historical Properties I Archaeological (non-c:ernetery) Remains ------------------ ----

FMSF Historical Structure form or Archaeological Site form completed? 

East/West Most1y this category 

OesafpUon of Other Orientation 

Grave lnche<Hor s 

Headstones Most1y thi.s category 
Depressions Same of this c:ategoz:y 

Oesaiption of Other Grave Indicators 

GRAVES 

North/South None this category 

Objects or Plants ---------
Other---------

MoWlds -----------

-------------------------------------------

Marter Materials ----...,..--- ------------ » !Granite 
~~~~f~ibe~r~q~l~a~s~s ______________________________ __ 

Desaibe Grave Articles FOWld In Cemetery urns, wood crosses, fake flowers 

Marker Condrtrons 

SunkenorTUted Same of this categoz:y 
Broken or Fragments Same of this categoz:y 

Other Damage 
Description of "Other" Notable Damage 

Chipped, Cracked, Weathered, but Standing Some of this cateqory 
DeliberalelyVandallzed None this category 

Legible Most1y this category Illegible Same of this category No lnscrlpUon Some of this category 

Distinctive Gravemarkers, Monwnents. and/or Archllectural FeatuJas ledgers , grave boxes , rounded & square markers , 
random tile, mulit-color glass inlaid in cement, inlaid tile 

Signatures of Stone Carvers (Specify name, town If available) 



IDSTORICAL CEMETERY FORM Site 18 BR01724 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially EUglble for a Local Reglsten YES 
Individually EUglble for National Register? -=YE=s::-------- Name of Local Register if Eligible----------

Potentlal Contributor to NR District? _HO ____ _ __ _ 

Area(s) of Historical Significance _____________ _ »!African American 

Other Historical Assotlatlons 

Explanation of Evaluation (required) Due to ita ear~y & prominent ro~e as pub~ic buri u place for Cocoa's 
African American residents, many prominent in local history, BR1724 is associated w/eventa that 
have made significant contribution to broad patterns of history (Criterion A) . 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods - ------------- » !Examine local property records 
Other rasaard1 methods ---------------- - ----------------------

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

PhoiOgr<~plliC Nr.giltrves or Other Collr.ctrons Not fried witl1 FMSr lncluchng Freid No.es Plans. o.her lmporl31lt Doclrmcms 

Document type: ------------------- Maintaining Organization: ____ _______ _ 

Ale or Accession t: - ---------------- Descriptive lnformatron: 

>> materia18 olle location; Southaaatexn Archaeological Raaearch;2605-11001'1';photoa, mapa, fiel.G notes, aarlua 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Local Contact Name/Address/Phone/Admlnlstratlve Office - ------ ------------------- ----
Recorder Name (last. first) _v_anoy____,,_k_e~, _Ryan-=--------------
Recorder AdtfressiPho118 315 NW 138th Terrace , Newberry , I'L 32669/352-333-0049 

Recorder Alllllation ao..t~~eut.a. &rc~~.uolOJli~ li.UeaZdl Other Aftillatlon ----------------------------
Is a Text-Only Supplement Ale Attached (Surveyor Only)? __ 

**'"'** MASTER SITE FILE USE ONLY-

Cultwal Resource Type: ~ 
Electronic Form Used: CllO 

Form Type Code: NORM 
Form Quality Ranking: NEW 

Form Status Code: SCAT 

Supplement Information Status: NO SOPPLEMEN'l' 
Supplement File Status: NO SUPPLEMENT FILE 

Form Comments: 

FMSF Staffer. - .,---,----- ----
Computer Entry Date: 2/18/20U 

REQUIRED PAPER (1) USGS 7.5n MAP WITH CEMETERY LOCATION CLEARLY MARKED 

ATTACHMENTS (2) PHOTOS, PREFER B&W AT LEAST 3x6 

Pllfl• a IIF a 



BR01724-201101 
Supplementary Printout 

> Other name(s) for cemetery: 
Cocoa Black Cemetery 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
COCOA;1984 

> Townahlp/Range/Sectlon/Qtr: 
245 ;36E ;28;UNSP 
245 ;36E ;33;UNSP 

> Cemetery type: 
Community 

> Ethnic group(&) Interred: 
African American 

> Grave grouping: 
Family 

> Groupings Indicated by: 
CUrbing 
Fence 
Wall 

> Threats: 
Abandonment 
Public Development 
Private Development 
Desecration 

> Marbr materials: 
Granite 
Marble 
Concrete 
Other 

> Areas of Historical Significance 
African American 
Community planning & development 

> Reaearch methods: 
Examine local property records 
Pedesbian 
Windshield 
FL Master Site Flle-Manusaipts 
FL Master Site File-Cultural Resources 
Ubrary special coDectlons(non-local) 

> Repositories: Collectlon/Housed/ACC888Iontllllescrlbe 
All materials one locatlon;Southeastem Archaeological Research;2605-11001T;photos, maps, field notes, aerials 

Page 1 Of1 
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Electronic form used: Historical Structure Form Version 2.3 of5197 

Site #8: BR01739 

First site form recorded for this site? Original documentation. site not recorded at FSF 

Identifying code (field date, if none then form date): 200005 

Recorder #: ** blank ** 
Field Date: 0512712000 

Form Date: 0712712000 

Site name: ASHLErS CAFE & LOUNGE 

(Other name(s)): JACK'S TAVERN: COONEY'S TAVERN 

Mult list #: •• blank ** 
Survey name: CRAS OF SR 5 (US 1) FROM BARNES BLVD TO CIDCO RD 

Survey #: •• blank •• 7 9 4 3 
National 

Street Number!Direction/N ameffype/Suffix Direction: 16091* */ROCKLEDGE/Boulevard/West 

Cross streets nearest/between: BARTON BLVDIPOINSETI' DRIVE 

City/town: ROCKLEDGE 

In current city limits? Definitely within the limits ofcity 

County: BREVARD 

Tax parcel#: 2536047700005.00001.00 

Subdivision name: ROCKLEDGE PARK NO 2 

Block: J. 
Lot no.: 1 TO 8 

Ownership type: Private-corporate-for profit 

Name of pubtract (e.g., park): •• blank •• 

Route to 

USGS map name & year of publication/revision: COCOA/1984 

Township/Range/Section!Qtr: 25 South/36 East/41** 

Irregular section: NO 

Landgrant: •• blank •• 

UTM Zone!Easting!Northing: •• blank •• 

Plat or other 

Style: Tudor Revival: ca. 1890-1940 

[Other style]: **blank •• 

Exterior plan: Irregular 

[Other exterior plan]: •• blank •• 

No. stories: 2. 
Structural system(s): Wood frame 

[Other structural system(s)]: •• blank u 

Foundation types: Continuous 

[Other foundation type]: **blank** 

Foundation materials: Concrete block 

[Other foundation materials): •• blank •• 

Exterior fabrics: Stucco: Brick: Drop siding: Beaded weatherboard 

[Other exterior fabrics) DECORATIVE 112 TIMBERJNG 



Roof types: Hip; Intersecting gables (cross-gabled) 
[Other roof types]: **blank •• 

Roof materials: Composition shin~les 

[Other roof materials]: •• blank •• 

Roof secondary structures (dormers etc): Gable donner: Shed donner 

[Other roof secondary structures]: •• blank ** 
Chimney no.: 1 
Chimney materials: Brick 

[Other chimney materials): **blank •• 

Chimney locations: &exTERIOR 

Windows (types, materials, etc.): CASEMENT, WOOD.· FIXED GLASS 

Main entrance (stylistic details): 3 ENTS ONE (FROND FACADE. THE SENT IS A NONmsT MULTIPANELED WOOD 
DOOR WIETCHED GLASS LIGHT. SIDELIGHTS FLANK DOOR 

#of open porches: **blank •• 

# of closed porches: **blank •• 

# of incised porches: • • blank •• 
Porch locations: .. blank .. 

Porch roof types: •• blank •• 

Exterior ornament: WOOD.BRICK.STUCCO 
Interior plan: Irregular 

[Other interior plan]: **blank •• 

Condition: Good 

Narrative description: THIS IS 1 OF ONLY 4 TUDOR REVIVAL BUILDINGS IN BREVARD RECORDED AT SfTE FILES. 
ORIGINALLY KNOWN AS JACK'S TAVERN. THE ESTABLISHMENT WAS OPENED IN 1933 ASAN UPSCALE RESTAURANT & 
TAVERN WHERE PATRONS WORE TUXEDOS &EVENING GOWNS. 
Commercial surroundings (proportion): Some ofsurroundings show this quality (10- 50%) 

Residential surroundings (proportion): Some ofsurroundings show this quality (10- 50%) 

Institutional surroundings (proportion): None ofsurroundings show this qualitv (< 10%) 

Undeveloped surroundings (proportion): Some of surroundings show this qualitv 0 0- 500/6) 

Ancillary features (no., outbldings, etc.): •• blank •• 
Artifacts or other remains: ** blank .. 

FMSF form coiDDJtete~o 

Construction year (e.g. C1933, 1936+, 1936-): c1932 

Architect (last name first): Rummell. Richard 

Builder (last name first): ** blank •• 

Status changes (moves, altms, additns, etc): Altered not according to the Secretary's standards: Attached roomfs) added 
after original constr. date 

Year of change: • • blank • • 

Date change noted: • • blank •• 

Nature of change: NONHISTORIC DOOR; NONHISTORIC WINDOWS,· SHED ROOF ADDN ON SOUTH FACADE: 
CONCRETE BLOCK ADDITION ON NORTH FACADE 

Original, intermediate, present uses: Restaurant: Bar 

[Other uses]: •• blank** 

Year use started: •• blank** 



Repository collection: All documents and collections at same repository 

Repository housed: Southeastern Archaeological Research. Inc. 

Accession number: 0025 

Information & description: ** blank ** 

Recorder name (last name first): MOHLMAN GEOFfREY 

Recorder address/phone: PO BOX /4776. GAINESVILLE. FL. 326041352-338-1144 

Recorder affiliation: Southeastern Archaeological Research. Inc. 
[Other affiliation]: **blank** 

Is file attached 



PHOTOGRAPH FMSF No. -~SB~R~l'-!..;73~9::.____ 
(Facing Northwest) Location 1609 Rockledee Blvd 

Source: UnivenaiMBp, Cocoa, Melbourne and Brevard County, Florida. Streetmap. 



Electronic form used: Historicgl Structure Form Yersion 2.3 of5197 
Site #8: BR01741 
First site form recorded for this site? Original documentation. site not recorded at FSF 
Identifying code (field date, if none then form date): 200005 
Recorder #: •• blank •• 
Field Date: 0512712000 
Form Date: 07/2712000 
Site name: ROCKLEDGE GARDENS NURSERY & LANDSCAPING 
[Other name(s)]: •• blank •• 
Mult. list #: •• blank •• 
Survey name: CRAS OFSR 5 (US J) FROM BARNES BLVD TO CIDCORP 

Survey #: •• blank •• 7 9 4 3 Q 
National r ter cate o : 

Street Number/Dlrection/Nameffype/Suftlx Direction: 2153/ .. IRQCKLEDGE!Boulevard/West 
Cross streets nearest/between: EYSTER BOULEVARD/GUS IQP 
City/town: ROCKI.EDGE 
In current city limits? Definitely within the limits ofctty 
County: BREVARD 
Tax parcel#: 253615000001B.ooooo.oo 
Subdivision name: •• blank .. 
Block: •• blmtk •• 
Lot no.: •• blank •• 
Ownership type: Prlvate:CO!J!Orate-for profit 
Name ofpubtract (e.g., park): •• b.lank •• 
Route to or vicini o : •• blank .. 

Style: Industrial Vernacular: anv date 
(Other style]: •• blan/c •• 
Exterior plan: l"egulqr 
[Other exterior plan]: •• blank •• 
No. stories: l 
Structural system(s): Wood frame 
[Other structural system(s)]: •• blank •• 
Foundation types: l!if!J:l. 
[Other foundation type]: •• blank •• 
Foundation materials: Concrete block 
[Other foundation materials]: •• blgnk •• 

Exterior fabrics: M!d!lJ. 
[Other exterior fabrics] •• bW •• 



! : 

Roof types: Intersec#ne gables fcross-gabled) 
[Other roof types]: •• blank u 

Roof materials: Sheet metal: SVcrime 
[Other roof materials): •• blank .. 
Roof secondary structures (dormen etc): Not ap_plicabk 
[Other roof secondary structures]: •• blank •• 

Chimney no.: •• blanlc •• 

Chimney materials: Not applicqbfe 
(Other chimney materials]: •• blank** 

Chimneylocations: **b4mk•• 
Windows (types, materials, etc.): DOS. WOOD.6/6 

Main entrance (stylistic detalls): NONHISTORIC DOUBLE LEAF GLASS DOORS W/SIDEL!GHTS SHELTERED BY A 
GABLE ROOF PORCH SUPPORTED BY WOOD POSTS ONE FACADE 

#of open porches: 1 
# of closed porches: •• blank .. 
# of incised porches: •• bltmk •• 
Porch locations: F/FRONTENTR4NCEIJIWOOD POSTS/E.· S/WOOD DECKIN.· E&N/WRAP.AROUND PORCH/E 

Porch roof types: GA.IJLE. SHED 

Exterior ornament: WOOD. METAL 

Interior plan: Unknown Interior Plan 
[Other interior plan]: •• blank •• 
Condition: Good 

Narrative description: ACCORDING TO A LOCAL INFORMANT HARRY WI7TE & ALEXANDER THOMAS STARTED A 
BULB fFLOWERJ COMPANY DURING THE 1ST 112 OF 20TH CENTURY. THIS BWDLING SERVED AS THE MAIN STO.{lEFOR 
THE COMPANY. THE EPORTION OF BUILDING HAS BEEN CONVERTED TO OFFICE SPACE 

Commercial surroundings (proportion): Some ofsurroundings show this quality flO - 50%) 
Residential surroundings (proportion): Some ofsurroundtngs show this qugllty flO - 50%) 
Institutional surroundings (proportion): None ofsurroundings show this gualiJv f< 1 0%) 
Undeveloped surroundings (proportion): Some ofsurroundings show this auality (1 0- SQ0/6) 
Ancillary features (no., outbldings, etc.): BUILDING IS DEEPLY SET BACK OF US 1 CLOSE TO RR TRACKS & 
SEVERAL OUTBUILDINGS SITE OF BUILDING. THEPOTI'INGSHEDIS TJIEONLYHISTOUTBUILDING 

Artifacts or other remains: •• blank •• 
FMSF Archaeolo cal form com leted? No: c o al Fo 

Construction year (e.g. C1933, 1936+, 1936-): CJ930 

Architect (last name first): •• blank •• 
Builder (last name first): •• blank •• 
Status changes (moves, altrns, additns, etc): Altered not according to the Secretary's sttmtJgrds: Attached roomfs) added 
afieroriginalcoasu.date 
Year of change: •• blank •• 
Date change noted: •• blank •• 
Nature of change: NONHISTORIC LOADING BAY DOOR: NONHISTORIC CONCRETE BLOCK RAMP: NONH[STOR/C 
DECK.· NONH/STORIC ENTRANCE 

Original, intermediate, present uses: Storage building: Storage buildin.g 
[Other uses]: •• blank •• 
Year use started: •• blank ** 
Year use ended: •• blank •• 
Ownenhip history (esp. original owners): HARRY WI1TE AND ALEXANDER THOMAS 

Research methods: Florida Site File search for this propertv: Florlda Site File for past architectural surveys: Sanborn maps far 
this properlY consulted: Other uncoded metbod 
[Other research methods): PROPERTYAPPRAISER DATABASE 
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~Florida if Master 
.. Site~ 
="1 File~ 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site 18 BR01765 

Recorder# --- ---
Field Date 1/19/2011 

Form Date 2/23/2011 

FormNo 201101 
FarmNo z Field {)a(e (YYYYMM) 

Site Name (address If none) _2_S_s _o_l_i_v_e_st _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ r======----=M::u=lti!:ple:_:Lis:::t::ing~(D::H:.:R~on::.:!.ly~) - --, 

Other Names - - --- - --- - --- ---- >> jBohn Equiment Company 
Survey or Project Name Historic Structures Survey along us 1 Survey# 
National Register Category Building ( s) 

Street No. Direction Street Name 

Olive 

Street Type 

Street 

Direction Suffix 

255 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) alive St/N Cocoa Blvd 

City I Town (within 3 miles) _c_o_co_a _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ---,--- - - - ----,-- In Ctrrer( City Umits? YES 
County Brevard Tax Parcel l(s) 24-36-28-00-00506. 0-0000.00 

Subdivision Name ----- - --- --- --- -- Block Lot ___ _ 
~~~ _c_i_ty~----------------
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 
Route to (especially if no street address) 

MAPPING 

USGS 7 .5' Map Name Publication Date » JCOCOA; 1984 - --
Township: __ Range:__ Section: 1/4section: » j24S ; 36E ; 28;UNSP 

Irregular Section Name: - - ---- --- --
Landgrant 

UTM: Zone _ _ Easting Northing _ ____ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

DESCRIPTION 

~yle Industrial Vernacular 

Exterior Plan Rectangular 
Number of Stories 1 
Structtral System(s) 

Other Style _ _ ___ _____ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ 

Other Exterior Plan ---------- ------ - - --- -----------
» !Brick 

Other Structural System(s) --------------.=====~-------------, 
Foundation Type(s) » jcontinuous 

Other Foundation Types 
Foundation Material(s) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ :» JBrick 

Other Foundation Material(s) 
-------------c======~---------. 

Exterior Fabric(s) » JBrick 

Other Exterior Fabric(s) _ ___ ___ ___ c====~-----------, 
Roof Type(s) » jvaul ted 

OtherRodT~~-----------.-==--~~-~~-----~ 
Roof Material(s) » Jcompoai tion roll 

Other Roof Material(s) - - - --- --- - - ---

Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) - - ---- - - - - - » JNot applicable 
Other Roof Secondary Structure(s) 

Number of Chimneys _ o _ 

ChimneyMaterial - - - - - - - - - 
Other Chimney Material(s) ----- - ---------- - -----

Chimney Location(s) ------- --- ---- --- ------- - - ----- --- -----
Psge1of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8BR01765 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Window Descriptions 1/1 metal SHS windows and fixed transom lights at roof line 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) west facade , 4 bays with sliding wood doors and round metal col umns 

Porches: #open _ _ #closed __ #incised _ _ location(s) --- --- -------- - - --- - 
Porch Roof Types(s) 
[Qe~~ment common bond brick pattern , vertical bricks along upper window openings 

Interior Plan Unknown Other Interior Plan 

Condition Fair - --- - --

Commercial: MOSTly this category 

Institutional: SOME of this category 

Residential: Seta: of this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

AncillaryFeatures(Number/typeofoutbuildings,majorlandscapefeatures) used to be 1 of 4 h istoric structures at Bohn 

Equipment Co/Gulf Coast Oil Corp, others demolished, now part of City of Cocoa Water Treatment 

Plant 

Archaeological Remains (describe):---- ---- -=----- - - ---- - ---- ---- -
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Form completed? _ _ 
Narrative Description (optionaO 

---- ---- ---- --------- ----------------- --------

HISTORY 

Construction year cl927 
Architect (last name rwst): unknown Builder (last name first): unknown ----------------------------- ------ ---------------------
ChJrHJP~ 1n LocJtiOII'> or ConclitiOII'> 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

>>~tered-not to standards;; ; non-historic window replacements 

Use Year Use Started ---------------- ------ Year Use Ended ----- » !Warehouse ; ; 

Other Structwe Uses --------- ------ ------------ ----
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods - - ------------------ » !Examine local property records 

Other research methods 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a local Register? _YE_s ______ ___ Name of local Register if Eligible - ----------- ----
ldividually Eligible for National Register? -=-=YE= S _____ _ _ 
Potential Corvibutor to NR District? NO ------- -------
Area(s) of historical signiftcance -------------------------------- >>!Architecture 

Other Historical Associations Oil Industry 
----------~-------------------------------------------------------------

Explanation of Evaluation (required) This building has retained nearly all of its original architectural 
features. It is considered eligible for individual listing in the NRHP under Cri teria c as an 
example of a 1920s-era industrial building associated with the oil industry . 

Pllge2of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8BR01765 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Document type: - - ------- -
File or Accession #: 

Maintaining Organization: _ ___ _ ___ ____ _ 

Descriptive Information: - --- - - ---- ---

>> All materi als one location;Southeastern Archaeological Research ;2605-11001T ;photos, aapa , field notes , aarial a 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last. First) VanDyke, Ryan 
-~~~~----------

Recorder.Addless/Phone 315 NW 138th Terrace , Newberry, FL 32669/352-333- 0049 

Recorder Affiliation south.astem Arctu.aol<>9i.,.l Rasaarch Other Affiliation - --- ------- ---- --- ---
Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (SuM!yor Only)? ___ 

Cultural Resource Type: 
Electronic Form Used: 

Form Type Code: 
Form Quality Ranking: 

Form Status Code: 

Supplement Information Status: 
Supplement File Status: 

Form Comments: 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

****** MASTER SITE FILE USE ONLY ****** 

FMSF Staffer: 
Computer Entry Date: 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3•X5" 

Psge3of3 
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8BR1765_a Facing West.JPG 8BR1765_b Facing NNW.JPG 

8BR1765_c Facing Northeast.JPG 8BR1765_d Facing East.JPG 
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i Florida 
Master 
Site 
File8 

Original? NO 

Cemetery Name Cocoa Cemetery 

IDSTORICAL CEMETERY FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1.0 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Sltel8 BR01777 
Recarder Sltel 

Field Date ....,.1....,../2,.....,o,.....,t=-2o=-"1-=-1-

Form Data 2/23/2011 
FormNo 201101 

FmrtNIJ,. Field Date (YYYYI.fM) 

Multiple Ustlng (DHR only) 
~~Nmm5 ___________________________ >>L_ __________________________ ~ 

Project Name Bi.storic Structures Survey al.onq US 1 FMSF SUrvey I ______ _ 

County Brevard Ownership Type _C_i ty-=---------- National Register Category _s_i te'--- -

USGS 7.5' Map Name-------------- Publication Date __ » JcocOA;1984 

Township: ___ Range:____ Section: 1/4sectlon: _______ » J24S ;36E ;33;0NSP 

Irregular Section Name: 

~ ----------- Plat or other Map ---------------------------------
City /Town (N within 3 mL) _c_oc_o_a ____ _ In CUrrent City lhnlts? _YE_s __ _ Tax Parcel 1 (s) 2«-36-33-26-ooooo. o-oou. oo 

~/Vkmityof/~m =1~01~N_C=o~c~oa~B=lvd~·~---------------------------------------------

Name ofPubUcTrad Enclosing Cemetery, If any (e.g., park) ------------- ------------

HISTORY 
Year Cemetery Established c1890 OwmnhJp History (especially original GW118J"S) Adam & Sophie Dixon, Marguerite Jane 
Davis (daughter of Adam Dixon), City of Cocoa (March 11, 1930-present) 

Year Burials Ceased, If appUcable Reason(s) Burials Ceased - ---------------

Range of Death Dates: Earliest 188 5 
Acreage Expansions I Dates: 

Most Recent 2007 

Ust People lmporlanlln Local, Slata, or National History Buried In Cemetery --------------------

Previous AUempls at Repair, Cleaning. or Restoration? 

GENERALDESCmPTION 

Cemetery Type--------- - - » Jcommun; ty 

other(~~--------------------r===~-~-~------~ 
Ethnic Group(s) Interred ~--::--:--:--::------------------- » jWhiO te, non-Bi.spanic 

~~T~~~Gro~ ----------------------------
Current Status Used for burial.s Size (If length by width, specify "fr; If acres, specify "ac1 ..::2.:....:. 5=-----

T otaJ lof Graves 450 Does TotaJ I tnctuda Urunarked Graves? NO 
Evidence I Number of Urunarked Graves NONE 

- ------------------------------------------------------
Cemetery Cond!Uon Some Maintained 

If Not ldendflable. Explain --------- -------------------------------------------------

Cemetery BoundaJy Type Fence other Boundary Type ------------ ---------
Describe Cemetery Boundary (e.g., cast Iron fence, atone or brick wall, etc.) chain link fence and pillar & pole 

Historical Vegelatfon (trees, shrubs, flowers) ..::o.::ak=s::...__ _____ __________________________ _____ _ 

Psge1of9 



IDSTORICAL CEMETERY FORM Site 18 Bll01777 

~~~ >>~IF_mn __ l~y ____________________ ~ 

~~----------------------------~======================~---
Groupings Indicated By » 1~-.F_en_ce ______________________ ___, 

OtherlndlcaiDrs stone/rock lining 

Public Access Un1imi ted If Access Restricted, How? ------------ ------------ ---------

Cemetery SUI round1ngs 

Conunarclal: MOSTly this cateqory Residential: SOME of this cateqory 

Jnstftutlonal: SOME of this cateqory Umleveloped: NONE of this category 

~ >>~~-~-nm_e_nt _________ ~ 

Other~-------------------------------
Assoclated Historical Propertfas/ Archaeological (nnn-cemetery) Remains cemetery storaqe shed (8BRl. 723) in center of 
property 

FMSF Historical Strudw'e fcmn or Arcbaeologlcal Site form complaled? Structure foxm done 

GRAVES 

EastM'est A11 this cateqory NorlhiSouth None this cateqory ~------------------
~onm~on~oo ------------------------------------------------------

Grave lndicatOI s 

Headstones Mostly this cateqory Objects or Plants --------------- ~mros __________ __ 
Depressltms -------------

Other ___________ __ 

Description of Other Grave lndlcators - -----------------------------------------

Marker Materials ------------- ------ » IM&J:ble 
~~~~f~~~rg~l~a=s~s _____________ _ _ _________ _ ____ ___ 

Describe Grave Articles Found bt Cemetery urna, fake flowers, benches, concrete planters 

Markc1 Cont!ilions 

Sunken or TOted Some of this cateqory 
Broken or Fragments some of this cateqory 

~Dmm~ ---------------
Descrlptloo of "Other" Notable Damage 

Chipped, Cracked, Weathered, but Standing Some of this cateqory 
Deliberately Vandalized None this cateqory 

Illegible SOme of this aateqory No Inscription Some of this cateqory 

Dlstfnctlve Gravemarkers, Monuments, and/or Archlteclural Features column with X shape, fieldstone marker for fmdly 
plot 

Signatures of Stone carvers (Specify name. town If avanable) 

Psgs2ofS 



IDSTORICAL CEMETERY FORM Sftll18 BR01177 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for 8 Local Register? -;;;;n:=:s=--------
lmiMdwllly EDglble for National Register? =n:=-s ______ _ 
Potential Contributor to NR District? _No _ _ ____ _ 

Name of Local Register If Eligible----------

Area(s) of Historical Significance _____ ________ »!community planning & development I 
Other Historical Associations 

Explanation of Evaluation (required) Due to cemetery' s early & prominent role as public burial place for Cocoa 
residents, many of whom were prominent in local history, it is associated w/events that have made 

significant contribution to broad patterns of history (Criteron A) . 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods -------------- »!Examine local property records 

~~~-------------------------------
DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

PIJOi09iilpllic Negauves or Other Collecuons Not Filed witll FMSF. Including Field Noies. Plans. oil)er lmponan, Documenis. 

Document type: --------- --
Ais or Accession 1: - ----------

Maintaining Organization:-- ---------

Desaiptivelnformatlon: - -----------
>> mateJ:ials cme location; Southeastern Axchaaoloqiaal lleaeaxoh; 2605-1100l'l'; photoa , maps, field notas , aerials 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Local Contact: Name/AddressiPhone/Admlnlslrative Office ---- - - - --- - - -----------
Recorder Name (last, First) _vBDDy_ =--ke_;,----'Ryan=-------- - - -
Recorder Address/Phone 315 NW 13Bth Terrace, Newberry, Ji'L 32669/352-333-0049 
Recorder Affliiation southeuta= AEchaeologioaJ. llueUcll Other Affiliation ------ ---- ------ - -----
Is 8 Text-Only SUpplement Ale Attad1ed (Swwyor Only)? __ 

****** MASTER SITE FILE USE ONLY****** 

Cultural Resource Type: CM 

E.fedronlc Form Used: cno 

Form Type Code: NORM 

Form Quality Ranking: NEW 
Form Status Code: SCAT 

Supplement Information Status: NO SUPPLEMENT 
Supplsment Ale status: NO SUPPLEMENT FJ:LE 

Form Comments: 

~F~ffiw. ~~~~-----
Computer EntJy Date: 2/23/20U 

REQUIRED PAPER (1) USGS 7.SO MAP WITH CEMETERY LOCATION CLEARLY MARKED 

A TTACHIVIENTS (2) PHOTOS, PREFER B&W AT LEAST 3x5 

PsgeSafS 
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Page1 Site #8 BR1870 RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Recorder# ____ _ 

D Original 
~Update 

Field Date _MJ_fZ_I 2010 
Form Date _Q§_/..1§._1 2010 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes and building complexes as described in the box below. Cultural resources 
contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this form for National Register 
multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to the individual 
resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number. 

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
[] Historic district (NR category "district"): buildings and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites 
[] Archaeological district (NR category "district"): a'Chaeological sites only: NO buildings or NR structures 
[] Mixed district (NR category "district"): includes more than one type of cultural resource (example: ~aeological sites D!. buidings) 
[] FMSF building complex (NR category usually "building(s)"): multiple buildings in close spatial Dt functional association 
[] Designed historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "site"): can include multiple resources (see National 

Register Bulletin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. parks, golf courses, campuses, resorts, etc.) 
[] Rural historic landscape (NR category usually "distncr or "site"): can include multiple resources and resources not formally 

designed (see National Register Bulletin #30, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detailed 
definition and examples: e.g. farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

if Unear resource (NR category usualy "structure1: Lilear resources are a special type of rural historic landscape and can 
include canals, railways, roads, etc. 

Resource Group Name Florida East Coast Railroad Multiple Listing [DHR only] --,-,.....-.---......-
Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail ____ ______________ FMSF Survey# Jq 159 
National Register Category (please check one): D building(s) 0 structure D district D site D object 
Linear Resource Type (if applica~): 0 canal 0 railway D road 0 other {describe): ---------------
Ownership: 1!'1private-profil Dprivale-nonpro~t Oprivate-iodividual Dprivate-nonspedfic Deity Ooounty Dstate Dfederal ONative American Dforeign Ounknown 

LOC.\ TIO'\ & \1.\PPI'\C; 

Address (if applicable, include N,S,E,W; #;St., Ave., etc.) FEC Railroad in Brevard Countv, from the northern county line to the southern county line 
including the Enterprise Branch running from Titusville towards the northwest. 
City/Town (within 3 miles} Cocoa, Titusville. Melbourne In Current City Limits? 0yes Dno Dunknown 
County or Counties (do not abbreviate)._B...,r .... ev.:..=a::..::rd:...:C::.::oo=u.:..::ntv:L-------------------------
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 
For complete list of townships, ranges and sections, please see Required Attachments section. 
1) Township Range Section Y. section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
2) Township Range Section Y. section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
3) Township Range Section Y. section: ONW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
4) Township Range Section Y. section: ONW DSW DSE DNE Dlrregular-name: ___ __ _ 
USGS 7.5' Map Name(s) & Date(s) (boundaries must be plotted on attached photocopy of map; label with map name and publication date} Maytown, Fla. 1950 
!PR1980, MR1992), Oak Hill. Fla. 1949 (PR1970. MR1992). Aurantia, Fla. 1950 !PR1970), Mims. Fla. 1949 !PR1970, Pl1989), Titusville, Fla. 
1949 (PR1988). Sharpes, Fla. 1949 (PR1988. MR1992). Courtenay. Fla. 1949 !PR1988, MR1992l. Cocoa. Fla. 1976. Eau Gallie, Fla. 1949 
(PR1988). Melbourne West. Fla. 1949 (PR1988). Melbourne East. Fla. 1949 (PR1980). Grant. Fla. 1949 (PR1970). Fellamere. Fla. 1949 !PR 
1970. MR1992), Sebastian. Fla. 1949 (PR1970). 
Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name, originating office with location} -------------- ---------
Landgrant _________ _ _________________ _ _________ _ 

Verbal Description of Boundaries (description does not replace required map) The railroad line runs through Brevard County from the Volusia County 

NR list Date 
__)_/ __ 
D Owner Objection 

SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dyes Dno Dinsufficient info Date _ 1_ 1__ lnit. __ _ 
KEEPER- Determined eligible: Dyes Dno Date _1_1 __ 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E057R0107 Florida Master Site File, Olvh;lon of Hi5torical Resources. R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
Phone (85012-45-6440 I Fax (850) 245-6<139/ E-mail SiteFile@dos.state.fl.uc 



I 
Page2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site #8 BR1870 

IIISTOR\ & f)ESCRIPTION I 
Construction date: Exactly (year) Approximately 1892 (year) Earlier than (year) Later than (year) 
Architect/Designer( last name fi rst): Henry Flagler Builder(last name first): Henrv Flagler I 
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group: #of contributing #of non-contributing ___ _ 
Time period(s) of significance (for prehistoric districts, use archaeological phase name ooQ apptoximate dates; fur historical districts, use date range(s). e.g. 1895-1925) 

Late 19111 century and early 20V~ century to present. 
Narrative Description (National Register BuHetin 16A pp. 33-34; fit a summary into 31ines or attach supplementary sheets if needed) The Brevard County section of I 
the FEC was constructed during the mid 1890s. The original FEC Railroad line. constructed by Henry Flagler. ran from Jacksonville. south to 
Key West. The FEC was a major contributor to the development of Florida during the early part of the 201h Century. _______ _ 

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 
0 property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

RESE.\RCH !\JETHODS (check all that a l >h) 

0 library research 
0 city directory 
0 newspaper flies 
0 historic photos 

0 building permits 
0 occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
0 interior inspection 

0 Sanborn maps 
0 plat maps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABS/HAER record search 

0 other methods (specify) ______ _____________ ____ ________ _ 

Bibliographic References (use Continuation Sheet, give FMSF Manuscript# if relevant) -------- -------- --- --

OPI:\10:\ OF RF.SOliHT SIG:\IFIC \'\('F 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? 0yes Dna Dinsufficient information 
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Dyes 0no Oinsufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 48-49. Attach longer statement if needed, on separate sheet) The Florida East Coast 
Railroad has been in continuous operation for over 100 years, retaining its original name and track lines. Since the FEC has been a working 
railroad throughout its history. many of the original tracks. ties. and other parts of ijs original construction have been replaced and updated. It 
has served as a historic railroad transportation function associated with one of the state's railroad companies. the FEC. since the nineteenth 
century. In 2009 the SHPO evaluated this section of the FEC as potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP. Pan american Consuttants. Inc. 
agrees with this assessment. - - ------ ------- - --------- --------- -

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. B for categories: e.g. 'architecture', 'ethnic heritage'. "community planning & developmenr. etc.) 
Community planning & development; Transportation 

DOCLI,JENT.\TION 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File- induding field & analysis notes, photos. plans. other important documents tllat are permanenUy accessible: For 
each separately maintained collection, describe (1) document type(s),* (2) maintaining organization,* (3) file or accession nos., and (4) descriptive information. ____ _ 
Field notes. maps, and digital photographs will be on file in the offiCe of Panamerican Consultants. Tampa under accession number 30003.003. 

IU:COH.DF.I{ 1'\ FOI~\J.\ riO:\ 

Recorder Name Bryce Rodgers 
Recorder Contact Information (Address/ Phone I Fax I Email) 1115 North Parsons Ave. Brandon, FL 3351 0 /813·684·5200 I brodgers@panamconsultants.com 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. Inc.----------------------- -----
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03, 04, 10, 15, 22, 26, 27, 35 

01 , 02, 12, 13, 24, 25,36 

31 

06,07, 17, 18, 20, 21 , 28, 33 

04,09, 10, 14, 15, 23,26,35, 36 

01 , 12, 13 

18, 19, 30, 31 , 32 

05, 08,09, 16, 21 , 27,28, 34 

02, 03, 11 , 13, 14, 24, 25 

30, 31 

05, 06, 08, 16, 17, 21 , 28, 33, 34 

03, 10, 11 , 14, 18, 23 



Required 
Attachments 

FEC Railroad in Titusville, Brevard County, facing north (PCI May 2010). 

0 PHOTOCOPY OF USGS 7.5' MAP WITH DISTRICT BOUNDARY CLEARLY MARKED 

@LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP WITH RESOURCES MAPPED & LABELED 

~TABULATION OF ALL INLCUDED RESOURCES (name, FMSF #, contributing? Y/N, resource 
category, street address or township-range-section if no address) 

0 PHOTOS OF GENERAL STREETSCAPE OR VIEWS (Optional: aerial photos, views of typical resources) 
Photos may be archival B&W prints OR digital image files. If submitting digital image files, they must be 
included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable). Digital images must be at least 
1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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TRS 
20S34E004 
20S34E005 
20S34E009 
20S34E036 
20S34E053 
20S34E060 
20S35E072 
21S34E001 
21S35E006 
21S35E007 
21S35E017 
21S35E018 
21S35E020 
21S35E028 
21S35E029 
21S35E033 
22S35E003 
22S35E004 
23S35E024 
23S35E025 
23S35E036 
23S35E500 
23S36E031 
24S36E006 
24S36E007 
24S36E017 
24S36E018 
24S36E020 
24S36E021 
24S36E028 
24S36E033 
25S36E004 
25S36E009 
25S36E010 
25S36E014 
25S36E015 
25S36E023 
25S36E026 
25S36E035 
25S36E036 
26S36E001 
26S36E012 
26S36E013 
26S37E018 
26S37E019 
26S37E030 
26S37E031 
26S37E032 
27S37E005 
27S37E008 
27S37E009 
27S37E016 
27S37E021 
27S37E027 
27S37E028 
27S37E034 
28S37E002 
28S37E003 
28S37E011 
28S37E013 
28S37E014 
28S37E024 
28S37E025 
28S38E030 
28S38E031 
29S38E005 
29S38E006 
29S38E008 
29S38E016 
29S38E017 
29S38E021 

plss1 00, 8/1/2012, Page 1 
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TRS 
29S38E028 
29S38E033 
29S38E034 
30S38E003 
30S38E010 
30S38E011 
30S38E014 
30S38E023 

plss100, 8/1/2012, Page 2 
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Page 1 Site #8 BR2173 
Recorder# ____ _ 

D Original 
~Update 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 
Field Date~ 13 /2010 
Form Date _Q§_/.1ft_/2010 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes and building complexes as described in the box below. Cultural resources 
contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this form for National Register 
multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to the individual 
resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number. 

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
[] Historic district (NR category "districr): buildings and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites 
[] Archaeological district (NR category "districr): archaeological sites only: NO buildings or NR structures 
if Mixed district (NR category "district"): includes more than one type of cultural resource (example: archaeological sites and buildings) 
[] FMSF building complex (NR category usually "building(s)"): multiple buildings in close spatial and functional association 
[] Designed historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "site"): can include multiple resources (see National 

Register Bulletin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. paries, golf courses, campuses, resorts, etc.) 
[] Rural historic IMdscape (NR category usually "districr or "sitel can include multiple resources and resources not formally 

designed (see NaUona/ Register Bulletin #30, Guidelines/or Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detailed 
definition and examples: e.g. farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

[] Linear resource (NR category usually "structure"): Linear resources are a special type of rural historic landscape and can 
include canals, railways, roads, etc. 

Resource Group Name Hopkins Union Cypress Sawmill Multiple l~ir~gJDHR only] ___ _ 
Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail FMSF Survey #_JI._(i.....,l,_';:l=-'1~ 
National Register Category (please check: one): D building(s) D structure 0 district 0 site D object 
Linear Resource Type (if applicable): D canal D railway D road D other (describe): ----------------
Ownership: 0private-profit ltlprivate-nonprofit It! private-individual Oprivate-nonspecific ltlcity Dcounty Dstale Dfederal DNative American Dforeign Dunknown 

LOC.\'IION & 'L\PPING 

Address (if applicable, include N,S,E,W; #;St., Ave., etc.)---------------,---------------
City/Town (within 3 miles) Melbourne In Current City limits? ~yes Dno Ounknown 
County or Counties (do not abbreviate) _______________________________ _ 
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park} ________________________________ _ 
1) Township 28S Range _37E_ Section 10 %section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
2) Township 28S Range 37E Section 11 %section: ONW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
3) Township Range Section %section: DNW OSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
4) Township Range Section %section: DNW OSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
USGS 7.5' Map Name(s) & Date(s) (bound~es must be plotted on attached photocopy of map; label with map name and publication date) _______ _ 
Melbourne East. Fla. 1949 (PR1980l 

Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name, originating office with location) ---------------------- -
Landgrant __ --:----------------------------------
Verbal Description of Boundaries (description does not replace required map) bounded by Florida East Coast Railway to the east. University Boulevard 
to the south. Grant Street to the west. and Line Street to the north 

SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dno Oinsufficient info 
KEEPER - Determined eligible: Dna Date 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E057R0107 Florida Master Site File, Division of Historical Resources. R A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronaugh Stroot, Tallahassee, Fl ~ 
Phone (850) ~I Fax (850) 2o4&-6439/ E-mail SlteAie@dos.state.ft.us 



- ---------------------

Page2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site #8 BR2173 

HISTORY & J)ESCH.IPTION 

Construction date: Exactly 1912 (year) Approximately (year) Earlier than (year) Later than (year) 
Architect/Designer(last name first): Clark Bros. Builder( last name first): Clark Bros. ________ _ 
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group:# of contributing unknown #of non-contributing unknown _ 
Time period( s) of significance (for prehistoric districts, use archaeological phase name and approximate dates; for historical disllicts, use date range(s ), e.g. 1895-1925) 

1912-1932 ---------------------------------

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
D FL State Archives/photo collection 
0property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

D library research 
D city directory 
D newspaper files 
D historic photos 

D building permits 
D occupant/owner interview 
D neighbor interview 
D interior inspection 

D Sanborn maps 
D plat maps 
D Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
D HABS/HAER record search 

0 other methods (specify} _______________________________ _ 
Bibliographic References (use Continuation Sheet, give FMSF Manuscript# if relevant) Original BR2173 FMSF form _________ _ 

OPI:\10:\ OF RESOLRCE SIGNIFIC\NCE 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? li"lyes Dno Oinsufficient information 
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Dyes Dno Dinsufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 484g. Attach longer statement if needed, on separate sheet) see attachment ___ _ 
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categolies: e.g. 'architecture", "ethnic heritage", "community planning & developmenr, etc.) 

Engineering, black heritage. industry. transportation. science. social history. architecture, invention. non-aboriginal archaeology ____ _ 

DOCL\IL'd .\ TIO'\ 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - induding field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents that are permanently accessible: For 
each separately maintained collection, describe (1) document type(s),' (2) maintaining organization,* (3) file or accession nos., and (4) descriptive information. ____ _ 
Photos field maps and notes will be kept on file at Panamerican Consultants. Inc. Tampa under accession number 30003.003. ____ _ 

H.ECOH.J)EH. I'\ FOlntATION 

Recorder Name Katherine Baar ----------------------------------
Recorder Contact Information (Address 1 Phone /Fax/ Email) 1115 N Parsons Avenue. Brandon. FL. 33510/ (813) 684-5200 ______ _ 

Recorder Affiliation Pan american Consultants. Inc.-----------------------------
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Looking south-southeast from the north end of Main Street (PCJ May 2010). 
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Continuation Sheet 
Explanation of Evaluation 
Based on previous research, BR2173 is significant during the period from 1912 to 1932, in areas of ethnic heritage, 
community planning & development. social history, non-aboriginal archaeology, architecture, industry, transportation, 
engineering, science, and invention. Structure BR1569, the Martha Hankins House of Triumph, is a contributing 
resource to the district, and was visited during this survey. No contributing resources were newly recorded as a result 
of the current survey. Additional research and survey (architectural and archaeological) may result in the finding of 
more contributing resources, and, perhaps, an expansion of the period of significance. Additional research should also 
include determination of contributing and non-contributing resources. However, due to the limited scope of the current 
survey, only the eastern boundary of the district was observed, and a complete assessment of the District was not 
possible. 

Required 
Attachments 

* PHOTOCOPY OF USGS 7.5' MAP WITH DISTRICT BOUNDARY CLEARLY MARKED 
Q) LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP WITH RESOURCES MAPPED & LABELED 
G TABULATION OF ALL INLCUDED RESOURCES (name, FMSF #, contributing? YIN, resource 

category, street address or township-range-section if no address) 
C9 PHOTOS OF GENERAL STREETSCAPE OR VIEWS (Optional: aerial photos, views of typical resources) 

Photos may be archival B&W prints OR digital image files. If submitting digital image files, they must be 
included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable). Digital images must be at least 
1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 



UNION CYPRESS COMPANY SAWMILL 

This large cypress/pine sawmill was Melbourne's first big industry. Cypress and pine 
timber owned by George W. Hopkins at Deer Park had an estimated 1911 market value 
of over $2 million. The three-story mill, measuring 50 by 153 feet, was constructed of 
steel with corrugated metal walls and roof. Power was provided by four, 150 horsepower 
boilers in an adjacent building. Some 40,000 feet of lumber and 45,000 shingles could be 
produced daily. Lumber not used locally was shipped out via the Florida East Coast 
Railway. The company brought employment, growth and development to the region. Its 
power plant supplied Melbourne's first electricity. The Union Cypress Railway was the 
first direct route across the St. Johns River south of Enterprise. The company-owned 
town of Hopkins included industrial, residential and commercial areas for its employees 
and their families. The big mill burned in 1919 and was replaced by a smaller pine mill. 
A new cypress mill was built in 1924, but the company shut down in 1925 following 
Hopkins' death. Foshee Manufacturing Co. took over operation in 1928. Even with 
plenty of timber left, the mill closed in late 1932 due to a declining lumber market during 
the Great Depression. 

Character count: 1232 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? YES 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site #8 BR02779 

Recorder# - - -,--- --
Field Date 1/19/2011 
Form Date 3/2/2011 

FormNo 201101 
FormNo =Field Date (YYYYMM) 

Site Name (address If none) 317 Rosa Jones Drive Multiple Listing (DHR only) 
Other Names » !Former FEC Train Station 

Survey or Project Name Historic Structures Survey Along US 1 Survey# 

National Register Category Building ( s) 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

Street No. Di'ection Street Name Street Type 

Drive 

Direction Suffix 

317 Rosa L. Jones 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) Rosa Jones Drive/S. Cocoa Boulevard 

City I Town (within 3 miles) _c_o_co_a_ _ ___ _ _ ___ _ _ _ __ In Current City Limits? YES 
County Brevard Tax Parcel #(s) 24-36-33-00-00532 . 0-0000.00 

Subdivision Name ---,--- - --::---,-------::-:------ - - Block lot _ __ _ 
Ownership Privata-Corporate- for Profit 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 
Route to (especially if no street address) 

MAPPING 

USGS 7 .5' Map Name Publication Date _ _ _ »lcocoA;1984 

Township: __ Range:__ Section: 1/4 section: » j2 4S ; 36E ; 33 ; UNSP 

Irregular Section Name: 
Lanctgrant 

UTM: Zone _ _ Easting Northing _ _ _ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

DESCRIPTION 

Style International 

Exterior Plan Irregular 

Other Style ___ _ ___ _ _ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

--~--------
Other Exterior Plan --- ----- ----- --- - - - --Number of Stories 1 

Structural System(s) » jBrick 

Other Structural System(s) ---------;=====~---------., 
Foundation Type(s) » !continuous 

Other Foundation Types 

Foondation Material(s) _ _ ___ _ _ _ » jBrick 

Other Foundation Material(s) 

Exterior F abric(s) 
-----------r========~--------~ 

Other Exterior Fabfic(s) ______ _ _ __ r=====-- --- - - - ---, 
Roof Type(s) 

Other RoofType(s) ------------;c=~=---~-~-----. 
Roof Material(s) 

Other RoofMaterial(s) - - - - - --- - - - - - -

Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) --- - --- - - - - »[Not applicab1e 
Other Roof Secondary Structure(s) 

Number of Chimneys _ o_ 
Chimney Material - - --- - --- --

Other Chilmey Material(s) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Chimney Location(s) - - --- - - - - - - - - --- - - - - - - - - ------ ----
Page 1of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8BR02779 

DESCRIPTION {continued) 

WindowOescriptions Fenestration consists of historic three-light metal casement windows covered with 

metal grates. 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) Metal garage door (S elev) 1 metal door entrances (E and W elev) 1 shed 

roof canopy on N elev used for storage 

Porches: #open _ 1_ #closed _ _ #incised_ _ Location(s) N/ canopy /metal pole supports/N 1 E I W 

Porch Roof Types(s) shed --------------------------- --------- ----------------- ---------------------
Exterior Ornament exposed T-bealll supports , s i qnage 1 metal grating over windows 

Interior Plan Unknown Other Interior Plan 

Condition Good ----------------
Structure Surroundings 

Commercial: MOSTly this category 

Institutional: SOME of this category 

Residential: Set£ of this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Features (Number I type or outbuildings, major landscape features) Adjacent to FEC Railroad ( 8BR18 70) 

Archaeological Remains (describe): ------------------------------~ 
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Form COflllletecl? _ _ 
Narrative Description (optional) 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------

HISTORY 

Construction year cl962 
Architect (last name first): unknown Builder (last name first): unknown ------------------------------- -------------------------------
Chilngc'> 111 Locat1ons 0! ConditiOn'> 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

>>L_ __________________________________________________________________ _J 

Structur(' Usc H1,tory 

Use ____ _ ___ _ ___ Year Use Started __ _ Year Use Ended ----
» !Railroad depot ; ; 

Other Structure Uses - ------ - ------ - - --- - - ---

Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS 

--------- --- ----- - ------ >> \Examine local property records Research Methods 

Other research methods 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? _YE_ s _______ _ Name of Local Register if Eligible --- - - --- ---- - ---
ldividually Eligible for National Register? -:-:YE-.:::--s _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
Potential Contributor to NR District? NO ----- -----------
Area(s) of historical signifiCance >>§chi t e cture 

Other Historical Associations decline of the railroad after WWII 

Explanation of Evaluation (required) Resource 8BR277 9 is recommended eligible under Criterion A and under 
Criterion C as an excellent example of a mid-twentieth-century combined-use railroad station with 
International elements. 

Psge2of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8BR02779 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Photographic NrgatiVC'> or Other Collection~ Not F1ll'd With FMSF 1r1c udrng F,Pid Notr:s p,an' ntl,er lmp•Jr\01'11 Durvnc;nts 

Document type: - - - --- - - - --

File or Accession#: - - - - - ---- - -

Maintaining Organization:---- - --- - - --
Descriptive Information: 

>> All aateriala one location ;Southeaa t e r n Archaeological Reaearch;2605-ll001T;photos, mapa, fie ldnotea , aerials 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (last, First) _::G_:_a_il_l;:_:a_::r_d....:..,_ Meq;___::_,::.__ _ _ _____ _ _ 

Recorder Address I Phone 315 NW 138th Terrace , Newberry, Florida 32669 I 352.333 . 0049 

Recorder Affiliation soutbeaatero Arc haeoloqical a. .. arch Other Affiliation - -------------------------------------
Is a Text·Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? __ _ 

Cultural Resource Type: 
Electronic Form Used: 

Form Type Code: 
Form Quality Ranking: 

Form Status Code: 

Supplement Information Status: 
Supplement File Status: 

Form Comments: 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

****** MASTER SITE FILE USE ONLY ****** 

FMSF Staffer: 
Computer Entry Date: 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Page3of3 
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... PS FO<m 10·1100 
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' United States Department of the_ Interior 
National Park Service 

. . 

f :XR.'8 
OHa No. 1024- 001 8 
t•pl r"• l0- 11 -8 7 · 

Nation~l ·Register of-_ Cz{Jistoric ~lcnces 
lnv~ntory-Nominaticn .Form 
See Instructions in How-to Complete National Register Forms 
Type all entries-complete applicable sections 

1. Name 

historic Vero Railroad Statio~ 

and·or common Vero Beach Railroad Station 

2. Location 

street & number 2336 14th Avenue 

city, town Ve ro Beach NLA._ vicinity of 

date entered 

~ not for publication 

stale Florida code 12 county Indian River code 061 

3. Classification 
Category 
_district 
_x_ bulldlng(s) 
_structure 
_site 
_object 

Ownership 
_public 
x__ private 
_both 
Public Acquisition 
_In process 
_ being considered 

N/A 

Sti1tua 
_occupied 
_ unoccupied 
-X- work In progress 
Accessible 
-X- yes: restricted 
_ _ yes: unrestricted 
_ · no 

4. Owner of Pro(.O~errty 

Present Use 
_ agriculture 
_ commercial 
_ educational 
_ entertainment 
_ government 
_ _ Industrial 
_ _ military 

. . _museum 
_park 
_ private residence 
_religious 
_ scientific 
_ tr~nsportatlon 

_x_ other: V~cant 

name India n Ri ve r County Historical Soci\)t 
~--------------------------------------

street & mJmbcr Post Office Box 6535 ----------------------------------------
city, town Ve ro Be ach N/lL vicinity of state Florida 

5. Location of Legal Description 

courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Indi an Rl v n r Co unt:y Cour thou:.:1C -------------------------------
street & number 1 840 25th Street 

city, town Vcro Beach state Florida 

6. Represen~ation in Eltisting Suryeys 

N/l-. _m_re _ ____ ________ -:-------------------~n~ this property been determined eligible? X _yes F no 

date N/A ___ federal - · a tate _ _ county _ local 

depository for survey records N/ A 

city, town N I 1\ · stale l:/1\ 
- ---~------- ---

·'· ' 

I 



\ 

7 ~ .(Q)escrrapituo:n · 

Condition 
·-- excellent 
_. good 
:_x_ fair · 

_. _ deteriorated 
-ruins_· 
_. _ unexposed 

Check one 
__ unaltered 
...x_ altered · 

Check one 
--·original site 
..x__ moved date .-l.!t~.-"4'------~------

Descri~ the present and original (it known) physical appearance 

The Vera Railroad Station is a simple, one-story, frame vernacular building con
structed in 1903 and substantially altered in 1916 and 1936. The present appearance of 
the building is largely the product of the 1936 remodeling. The shingle clad, rectan
gular building is covered by a medium pitched gable roof supported by decorative brac
kets. Fenestration is double hung sash, generally ~wo over two. The interior of 
the building retains its segregated waiting rooms, ticket windows. and beaded wails 
and ceilings. The building was moved to a site 2,500 feet north of its original 
location in 1984 but retains its historic orientation and close proximity to the 
railroad. 

As constructed in 1903, the Vera Railroad Station was a modest one-story board 
and batten building covered by a medium pitch gable roof. Decorative cypress b~ackets 
(still in place) supported the wide overhang of the roof. A separate building lo-
cated directly north of the station was used for freight. In 1916 the station was 
substantially enlarged by the addition of a freight room to north of the 1903 building. 
The passenger area was.also enlarged to include segregated waiting rooms with individual 
entries and ticket windows. Historic photographs indicate that the building retained 
its 1903 board and batten exterior following the 1916 remodeling. Two doors on the 
south .elevation provided access to station's waiting_-rooms and an observation bay 
located on the trackside (east) elevation of the building opened from the ticket 
office. The roof was pierced by a .~rbelled brick _c~imney and two louvered cupolas. 
Two freight platforms were located on the station's long (east and west) elevations. 

In 1936 the station was again remodeled, resulting in its present physical 
appearance. The. passenger area was. re.model~d to include. separate restroom facilities 
for the waiting .rooms and .the ticket office was expanded to the north. The 1903 
board and battc_n_ s.i,dif1g __ w_a~ repl~c.eg_ .ol} _the pnsscnger end .o.f. .the ,building by cypress 
shingles and a breezeway was introduced between the ticket office and the freight 
room. 

The PI,"~sent structure includes only the passenger end of .the building, the 
freight room having been demolished prior to the station's relocation in 1984 •. The 
building is rectangular in plan (22' x 60') with a rectangular observation bay on 
its east elevation. An 8:12 slope gable roof finished wiL~ diagonal square fiberglass 
shingles covers the building. The roof has a 7-foot overhang on its east and west 
elevations and a 3-foot overhang on its north and south gable ends. Original fenes
tation is double hung or single hung sash, gene.rally two over two. Doors arc generally 
four panel cypress. A five-foot wood deck Lr:w~t·scs the entire building approximately 
24 inches above the grade. The station's single most decorative elements arc its 
cypress brackets, seven on the east elevation, five on the north and south elevations 
and eight on the west elevation. 

The interior of the building includes two waiting rooms with individual rest
rooms. for each in its so).lth half and· a ticket office at its northern end. W.:1lls and 
ceilings are covered with beaded tongue and groove paneling. Two ticket windo.,.·s open 
onto the fonncr white ':"aiting ro':'m, ~ne onto the colo:ed w~i ti~g rc:>om. A ch~nu.1cy 1 flue 
marks the former locatl.on of a cast 1.ron stoVl'. The l.ntct·l.or 1.s w1.thout add1.t1onbl 
ornamentation or finish. 
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In December, 1984, following its acquisition by the Indian River County 
Historical Society, the station was moved approximately 2,500 feet north of its or1g1-
nal location to its present site. The relocation of the building was its only alterna
tive to demolition. The historic orientation of the building was maintaiucn in its 
new location and the building retains a close p1:oximi ty to the FEC railro:td tracks. 
The commercial/industrial surroundings of its p1:cscnt site are identical to its 
former location. The building is presently unde rgoing restoration with a railroad 
museum proposed as its future use. 

Resources Inventory 

Contributing resorces: 1 Building 
Non-contributing resources: 0 

I 
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a~ . Signi~icarnce 
Period 
__ prehistoric 
- 140D-1499 
_ 1SOD-1599 
_- - 1600-1699 

-. 170D-1799 
- 180D-1899 
--X- 190D-

Specific dates 

Areas of Significance--Check and justify below 
_ ---·archeology-prehistoric . __ community planning . __ landscape architecture·--- religion 
__ archeology-historic .• __ conservation ____ law - ,• -- science 
_ ·_agriculture : . __ economics --·-literature __ sculpture 
.lL. architecture ·---- education . __ military __ social/ 
_ _,_ art . _ .. engineering __ music humanitarian 

.. X- commerce ·-· exploration/settlement __ philosophy -- theater 
__ communications ---··- Industry ' _._. _ Politics/government _x_ transportation 

·-·- Invention _ other (specify) 

1903 BuildertArchitect Florida East Coast R4tilroad, builder 

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph) 

The Vera Station {FEC Station #350} is significant in the areas of architecture, 
commerce and transportation at the local level . Constructed in 1903, with substan
tial modifications in 1916 and 1936, the building is a modest but locally important 
frame vernacular structure located in the Florida east coast community of Vero Beach. 
The building served the transportation needs of the conununity and its surroWldi~g 
agricultural area for over seventy years and has contributed significantly to its 
growth and development. 

In 1892, the Florida Coast and Gulf Railway be'cja·n· 'survey work for ··an extension 
of their railroad from Daytona Beach to West Palm Beach. In October of the same 
year, the railroad was renamed the Jacksonville, St. Augustine and Indian River Rail
way Company with millionaire industrialist Henry M. Flagler as president. In 1895, 
the railroad became the Florida East Coast Railway, with Flagler by now well underway 
with his ·.southward extension of the · railroad along Florida's southeast coast. 

In 1893, passenger and freight service was established at Gifford, a laborers camp 
located approximately one mile from what would l a ter become the conununi ty of Vera {later 
incorporated as the City of .vero Beach}. Loc~l history relates that·a disagreement over 
a proposed right-of-way between Flagler and a local fnrrncr, Hr. Gifford, lead to the 
early development of the Gifford station and delnycd the establishment of the Vera 
Station until 1903. · 

As was typical of all the early small railroad stations built by the FEC Railway, 
the Vero Station was built from stock railroad plans constructed by railroad construc
tion crews. 1'he simple, frame vernacular building wa:; typical of FEC stations in 
Florida. The station operated in a "whistle stop" capacity until 1916 when the facility 
was expanded to a full passenger station. The plans for the station's 1916 expansion 
do not credit a specific designer but in a later remod0ling in 1936 the names W. M. Kenan 
a nd S. M. Loftin appear on the station's dr.:1winqs . 

Providing both freight and passenger S\.'l'Vice, the modest Vera Railroad Station 
contributed significantly to the agricultural and commercial economy of its locality. 
The railroad provided local farmers with a fast and inexpensive means to ship their 
products north, which included garden vegetables, pineapples and citrus. As the rail
road brought faste r and more comfortable passenger transportation, subdivision and 
development of the area began, although the tmm of Vcro itself was not incorporated 
until 1919 with a population of 793. Increased passenger ·and · freight service neces
sitated U1e enlargement of the station's pass'-~ngcr and freight facilities -in 1916. 

· In 1936, the pa!;senger area was again rernodeicd and enlarged and the exterior of I 
the building give n its present shingled appe.:lrance. 

4-
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The 1936 remodeling represents the culmination of the 
physical evolution of the Station, and provides tangible evidence 
of its continuing importance in the economic ·life of the vero 
community. As elsewhere throughout the country, automotive 
transportation was steadily eroding the role of the railroad in 
local short haul traffic. Nevertheless, the FEC Railroad 
continued to serve the Vero community as its p~imary link with 
mar~ets for its oroduce and the homes of its tourists and winter 
resi~ents in the.North. Despite the effects of the Great 
Depression, the Vero Station thus retained its significance in 
the commercial life of the community throughout the 1930s. 

Based on the physical evolution of the building, the 
period of historical significance of the Vero Railroad station 
may be defined as 1903 to 1936. It is appropriate to note, 
however, that the station continued to serve its original purpose 
well beyond this period, providing passe~ger service to the Vero 
_Beach area until 1968 when the FEC discontinued all passenger 
service, and freight service until the mid-1970's when this 
operation was transferred to Ft. Pierce. The station was 
s ubsequently vacated by FEC and r e mained unused until 1984 when 
it was purchased from the railroad by the Indian River County 
Historical Society. 

In order to assure its preservation, the building was 
moved a short distance north to its present location. 
Ironically, the relocation site is a lot that had been purchased 
by t!~ e City of Vero in 1924 for the specific purpose of 
relocciting the Vero Station, and ll <'ld not been occupied by <Jny 
o t h 0 r b u i 1 d i n a s i n c e t h a t t i me . 3 e c au s e t be b u i 1 d i n •J m ·3 i n t a i n s 
its historic orientation .:l:1d close proximity to the railroad, its 
eligibility for National Register listing has not been 
cowpromised by its relocation. Pr eservation of the station has 
been achi~ved 1 with exterior restoration complete and interior 
~ork pres~ntly in progress. 

s 



9. · ~1ajcr Botmiuog~aphical Re~erences 

See Continuation Sheet 

-.; 

Acreage of nominated property Less than 1 

Quadrangle name Vero Beach Quadrangle scale 1: 24,000 

Ul M References 

AL!.t.zjlslsr9I21Biol btolspl6totol 
Zone Eastlng Northing 
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Zone Easting Northing 
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Verbal boundary description and justification 

ol.LJ 1·1 
FLLJ I I 
HLLJ I I 

r r 1· i·. 1 ·i --~ 
I I I I I I I 
I I .I .·1 . I 1-- I -I 

. :: 
Block. 18, Original Town Subdivision (Plat Book 2, Page 12, St. Lucie County). This 
ar~fi-_l.ncludes all historic resources associated with the Vero Railroad station. · . . 

List all states and counties for properties overlapping state or county boundaries 

state N/A code N/A county N/A code N/A 

state N/A code N/A county N/A code N/A 

11. Form P1re~21red By 

name/title Ruth Stanbridqc, Michael Zirnny/Historic Site~ccialist'-------------

organization Bureau of Historic Preservation date October 19.:....:8""6.__ ____ _ 

street & number Division of Historical Resources telephone (904) 487-233,...3.___ ____ _ _ 

city or town Tallahassee state ·Florida 

12. State ~istcric Preservation Officer Certiiicatlcn 
The evaluated significance of this property within the state Is: 

_national __ state ...... ~-focal 

title State Hi~toric P 

For HP$ uso only 
I tloreby c~lfy thallhla property Ia Included In the Nat!onol Register I. 

I 
date 

Ol:cl. m Rogistrotlcn 
AUC&t: date b 

-~~P~O~;~II~-S~~$~~~~~--------~------------------------------------------~-----------· 
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The station continued to provide passenger service to the Vero Beach area until 1968 
when the FEC discontinued passenger service throughout their network. Freight service 
continued at the station until the mid-1970's when this operation was transfered to 
Ft. Pierce. The station was subsequently abandoned by FEC and remained inaccessible 
until 1984 when it was purchased from the railroad by the Indian River County Historical 
Society. In an effort to secure its preservation, the building was moved a short 
distance north to its present location . Because the building maintains its historic 
association and its close proximity to the railroarl, its eligibility for National 
Register listing has not been compromised by its move. Further, preservation-of the 
station has been achieved, with exterior restoration complete and interior work 
underway. Long range plans call for the eventual use o f the building as a railroad 
museum. 
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FLORIDA !lASTER SITE FILE 
Site Inventory Fora 

Site Name Geor 
Address o~f~S~~~.t~e~~~~~~~~===j~~~~~ 
Instruction 

Site No.3 IR ')" 
Date 2?'70 __:;-

Pl 

LOcation~----~~~~~~==~----~~~------------~~~~--------
Subdivision name block no. lot no. -

County Indian River 
District na10e if applicable~=..-"""==-..==------------------------
O.<ner of site: Name D.on and J8ilice Gr&l 

Addressl309 Louisiana Ave, Sebastian, PI 32958 

Type of Ownership pz:j ,•te Recordinq Datfr~ -. ~ -~-·, -

Recorder: Name & htle Sebes+i•n Rj v•z:: Az=el lliato»ioal Saeie=t~ 
l\ddress po Box 134A "•basts an pl )26.78- lJhS · 
Cora SacHer Hutn1frrner ' -.5. :t 

Condition of Site: Integrity of Site: Original use'fllfalnce 
Check One Check One or More 

t!PExcellent ¥:1 ill tered 
CJ Good DOnal tered 
CJ Fair []Original use 
CJ Deteriorated []Restored/Date 

D Moved/Date 

Present us,private residence 
Dates ca 1908 
Cultural/Phase ·flt~UI 
Period 20th C 

ua Classification categorY_,~;bu.uuiwludLiun,.g~-------------'Date listed on NR ___ 
Threa ts to Site: 

Check One or More 

Cl Zoning 0 Transpor t:a tion 
CJ Development D Fill 
CJ Deterioration D Dredge 

~[]~Eo~r~r~ow~i~n~g~~--c-~~~-;~t -DOther (See Remarks Below) Natural Disaster 

0 

Areas of Siqnificance: 

Si9nifica.ncc : 

In the early iaya along the East Coast homes 
were frequent l y built along the river ani later 
~long the Railroai . The George Braiiock home wqs 
~n the latter catagory . Xts location on the west 
si:le of the FEC 8;~ overlooks the tracks an:J. the· 
river i.n the iistance. The open porches both up
an:l. :iownstairs proviie excellent places for 
viewing activity an:i for just "sitti.n ' ' n ' rockin~ 
_From the Pullman cars boun:i for !Uami exotic 
names for the chil:iren were procure:i. 



Architect George Braddock 
Builder Mr Franklin 
Style and/or Period Georgian Revival 
Plan Type irregular Irregular 
Extorior Fabric(s) wood calpboard 
Structural System(s) wood :rrame post and beam 
Porches E/2 story enclosed 
Orientation faces east 
Foundation brick piers irifill- plywood 
Roo! Type slig}\t pYramid with widow's walk 
secondary Roof structure(s) _ 
Root surfacing comJ!OSi tion shingles 
Window Type SHS llJ. 
OrnAJOent Ex'=ter::C>.;:. o::-:r~~b,;r;..i-;c;,i...,iiit="'irl,..I---.:biiU'il==r::s=-=t.-:e=-=ro:-o::-no:-=po=r::-:c~h:---=w-=1:-d-:-o-n=-wa-=l-:k-
Chilllney brick 
Chimney t.oc .. uon onset on ridge 
No. of Chimneys one No. of Stodes._,tw,_,.o,_ ___ _ 
No. of oomers ·-..;;.;=------------ou:U>uildioqs.lgar~:.!age!t!ol!----
Surroundlngs 1 ar~te tz:ee11 Map Reference (inci: scale & date) _________________________ _ 

Latitude and LOngitude: 
0 '* 0 

Site Size (Approx. Acreage of Property) ________________________ _ 

N Township I 
3/S 

t.ocATION SKETCH OR MAP 

UTM COOrdinates: 

zone Easting Northing 
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RECORD HUMBER: 148 
Page 1 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
X original FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

update 

siTE !fAME: §05' ;J dJ D;Y:t'"e fl1 
HISTORIC CONTEXTS: Boomtimes 
RAT. REGISTER CATEGORY: Building 
OTHER HAMES OR MSF ROS: 

site ax:&-0388 

COUNTY: Indian River OWNERSHIP TYPE: Private, Individual 
1893 PROJECT !fAME: Survey of Indian River County: S+P DHR RO. 

LOCATION: 
ADDRESS: 5056 N Old Dixie Highway 
CITY: Unincorporated 
VICINITY OF/ROUTE TO: See attached maps 

SUB: No sub BLOCK LOT 
PLAT OR OTHER MAP: Indian River County Property Appraiser maps 
TOWNSHIP: 32S RARGE: 39E SECTION: 23 1/4: l/4-1/4: 
IRREGULAR SEC? y X n LARD GRART: None 
USGS 7.5 MAP: Vero Beach, Fla 1949 PR 1983 
UTM: ZONE: EASTIRG: NORTRIRG: 
COORDINATES: LATITUDE: D M S LONGITUDE: D M S 

HISTORY 
ARCHITECT: 
BUILDER: 
CONSTRUCTIOR DATE: c 1920 RESTORATION DATE(S): 
MODIFICATION DATE(S): 
MOVE: DATE: ORIG. LOCATION: 
ORIGIRAL USE (S): Private residence 
PRESENT USE (S): Private residence 

DESCRIPTION 
STYLE:· Bungalow 
PLAlf: EXTERIOR: Square 
PLAlf: IlfTERIOR: 
NO. STORIES: 2.5 OUTBLDGS: 0 PORCHES: 0 
STRUCTURAL SYSTEM(S): Wood, balloon frame 
EXTERIOR FABRIC(S): Masonry, brick 
FOURDATIOR: TYPE: Continuous 

MATERIALS: Brick 
IRFILL: 

PORCHES: 
ROOF: TYPE: Hip-on-hip 

SURFACING: Metal, 
SECONDARY STRUCS: 

pressed 
Monitor 

CHIMREY: NO.: 2 
MATERIALS: Brick, hooded brick cap 

DORMERS: 0 

LOCATIONS: 
WINDOWS: DHS, 6/6; 

S/end, exterior; E/end, exterior 
casement 

EXTERIOR ORNAMENT: 
CORDITIOR: Excellent 
SURROUNDINGS: Residential 
RARRATIVE: 
See continuation sheet 

SEE SITE rttESTAFFFOR 
ORIGINAL PHOTO(S) OR 1\iAP(S) 



RECORD NO: 148 
Page 2 PMSF HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL REMAINS AT THE SITE 
FMSF ARCHAEOLOGICAL FORM COMPLETED? y X n 
ARTIFACTS OR OTHER REMAINS: None observed 

RECORDER'S EVALUATION OF SITE 
AREAS OF SIGNIFICARCE: Architecture 

ELIGIBLE FOR NAT. REGISTER? 
SIGNIF. AS PART OF DISTRICT? 
SIGNIFICART AT LOCAL LEVEL? 

y X n 
y X n 
y n 

likely, need info 
likely, need info 
likely, need info 

SUMMARY OF SIGRIFICARCE 

* * * * DHR USE ONLY * * * * * * * DHR USE ONLY * * 
* DATE LISTED ON NR 
* KEEPER DETERMINATION OF ELIG.(DATE): YES NO - -
* SHPO EVALUATION OF ELIGIBILITY (DATE): YES NO -
* LOCAL DETERMINATION OF ELIG. (DATE): YES NO - -
* OFFICE 
* 
* * * * DHR USE ONLY * * * * * * * DHR USE ONLY * * 
RECORDER IHFORMATIOR: RAMI: Stephen Olausen 

insf info 
insf info 

X insf info 

* * * * 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 

* * * * 

DATE: 03/15/89 AFFILIATION: Historic Property Associates, Inc 

PHOTOGRAPHS 
LOCATION OF HEGATIVES: HPA, PO Box 1002 St Augustine, Fl 32085 
NEGATIVE RUMBERS: Roll 5 Fr 32 

PHOTOGRAPH M A P 

See Attachments 



rn 148 Continuation Sheet 

Statement of Significance: 

This two-and-one-half story brick residential building is 
located at 5056 North Old Dixie Highway. It has Bungalow 
styling expressed by its hip roof with pressed metal shingle 
surfacing, large monitor with paired double hung sash windows, 
exposed rafter ends, twin hooded chimneys, brick exterior wall 
fabric, and continuous brick foundation. The building appears 
to retain much of its original integrity. 

The Bungalow was the most popular residential building 
design in Florida during the first three decades of the 
twentieth century. Its name was derived from the Bengalese 
bangla, a low house with porches, used as a wayside shelter by 
travellers in India during the eighteenth and nineteenth 
centuries. Although the name and some of the general 
characteristics of the Bungalow have their origins in India, 
the Japanese had the most profound influence on the style . 
Japanese construction techniques exhibited at the California 
Mid-Winter Exposition of 1894 emphasized the interplay of 
angles and planes and extensive display of structural members 
that became integral components of American Bungalow design . 

The earliest American buildings which were consciously 
bungalows appeared in California and New England in the 1890s. 
They generally were large residences designed by architects. 
However, by the turn of the century publications like Bungalow 
Magazine and The Craftsman flooded the building market with 
plans for inexpensive bungalows. Featured in these magazines 
were articles about the economical use of space, interior 
decoration, and landscaping. It was this scaled down version 
of the Bungalow which became so pervasive in Florida during the 
early twentieth century . 

The Bungalow is typically a one or one and one-half story 
building with a low-pitched gable (occasionally hipped) roof 
with wide unenclosed eave overhangs. The roof rafters are 
usually exposed and false brackets or beams are commonly added 
under the gables. The porch is often the most dominant 
architectural feature of the Bungalow. They are generally 
either full or partial width, with the roof supported by 
tapered square columns that frequently extend to ground level 
or sit on massive brick piers. 

This building is located in the unincorporated area of 
Indian River County, Florida, and is not associated with any 
subdivision. Architectural evidence based on comparisons with 
buildings of similar size and design indicates that the 
building was constructed circa 1920 . Located on the southeast 
coast of Florida, Indian River County was carved out of St. 
Lucie County in 1925. In the 1880s, as railroads and 
steamboats opened Central Florida to development, the first 



permanent white settlers moved into the region . Post offices 
were located at Sebastian (1882), Roseland (1892), and Oslo 
(1898). In 1894, the Florida East Coast Railway laid its tracks 
through the area, facilitating transportation and shipping of 
people and products. The railroad spurred development in the 
county. Early plats of the area included Wauregan (1889), 
Roseland (1903), and Gifford (1904). By 1900, citrus and 
pineapple were important industries there. Development in the 
area was slow primarily because a significant portion of the 
county was comprised of wetlands. Frequent heavy rainfalls 
caused the headwaters of the St. Johns River to back up over 
the marshes and wetlands flooding citrus groves and buildings. 
Drainage projects undertaken by the Fellsmere and Indian River 
farm companies in the early twentieth century reclaimed large 
areas of land for crop production and made more land available 
for development. During the Florida Land Boom, special demands 
were placed on the local government to manage increasing 
resources and development, resulting in the creation of the 
county. In 1910, the population of the county totaled 
approximately 1,000. Between 1910 and 1920 the communities of 
Sebastian, Vero, and Fellsmere became incorporated. By 1930, 
nearly 7,000 people resided in the county. Buildings in the 
unincorporated areas which date to over fifty years old reflect 
the historical and architectural heritage of Indian River 
County. 
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1 ~~iJPS·Form 10.900 / . "ct. 1990} 

OMB No. 10024-0018 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

· National Register of Historic Places 
Registration Form 

This form is tor use in nominating or requesting determinations for individual properties and districts. See instructions in How to Complete the 
NationBl Register of Historic Places Registration Form (National Register Bulletin 16A). Complete each item by marking "x" in the appropriate box or 
by entering the information requested. If an item does not apply to the property being documented, enter "N/A" tor "not applicable." For functions, 
architectural classification, materials, and areas of significance, enter only categories and subcategories from the instructions. Place additional 
entries and narrative items on continuation sheets (NPS Form 10.900a). Use a typewriter, word processor, or computer, to complete all items. 

1. Name of Property 

historic name· ______ O_l_d_V_e_r_o_B_e_a_c_h_Co_mmun __ i_t_y_B_u_i_l_d_in_g ______________ _ 

other names/site number Vera Beach Service, Vera Beach Physical Arts Center/ 8IR624 
Center 

2. Location 

street & number ___ 2_1_4_6_1_4_t_h_A_v_e_n_u_e ________________ n_/_a_ 0 not for publication 

city or town _____ V_e_r_o_B_e_a_c_h ____________________ n_/_a __ 0 vicinity 

code~ zip code 32963 state ____ F_l_o_r_~_· d_a_-'---- code_!!:__ county Indian River 

3. State/Federal Agency Certification 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended, I hereby certify that this Kl nomination 
0 request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the National Register of 
Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property 
6fl meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. I recommend that this property be considered significant 
0 n ·onally 0 statewide @Joe lly. (0 See continuation sheet for additional comments.) 

P. ~ fJ. SttPo tB.jqfq:t., 
of certifying officialmue te 

da Division of Historical Resources, Bureau of Historic Preservation 

In my opinion, the property 0 meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. (0 See continu~tion sheet for additional 
comments.) 

Signature of certifying officiatmtle 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

4. National Park Service Certification 
I hereby certify that the property is: 

0 entered in the National Register. 
0 See continuation sheet. 

0 determined eligible for the. 
National Register 

0 See continuation sheet. 

0 determined not eligible for .the 
National Register. 

0 removed from the National 
Register. 

0 other, (explain:)-----

Date 

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action 

SEE SITE F:ILE STAFF FOR 
ORIGINAL PHOTO(S} OR MAP(S) 
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United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service · 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

.Section number _ 7 __ 

SUMMARY 

Page_1 __ Old Vera Beach Community Building, Vera Beach, 
Indian River Co., FL 

The Old Vera Beach Community Building, now known as the Vera 
Beach Physical Arts center, is a 1935 one-story Frame Vernacular 
municipal building located at 2146 14th Avenue, in the center of 
Pocahontas Park in Vera Beach, Indian River County, Florida. The 
originally U-shaped building is now irregularly shaped, the 
result of the 1943 addition of an ell on the north elevation. 
The building rests on a poured concrete foundation. The exterior 
is covered with textured stucco, and the roof has asphalt 
shingles. Fenestration includes multipaned pocket windows and 
paired or single casement and jalousie windows. Throughout its 
history, the building has served as a social gathering place, 
playhouse, and meeting hall. The Physical Arts Center is one of 
the two remaining Federal Emergency Relief Administration 
projects in Downtown Vera Beach; the Indian River County 
Courthouse is the other. 

SETTING 

The Vero Beach Physical Arts Center, located on the 2100 
block of 14th Avenue, occupies part of lot 34 in the original 
Town of Vera Subdivision. Located in the center of Pocahontas 
Park (see photocopy of 1936 aerial photograph), land donated for 
municipal use by the Indian River Farms Company to the City of 
Vera in 1920, the Physical Arts center is the only building on 
the block. A playground and tennis courts are adjacent to the 
building, and the two-story Indian River County Courthouse is 
located directly east, across 14th Avenue from the Physical Arts 
Center. 

Although the building was designed with the main entrance on 
the south side, facing 21st Street (see photocopy of 1936 aerial 
photograph), the public began using the west side entrance more 
frequently in 1945 when the park was altered slightly. The shift 
to the west side was completed in 1973, when the city removed the 
sidewalks and many of the plants on the south side. 

PRESENT APPEARANCE 

Exterior 

The main Cwestl facade of the Physical Arts Center is 
comprised of a central, hip roofed entrance bay which is the west 
end of the main block of the building (photo 1). The gable 
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. 
roofed north ell was added in 1943; the south ell is an original 
wing. The center bay is symmetrical and contains a double 
entrance with jalousie windows covered by a shed overhang 
supported by large wooden knee brackets with carved ends. The 
entrance is flanked by symmetrical pairs of 4/4 double-hung sash 
windows, and a pair of fan vent openings finished with metal. 
louver blinds. The north ell has an offset entrance with a shed 
overhang supported by decorative knee brackets and three multi
light pocket windows (photo 2) which are asymmetrically placed. 
The south ell has a strip of four casement windows with eight 
lights. 

The original U-shape and multi-level roofline of the 
Physical Arts Center become evident on the south elevation (photo 
3). The central (main) block with a hipped roof is the dominant 
feature of this elevation. This central section has a pair of 
galvanized attic vents at the roof peak, exposed rafter ends, and 
a central entrance with double doors. The entrance is flanked on 
either side by four casement windows with eight lights. Other 
features include the original gable roofed wings which project 
south from the east and west ends of the elevation. The west 
wing has an offset entrance with a shed canopy (photo 4), and a 
lower gable projection which features an end exterior chimney. 
The chimney, flanked by a pair of three-light stationary windows, 
has a blind arch located just beneath the flue opening. The east 
wing has an offset entrance with a shed canopy flanked on one 
side by a window opening finished with jalousies. · · 

The east elevation is comprised of the main hip roofed 
block, the side-facing gabled wing to the south (photo 5), and 
the ell which projects from the north elevation (not visible in 
photo). The main block is symmetrical and has a matching pair of 
offset entrances with shed canopy overhangs, a pair of louvered 
vents, and four pocket windows with six lights each. The south 
wing has an offset entrance with a shed overhang, and a pair of 
window openings finished with jalousies. The north ell has a 
symmetrical strip of pocket windows with nine and fifteen lights. 

The north elevation is comprised of the gable end of the ell 
extending from the west end of the main block (photo 6). The ell 
has an offset exterior chimney flanked by paired, fifteen-light 
pocket windows. Other features include a nine-light pocket 
window and a paired window opening finished with nine-light 
pocket sash. The main block has a series of eight-light pocket 
windows set both singly and in pairs. 
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Interior 

Patrons enter the Physical Arts Center through the main 
entrance, located in the center of the west end of the dance hall 
(photo 7). The main dance hall and recreation room is a large 
open area featuring its original plaster walls, heart pine floor, 
stage, and full-height ceiling with exposed trusses. The stage, 
located at the east end of the room is comprised of an elevated 
platform back-lighted with a series of pocket windows (photo 8). 
A pair of rectangular rooms, identical in size and shape, flank 
the stage area. Other features include a massive coquina veneer 
fireplace and large wooden mantle, located in the center of the 
north wall (photo 9). 

The southwest wing contains a lobby, check room, a pair of 
closets, and a men's lounge. All of the rooms in this wing are 
rectangular. The men's lounge features a brick fireplace located 
in the center of the south wall (photo 10). The fireplace has a 
wood mantel and rectangular panel finished with natural coquina 
stone. 

The southeast wing contains a vestibule, woman's restroom, 
and a men's restroom. Other features include doorways to the 
main dance hall, and exterior exits in the west and south walls. 

The north wing, extending from the west end of the north 
elevation, contains a lounge area, card room, a rest room, 
showers, and a dressing room. The lounge features an exit in the 
west wall and· a fireplace, which is located in the center of the 
north wall (photo 11). The fireplace, with its rounded corners, 
offers a streamlined appearance reminiscent of ·the Art Deco style 
(photo 12). A restroom located immediately east of the lounge 
area contains its original fixtures (photos 13 & 14). 

ALTERATIONS 

Exterior 

The Physical Arts Center building has experienced two 
alterations, one of which occurred during the historic period. 
The historic alteration was the addition of a Service Men's wing 
(or ell) to the north facade in 1943. A non-historic alteration 
occurred in the 1960s when, because of termite damage, the entire 
west, south, and east walls of the ladies' lounge (in the 
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southeast corner of the east wing) were removed (See photo 3 and 
Floor Plan With Alterations), and the original pocket sash in the 
south and east walls of the wing were replaced with jalousie 
windows (photos 3 & 5). 

Interior 

The only structural change to the Physical Arts Center was 
the removal of the ladies·' lounge. Light fixtures in the lounge 
and card room have been replaced, and ceiling finishes were 
redone in the 1950s or 1960s. The city plans to restore the 
building, uncovering the original finishes and rebuilding the 
ladies' lounge. The rest of the interior has retained its 
architectural integrity despite the damaging effects of a fire 
which occurred in 1944. 
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SUMMARY 

The Old Vero Beach Community Building, now known as the 
Physical Arts Center, is significant at the local level under 
Criteria A in the area of Entertainment/Recreation as a 
Depression-Era building constructed in 1935 to provide a 
municipal hall for the use of local citizens and winter 
residents. The building is one of two Works Progress 
Administration public buildings constructed in downtown Vero 
Beach. The building is a visual reminder of Vero Beach's early 
civic development, and of its role as host to a Naval Air 
Station. In response to the establishment of the Naval Air 
Station late in 1942, the Community Building was converted into a· 
service center for military personnel. · 

The Physical Arts Center is also significant at the local 
level under Criterion c as an example of Frame Vernacular 
architecture used for a public purpose. The building, designed 
by local architect W. H. Garns, remains relatively intact, and 
contributes to the distinctive collection of historic buildings 
of Downtown Vero Beach as an important Depression Era resource. 

HISTORICAL CONTEXT 

Initially known as Vero, the town of Vero Beach was 
established in the 1880s as an agricultural center. The 
introduction of the railroad in the 1890s and land reclamation 
projects in the early twentieth century promoted development of 
the citrus industry in the area. The Indian River Farms Company, 
based in Vero, was incorporated in 1912 and within several years 
began draining thousands of acres, many of which were planted in 
citrus. Driven by that expansion, Vero was incorporated in 1919. 

During the Florida land boom of the 1920s, Vero experienced 
its most significant period of growth, which included an expanded 
commercial district, platting of numerous residential 
subdivisions, and the construction of many of its historic 
buildings. Municipal improvements, such as a central power plant 
and Pocahontas Park, were established during that period. To 
attract tourists and developers to the area, the term "beach11 was 
added to Vero during the 1920s. 

Population expansion prompted the creation of Indian River 
County in 1925. As the largest town in the new county, Vero 
Beach became the seat of government. Supported by the tourism, 
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the citrus industry, and federally funded WPA projects, Vera 
Beach continued to grow during the Great Depression of the 1930s. 

HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE 

Vero Beach Community Center 1935-1942 

During the mid-1930s, Vera Beach quickly recovered from the 
effects of the Great Depression. The growing town, with a 
population of 2,268, was in need of municipal buildings to 
provide for the social, cultural, and recreational needs of its 
citizens. On January 18, 1935 a group of citizens representing 
various communities in Indian River County gathered to review 
proposals slated for projects which required federal funding for 
that year. Those projects included the construction of an 
airport and a municipal dock, the improvement of the Sebastian 
Inlet, school and road improvements, and extension of pest 
control. The construction of a new courthouse, post office, and 
recreation building were also important items on the list. A 
total of $1 million dollars was allocated for those projects, out 
of which $2,000 was dedicated for the construction of the 
recreation hall in Vera Beach. 

On January 22, 1935, plans for the proposed recreation hall 
were reviewed and approved. The one-story building, designed by 
local architect w. H. Garns, cost an estimated $3,650 to build. 
The Union workers of Vera Beach supplied all of the skill~d labor 
needed to erect the building. Unskilled labor was supplied by 
the Federal Emergency Relief Administration. Materials for the 
project were supplied by the Crosby Builder's Supply Company of 
Vero Beach. Completed in early April 1935, the building was host 
to a variety of activities, among the first being the Seventh 
Annual Flower Show sponsored by the Indian River Garden Club. 
The recreation hall was officially dedicated as the Vero Beach 
Community Building on July 4, 1935. The dedication, sponsored by 
the Modern Woodmen of America, featured band music, dancing, and 
sports events. 

Community groups used the facility extensively. One group, 
"The civic Players" organized in 1938, used the building for play 
rehearsals and performances. The building was used by the 
Tourist Club during the tourist season, from November to .April. 
Other users included church groups, schools, and other local 
clubs. 
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Vero Beach Service Center 1943-1945 

With the outbreak of World War II, many of Florida's coastal 
towns served as hosts to temporary military bases. Vero Beach, 
with its small municipal airport and location on the Atlantic 
Ocean, became an ideal place for the installation of a temporary 
Naval Air Station, which was activated in 1942. With the arrival 
of the first squadrons in 1943, Vero Beach converted the 
Community Building into a Servicemen's Center for the 
entertainment of military personnel. This was evidently a 
service which warranted the expansion of the facility, for late 
in 1942, an application for funds to build an addition especially 
for the servicemen was submitted to the federal government. In 
early February 1943 funds totalling $6,175 were allocated for the 
construction and furnishing of a servicemen's wing to the Vera 
Beach Service Center. Along with local funds, the construction 
budget, which included furniture, totalled $8,175. Completed in 
the summer of 1943, the wing contained a lounge with fireplace, a 
reading room, shower room, dressing room and rest room. A 
portion of the funding was used for operation costs. 

The Service Center, already a community focal point before 
World War II, gained quick acceptance and support of the 
community of Vero Beach. A social group known as the Bombadears 
was organized to entertain servicemen during their stay at the 
Naval Air Station. The club, comprised exclusively of local 
women, operated under the "Basic Rules" as indicated on the back 
of their membership cards: 

Must have parental consent. 
Admission to sponsored events by certificate only. 
Departure to be checked by authorized hostess. 
Leaving with service man prohibited. 
No use of intoxicants. 
Ladylike conduct at all times. 
Sport dresses unless notified otherwise. 

I agree to observe the above rules and such other 
regulations as may be issued governing the conduct of 
all naombadears", with the understanding that this 
certificate is subject to cancellation for any 
violation thereof. 

Signed ______________________________ __ 
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Early in the morning of November 2, 1944 a fire broke out in 
the Service Center. The fire, probably caused by stage foot · 
lights, ignited the curtains, but was confined primarily to the 
stage area. The heat, which drew resin from the exposed wood of 
the furniture, floors, and rafters, caused damage throughout the 
building; the structure itself, however, remained intact. The 
total damage to the building was estimated at $8,000. The 
immediate repair and refurnishing of the building was ordered by 
Mayor Alex MacWilliam in order to return its use to the 
servicemen and women as quickly as possible. Refurbis.hed, the 
building was used throughout the remainder of the war as a 
recreational center for service personnel. In 1946, it returned . 
to civilian use and remained a center of activity for various 
community groups until January 1992 when it was vacated. 

The Vero Beach Physical Arts Center is significant under 
Criterion A for its important association with the early 
development of Vero Beach's municipal buildings. It is also 
significant as part of the city's military history. The City of 
Vero Beach played an important role as host for a Naval Air 
Station during World War II, and the conversion of the Community 
Building into a Service Center is indicative of the importance.of 
the Naval Air station to the city during that time. 

ARCHITECTURAL CONTEXT 

Frame Vernacular Style 

Frame Vernacular, the prevalent style of architecture in 
Florida, refers to the common wood frame construction technique 
employed by lay or self-taught builders. Before the Civil War, 
residents relied upon local materials and their own methods and 
designs to construct buildings. The Industrial Revolution 
permitted standardization of building materials and parts and 
exerted a pervasive influence over vernacular house design. 
Popular magazines helped to make architectural ·trends universal 
throughout the country. The railroad provided cheap and 
efficient transportation for manufactured building mate~ials. 
Ultimately, individual builders had access to a myriad of 
finished architectural products from which to create their own 
designs. 
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Frame Vernacular buildings are typically one or two stories 
in height, with wood balloon frame structural systems and brick 
pier foundations. Plans are usually rectangular, though L~shaped 
plans were often used to maximize cross-ventilation. Gabled or 
hipped roofs usually have steep pitches which accommodate attic 
space. Horizontal drop siding and weatherboard are the most 
common exterior wall surface materials. Wood shingles were often 
used to cover the roofs, but they have nearly always been 
replaced with composition shingle. Porches, most commonly simple 
entrance or end porches, are common features of the style. 
Fenestration is regular, but not ·always symmetrical. Windows are 
generally double~hung sash with multi-pane glazing and doors 
contain recessed wood panels. Exterior decoration is sparse and 
limited to ornamental woodwork. 

W.H. Garns, Architect 

Little documentation for architect W.H. Garns exists. He 
was, however, involved in initiating the concept of a municipal 
recreation building for the city of Vero Beach. During the 
Chamber of .Commerce meeting which reviewed projects slated for· 
federal funds for the year 1935, Garns was listed as present. 
Within seven days, a conceptual drawing of the south elevation of 
the then called "Municipal Recreation Hall" graced the front page 
of the Vero Beach Press Journal. Garns' elevation drawing 
closely matches the actual building. The only detectable change 
is to the doors on the projecting wings on the south eleyation. 
The doors in the original drawi~g were on the inside o~ the end 
chimneys, whereas in the actual building, they are on the 
outside. His interior plans match that which was constructed to 
a great extent. 

ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIFICANCE 

The Physical Arts Center is a fine example of the public 
buildings constructed under the Works Progress Administration in 
the 1930s. Although vernacular in style, the building has 
several distinctive features, particularly on the interior. 
These features include the main dance hall and recreation room 
with exposed wooden trusses, hard wood floor, built-in stage area 
and large coquina veneered fireplace. Other period features of 
the interior include, secondary fireplaces with coquina or Art 
Deco styling, restroom fixtures and finishes, and original 
plaster interior walls. 

[0 
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The exterior also incorporates several distinctive features. 
The use of a textured stucco exterior, fairly unusual on a frame 
vernacular building, was an economical way to add an appearance 
of solidarity to the simple building. Also unusual was the use 
of pocket windows. The combination of the hipped and gabled 
roofs, accented with ridge ventilators, further distinguishes 
this otherwise simple, utilitarian building. 

' '· 
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VERBAL BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION 

situated in the State of Florida, County of Indian River, City of 
Vero Beach and being a part of Block 34, ·original Town 
Subdivision as recorded in Plat Book 4, Page 62 of the public 
records of st.Lucie County, Florida, said lands now lying in 
Indian River County and being more particularly bounded and 
described as follows: 

Commencing at the southeast corner of said Block 34 run west 
along the south line of said Block 34, the same being the north 
right-of-way line of 21st Street as shown on said plat of the 
Original Town, to an intersection with the east right-of-way line 
of 14th Avenue, the same being the west line of said Block 34; 

thence run north along the said east right-of-way line of 
14th Avenue, a distance of 185.91 feet to the Point of Beginning 
of the hereon described parcel; 

from the Point of Beginning run east and perpendic.ular to 
the said east right-of-way line of 14th Avenue, a distance of 
47.76 feet; 

thence run south and parallel with the said east right-of
way line, a distance of 57.75 feet; 

thence run east and perpendicular to th~ said east right-of
way line, a distance of 125.30 feet; 

thence run north and parallel with the said east right-of
wayl~ne, a distance of 143.31 feet; 

thence run west and perpendicular to the said east right-of
way line, a distance of 125.30 feet; 

thence run south and parallel with the right-of-way line, a 
distance of 55.56 feet; 

thence run west and perpendicular to the said east right-of
way line, a distance of 47.76 feet to the said east right-of
wayline of 14th Avenue; 

thence run south along the said west right-of-way line of 
14th Avenue, a distance of 30 feet to the Point of Beginning; 
containing 19,389.5 square feet. 
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BOUNDARY JUSTIFICATION 

The boundary includes the city land that historically has 
been association with the Old Vera Beach Community Center 
(Physical Arts Center). 

14 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA SITE FILE 

SITE NAMES: Hall of Giants, McKee Jungle Gardens 

SITE #8IR858 
Recorder# A 1-24 
Field Date 12/94 
For.m Date 12/94,

1 'Stu'\)~ Lf 5lo 3 
SURVEY: S.R. 5/US 1; 1/4 MILE SOUTH OF U.S. 1 AND S.R. 713 (KING'S 

HIGHWAY) INTERSECTION AND 7 MILES NORTH TO 1/4 MILE NORTH OF 
INDIAN RIVER BOULEVARD/ 4TH STREET ( CR6 0 3) 

SURVEY f: FOOT State Project #88010-1501; Work Program #4115433 
NATIONAL REGISTER CATEGORY: building, site 

ADDRESS: 
CROSS STREETS: U.S. 1 and 4th 
NEAREST CITY/TOWN: Vero Beach 
COUNTY: Indian River 
SUBDIVISION: 
OWNERSHIP: private 
NAME OF PUBLIC TRACT: 
ROUTE TO: 

USGS 7.5' MAP NAME: 

Street 
IN CURRENT CITY LIMITS: 

TAX PARCEL t 
BLOCK NO: 7000 LOT NO: 2.0 

TOWNSHIP: 33 RANGE: 39 SECT.: 13 1/4: 1/4-1/4: IRREG. SEC? 
UTM: ZONE: EASTING: NORTHING: 
PLAT OR OTHER MAP: 

- . . 

no 

STYLE: Folk Art EXTERIOR PLAN: rectangular NO. STORIES: 2 
STRUCTURAL SYSTEM(S): wood 
FOUNDATION: Types: poured Materials: concrete, stone 
EXTERIOR FABRIC(S): wood 
ROOF: Types: gable Materials: metal 

Secondary strucs.: n/a 
CHIMNEY: NO: 0 MATERIALS: LOCATIONS: 
WINDOWS: elliptical and rectangular openings 

MAIN ENTRANCE: west elevation, open 
PORCHES: topen __ O_ #closed ___ #incised ___ Locations: 

Porch roof types: n/ a 
EXTERIOR ORNAMENT: wood; features include second story balconies, north 

and south stairs, open entrances to interior, exposed rafters 
INTERIOR PLAN: open CONDITION: fair 
SURROUNDINGS: residential/commercial; situated on 19 acre jungle garden 
ANCILLARY FEATURES: parking lot, jungle garden features such as pathways, 
bridges, ponds 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL REMAINS AT THE SITE Archaeological for.m completed? 
Artifacts or other remains: none observed 
NARRATIVE: Part of popular 1930s jungle tourist attraction, unique 
building constructed of slash pine beams and cypress walls, concrete and 
stone flooring. Used as gift shop and storage facility. 



Page 2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
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~~ 

CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1940 CIRCA: 
ARCHITECT: Sexton, Waldo 
BUILDER: Sexton, Waldo 
MOVES: Dates Orig. addr. 
ALTERATIONS: Dates Nature: 
ADDITIONS: Dates Nature: 
ORIGINAL USES: gift shop 
INTERMEDIATE USES: gift shop 
PRESENT USES: vacant 
OWNERSHIP HISTORY: private 

Potentially elig. for local designation? 
Local Designation Category 

Individually elig. for Nat. Register? 
Potential contributor to NR district? 

yes 
building, site 
yes 
insuff. info. 

Site fBIRBSB 

HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION: architecture, tourism, entertainment/recreation, 
transportation 

EXPLANATION OF EVALUATION: The Hall of Giants is a unique example of folk 
art style constructed of local materials. The building is part of the 
McKee Jungle Gardens site and is associated with the tourist industry in 
Florida. See continuation. 

BIBLIOGRAPHIC REFERENCES: 
Indian River Land Trust archives 
Indian River County Property Appraiser 
Indian River Historical Society archives 

PHOTOGRAPHS 
Location of negatives: FOOT District Four 
Negative numbers: roll A neg. 1-24 

NAME: Milano, Karen Webster AFFILIATION: Group Enterprises, Inc. 

REQUIRED: (1} USGS MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED 
(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 
(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, PREFER B&W, AT LEAST 3X5 
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MCKEE BOTANICAL GARDEN-A LEGACY REVIVED/II 

After closing its doors some 20 years ago, McKee Jungle Gardens, renamed McKee Botanical 
Garden, will flourish again. Competition from new and large-scale attractions affected many 
recreation areas in the early 1970's, including McKee Jungle Gardens, which closed in 1976. The 
land was sold, and most of it was developed for condominiums. Thankfully, the core 18 acres ofthis 
historic property remained unscathed. In an effort to save it from imminent development, the Indian 
River Land Trust waged a fundraising campaign, and through the overwhelming support of the 
community of V ero Beach, Florida, over $2.1 million in donations and pledges was raised. On 
December 1, 1995, the Indian River Land Trust was able to purchase the 18 acres, along with 80 
acres ofwetlands. Wrth the aid of additional donations and grants, restoration and rehabilitation of 
this magnificent historical Garden will proceed. The Garden's master planning under the direction of 
the national land planning firm ofWallace Roberts & Todd is underway, and the Garden is slated to 
reopen to the public as a botanical garden in early 1998. 

McKee Jungle Gardens opened its doors to the public in 1932 when Cleveland industrialist Arthur 
McKee and pioneer developer Waldo Sexton formed the McKee-Sexton Land Company to preserve a 
2,000 year old oak hammock along the Indian River. As avid horticulturists and preservationists, 
they enhanced the native vegetation with tropical plants and trees from around the world. Today the 
Garden is still home to many of these species, 12 of them considered endangered or threatened. Last 
year five trees were awarded the distinction of Champion Trees by the Florida Department of 
Agriculture, including "The Old Man of the Jungle," a giant 500 year old live oak. 

In its heyday, more than 100,000 tourists visited McKee Jungle Gardens each year. They spent time 
at the Reflecting Pond and in the Meditation Garden and strolled along the trails as their guide 
pointed out the amazing variety of plants and trees. Today volunteer guides usher visitors along these 
same trails. Wtlliam Lyman Phillips, an associate in the firm of Central Park's architect Frederick Law 
Olmsted, designed the streams, ponds and trails, as well as those in Fairchild Tropical Garden of 
Miami and Bok Tower Gardens in Lake Wales. 

Two of the Garden's original buildings, the Hall of Giants and Spanish Kitchen, still majestically 
stand. These historic structures were built by Waldo Sexton, famous for his eclectic architectural 
style in which he created buildings around lavish a.rtifi1cts collected worldwide. In June, 1996, the 
Garden was named the recipient of a $348,700 historic preservation grant from the Florida Bureau of 
Historic Preservation, Division of Historical Resources, Department of State, to restore these two 
buildings. Several of Sexton's landmark buildings, including the Patio Restaurant and Driftwood Inn 
ofVero Beach, are on the National Register ofHistoric Places. A nomination proposal for the 
inclusion of McKee Botanical Garden on the Register has been approved by the Florida Review 
Board and will be forwarded to the National Park Service for their final determination. 

In a 1932 address to the Rotary Club Wmton H. Reinsmith, landscape architect for Frederick Law 
Olmsted, said, "Come to the McKee Jungle Gardens with us, come, see and marvel. Come often, 
alone or with your families when the ordeals ofbusiness, the monotony of the office becomes too 
oppressive and wander thru a natural wonderland made available to you. Come and experience the 
recreation, rest and relaxation and find comfort as so many of your fellow citizens already have done 
by letting nature's spectacle dwarf the enormity of your burdens and give you peace." 

That peace has survived the decades for all to partake, and this lush tropical legacy will once again 
flourish for generations to come. 

Barbara Y. Carter 
McKee Botanical Garden 
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SUMMARY 

MCKEE JUNGLE GARDENS 

INDIAN RIVER COIDITY, FLORIDA 
PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION 

McKee Jungle Gardens is a native Florida hammock that was transformed into a botanical garden, 
tourist attraction in the early 1930s. Of the original 80 acres, an irregular parcel of 18 acres 
survives. This acreage encompasses most of what was open to the public. Included in the 
property are several contributing buildings, trails, water features, and structures such as stone 
benches and bridges. A large portion of the original landscape design and circulation pattern are 
intact. 

SETTING 

McKee Jungle Gardens is located about three miles south of the city of Vero Beach. It is 
approximately 200 yards south oflndian River Boulevard which runs east/west. It lies between 
the Indian River Lagoon and U.S. Route 1, a principal north/south artery which forms the west 
boundary of the property. To the north is an access road to the Vista Gardens condominium 
development and a wind break of Australian pine, giant bamboo, live oaks, and other trees. A 
drainage canal and perimeter sand road are to the south. The east boundary is defined by a 8 112 
foot high block wall, approximately 1/4 mile long, that separates McKee Jungle Gardens from the 
condominium development. 

DESCRIPTION 

Circulation System (roads. paths) 

The entrance to McKee Jungle Gardens is directly offUS AlA, into a paved parking lot. A 
prominent feature of the parking area is a 3,000 year old bald cypress (Taxodium distichum) 
stump brought from the interior of Florida (Photo 1 and Print 1 ). Formerly a twelve-foot wide 
sign advertising "McKee Jungle Gardens" was located near the stump. 

A carefully laid out system of gravel trails with coquina curbs led the visitor through the jungle. 
The tourist, accompanied by a guide, could enjoy the gardens in about an hour's walk. Some 
trails (no longer included in the boundary ofthe nominated property, see 1933 Map of Gardens) 
led approximately one-half mile east to the salt marsh. There, hikers could spend hours traversing 
water features where wooden bridges crossed rock lined ponds. Although the basic trail system 
was designed by 1933, some trails were later expanded as animal displays were added in the late 
1930s. 
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A 1932 docent guide documents what the visitors were taught as they were accompanied along 
the foot paths. The visitors first encountered a fruit juice stand, presumably where an admission 
fee was paid. Then the visitor passed through an arched corridor of lattice work, covered with 
flowering vines (Print 2). This corridor led to the Greeting Park, a cleared area which provided a 
vista of a trail entering the jungle. The Entrance Trail (Prints 3 and 4) led through an arch of oaks 
and cabbage palms and was flanked by the jungle-like hammock. Several trails branched off the 
entrance trail. The Main Trail extended east from the Entrance Trail and then turned south to 
encircle an area known as the Glade. Located in the Glade is a giant oak (Photo 2), known as the 
"Old Man of the Jungle." The Main Trail extended further east to a "Watery Maze," the "Garden 
of the Gods," and an azalea garden (not extant and beyond the current property boundary). 

At the juncture of the Main Trail with the Duck Pond Trail, leading to the south, was a small 
waterfall (Photo 3) and a pool used as an alligator enclosure. The Duck Pond Trail continued in a 
southeasterly direction to a small Meditation Garden, and past an aviary and animal cages before 
reaching a petting zoo. Yet another trail lead north from the Entrance Trail to the Main Pond, 
which was divided into two sections by a stone bridge (Photo 4). One could continue on this trail. · 
to the "Cathedral of Palms" (Print 5) and then eventually wend back to the pond at the northwest 
comer of the property, and from there return to the fruit juice stand. 

Drainage and engineering structures (water features. bridges) 

Because of its low elevation and proximity to the Indian River, the control of water was an 
important platuied element of the Gardens. Four artesian wells located on the property were used 
for an irrigation system and, through a network of underground pipes, fed the ponds and streams. 
The designers were careful to study t~e tides in relation to the water level of the ponds. Overflow 
ditches for the ponds were constructed. 

The 1933 map of the Gardens shows four principal ponds. The Main Pond (Photo 5) was located 
north of the juncture of the Main Trail with the Duck Pond Trail. A bridge bisected this pond. A 
small pond, whose sides are lined with rock (identified today as the Southwest Pond), was located 
at the north end of the parking area (Photo 6). A sulphur spring (Photo 7) fed another pond 
(Photo 8) just north of the Entrance Corridor. It is known today as the Northwest Pond. A 
Watery Maze, north of the Glade (and beyond the current property boundary), was enlarged from 
an existing stream bed not only to add a visual attraction to the Garden, but to eliminate adjacent 
stagnant pools ofwater. 
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Small waterfalls were also incorporated into the Garden design. One is located near the 
bifurcation of the Main Trail and the Duck Pond Trail (Photo 3), another is located in the area 
known as the Meditation Garden, and a third is a feature of the Aviary (Photo 9). Consideration 
was given to the construction of a five foot hurricane dike, although it is unclear if this was 
realized. A drainage ditch along the north property line, and other small ditches were cut to 
eliminate standing water from low areas. Some simple wood bridges were constructed over flood 
ditches. These no longer exist. 

Measures were also undertaken to eliminate the risk afforest fires during dry seasons. A system 
of fire trails and fire breaks was created. In addition, an engine was on hand to water-down piles 
of brush if needed. 

Vegetation of the Surviving Trail System 

McKee Jungle Gardens was developed from a large, natural hammock. This coastal land was 
underlaid by a limestone base and thinly covered with a layer of sandy, marl loam. The tropical 
hammock consisted of a mix of trees, shrubs, vines and herbs. Most of the hammock was left in 
its natural state, altered only by paths cut through the jungle. 

A 1932 status report on the garden noted that 159 native plant species had been identified on the 
grounds and that an additional 698 species had been ·planted or were grown for sale in the green 
houses. By 1940, the garden could boost of masses of azaleas and 100 types ofhibiscus. Large 
greenhouses (no longer extant) provided orchids of all colors, sizes, and varieties. Water lilies 
thrived in the ponds, many of which were developed through cross pollination by the Garden's 
botanist, Jens Hansen. A recent inventory by botanist James Haeger has identified approximately 
140 surviving species in the Gardens. Five of the introduced trees on the grounds have recently 
been awarded champion status for their size by the Florida Department ofForestry: a 12-foot gru
gru palm (Acrocromia totai), a 28-foot queen sagopalm (Photo 10), a black sugar palm (Photo 
11 ), a hybrid Senegal date palm, and a toog ffiischofia javanica). Other important surviving 
tropical trees in the Gardens include 15 date palms; a number of royal palms; 500 cabbage or 
sabal palms (Sabal palmetto}, clumps of giant bamboo (Photo 12); ten ficus trees; and live oak, 
laurel oak, red maple, and a Cuban laurel tree (Photo 13). Five eucalyptus trees are growing near 
the south boundary of the property. 
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Each of the defined areas in the Garden had its own unique vegetation. Adjacent to the parking 
area are a false banyan (Photo 14) or council tree (Eicus Altissima), four Washingtonia palms, 
sword ferns, a large Senegal date, three royal palms, the Champion Gru-Gru palm, a clump of 
Chinese fan palms ~ivistonia chinensis). A Canary Island date palm is located adjacent to the dry 
Southwest Pool. In the Corridor, which no longer exists, were many species of exotic ferns, 
passion vine, vanilla orchid vines, and Dutchman's Pipe (a butterfly larval food). 

The Greeting Park, which the visitor encountered on exiting the Corridor, was designed as an 
open glade ringed with coconut palms. An azalea garden featuring many varieties was formerly 
located on the east side of the Main Pond. The garden area still exists, although azaleas are no 
longer growing there. Beyond the pond were spices, such as allspice, spiceberry, tea; poinsettias; 
tree strawberry; angel's trumpet; and palms, ferns, and a wide variety of ornamentals. 

An arch of live oaks provided an inviting vista east from the open expanse of the Greeting Park to 
the Entrance Trail leading into the jungle (Photo 15}. Also along this trail are the following 
species: sausage trees (Print 6), marlberry and grape vines, slash pine, Hercules club (a larval food 
plant for the giant swallowtail butterfly), two varieties ofwild coffee shrubs, podocarpus, cassia, . · 
black eyed Susan vine, sleeping hibiscus, and a queen crepe myrtle tree. Exotic Chinese fan palms 
have volunteered along the trails. 

Today, the Entrance Trail terminates at its eastern end with a small glade. This is the location of 
the "Old Man of the Jungle," a large oak estimated to be over 400 years old whose trunk is 
covered by a blanket of resurrection ferns (Photo 2). The only other surviving species in the 
Glade is the Golden Wonder Senna (Cassia splendida), which provides food for butterflies. 
Historically, the Glade had been planted with a Ylang Ylang, a perfume tree; red bougainvillea 
vine; calapash tree with 10-12 inch fruit; Pach.ira, a relative ofthe balsawood tree; and a bombax 
fiber tree (silk cotton tree). 

The Duck Pond Trail begins on the east side of the Greeting Park and extends to the south. 
Vegetation in and around the Meditation Garden (on the east side of the Duck Pond Trail) 
includes a large patch ofbromeliads known as flowering pineapple (Ananas comosus), and lady 
palms. On the west side of this trail is the dry bed of the water lily pond. Along this trail are the 
following species: Chinese fan palm, slash pine, red mulberry tree, and large clusters of red ginger 
and shell ginger. On the trail northeast of the Meditation Garden is a majestic Canary Island date 
palm (Rhoenix canariensis) (Photo 16), surrounded by stands of a South American shrub called 
the red powder puff (Catliandra haematociphala). 
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The wire cage of an aviary (Photo 17) near the south end of the Duck Pond Trail is covered with 
cassia, pelican flower vines, and possum grape vines. On an adjacent path is a Java glorybower. 
Opposite the Aviary is an assonia tree; a champion royal poinciana tree, thirty-feet in diameter; 
and Florida hydrangea (Dombeya wallichii). 

Two major features of the Gardens no longer exist, the Garden of the Gods and the Orchid Glade, 
for they were located east of the block wall where the condominium development is now located. 
The Garden of the Gods was a natural garden of native flora and contained Agave variagata, 
Surinam cherry, rice paper plants, and saba! palms, with endangered shoestring and polydium 
ferns and airplants (Tillandsia) growing on the palm trunks. 

Site Furnishings 

In keeping with the naturalistic school of landscape design, most of the site furnishings at McKee 
Jungle Gardens were made of native materials. The rustic features made out of wood no longer 
exist. However, there are several rock bridges and rustic stone waterfalls. The Meditation 
Garden, on the east side of the Duck Pond Trail, in addition to the rock work water fall (Photo 
19) has a seat carved from stone (Photo 20). 

Buildings 

The entrance corridor was originally flanked by frame greenhouses, or plant propagating 
buildings. These no longer exist. Beginning around 1940, several structures were built to provide 
more amenities for visitors and to expand the attractions offered. 

The Hall of Giants, built in 1940, strongly reflects Waldo Sexton's eclectic approach to 
construction and building materials. The rectangular, two-story structure (Photo 21) served as a 
gift store and, on occasion, as a dining hall. The 2,000 square foot building is 25 feet high, 60 
feet long, and 40 feet wide. The pole and beam structural members rest on a foundation of yellow 
pine poles sunk in a cement slab, overlaid with flagstones. The exterior is distinguished by 
cypress board and batten walls, decorative truss work, and a rustic balcony on the main (west) 
facade. The building has a gable roof, consisting of cypress boards covered with corrugated, 
galvanized steel panels. The Hall of Giants was originally decorated with huge chains, ancient 
Spanish doors, stained glass windows, wrought iron chandeliers, bells and other artifacts of iron 
and wood that Sexton salvaged over the years. On the interior, balconies run the length of both 
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sides of the building (Print 7). Access is gained by stairwells located on each side of the west 
facade (Photos 22 and 23). While years of neglect and adverse weather conditions have had a 
deteriorating impact on the building, most of the large heart pine timbers are sound. 

Petting Zoo Building 

The petting zoo is a simple, rectangular, masonry building has a gable roof and stucco walls 
(Photo 24). It was constructed in the early 1940s as a maintenance building and was later 
converted into a facility for a petting zoo. One exterior wall is painted with a whimsical mural 
(Photo 25), attributed to artist Peter Hunt. 

Structures: 

Spanish Kitchen: This reinforced concrete structure was built in 1940 as a replica of a Mexican 
fiesta-type kitchen. The three-sided kitchen measures approximately 30 feet by IS feet (Photo 26} 
and contains six open grills where, reportedly, 100 steaks could be cooked at the same time. 
Some of the copper hoods of the grills remain in place. The structure has a curved co(}crete roof, . · 
finished with tile and wood beams. The native stone floor of the kitchen extends into a flagstone 
courtyard leading to the main entrance of the Hall of Giants. 

Tropical Bird Aviary: This rectangular structure was built in the late 1930s-early 1940s. It has 
low concrete walls to which is attached a wire mesh enclosure, covered with vines (Photo 17}. 
Within the aviary is a small stone waterfall (Photo 9) and stream of water. · 

Animal Pens: Animal pens (Photos 27 and 28) were constructed over the years to house the 
various animal attractions that were fonnerly part of the McKee Garden Tour. Deer pens and 
alligator pens were constructed in the late 1930s-early 1940s. Monkey Cages were built ca. 1940. 
These pens consist of concrete or rustic stone walls, sunnounted by chain-link fencing. Although 
animals will no longer be part of the McKee Jungle Gardens attractions, they are still part of the 
natural setting. In 1993, members of the Vero Beach Audubon Society documented 34 species of 
birds in the Gardens. There are also 26 species of butterflies which appear in season in great 
numbers and thrive on the available food. 
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NON-CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURES/BUILDINGS 

Tiki Hut 

A pagoda-type Tiki Hut was built around 1960 and served as a ticket booth until the Gardens 
closed in 1976 (Photo 29). It is ofwood construction and built on a wood platform. The Tiki 
Hut measures approximately nine feet square and rises to a height of 3 5 feet at the peak of the 
pagoda roof. The 3 0 degree, pitched roof is covered with wooden shingles. 

ALTERATIONS/CHANGES 

Among the major changes since McKee's inception are those at the entrance, which was changed 
three times. Originally the entrance was defined by a wrought iron grilled gate (Print 13). The 
gates led into the arched corridor. This was replaced ca. 1935 by a more intricate wrought iron 
gate of Spanish design (Print 15), which in tum was replaced by the Tiki Hut ticket booth. 

Three retention ponds were added along the north boundary ofthe property ca. 1980. 

SUMMARY OF RESTORATION PLANS 

After twelve years ofbenign neglect and the whims of man and nature, McKee Jungle Gardens 
became impenetrable in many areas, overgrown with weeds, trees, vines, and storm-felled 
branches. The Indian River Land Trust (IRLT) initiated an environmental restoration plan, 
beginning with clearing trails and pond margins. Dedicated volunteers have expended many hours 
at the site serving as tour guides and clearing the Gardens of debris. Over a period of 18 months, 
the famous vistas and trails have begun to emerge as the aggressive growth of potato vines and 
pepper trees has been pruned away. 

In 1994, the IRLT engaged the services ofthe Coral Gables landscape architectural firm of 
Wallace, Roberts & Todd to update the original design made by Phillips and to "to preserve, 
recreate or emulate as much as possible the McKee Jungle Gardens experience." The intent is to 
emphasize the botanical rather than the amusement/attraction aspect of the Gardens while 
retaining the historic integrity of the property. Future plans, contingent upon funding, anticipate a 
restored entrance, and rehabilitation ofthe Hall of Giants, Spanish Kitchen, and water features. 
The Petting Zoo building will undergo a cleaning and painting, and the unique exterior mural will 
be restored. 
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The primary change to the original design of the gardens is the anticipated relocation of the royal 
palm grove from the northeast comer of the property to the southwest comer. The original 
location ofthis grove of over 300 royal palm trees offered no protection from north winds. The 
Vero Beach area is subject to periodical cold snaps. Freezes in 1940, 1948, 1958, 1962, and the 
early 1980s thinned out vulnerable plants. Thus, the "Cathedral of Royal Palms" (Print 5) was 
destroyed by several successive freezes in the 1980s. At the southwest quadrant of the property, 
the palms would be protected by taller forest trees. This new location was formerly the site of the 
McKee-Sexton nursery, and its use as a palm grove will not destroy important historic landscape 
features. 

It is anticipated that after restoration, operating funds will be enhanced by modest admission fees, 
plant sales, gift shop revenues, and the r~ntal of meeting space for professional and social events. 
The IRLT also hopes to establish a museum to enhance the educational aspe'cts ofthe facility. 
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McKee Jungle Gardens, in Vera Beach, Florida, meets National Register Criteria A and C. The 
Gardens are significant under Criterion A in the areas of Entertainment!Recreation and 
Commerce. McKee Jungle Gardens was a multifaceted tourist attraction located on an important 
north/south thoroughfare on the east coast ofFlorida, U. S. 1. The Gardens were an important 
element ofthe tourism industry in the Vera Beach area, improving the economy at the local level 
by bringing in tax dollars and providing jobs. The attraction featured nature trails, water features 
and a diversity of native and exotic flora, along with different species of exotic animals in a natural 
environment. McKee Jungle Gardens provided local residents and tourists alike with family 
oriented entertainment and recreation. It opened to the public in January 1932 and operated until 
1976, drawing as many as 100,000 visitors each year. 

Under Criterion C, McKee Jungle Gardens is significant in the area of Landscape Architecture. It 
was developed by two visionary entrepreneurs, Arthur McKee and Waldo Sexton, and was 
designed by landscape architect William Lyman Phillips. It is one of the oldest and largest 
botanical gardens in Florida. It became famous for its water lily and orchid collections and the 
hybridizing of exotic plants. McKee Jungle Gardens was the first to successfully grow dozens of 
varieties of hybrid orchids outdoors year-round in trunks of trees and in special air conditioned 
greenhouses, designed by Arthur McKee. During World War II it served as a safe haven for 
prized orchids shipped from England and France. McKee Jungle Gardens had a thriving business 
in its nursery stocks ofboth imported and native flora. 

IDSTORIC CONTEXT 

Vero Beach 

Settlers began to arrive in the Vero Beach area in the 1880s as a result ofthe Homestead Act of 
1862. Early homesteaders found the land rich with promise. Henry T. Gifford, a pioneer arrived 
about 1888, and established the first post office, known as Vero, in his house in 1891. When 
railroad lines reach Vero in the 1890s, it accelerated the community's growth as an agricultural 
center. The first school was established in 1906 and the first church in 1908. The Indian River 
Farms Company incorporated in 1912, and drained thousands of surrounding acres, many of 
which became orange groves. A bank was opened in 1914. Vero, with less than 700 residents, 
was incorporated in 1919 and was selected as the county seat in 1925. The town was later 
renamed Vera Beach. 
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During the early 1920s, thousands ofFloridians speculated in real estate. Land was bought, sold, 
and resold at exorbitant prices. The Florida real estate boom ended in 1926. The economic 
climate further deteriorated when the area was hit by destructive hurricanes in 1926 and 1928, and 
the stock market crashed in 1929, leading to the Great Depression. The economic reversal which 
began in 1926 and continued through the 1930s reduced Vero's rate of population growth. Its 
population in 1930 was 2,300. The first public courthouse, completed in 1937, was built with 
WPAfunds. 

The excesses of the boom years crippled Florida economically until the early 1940s. The 
economic crisis in Indian River County, which was established in 1925, and Vero was mitigated 
by a diverse economy of fishing, cattle, citrus, agriculture, and tourism. In 1942, the Vero Beach 
airport was converted into a Naval Air Station and became a training ground for navy pilots. The 
influx ofhundreds ofthousands of service personnel and families during World War II ended 
Florida's economic crisis and initiated a new period of growth. 

Tourism in Florida 

Tourism has long been one of the bedrocks of Florida's economic foundation. Prior to the 1880s, 
travel in Florida was difficult, expensive, and time-consuming. That changed during the era of 
railroad expansion. Henry Flagler's East Coast Railroad reached Miami by 1896; Henry Plant 
established an integrated rail and steamship network and had added over 2,000 miles of track 
across the state. Both Plant and Flagler constructed opulent hotels for the tourists traveling their 
lines. With travel less difficult, thousands began to visit Florida, seeking the health-restoring 
benefits of sunshine. Others came because of the good hunting and fishing provided by the state's 
unspoiled environment. Florida's earliest tourist attraction, the Orchid Jungle, opened in 1886 
near Homestead. Silver Springs, near Ocala, operated commercial, glass-bottom boat rides 
beginning in the 1890s. St. Augustine's Alligator Fann was in operation by 1893. 

During the 1920s, Florida's tourism industry surged, due in large measure to the increasing 
popularity of travel by automobile. The auto enabled more middle-class tourists to visit and 
opened up new facets of tourist activity. For example, in 1924, Silver Springs was expanded and 
developed into a major tourist attraction by Carl Ray and W. M. Davidson. To take advantage of 
the benefits the auto could offer, an expansive effort to improve roads in Florida was undertaken. 
In 1925, the state had fewer than 900 miles of hard-surfaced roads. By 1930 this figure had 
soared to 3,254 miles. Automobiles, tourists, and good roads led to the development of house 
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trailers, gasoline stations, diners, motels, and tourist attractions throughout the state. In 1926, 1. 8 
million tourists visited Florida. The collapse ofFlorida's real estate boom spurred state officials to 
increase efforts to draw more people to Florida. Despite the Depression, tourists continued to 
travel to the state. Two million tourists visited Florida in 1936, spending $224 million. By 1940, 
the state attracted 2.8 million tourists, and over four million by 1946, with expenditures of$800 
million. 

A wide gamut of attractions were devised to entice the Florida tourist, such as motorboat 
tournaments, golf and tennis resorts, sailing regattas, and spectator sports such as baseball, polo, 
horse racing, and jai alai. Several state parks were developed and improved during the 
Depression years by CCC (Civilian Conservation Corps) workers, providing low-cost recreational 
outlets. 

Botanical gardens proliferated during the 1930s, capitalizing on Florida's unique and colorful 
tropical and sub-tropical vegetation. Several of these were listed in the Federal Writer's Project 
volume, Florida: A Guide to the Southernmost State, and include the following: Sarasota Jungle 
Gardens; Selby Botanical Gardens, Sarasota; Oriental Gardens, Jacksonville; Ormond Tropical 
Gardens; Holly Hill Jungle Gardens; Japanese Gardens, near Belleair; Key West Botanical 
Gardens; and Azalea Ravine Gardens, Palatka. 

Two of the most important botanical gardens established at this time were the Fairchild Tropical 
Garden in Coral Gables, and Cypress Gardens, near Winter Haven. Fairchild Tropical Garden, 
which opened around 1934, was developed in a coastal hammock with live oak and sable palms. 
Many exotic plants were introduced, as they were in McKee Jungle Gardens, and its native flora 
was enhanced with palms and cycads. The U. S. Department of Agriculture, under the guidance 
of David Fairchild, operated a plant introduction station in Miami for subtropical species from 
which Fairchild Tropical Garden received most of its exotic plants. In 1932, Richard and Julie 
Pope began development of Cypress Gardens, adjacent to Lake Eloise, near Winter Haven. They 
converted a swamp into a 220-acre garden featuring native and exotic plantings, and winding foot 
trails. Cypress Gardens opened in 1935, and following World War II, added water sking shows. 
Other attractions that could be considered precursors to the world-famous Disney World, which 
opened near Orlando in 1971, include Marine Studios, near St. Augustine, which opened in 1938 
(NR 1986)~ Weeki Wachee Springs, near Brooksville, which opened in 1947, and featured 
underwater mermaid shows; and Key Biscayne's Seaquarium, dating from 1955. 
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Among the botanical gardens designed to attract the tourist trade, and pre-dating both Cypress 
Gardens and Fairchild Tropical Garden, was the McKee Jungle Gardens, near Vera Beach. 
McKee Jungle Gardens was developed by two visionary men, both of whom were avid 
horticulturists, Arthur McKee and Waldo Sexton. McKee, a Cleveland industrialist and Sexton, a 
pioneer realtor, citrus farmer, and entrepreneur, formed the McKee-Sexton Land Company in 
1922. They bought an 80-acre coastal hammock along the Indian River to preserve it from citrus 
grove development. At first, they cleared a few paths and used it as a private retreat and a place 
to pursue their hobby of horticulture. Later, they used the perimeter of the property for growing 
nursery stock. They grew tropical orchids and bromeliads in six greenhouses located near the 
entrance to the property. 

In 1925, the partners entered into the operation of a nursery, the Royal Park Exotic Gardens. By 
1929, they had decided to transform the pristine hammock and lush Florida jungle into a 
landscaped botanical garden. Harvard-trained landscape architect William Lyman Phillips was 
engaged to design the gardens, combining ponds, streams, trails, bridges, waterfalls and plantings _ -
into one harmonious setting. Phillips selected landscape architect W. H. Reinsmith as his on-site 
assistant. Much of the credit for the early development of McKee Jungle Gardens rightfully 
belongs to Reinsmith, who implemented Phillips' sketches, designs, and verbal instructions. He 
supervised the day-to-day operation, coordinated all changes with McKee and Sexton, and kept 
Phillips informed of any problems or changes demanded by Sexton. Construction ofthe Gardens 
began in May 1931, and was completed in November of 1931. 

Surviving letters between Reinsmith, Phillips, and Sexton, provide an excellent insight into the 
creation of the Garden. It is clear from the letters that Sexton was very involved in the project, 
making design suggestions and soliciting advice about his ideas for the Gardens. Reinsmith, in a 
letter to Phillips, described his days as filled with mapping, leveling, grading, planting, and 
supervision, but mostly of arguing with Sexton. In one letter he noted that Sexton was going to 
Chicago for a month, "and then we'll get something done here for a change." It is also apparent 
that !JlOSt of the financial support was coming from Arthur McKee. 

As early as June 1931, Phillips was expressing concern to Sexton that an effective entrance was 
needed to capture the attention of motorists speeding down the highway at sixty miles per hour. 
He suggested that this problem of enticing the motorist could be solved by designing a distinctive 
entrance, perhaps one with striking pylons or markers; a widening of the roadway where cars 
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would be leaving the highway; and a change in character of the roadside at the hammock frontage, 
such as a high clipped hedge, to arouse interest in what was beyond it. 

After the motorist had stopped at the Gardens, Phillips wanted to provide the visitor with a varied 
experience. He suggested providing a brieftransitional space, such as a walled and roofed 
corridor (perhaps vine covered), to shut the visitor off from :what they had been seeing, so that on 
emerging from the corridor the jungle would appear in a striking and dramatic manner. Just 
beyond this corridor he wanted a circular lawn, 100-120 feet in diameter, of brilliant rye grass 
with exotic plants around its edges. As the visitor looked beyond this central void, opposite the 
corridor, he would see a cut in the jungle that narrowed as it receded, providing a deep 
mysterious view into the forest. He acknowledged that this plan involved a touch of artificiality, 
but one that was not without precedent in nature. 

Phillips felt that narrow, rambling trails through the hammock would become monotonous and 
suggested, instead, a network of more direct paths, going from one point of interest to another. 
Some of these paths could ramble with sharp deflections; others could be straight, but with 
irregular edges. Phillips stressed the importance of the principle of contrast, with the gloom of 
the forest counterbalanced by passages of sunlight. He also suggested that the paths be cleared to 
a width of from 10-12 feet, making it less likely that the visitor would encounter red bugs by 
brushing against weedy growth, and helping to dispel their fear of snakes. 

McKee Jungle Gardens, a name which was chosen for its tourist appeal, was officially opened to 
the public, without an admission charge, on January 1, 1932. Reinsmith had suggested a charge 
of fifty cents, which was later adopted and subsequently raised to $1. The small admission fee 
only partially covered the expenses and cost of maintenance; and the partners subsidized the 
gardens from other sources. By the end of the first year, McKee Jungle Gardens had attracted 
visitors from thirty-seven states and three foreign countries. In March of 1932, however, Sexton 
was still concerned about the problem of attracting tourists. In a letter to Phillips he noted that 
"People see our signs and stop, but when they get up to the entrance they seem to have the 
impression it is nothing but a nursery." Letters between Sexton and Phillips show that the 
entrance was still being improved as late as July 1938. 

Assisting with publicizing the Gardens seems also to have been one of the responsibilities assigned 
to Reinsrnith. He noted in August 1931, that magazines were requesting articles and that he was 
making presentations to the Woman's Club in Fort Pierce and the Rotary Club. By the mid-
1930s, McKee Jungle Gardens was receiving excellent press coverage as a major tourist attraction 
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in Florida. Newspapers, vacation magazines, and other periodicals such as the National 
Geographic ran favorable stories about McKee Jungle Gardens and the breathtaking splendor of a 
lush natural paradise which included unusual buildings and flora gathered from all over the world. 
The Gardens attracted more than 25,000 visitors annually during the last halfofthe 1930s. 

The guides had an important share in the success ofMcKee Jungle Gardens. They opened the 
grounds at 7 AM, prepared the fruit stand for operation, and until visitors arrived, spent their time 
watering, weeding, an~ gathering up debris. They greeted the visitor who passed down the 
Corridor from the juice stand, and offered to tour them through the facility. The guides were 
provided a comprehensive plant list for each part of the gardens which they were expected to 
memorize along with particular features that should be pointed out. For visitors who might not 
want to walk the trails, such as the elderly, other transportation was available. A pedicab · 
(rickshaw), could be pulled by a guide; and, from May to October, a ten-passenger train was 
pulled by a small tractor. To protect visitors from mosquitoes during the summer months, the 
train was covered by a wire screen. The marshland, eastern portion of the property, was never an 
active part oft he tour, but if visitors wished, they could walk existing, dry trails as they were 
made useable. 

In an effort to attract more visitors, animal exhibits were added in the early years of the Gardens' 
history, with varying success. A pheasant had to be released because he persisted in dashing 
himself against his cage; some wild herons escaped, while .others had to be released to comply 
with a state law forbidding their captivity during mating season; the turkeys had a tendency to 
roam the highway, and one was struck and killed by a car; many of the black snakes who liked to 
sun themselves on lily pads were shot (presumably to dispel the fears ofvisitors);·and the 
alligators escaped from a small pen which had been constructed to contain them ca. 1932. More 
successful were the parrots which adorned the conservatory~ the strutting peacocks, deer (for 
whom a pen was constructed ca. 1932), native frogs, and the tropical fish in the ponds and 
waterways. By 1938, Sexton was expressing interest in adding a monkey display to the Gardens' 
features. In the late 1930s-early 1940s, a petting zoo and tropical bird aviary were added to the 
Gardens. Birds and butterflies continue to be attracted to the food sources offered by the 
Gardens. Twenty-six species ofbutterflies have been documented and in 1993, the Vero Beach 
Audubon Society recorded ·thirty-four species of birds. 

In 1941, McKee bought Sexton's share and became sole owner ofthe attraction. Thereafter, he 
designed and built the first mechanically air-conditioned greenhouse in existence. For four years 
during World War II, McKee Jungle Gardens was closed to the public and was used to train Navy 
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and Marine personnel in jungle combat and survival. Considered too large after World War II to 
maintain with the limited available labor, the commercial size of McKee Jungle Gardens was cut 
by 50 percent. The change appealed to many visitors who liked the shorter tours. 

In 1946, Mckee hired David Fairburn, an orchiodologist from the St. Louis Botanical Gardens as 
McKee Jungle Gardens' director. Fairburn and his wife, Mary, developed the best and most 
extensive orchid collection in Florida. The cultivation of orchids made the Gardens internationa-lly 
famous and become one of its greatest attractions during the 1940s and 1950s. Orchids grown in 
hollowed out logs filled with moss were placed in aesthetically pleasing circles around the 
waterfall. McKee's grandson, Arthur McKee Latta, subsequently expanded and built a modem 
air-conditioned orchid display house (not extant). 

LATER HISTORY 

By the early 1970s, attendance at the Gardens had dropped dramatically due to competition from 
new large-scale attractions such as Disney World, and because new super highways built inland 
shifted traffic away from U. S. 1. In 1976, after forty-four years of operation, Arthur McKee's 
grandson, Arthur McKee Latta, decided to sell the Gardens. The property was purchased by 
Vista Properties ofVero Beach for $1 million. Vista developed 62 acres into condominiums, golf 
course, and club house, leaving a little over 18 acres (the heart of the Gardens) in its natural state 
for the condominium residents to enjoy. In the rnid-1980s, Latta's widow appealed to the Board 
of County Commissioners to buy the remaining eighteen-acre tract for $1 million. This appeal 
failed. 
In 1988~ Vista Properties announced its decision to either sell or develop the remaining acreage. 
An option was obtained for the development of a shopping center, subject to County approval. 
This motivated a group of dedicated local citizens, led by botanist Jim Haeger, to form the McKee 
Jungle Gardens Preservation Society, Inc. When the shopping center was turned down by the 
County in early 1989, this group expressed an interest in purchasing the property. However, they 
lacked the $2.5 million asking price, and again tried to interest the County in purchasing the 
property. A referendum was placed before the voters in November of 1989, but failed by 600 
votes. 

In 1990, the McKee Jungle Gardens Preservation Society changed its name to the Indian River 
Land Trust (IRLT) and continued its pursuit ofthe preservation of the Gardens. In January 1994, 
the IRLT with the help of the Trust for Public Land (TPL) obtained a one year option to purchase 
McKee Jungle Gardens, along with 80 acres of wetlands, for $1.6 million. In a recent fund raising 
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campaign, $2 million in cash and pledges was raised. The IRL T finalized the purchase of the 
property in December 1995, insuring an opportunity for McKee Jungle Gardens to continue to 
provide educational and recreational programs for visitors, along with substantial economic 
benefits to the community of Vero Beach. 

SEXTON AND MCKEE 

Waldo E. Sexton was one ofVero's earliest successful land developers and has been variously 
called one of the most colorful persons that Florida has ever known, an imaginative entrepreneur, 
an outrageous, old-time eccentric, and an "irresponsible screwball." 

Sexton was born in 1885 in Shelbyville, Indiana, and graduated from Purdue University School of 
Agriculture in 1911. A temporary trip to Florida in 1914 to sell tilling machines extended to a 
lifetime career in Vero where he was instrumental in the economic development ofthe community 
through his activity in citrus and cattle farming, tourism, and real estate. He helped organize the 
Indian River Citrus League and developed three varieties of avocados, one named "Sexton" by the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture. He built and operated the Driftwood Inn and Restaurant (NR 
1994). In 1958, he was honored as one oflndian River County's outstanding citizens. Sexton 
died in 1967 at the age of eighty-two. 

Arthur G. McKee was the principal financial backer ofMcKee Jungle Gardens. McKee,. born in 
Pennsylvania in 1871, graduated from Penn State with a degree in mechanical engineering. In 
1904, McKee created a new and more efficient process of smelting iron ore and is credited with 
many improvements in the blast furnace and rolling mill operation methods used in the production 
of steel. He founded and served as President and Chairman of the Board of the Arthur G. McKee 
Co. of Cleveland, Ohio. The qompany designed and built petroleum and iron and steel industrial 
plants around the world, one of which was the largest steel mill in Russia. 

LANDSCAPE SIGNIFICANCE 

McKee Jungle Gardens is an excellent example of the naturalist school of landscape design. This 
type oflandscape design can be traced to the writings of Andrew Jackson Downing .. His Treatise 
on the Theory and Practice ofLandscape Gardening (1841) was a popular basic guide that was 
revised by a number of authors as late as the 1920s. Downing's writings helped cultivate an 
aesthetic appreciation of the picturesque quality of untamed nature. The naturalistic tradition of 
landscape gardening that grew out of his influence stressed scenic vistas, variations in topography, . 
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and natural features such as vegetation, streams, and rock outcroppings. Naturalistic landscape 
gardening takes advantage of dramatic devices, such as strong variations of light and shadow, the 
sounds of moving water, and enveloping vegetation. This design ethic also spurred an 
appreciation for the use of native materials (logs, wood, stone, thatch) in the construction of 
roads and trails and in picturesque man-made structures such as steps, seats, shelters, and bridges. 
Rockwork was an important scenic component of naturalistic landscape design. 

Downing's aesthetic principles were influential in the design of America's urban parks in the late
nineteenth century and in the establishment of an American style of natural gardening. In 1917, 
An Introduction to the Study of Landscape Design was published by Heruy Hubbard and 
Theodora Kimball of Harvard's School ofLandscape Architecture. Revised in 1929, this was the 
major textbook in schools oflandscape architecture until the 1950s. The text strongly 
promulgated the naturalistic gardening style and served to translate Downing's concepts into 
practical approaches for twentieth-century designers. 

In the early twentieth century an interest developed in regional variations of naturalistic 
gardening. Wilhelm Miller, a horticultural writer, published articles on gardening specific to New · 
England and to the Midwest prairie. A regional style also developed in California, beginning with 
the 1914 publication of California Gardening by Eugene 0. Murmann. 

The unique climate and temperature of Florida would appear to have fostered a regional school as 
well. As early as 1885, the special gardening challenges and rewards ofFloridawere being 
documented. However, as late as 1924, gardeners in Florida found that practical and dependable 
information on plants adapted to the state was "scattered and incomplete." Still, there was a 
strong interest in gardening in Florida. Nurseries operating in the state in the late nineteenth 
century offered a yariety of exotic, native tropical and sub-tropical plants. Garden clubs 
throughout the state were instrumental in disseminating gardening information particular to 
Florida. The Garden Club of Jacksonville, organized in 1922, published a series ofbooklets 
between 1924 and 1931, that dealt specifically with Florida's landscape possibilities. One of the 
earliest manuals for Florida gardeners," In Florida Gardens, was prepared in 1924, by two 
members ofthe Garden Club of Jacksonville. 

McKee Jungle Gardens draws from all these sources in its naturalistic design: the aesthetics of 
Downing, the influence ofHarvard's School of Landscape Design, and the specific knowiedge 
compiled about Florida's own diverse plant life. Located in a native hammock, McKee Jungle 
Gardens was developed to take advantage of this unique natural setting. As part of the Indian 
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River estuary, McKee Jungle Gardens still retains a natural stand oflive and laurel oak, red maple, 
cabbage palm, slash pine and palmetto, with an intricate weaving of morning glories, moon 
flowers, Spanish moss and wild grapes. At this latitude the coastal forest has an understory of 
subtropical flora. All this was augmented with flowering shrubs, orchids and USDA-introduced 
fruits, palms and other experimental plants. The Harvard-trained designer of the Gardens 
incorporated and harmonized manmade improvements into this natural setting, using informal 
design elements, preserving existing vegetation and rock formations, creating naturalistic 
rockwork, developing vistas and viewpoints, and constructing rustic shelters. McKee Jungle 
Gardens remains predominantly as it was when McKee and Sexton owned it. 

The construction of rustic site furnishings to enhance the naturalistic gardens was a particular 
challenge to the landscape architects. Rustic rock bridges and stone seats were constructed 
without difficulty. However, the dampness of the environment made it difficult to construct 
anything out of wood. At one time, rain shelters were constructed. These open structures with 
palmetto frond roofs supported by four upright poles no longer exist. 
Attempts were also made at constructing wooden park benches and bridges. In a letter to Sexton 
in October 1931, Phillips expressed some dislike of the wood bridges that had been erected over 
.the Watery Maze portion ofthe Gardens, saying "admittedly, the perishability of rustic work in 
Florida tends to discourage its use, but I have an impression that Red Mangrove limbs would 
prove to have a durability quite sufficient for use as girders and handrails." In a letter to Phillips, 
Reinsmith suggested the use ofblack mangrove, or of using less expensive live oak and accepting 
the fact that rustic work would need to be replaced every two years. In a letter to McKee in 
October 1932, Reinsmith reported that some of the bridge rails in the Watery Maze had been 
replaced by "very clever giant bamboo members fastened with wire." He noted that as yet he had 
not"found a suitable and lasting wood for a truly rustic bridge, although he had yet to try pencil 
ceda:r which had been recommended to him. 

Park benches with glued cypress ends had not held up well, but Reinsmith was investigating a 
suggestion that the ends be made of reinforced concrete with a coquina finish. If that was 
successful, only the wood slats would need periodic replacement. The architects also discussed 
the need for native and comfortable rustic seats in the Cathedral and Glen areas, primitive enough 
to blend in with the setting. 

McKee Jungle Gardens has ties and similarities to Fairchild Tropical Garden in Coral Gables, 
which opened around 1934. Fairchild Tropical Garden was also developed from a coastal 
hammock that contained live oak, sable palms, and cycads. David Fairchild operated a plant 
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introduction station for the U.S. Department of Agriculture. Both gardens received a number of 
their exotic plants from this source. Many of the exotic plants for Mckee were personally 
collected by McKee, Sexton, and their master gardener and horticulturist, Jens Hansen. Hansen 
served as the superintendent at the Royal Park Exotic Gardens nursery and then at McKee Jungle 
Gardens from 1927 until his death in 1949. 

William L. Phillips 

William Lyman Phillips was born in Somerville, Massachusetts, in 1885. He graduated from 
Harvard in 1908, and received a Masters degree in Landscape Architecture from Harvard in 1910. 
His career as a landscape architect provided him with opportunities for travel and he lived and 
worked in Montreal, Panama, Puerto Rico, France, and California. After graduation from 
Harvard, he was employed for a period in the Olmsted Brothers firm. In 1913-1914, he was the 
official landscape architect to the Canal Commission and laid out the headquarters town of 
Balboa, at the Pacific entrance to the Panama Canal. During World War I, he served in the 
Construction Division of the Army in Puerto Rico, and later as a camp plaJUler in several southern 
towns including Columbia, South Carolina, and San Antonio, Texas. He was living in Paris in 
1923, when he met and married his wife, Simone. They had two daughters. Between special 
engagements, he worked for Olmsted Brothers on projects in California and Florida. By around 
1928, Phillips had settled in Florida and was engaged in a number ofprojects throughout the 
state, including the landscape plan of the Mountain Lake Sanctuary near Lake Wales, Florida (!\lR. 
1993, as Mountain Lakes Estates Historic District). In 1933, Phillips helped plan projects for the 
Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) in Dade County. In 1934, he drew up plans for Greynolds 
Park and Matheson Hammock. 

He also designed Crandon Park, Bakers Haulover Park, and Homestead Bayfront Park. When the 
intent to build Fairchild Tropical Garden was announced in 1938, Phillips became involved in the 
design of the project, and supervised CCC work on its construction. He remained with the CCC 
until1941. From 1943-1954, Phillips was the landscape architect ofFairchild Tropical Garden. 
Through his work throughout the state ofFiorida, Phillips was instrumental in the development of 
a regional landscape design that incorporated the state's unique vegetation, topography, and 
climate. 

Phillips described his philosophic approach to life and his work as follows: "Works of art I think, 
though they may give pleasure to others for a certain time, are chiefly of value to the doer in the 
doing. The reward was spread out along the way in having something to do and knowing how to 



NPS form 10-00CH 
(8-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section number ---=8--'--_ Page ---=1.::.2_ MCKEE JUNGLE GARDENS 
INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION 

do it, in being able always to look on the world curiously, finding interest in the works of nature 
and the works of man." 

Winton H. Reinsmith 

Winton H. Reinsmith was the on-site architect who translated and implemented all of Phillips' 
designs into practical use. He supervised the day-to-day operations and worked with both McKee 
and Sexton to realize the Gardens. His status reports, prepared for Phillips, provide an excellent 
account of the development of the project. The dates ofReinsmith's employment at McKee 
Jungle Gardens are uncertain. His last status report to Phillips is dated October 19, 1932; 
however, Reinsmith's signature is on a map of the Gardens dated May 25, 1933. Little is known 
of his private life other than he was married, had two children, and while working at McKee 
Jungle Gardens, lived in the Vero Beach area. 



NPS Porm 10-900-a 
(8-86} 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET . 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

Section number _ ___:9:....___ Page __ 1 __ MCKEE JUNGLE GARDENS 

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA 
BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES 

BmLIOGRAPHY 

"A Piece of Yesterday." Vera Beach Press-Journal, 19 January 1985, Sec. A, p. 10. 

Barnett, John. "McKee Jungle Gardens for Sale." Palm Beach Post, 2.7 May 1974. 

"Cypress Gardens, Sea World Join Forces." Tampa Tribune. 12 April1985. 

Florida Cypress Gardens. n.p., n.d. 

Florida Garden Primer. Jacksonville: Garden Club ofJacksonville, 1924. 

Florida Realty Journal, May, 1932. 

Haeger, James S. "The Flora ofMcKee Jungle Gardens." July 1995. 

Haeger, et at. "A Docent's Guide to McKee Botanical Gardens." University of Florida, Indian 
River County Extension Service, November 1996. 

"Hall ofGiants." Vero Beach Press Journal, 19 December 1993. 

Hawes, Leland. "The Flaunting of Sunny Florida." Tampa Tribune, 22 July 1988, Sec. F, pp. 1-2. 

Herold, Don. "The McKee Jungle Gardens Story." Indian River Pictorial, Sept./Oct., 1989. 

Hume, H. Harold. Gardening in the Lower South. New York: MacMillan, 1929. 

Indian River Land Trust Newsletter, Vol. 3, No. 3, Summer, 1993. 

Indian River Land Trust, "Our Secret Garden," Campaign Brochure, 1994. 

Jackson, Faith. American Horticulturist. 12 December 1990. 

--'-- -· Pioneer of Tropical Landscape Architecture. William Lyman Phillips in Florida. 
Gainesville: University Press ofFlorida, 1997. 



NPS form 1~900-a 
(8-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET. 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

Section number --~9 __ Page __ 2 __ MCKEE JUNGLE GARDENS 
. INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

BIBLIOGRAPIDCAL REFERENCES 

Jones, Dorothea and Stuart E. "Slow Boat to Florida." National Geographic, January, 1958. 

"Jungle in Florida." Ford News 19 (November 1939). 

Koenig, John. "The Invasion Continues." Florida Trend, March 1993, pp. 74-78. 

Landscaping: Florida Garden Primer. Jacksonville: Garden Club of Jacksonville, 1931. 

Latta, Diana M. Correspondence, July 31, 199 5. 

"Liston, Brad. "Save Site from Urban Jungle, He Says." Miami Herald, 16 January 1985. 

"McKee Jungle Gardens Date Back Some 40 Years." Vero Beach Press-Journal, 26 October 
1972. 

McKee Jungle Gardens. "Instructions to Guides." 1 January 1932. 

"McKee Jungle Gardens-- Tropic Paradise Future Shaky Under Bulldozer Shadow." Palm Beach 
Post, 27 May 1974. 

"Men Who Make Florida," Miami Herald, 1 December 1940. 

Moczydlowski, Tom. "Tale of Two Wars: Training Here; Battles Overseas." Vero Beach Press-. 
Journal, 1 i September 1993. 

Mormino, Gary. "Roadsides and Broadsides: A History ofFlorida Tourism." FEH Florida Forum 
10 (Fall 1987): 9-12. 

Morton, Julia F. 500 Plants of South Florida. Miami: Fairchild Tropical Garden, 1981. 

Nelson, Gil. The Trees ofFlorida. Sarasota: Pineapple Press, 1994. · 

Newton, Nonnan. Design on the Land: the Development ofLandscape Architecture. Cambridge: 
Bellkilap Press ofHarvard University Press, 1971. 

Subtropical Gardening, January, 1939. 



NPS·Fonn10-~ 

(6-88) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

Section number ---=9--=- Page __ 3:..___ MCKEE JUNGLE GARDENS 

INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

BffiLIOGRAPIDCAL REFERENCES 

Tasker, Georgia. "Much of'Natural' Florida Bears His Mark, "Mami Herald, 14 September 1997, 
Sec. H, pp. 1, 12-13. 

___ . "Vero Garden Being Restored Was Nearly Developed, "Miami Herald, 14 September 
1997, Sec. H, p. 12. 

U.S. Census Bureau ofEconomic Research, University ofFlorida, Revised September 18, 1992. 

Walker, Marvin H. "McKee Jungle Garden Beauty Spot.'' Florida Realty Journal 6 (September 
1931): 4. 

Whitney, J. N . Gardening in Florida. Jacksonville: C. W. DaCosta, 1885. 

SPECIAL COLLECTIONS 

Archives, Olmsted National Historical Site, Brookline, Massachusetts. 

Archives, Missouri Botanicai Garden, St. Louis. 

Archives, Fairchild Tropical Garden. 

Catalog ofLandscape Records in the United States. Wave Hill, Bronx, New York. 

Indian River 1Jand Trust Archives. 

Phillips, William Lyman, Papers. Miami, Historical Association of Southern Florida. 

Phillips, William Lyman, Drawings. Special Collections, Otto G. Richter Library, University of 
Miami. 

Selected Records, Olmsted Brothers Firm, Library of Congress, Washington, D .C. 

U.S.D.A. Shipment Records, Chapman Field Station, Dade County. 



NPS'Form 10-000-a 
(8-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET. 

Section number _ ____:9:.._. __ Page __ 4_ 

INTERVIEWS BY ANTHONY MASI: 

MCKEE JUNGLE GARDENS 

INDIAN RIVER COUN1Y, FLORIDA 
BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES 

Haeger, James: Aprill5, 16, 1995; July 26, 27, 39, 1995. 

Hansen, Charles (son ofJ ens Hansen and former guide), 10 and 12 June 199 5; 15 July 199 5. 

Truesdale, William, McKee Jungle Gardens Publicity Agent, 1938-41, 4 August 1995. 



MCKEE JUNCiLE GARDENS Indian River Co. FL 
Name of Property County and State 

10. Geographical Data 

Acreage of Property 18 apprx. 

UTM References 
(Place additional references on a continuation sheet.) 

0 See continuation sheet 

Verbal Boundary Description 
(Describe the boundaries of the property on a continuation sheet.) 

Boundary Justification 
(Explain why the boundaries were selected on a continuation sheet) . 

11. Fonn Prepared By 

name/title Sherrv Piland/Carl Shiver Historic Sites Specialist 

organization Bureau of Historic Preservation date December 1997 

street & number R.A. Gray Building 500 S. Bronough Street telephone (850) 487-2333 

city or town .!.1'a:al!.!.lla~hl2a~ss~e~e _____________ state .._FJ,...o .... ri..,.d.._a ____ zip code 32399-0250 

Additional Documentation 
Submit the followf~ Items with the completed form: 

Continuation Sheets 

Maps 

A USGS map (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's location. 

A Sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous resources. 

Photographs 

Representative black and white photographs of the property. 

Additional items 
(check with the SHPO or FPO for any adc:fJtional items) 

Property Owner 
(Complete this item at the request of SHPO or FPO.) 

name 

street & number telephone 

city or town. -----------------state ______ zip code 

Paporwoili Reduc1ion Act Statement Thos onlormabon IS beong coueaea 101' apploeations to the Nabonal Rego.w 01 Hostonc Pia~ to nomonata prop.rties fOr losting or determone ehgobollly lot hsting to 
list ptoporties, and amend listings. Response to this request is required to obtain a benerrt In accordance willllllo National Historic: Preservation Act. as amended (16 U.S.C. 470 ot aeq.). ' 

Esllmat.<l Burdon Statement Public reporting burden fo< this form Ia estimated 110 """"'II• 18.1 hours per res-Jneludi"9 time fo< ,....;...;ng lns,.,c1ions, galllering and maintaining data and 
completing and reo;i...;ng tho form. Direct comments regan:fl119 this burden estimato or any aspect ol thislorm to the Chief, Admlnistratiw Ser;Jces OMaion, National Park SeNice P.O. Box 37127 
Wasflingll>n, OC 20013-7127; and the Office ol Manegomenl and Budge~ PapeiWOII< Reductions Proj- (1024-0018), Washington, OC 20503. ' ' 



NPS Form 10-00o.a 
(8-86) 

United States Departme-nt of the Interior 
National Park Service 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section number _ ____;;1~0 __ Page _ __.;1=---._ 

VERBAL BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION 
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INDIAN RIVER COUNTY, FLORIDA 

GEOGRAPIDCAL DATA 

Parcel No. 13-33-39-00007-0000-00002.0, Indian River County Property Appraiser 
Office. 

BOUNDARY JUSTIFICATION 

The approximate 18 surviving acres of the McKee Jungle Gardens is identified by a bold 
line on the accompanying site plan map. The remaining acreage of the historical gardens has been 
subdivided and developed into a condominium community. 
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SUMMARY 

VERO BEACH DIESEL POWER PLANT 
Vero Beach, Indian River Co., FL 

The Vero Beach Diesel Power Plant, built in 1926, is located in downtown Vero Beach on a two-acre 
site adjacent to several major transportation corridors. The masonry vernacular building has a large open floor 
space with ceiling heights up to 35 feet. Multiple-pane windows on the north wall allowed light into building 
while windows on the east and west provided cross ventilation and air circulation. A large portion of the south 
wall was constructed of removable panels of metal and wood. Additional concrete block office and storage 
spaces were added in the late 1930s and early 1940s on the west side ofthe building. Until1995, the building 
housed six working generators. Today, the building is vacant except for a non-working 1937 diesel generator. 

SETTING 

The Vero Beach Diesel Power Plant is located on approximately two-acres of a city owned property 
south of 19th Place and on the west side of the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) tracks. The zoning for this 
area is designated by the City ofVero Beach comprehensive land use plan as M [Industrial] Zoning. The site 
has approximately 298 feet of frontage on 19th Place with an average depth of215 feet. This two-acre site is 
generally flat and slightly above street grade while drainage is handled off-site by street storm drains. The site 
has access from curb cuts located on both 19th Place and 12th Court. 

The northern border of the diesel plant site is 19th Street. This was once a two-lane, neighborhood 
access road, but is now the four-lane, eastbound lane of a major state road, State Road 60. The westbound lane 
is 20th Street, the original State Road 60, located a block to the north of 19th Street. )'his divided section of 
State Road 60 is known as the "Twin Pairs." A city owned parking lot is located between 19th Place (eastbound 
State Road 60) and 20th Street (westbound State Road 60). On the western edge of the power plant property is 
12th Court, a city street, which connects with the Twin Pairs. This road ends one block to the north at 20th 
Street and one block to the south of the power plant. Other transportation corridors important to this site are 
U.S. 1 located one block to the east and north, and the original Old Dixie Highway located one block to the 
west. The double tracks of the FEC are located on the eastern border of the property. These double tracks 
allowed equipment and diesel fuel needed to support the city's electrical service to be shipped to the city's 
generators. On the southern edge of the diesel plant property is a vacant block of land where an early citrus 
packing house was once located. 

PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION 

The Vero Beach Diesel Power Plant is a one-story building ofbrick and concrete (Photo 1). Its 
foundation is poured concrete with support pilings rising thirty-five feet. It has a nearly flat roof with a concrete 
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capped parapet, slightly raised in the central bay of the main elevation. The brick elevations are accented \\'ith 
molded concrete belt courses and a water table. The original plans for the roof called for a reinforced concrete 
slab, but a wooden roof was used instead. In a hurricane in 1928, a third of the wooden roofwas ripped off 
causing damage to the generators. When repairs were made, the reinforced concrete slab was put in place. The 
diesel plant contains 12,470 square feet with ceiling heights ranging from 16 feet to 35 feet. 

On the main block of the building, the main (north) elevation (Photo 2) has three bays: a central 
entrance flanked by large window areas in slightly recessed panels. A smaller window area is above the 
entrance. The east and west elevations (Photos 3 & 4) are similar, having six bays with smaller, paired, multi
paned windows in slightly recessed panels. Pilasters separate the bays. The south wall consists of removable 
panels of sheet metal (Photo 3). These panels allowed the large generators to be moved in and out of the 
building. 

One-story, brick areas of similar design, but with sixteen-foot ceilings, are located on the east and west 
sides of the main block (Photos 3 & 4). The block at the northwest corner of the building contains the main 
public entrance to the power plant and served as an office and reception area. The long brick area on the east 
side of the main building housed the controls for the diesel engines and generators. In the late 1930s and early 
1940s, a shortage of storage and office space resulted in the attachment of a concrete block and frame building 
with gable and shed roofs to the west side of the main building (Photo 5). The city's water system, originally 
housed at this location, was moved to a new building in the late 1950s. 

On the interior, the main room has a series of large wells from four to eight feet in depth where the 
diesel generators were located (Photo 6). Two older 25 HP engines and a new 750 HP unit were moved into the 
new power plant building when it opened in 1926. In 1937, another 750-kilowatt diesel generator was added. 
When the building was vacated in 1995, six generators were located in this building. Five ofthese were in 
working order and were declared surplus property to be sold for use in third world nations. The only non
working generator unit was the 1937 diesel which has been retained and is prominently located in the middle of 
the main room (Photo 7). 

NON-CONTRIBUTING RESOURCE 

Located to the northwest of the brick power plant building is a metal storage shed, approximately 40 by 
30 feet (Photos 1 & 5). This non-contributing building is not considered part of the diesel plant building and is 
slated to be removed from the site. 
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ARCHITECT/BUILDER 

Architect: Carter and Darnerow (Building) 
Engineer: Kennard & Sons (Site plan and electrical) 
Builder: The Erlen Corporation 

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

SUMMARY 

The Vero Beach Diesel Power Plant, built in 1926, is significant at the local level under Criterion A in 
the area of Community Planning and Development as the first public utilities facility built by the town, and 
the oldest municipal building in the community. In 1919 the new town of Vero (later reincorporated as V ero 
Beach) began planning for its o-wn electrical services for its citizens, a decision that had long range effects on 
the development of the community. 

HISTORICAL CONTEXT 

Florida, like many other southern states after the Civil War, was in poor financial circumstances, but rich 
in undeveloped land. To encourage rapid growth and increase ·the State's treasury, land was offered to 
homesteaders and land development companies. By the mid-1890s, Henry Flagler was also encouraging 
settlement along the east coast of Florida, as the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) was constructed south from 
St. Augustine.• 

Along the Indian River several small settlements had arisen in the 1880s; one of these was the 
homestead of Henry Gifford. In 1891, Gifford was appointed postmaster of the post office named Vero, then 
part of Brevard County on Florida's east coast. By 1897, the Florida East Coast Railway line had passed the 
community ofVero, but in 1903, the population had increased and the FEC built a small wood-frame station 
and freight depot on the east side of the railroad. 2 

1 Stanbridge, Ruth. A Historic Time Line, Selected Properties. 1996. 

2 Lockwood, Charlotte. Florida's Historic Indian River County. 1976 
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In 1911, representatives for a land investment group toured the low, swampy interior west ofthe railroad 
tracks. By 1913, this group, organized under the Indian River Farms Company, had purchased thousands of 
acres of land west of the railroad and laid out a town called Vero. The older settlement of Vero, east of the 
tracks, continued primarily as a residential area, with the school and post office moving westward across the 
railroad line and nearer to the new downtown district. 3 

The Florida "boom" brought a tremendous business for the Farms Company and the growing town. In 
1919, the community of Vero initiated the formation of a bridge district that would allow a bridge to be built to 
the barrier island that lay in the Atlantic Ocean off Florida's east coast. On Labor Day 1920, the Vero Bridge 
was opened, and within five years the beach area was annexed and the town was renamed Vero Beach.4 This 
annexation increased the tax base and the need for electrical power, further promoting the building of a power 
plant and other municipal facilities. 

Improved transportation by the railroad provided important links to the rest of the state, and by 1924, 
plans were underway to extend Osceola Boulevard west to create a cross state highway reaching from "the 
Atlantic to the Gulf."5 By 1926, the city street (Osceola Boulevard) was designated as a section ofthe Atlantic
GulfHighway. Ten years later, this highway was called State Road 30, and was an important cross-state road.6 

Currently, a modem eight-lane divided highway known as State Road 60 is located in the original alignment of 
Osceola Boulevard (20th Street) and 19th Place. 

HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE 

The original community ofVero,located south and east of the official town plat,7 had been built around 
the 1891 post office and the 1903 railroad depot.8 The largest number ofresidential homes and businesses were 

3 Haynes, R. P. Town ofVero, Plat Map. 1913. 

5Carter, R.D. Indian River County Map, 1926. 1928. 

6Stanbridge, Ruth. A Historic Time Line, Selected Properties. 1996. 

7Hayes, R. P. Town ofVero, Plat Map 1913. 

8 Lockwood, Charlotte. Florida's Historic Indian River County 1976. 
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located in this area when Vero was incorporated in 1919. A small, private power plant furnished electric power 
on a limited basis to the homes and small businesses in this area: The entire generating unit consisted of two 25 
HP engines that generated electricity only on certain days and for short periods of time. When the town 
incorporated, just as land speculation and rapid growth of the 'roaring 20s' began, the rapid growth 
overwhelmed the private utilities company. The company notified the town that they could no longer continue 
to supply power to the community and offered the town the electrical p~ant for $9,000.9 

Vero was only a year old, when the town council purchased the private power plant and began to seek a 
permanent location for this new municipal entel-prise. The new site was found between the original community 
south and east of the railroad tracks and the main business district to the northwest. The site at the southwest 
corner of 19th Place was on the west side ofthe FEC tracks. The equipment purchased from the private power 
company consisted of the two diesel engines and a simple wooden and sheet metal shed. The power plant was 
relocated to the new site next to the FEC tracks and the wooden shed was reassembled to cover the generators. 
A new 1 00 HP generator was purchased by the town to expand and upgrade services.10 

By 1922, the demand for electricity was such that a bond issue was needed to purchase additional 
equipment. The town paid Mcintosh and Seymour Company $32,867 for a new 1 DO-horsepower engine and 
generator that were put into operation in March 1923.11 In July, the town hired Harry W. Damerow, an engineer 
who had been in private practice, as superintendent of the new Light and Water Department. His duties 
included the management ofthe power plant with the right to hire and fire employees .. 12 

The boom was on and demand for electricity increased. In April 1925, a $100,000 bond issue provided 
for the construction of a fireproof plant to cost $37,688, and the purchase of a new ?50-horsepower .unit at 
$58,070. The expansion ofthe community's capabilities was timely, for the area of the to"Yfl grew when the 
beach was annexed, and Vero Beach was formed in May 1925. The electrical engineering firm ofKennard & 
Sons designed the site plan and generating aspects of the new plant, and the local firm of Carter and Damerow 

9 Massey, Shuler W. History and Description ofVero Beach Municipal Power Plants. 1980-1983. 

10lbid. 

nShort, Carolyn. Research information and published articles. 1983-1997. 

12Short, Carolyn. Research information and published articles. 1983-1997. 
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designed the new brick building that replaced the old wooden shed at 19th Place.13
• The building was of 

structural steel, reinforced concrete, and brick. It was 50 by 80 feet inside, with a brick office located at the 
north comer of the plant and a brick addition on the east to house controls and gauges of the diesel units. The 
contractor for the project was the Erlen Corporation 

In an effort to bring the building cost in line with the contract price, a wooden roof was used in the 
original construction. At 3 a.m. August 8, 1928, a hurricane ripped off a third of the roof, allowing water to 
pour in and affect the equipment. Operations were stopped until4:45 p.m. August 9}4 When repairs were 
made, the wooden roof was replaced with a reinforced concrete slab, as called for in the original design. Since 
that time, the building has suffered no further hurricane damage. 

By 1928, the collapse of the great Florida land boom was being felt and the rapid growth ofVero Beach 
came to a screeching halt. Though slow, the recovery for the community was steady. Because of planning in 
the early 1920s, the local officials ofVero Beach had provided a solid infrastructure that was to sustain the local 
business community. The power plant grew even during the Great Depression; in 1937 a 750-kilowatt diesel 
was added to the existing equipment to give the plant a total capacity of 1,278 kilowa~s. In 1947 a four-cycle 
super-charge Nordberg diesel, driving a 1,150 kilowatt generator, was installed, and in 1952 a 4,500 horsepower 
Nordberg diesel went on line. 15 

The well established electrical service offered by Vero Beach attracted several industries to relocate in 
the community. The first of these was the citrus industry. In 1926 when the Vero Beach Diesel Plant was 
opened, the county's principal industry was agriculture. Citrus production was the primary crop, followed by 
winter vegetables. The incentives offered by cheap power and major transportation corridors brought large 
citrus and vegetable packing plants into the city limits. Within a two block area near the Florida East Coast 
tracks and the Vero Beach Diesel Plant there were located four major packing facilities. 

Vero Beach was also chosen as a site for a World War II naval air training facility because it could offer 
the electrical energy needed to house thousands of recruits. The government of Vero Beach had also promoted 
an early airline industry with a air field beginning in 1927.16 With the beginning of World War II, the facilities 

13Ibid. 

14Massey, Shuler W. History and Description ofVero Beach Municipal Power Plants. 1980-1983. 

1 51bid. 

16Lockwood, Charlotte. Florida's Historic Indian River County. 1976. 
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and municipal infrastructure offered by the city encouraged the United States Navy to open a navy air station at 
the Vero Beach Airport. This station provided training facilities to both navy and marine fighter pilots along 
with a new field of photography, aerial photography. After World War II, the facility reverted to the city who 
was able to rejuvenate the airport and in 1948, the Brooklyn Dodgers established a major baseball training base 
in the city at the old air field facility. 17 In 1998, the Dodger organization will celebrate 50 years in the City of 
Vero Beach .. In 1957, the city's municipal services which now included electricity, water and sewer, attracted 
yet another industry. The Piper Aircraft Company purchased airport grounds and built new buildings to house a 
growing small airplane industry. 

The population ofVero Beach had grown from 800 in 1920 to over 8,700 in 1958 when the city decided 
that the diesel plant had reached its capacity and plans were made to build a new steam electric power plant on 
the Indian River. 18 The old diesel plant was to be used as backup for the new plant. Several times after the new 
power plant went on line, the diesel units of the old plant were called upon to provide start up electricity after 
regional power blackouts. The diesel units were kept in working order until 1994, when the city sold them for 
use in third world countries. Today, only one 1937 diesel unit (now inoperable) remains in the 1926 diesel 
power plant, the City ofVero Beach's oldest municipal building. 

17Ibid. 

1 9Short, Carolyn. Research information and published articles. 1983-1997. 
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Vero Beach Diesel Power Plant Indian River Co .. FL 
Name of Property County and Slate 

10. Geographical Data 

Acreage of Property Approximately 2 acres 

UTM References 
(Place additional references on a continuation sheet.) 

3w '''''''''''1111 Zone Eastini Northing 4w 1111111111111 _1 
D See continuation sheet 

Verbal Boundary Description 
(Describe the boundaries of the property on a continuation sheet.) 

Boundary Justification 
(Explain why the boundaries were selected on a continuation sheet.) 

11. Form Prepared By 

name/title Ruth Stanbridgellndian River Historical Societv & Barbara E. Mat tick/Historic Preservationist Suoe1Visor 

oraanization Bureau of Historic Preservation date January 1999 

street & number R.A. Grav Building. 500 S. Bronough Street teleohone (850) 487-2333 

citv or town ...!.T,al"'la""'h""a,.,ssee=-------.:...,_------·state ~Fl..,.owri ... d...,a ____ zio code 32399-0250 

Additional Documentation 
Submit the following items with the completed form: 

Continuation Sheets 

Maps 

A USGS map (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's location. 

A Sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous resources. 

Photographs 

Representative black and white photographs of the property. 

Additional items 
(check with the SHPO or FPO for any additional items) 

Property Owner 
(Complete this item at the request of SHPO or FPO.) 

name City of Vero Beach 

street & number ~10~5~3:...2::..::0::....th...:.S...,tr..,ee""t'---------------- teleohone (561) 978-5151 

Estimated Burden statement F'llbllc ~porting burden for this fo<m Is e$timated to·~ 16.1 hours ~r response including time for reviewing Instructions, gathering and maintaining data, and 
.oompleting and reviewing the fo<m. Direct oommen!s regarding this burden estimate or any aspect ol thiS folrn to the Chief, Admini$V81i\oe SeMC:es Division, National Part< Sel'llce, P.O. Bole 37127, 
Washington, OC 20013-7127; and the omc. of Manag.,ment and Budget, Paperwor11 Reductions Projt<ls (1024-0018), Washington, OC 20503. 
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VERBAL BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION 

VERO BEACH DIESEL POWER PLANT 
Vero Beach, Indian River Co., FL 

The property consists of lots 1 through 7 of Block 12 of the Edgewood Addition to Vero Beach; also the south 
210 feet of the north 425 feet of block 5 of the Dr. Richard E. Bullington's Subdivision, Indian River County. 

BOUNDARY JUSTIFICATION 

The boundary of the site encloses all the historically significant resources associated with the Vero Beach Diesel 
Power Plant constructed in 1926 with the additions to the building during the late 1930s and early 1940s. 
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IDSTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

l!i~ Reldi represent the mlnfmum acceptable level of clocumanlalkm. 
Consult the Gu/dtJ ID Hlstotic8J StrucllmJ Fonnsfor detailed tnstrudlons. 

Sli8#81 IR1464 
Field Date I...M.J.....U 2010 
Form__~~~ 22 I 2010 
Recorder# ____ _ 

S]e Name(sj (address If ncne) Vero Beach CommunitY Center Multiru.e l.Jlti.DS (DHR only} __ _ 
Survey Project Nama FEC Amtrak Passenaer Rail Survey# (DHR only) l"f l0'1 
National Register Category (please check one) ~ building 0 struciUTe [] dlsb1et [] s11e [] obj8c:t 

OWnership: Dprivate-prof!t Dprival&-nonproflt DpriYal&-btdlvldual Dprfva!e.nonspecc li1ld1y Dcounty Ds1ala Dfederal DNativs American Dforelun Dunknown 

LOCATION & MAPPING 

~~~~~ud~S,E,W;~~.Aw .• ~~~22~66~1~4~~~Aw~nu~e~------------------------------
Cross Streets {nearest/ between) 22'11 Street and 23rd Street 
PSGS 7.5' M_ap Name &.P~ Vero Beach. Aa. 1949 (PR1983l Plat or Other Map ...,...-~,..------------
pity I Tovill {within 3 mD~) Vero Beach In City Umits? ~yes Ono Dunknown ~~!)! Indian River CountY __ _ 
ITownshiR _ 33 S ~.~~ 39 E ~ctiod _L %section: DNW OSW 0 SE li:INE Olrregular-name: ______ _ 
tf~_Parcej]_ 33390200001031000000.1 Landgrant --::-::-:-:-------------
SubdMslon Name Original Town Plat of Vero Beach. Block 31,33.34 Lot 
UTM: Zone 016 ~17 Easting 559271 Northing 3057644 
Other Coordinates: X: Y: Coordinate System & Datum ,.,UTM.........._...,NA~D:...8~3.__ _________ _ 
NameofPubHcTract(e.g., park) ___________________________ _ 

IIISTORY 

ConStrUCtion~ 1966 Oapproximately Dyear listed or earlier Oyear listed or later 
~riginal Use*_j Institutional From (ye. arj: 1966 :to (yea.Tj:. ___ _ 
Current Use1 Jnst!tu!ional f_!!l_lll_{y_ewj:_ To (yeEJl: present 
Other Use* From (year~: _ ·-- _ ___ To (year):. ___ _ 
~Ve51 Dyes ~no Dunknown Dates Priginal address (If mo.~----------------
1'\iterati~ Dyes lalo Clunknown Dates ~ature• I 
1\dgitionsj Dyes ~no Dunknown Dates Nature~L - - - ------ - ------ -
Architect (last name first): Builder (last name first): ---- -----------
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates. ptofess!on, ell:.) City of Vero Beach (original owners-present) 

DESCRIPTION 

~fe*l . .:!:M~od~e::.~.m:....------------ Eiteriorf5fiim rrreaular ______ .Numberof~SJ9_r@j _ 1 _ 
~erior Fabriciill Stucco _____ ______ --=""=====-------------------
Root TYPe(s) 1 Rat/saw tooth BQgf MateriaJ{s) l Concrete Tile----------

Roof secondary strucs. (donnerselx:.)* - - --------- ------ - -------------
=Wi=-m-7-do..:::Wijc::, (types, ma!Brials, ell:.) _• ..:..F::::IXed~sas=hu. ial:::::o~u=sl,._e ·-- -------- ---- - --- ---- --- --

Pfsti"llgiiishing ArcMecturar"FeabL_~ {exler!ororlnlerioromaments) --:Saw~..!!too~th~roo~f ------ - - - ---- - - - -
AnciUary Features I Outbuilding~ (record ootbuildlngs. major landscape fea!ures; use continual!on sheet If needed.) 

c; Consult Gufds to Historical Strucltlr8 Forms for preferred descriptions (coded fia!ds at the Site Ale). 

DHR USE ONLY OFFICIAL EVALUATION DHR USE ONLY ·=·; ~========================== c ·entinfo Data ~~ !nit SHPO -Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dyes 
KEEPER- Detannined eligible: Dyes Data__)_/. __ 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Pa Db De Dd (see National Register Buf/sUn 15, p. 2) 

HR8E048RD107 RorfdaMas!Bt SlleRieiiXwlslon ofHia1Drlcal Rlsources IR.A. GraJ BuDding 1600 Soutll Brcnou;h Slrad. Tallallassee, R. 32399-0Sl 
Phone (8511) 2458440 I Fax ~ I E-ma!l ~os.sta!BJI.IIS 
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DESCRIPTION (coutiuucd) 

Chimney: No._O_ Material(s)• ----------------------------
Structural System(s) •!!!M~aso!!!!n~--------------:-:-----:-:-:-:-=------:--:------:--------
Foundation: Type(s) ~ Material(s) *Poured Concrete ______ _ 
Main Entrance (sty1lsllcdellils) W. facad&. double leaf glazed commercial doors with fixed saSh sidelight 
Porch Descriptions (types, tocallms •. roof types, etc.) 
Condition (overall resource condition): li!excellent Dgood Dfair Ddeteriorated Druinous 
Narrative Description of Resourt:e A highly intact example of a Modem building with few alterations. 

Archaeological Remains -------------------- D Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

c; Consult Guide to Historical Sbucture Fonnsfor preferred descriptions (coded fields at the Site File). 

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 
Iii property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

RESE .\HCil METIIODS (chl'~·t, all that appl~) 

D library research 
D city directory 
D newspaper files 
0 historic photos 

D building permits 
D occupant/owner interview 
D neighbor interview 
D interior inspection 

D Sanborn maps 
0 plat maps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABSIHAER record search 

Iii other methods (describe):::!.GI~S:..li!searc=~h. __________ _ --:-_______________ _ 
Bibliographic References (give FMSF ~118\USC~ipt# ff relevant, use continuation sheet ff needed) 

OPii'\JO:\ OF RESOCJ~CF SIGNIFICANCE 

Appears to meet the criteria forNationafReg'ister i'fsting indlvidualfy~ Dyes li'Jno Ofnsuflldenl infonna!lon 
Appears to meet the crite~~- ~or~~~onCi) R~s!$r.!.isti.!l.9..~J1.art9f a_~!S.tri~~ Dyes (i'Jno Dfnsufllclentinfomta!loo 
~1!![11!l(on_gf E~!J.~9.~ (required, whelher significant or not; use separate sheet ff needed) As this building is not greater than 50 years of age it is being 
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP. 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see Nalfane/ Register Bulletin 15. p. 8 for categories: e.g. "architBclllre", "elhnlc herllage", •arnmunlty planning & deYelopmenr. etc.) 
Community Planning and Development 

DOCUi\IENT:\TlON 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site Ale - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other bnportant documents that are pennanenUy accessible: For 
each separately maintained coUacllon, desa1be (1) document type( a),• (2) maintaining organlzalflln,• (3) flle or accession nos., and (4) desalptlve lnformallon. _ ___ _ 
Photos field maos and notes will be kept on file at Panamerican Consultants. Inc. Brandon under accessjon number 30003.003. 

RECORDER INFORi\IATIOi\ 

R~rderNarrw-i .~Ke=ll~v~M~~~m~·~M~.H~-wP., ______________ ~--~-----~~--------------------------
Recorder G_9nta~filfol'!l1ati.9..rl (address 1 phone 1 fax 1 e-mail) 2390 Clinton St Buffalo. NY U16l 821-1650 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. Inc. 

Use a Supplement for Site Forms or other continuation 
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Legend 

• historic structure I 
FEC SunRail Vero Beach 
Indian River County, Florida 
Township 32-33 South, Range 39 East 
Base map: Vero Beach, Fla. 1949 
(PR 1983) USGS 7.5' topographic quadrangle 
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0 USGS 7.5' MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
8 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP lavallablefrommostprooertv aoora~serwebsitesl 
C) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (IJia~n paper 1s acceptable). 
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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Shaded Ael~ represent lhe rnlnlmum accep!able level of docurnmtation. 
Consult the Guide fD HisiDrlc8l Strudllr8 Fotmsfat detailed lnstrudlons. 

S~ #al IR1475 
Field Date LMJV 2010 
E91l!lP~~l.Qv-1£J 2010 
Recorder# ____ _ 

~~- Naniels] (address If none) 1146 21st Street MultiRle Usting (DHR only) __ _ 
Survey Project Name FEC Amtrak passenaer Rail Survey# (DHR only) \'1' ( Stl 
National Register Category (plsase chedt one) 6!1 building 0 struclute 0 district Cl site 0 object 
Ownership: ~priYa1a-profil Dpriva!e-nonprollt Dpriva!e-lndlvllfual Dprlvale-nonspedflt Deily Dcounty Dstate Dfederal DNativ& American Dforelgn Dunknovm 

LOCATION & MAPPING 

M~res5onciU~N.~.E.W; #j Sl, AW::#l 1146 21st Street ___________________ ___ _ 

Cross streets (nearest/between) 12th Avenue and 11111 Avenue :-------:---:---:---------------
psGS 7.5' Map Name & Oat~ Vero Beach. Aa. 1949 CPR1983l Plat or Other Map ""'- -=-- ,.._,.,.,_ ,-----------
City I Towd (within 3 mile!!> Vero Beach In City Urni1s? Rlyes Clno Ounknown (&tm!)! Indian River County 
'rownshi~-=- 33 S ~g~ 39 E ~gi_Q~ J_ % sectlon: DNW OSW Cl SE RINE Olrregular-name: ---
[C!X_p~I] 33390100000300000010.0 Landgrant --- -----------
Subdivision Name Ward's Subdivision Block 3 Lot 1 .2.3.4 ___ _ 
UTM: Zone 016 6!117 Easting 559458 Northing 3057517 
Other Coordinates: X: Y: Coordinate System & Datum ~U™~~NA~D~83a_ ______ _ 
Name of Public Tract(e.g., park)-----------------------------

IIJ STO I~ Y 

Construction Y ~ 1966 Oapproximately Clyear listed or earlier Cl~ar listed or later 
priginal Use*J --Commercial From-{year~: 1966 To {yeaj: ___ _ 
~!ll!:El!1t U~1 ~ From (year_: unknown rrQ__(y_~ay: present 
Other Use* From (year~._ _ ___ _ _ To {year): 

ovesj Dyes ~no Dunknovm Dates riginal address (rf movedl ---------- - --
Iteration~ Dyes Dno ~unkno!ln Dates . ature* I ---,-- --- - ------- - -
dditionsl lilyes Dno Dunknolm Datesc1980 __ Nfllure* I -!R~ear~a~dd!!!:iti~'o:!.!,n _____________ _ 

Architect (last name first): Builder (last name first}: ---------------
Ownership History {espec:ially original owner, dates, profession, e1c.) Maxwell Prooerties. Inc (2006-present) ------------

DESC RIPTION 

lY19-l_ Modem ~erior Plan] Rectangular Niimh-erorstorfij 1 
erior Fabric-00] FIXed sash/steel oofT si &wmo~ -------~~~oo~f~M=aoo=n=.al~(s=>1.-~M~e-~:----------------

=-:--~Roo=.fsecondary strucs. (dormemelc.)* -------- - ------- ------- ----
Indo (lyJI&s, materials, elc.) * FIXed sash. glass block ---- -------- --- ------ ---
lstin uishin Architectural Featured (exterior or Interior omamenlll) Modem design, metal saw tooth roof with wide overhanas supported by steel 

beams. fixed sash walls. and rear frame addition. 
Ancillary Features I Outbyilding§ (record outbuDdlngs, major landscape features; use cmttinuallon sheet If needed.) 

c; Consult Guide to Hlstorfcaf Structure Fonnstor preferred descriptions (coded fields at tha Site File}. 

DHR USE ONLY OFFICIAL EVALUATION DHR USE ONLY 

·=· ·== cient info Date~ ~ I I SHPO -Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dyes Dno 
KEEPER - Detennlned efigible: Dyes Dno Date__)__] __ 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National Register BtJ!!etin 15. p. 2} 

HR&E048R01rl7 Aollda Master S11B Fll8/llllalon of listDrlcal Rssoun:as I R. A. G'ay Building /600 South Branou;h S1reat. Tallabasaae. Ft 32&GiQ 
Phone (8liO) 245-84411 I Fax (860)246&139 I ErfiUllJ SIIBFile@dgs.stalll.fl.ua 
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DESCRIPTION (('outiu11cd) 

Chimney: No,_o_ Material(s)• ----------------------------
Structural System(s) • Steel frame -----------------:-:-:---:-:-:-:-:::----:-::-----:-------
Foundation: Type(s} *Slab Material(s} *Poured Concrete ------
Main Entrance (sty!lsllc delalls) S. facade. double leaf glazed commercial doors. flanked by glass block sidelights. 
Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) 
Condition (overeD rasource condJUon): Dexcellent ~good Ofair Odeteriorated Druinous 
Narrative Description of Resource A good representative example of a Modem building with some alterations, ---------

Archaeological Remains -------------------- 0 Check if Archaeological Fonn Completed 

c; Consult Guide to Historical StnJcture Fonnsfor preferred descriptions (coded fields at the Site File}. 

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
D FL State Archlveslphoto collection 
ItJ property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

RESEAHCII METHODS (ciH'ck all that appl ~') 

0 librcuy research 
0 city directory 
0 newspaper files 
D historic photos 

0 building permits 
0 occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
0 interior inspection 

0 Sanborn maps 
0 plat maps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABSIHAER record search 

~other methods {describe)GIS search---------------------------
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript# If releYan~ use conllnuatlon sheet If needed} 

OPI:\ION OF RESOL'I~CE SJG:\IFIC\:\CE 

Appearsto meet the cilieiia1or Nitionaf RegiSter iistfng IndiVidually~ Dyes lilno Olnsufllclant lnforma!!on 
Appears to meet the crite[i~fq_r_ f\i~g_nal Re_gi~~ ll~ting asp~ of a_~~~ Dyes li!no Dlnsufllclantlnformatlon 
Expl_w,~on Qf. Evaj1,1~~on (required, wha!her significant or not; use saparaiB sheet If needed) As this buHding is not greater than 50 years of age tt is being 
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP. 
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Reg/sler 81Jlletln 15. p. 8 for categorlss: e.g, "archltadlJre", "elhnlc heritage", ·communlly planning & developmanr, etc.) 
Architecture 

DOCUMENTATION 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File ~ Including Detd & analysis notes, photos, plans, other bnportant documents that are permanan6y accesslble: For 
each ssparate!y maintained coDecllon, describe (1) document type(s), • (2) malntalnlng organization, • (3) file or aa:esslon nos., and (4) descrlp1ive lnformat!on,~~--
Photos field maps and notes will be kept on file at Panamerican Consultants. Inc. Brandon. FL under accession number 30003,003. 

RECORDER ll\FOR\IATIO:\ 

Recorderrilamel Kelly Mahar. M.H.P. 
l!_~rder Contact lnfo~rm~a.t.:-tio!.!.!~~(address!!:!!L.!.!.!.:..!..;/l:.!.pho~ns·-,-fax-/_e-m_aD_) 2-:-:3:-::-9-:-0 C~l-:-into-n ~St-:-. 7Bu-:ff::-al-:-o.--:-NY-=-:-::(7=-:1:--=6l:-:8:-::-2-:-1--=16:-::-50-:-------------

Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. Inc. 
Use a Supplement for Site Fonns or other continuation 
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8 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP cavailablelrommosto<OPertvaOPr.llser~s~~esl 
C) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (~ain paper is accepJable). 

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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Page 1 Site #8 IR1497 

0 Original 
0 Update 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Recorder# _ _ __ _ 
Field Date ~/_m_/ 2010 
Form Date __ Q§ .. ..l .. 1ft...l 2010 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes and building complexes as described in the box below. Cultural resources 
contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this fonn for National Register 
multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to the individual 
resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number. 

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
C Historic district (NR category "district"): buildings and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites 
[] Archaeological district (NR category "district"}: archaeologica sites only: NO buildings or NR structures 
C Mixed district (NR category "district"): includes more than one type of cultural resource (example: archaeological sites i!!! buildings) 
IJ FMSF building comptex (NR category usually "building(s)"): multiple buildings in close spatial and functional association 
[] Designed historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or ·s~e"): can include multiple resources (see National 

Register Bulletin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. parks, golf courses, campuses, resorts, etc.) 
IJ Rural historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "sitej: can include multiple resources and resources not formaly 

designed (see National Register Bulletin #30, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detailed 
definition and examples: e.g. farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

if Unear resource (NR category usually "structurej: Linear resources are a special type of rural historic landscape and can 
include canals, railways, roads, etc. 

Resource Group Name Florida East Coast Railroad - - ---------- - Multiple Listing [DHR oq] 
FMSF Survey# I ISq 

0 object 
Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail 
National Register Category (please check one): 0 building(s) 0 structure 0 district 0 site 
Linear Resource Type (if cwlicable}: 0 canal 0 railway 0 road 0 other (describe):------- - -------
Ownership: 0private-profit Dplivate-nonprofit Dplivate-individual Dprivate-nonspecific Deity Doounty Dstate Dfederaf DNative American Dforeign Dunknown 

LOC.\"110\" & '1.\PPI'\C 

Address (if applicable, include N,S,E,W; #;St., Ave., etc.) Railroad continues beyond limits recorded. Only the segment from the Brevard County line 
to St. Lucie County line recorded during the course of this survey .. __ --:- ------==--==----=-----
City/Town (within 3 miles) Vero Beach In Current City Limits? 0yes Ono Ounknown 
County or Counties (do notabbreviate),_....!.ln!.l.ld~ia~n..!.R~iv~e!....:r C~o~u~ntyu.-----------------------
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)-------------------------------~ 
For complete list of townships, ranges and sections, please see Required Attachments section. 
1) Township Range Section Y. section: ONW OSW OSE ONE Olrregular-name: _ ___ _ _ 
2) Township Range Section Y. section: DNW OSW OSE ONE Olrregular-name: _ ____ _ 
3) Township Range Section '4 section: ONW OSW OSE ONE Olrregular-name: -----~ 
4) Township Range Section Y. section: ONW OSW OSE ONE Olrregular-name: _ ____ _ 
USGS 7 .5' Map Name(s) & Date(s) (boundaries must be plotted on attached photocopy of map; label with map name and publication dale) Sebastian, Fla. 1949 
(PR1970l. Vero Beach, Fla. 1949 (PR1983l. Oslo. Fla. 1949 (PR1983). lndrio. Fla. 1948 (PR1983). 
Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name, originating officewitlllocation) ------ ----- - ----- ----- -
Landgrant ________ _ _______________ _____________ _ 

Verbal Description of Boundaries (descrip~on does not replace required map) Entire route of FEC RR stretches from north of Jacksonville to south of 
Miami. Portion in Indian River County runs from county line with Indian River County in the north. continuing south southeast to the Martin 
county line in the south 

NR List Date 

-'-'-D Owner Objection 

SHPO-- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dyes Ono Oinsufficient info Date __}_ /__ I nit. __ _ 
KEEPER -- Determined eligible: Dyes Ono Date__}_ / _ _ 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Od (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E057R0107 Florida Master Site File, Division of Historical Re50urces. R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronaugh Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399.0250 
Phone (850) 245-6440 I Fax (850) 2-45-6439/ E-mail SiteFile@dos.state.ft.us 



Page2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site #8 IR1497 

HISTORY & I>ESCRIPTIOi\ 

Construction date: Exactly 1892 (year) Approximately (year) Earlier than (year) Later than (year} 
Architect/Designer( last name first): Henry Flagler Builder( last name first}:_....:.H.:::e::..:n:.J;ry...:.F~Ia~g~le::.r. ______ _ 
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group:# of contributing #of non-contributing ___ _ 
Time period(s) of significance (for prehistoric districts, use archaeological phase name and approximate dates; for historical districts, use date range(s), e.g. 1895-1925) 

American-twentieth century (1900-present). American nineteenth century (1892-1899). --------- ---- ---
Narrative Description (National Register BuHelin 16A pp. 33-34; fit a summary into Jlines or attach supplementary sheets if needed) The original FEC Railroad line. 
constructed by Henry Flagler, ran from Jacksonville. south to Key West. The FEC was a major contributor to the development of Florida during 
the early part of the 20th Century. The railroad was constructed during a single continuous period in the end of the 191h century, but has been 
repaired and updated repeatedly over the years. 

JU:SF \RCH i\1 ETHOBS (dtl·rk all that"> IY} 

It! FMSF record search (sites/surveys) It! library research 0 building permits 0 Sanborn maps 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 0 city directory 0 occupant/owner interview 0 plat maps 
It! property appraiser I tax records 0 newspaper files 0 neighbor interview 0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
It! cultural resource survey It! historic photos 0 interior inspection 0 HABSIHAER record search 
It! other methods (specify) internet search: http://www.flaglerrnuseum.uslhtmllfec.html; accessed June 28. 2010 _____ ___ _ 
Bibliographic References {use Cootinuation Sheet give FMSF Manusaipt #if relevant) - - ---------- - ---- - --

OPI'\10'\ OF RESOtRCI-: SIC'\'IFIC \'\CE 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? lt1yes Dno Dinsufficient informatioo 
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Dyes 0no Dinsufficient infonnation 
Explanation of Eva I uation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 48-49. Attach longer statement. if needed, on separate sheet.) This historic railroad corridor 
is still in use today. As such. much of what would have dated to the original construction has been updated, replaced or repaired over the years. 
It has served as a historic railroad transportation function associated with one of the state's railroad companies. the FEC. since the late 
nineteenth century. This railroad was significant in the development of Indian River County_ Other portions of the FEC railroad have been 
recommended as potentially eligible by the SHPO. As all of the tracks, ties. gravel. signalization and signage have been replaced. upgraded or 
repaired over the years. the only historic aspect remaining of the railroad is its actual alignment As no alteration to this alignment is proposed, 
no adverse effect is expected for the FEC. - - ------------- ------- -------
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. 'architecture·, "ethnic heritage·. 'community planning & developmenr, etc.) 
Transportation: Tourism; Community Planning and Development. 

OOCT,IE\T.\TIO'\ 
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I 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - induding field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents that are permanently accessible: For I 
each separately maintained conection, describe (1) document type(s), • (2) maintaining OllJanizatioo, • {3) file or accession nos., and (4) descriptive information. Field notes and 
photos will remain on file at Panamerican Consultants. Inc .. Tampa. FL. under accession number 30003.003. _ _ ______ _ _ 

RECORDER I'\ FOinlATION 

Recorder Name Bryce Rodgers -------- - ---- - - ------------- - - .,---
Recorder Contact Information (Address 1 Phone /Fax 1 Email) 1115 N. Parsons Avenue, Brandon, FL 33510 I (813) 684-5200 I (866} 397-25191 
brodgers@panamconsultants.com 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. Inc. - --------------- -----------
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Township 

30 South 

31 South 

32 South 

33 South 

Range Section 

38 East 00 

39 East 06, 07, 08, 17, 20, 28, 29, 33 

39 East 03, 04, 10, 15, 22, 23, 26, 35 

39 East 01, 02, 12, 13, 24 

40 East 19, 30, 31 

FEC Railroad tracks in Vero Beach, facing north (PCI May 2010) 
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Required 
Attachments 

81R1497 in relation to major roads in Indian River County 

0 PHOTOCOPY OF USGS 7.5' MAP WITH DISTRICT BOUNDARY CLEARLY MARKED 
8 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP WITH RESOURCES MAPPED & LABELED 
fD TABULATION OF ALL INLCUDED RESOURCES (name, FMSF #, contributing? YIN, resource 

category, street address or township-range-section if no address) 
0 PHOTOS OF GENERAL STREETSCAPE OR VIEWS (Optional: aerial photos, views of typical resources) 

Photos may be archival B&W prints OR digital image files. If submitting digital image files, they must be 
included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable). Digital images must be at least 
1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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Page 1 Site #8 IR01516 
HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Field Date B-25-2011 

1810riginal FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE Form Date 9-1-2011 

OUpdate Version 4.0 1/07 Recorder# 9 

Consult Guide to the Histoffl:al Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
FDOT Bridge # 880001 

Bridge Name(s) FDOT Bridge 11 8Booo1 Multiple Listing (DHR only)_ ·-.--:---:---
Project Name CRAS of us 1/SR 5 from Kings Hwy to Oslo Rd Survey# (DHR only) I R (O lJlp 
OWnership: [Jlrivate-prolit [)xivate-nonprolit []private-individual [)>rivate-oonspecific [)city Q:oonty IBJstate Oederat Oative American []foreign Ounknown 

LOCA TIOIX & MAPPI:\G 

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed us 1 over the FEC Railway/Dixie Highway 
USGS 7.5 Map Name INDRio USGS Date~ Plat or Other Map _________ _ 
City/Town (within 3 miles) Vero Beach In City Limits? oyes lEinO Omknown County Indian River 
Township~ Range _!QL_ Section _3_1_ 1.4 section: ONW DSW OSE ONE Irregular-name:------ --
Township _ _ Range __ Section __ 1.4 section: ONW DSW OSE ONE 
Landgrant Tax Pa.:,.::rce~l #::=r=r==;==;;==;--------- --- ---
UTM Coordinates: Zone D 16 017 Easting lsl61213131 sl Northing 131 ol41813191sl 
Other Coordinates: X: Y: Coordinate System & Datum ----- -------
Name of Public Tract (e.g., pa111) ______________________________ _ 

HISTORY 

Year Built 19 2 a Oapproximately 12Slyear listed or earlier Oyear listed or later 
Still in use? IBJyes ono Orestricted use (describe) -------- ----- ------------
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location .....:.:.No::::n.:.::e:...._ ______ ______ _____ ________ _ 

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions: auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) Auto ( 1928 -present ) 

OWnership history--=s.::cta::..:t:..::e:.__ _ _____ ______________ _____________ _ 

Designers/Engineers state Road Department 
Builders/Contractors ~u~nk=no:::..:wn:::.:..... __________ _____ _________________ _ 
Text of Plaque or Inscription 880001 (Bridge number printed) 

Narrative History (How did bridge oorne to be built? How was it fmanced?. etc.) -....::S:.:::e::::.e~c:..:o::.:n::::.t l.::..:. n.:.:u:.=a.=..t 1::..:' o~n:......::::sh~e:.::ec::.t..:.... - ----------- -

DESCRIPTIO~ 

GENERAL 
Overall Bridge Design 1. Tee Beam 2. ----------------~ 
Overall Condition Oexcellent ~good Ofair Odeteriorated oruinous 
Style and Decorative Details Original historic piers; 1934 rails 

Tender Station Description___..:;N:.<../ :..:.A ___ ___________________________ _ 

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions 1934: height raised, railings replaced 

-- ---- ------·· --- ---- - - - - - - ----- --
DHR USE ONLY OFFICIAL EVALUATION DHR USE ONLY 

- - - - - --- - --- --- - --- - - -

NR List Date SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR 6sting}.!gyes Dno Oinsufficient info Date \\130/IDt I 
KEEPER- Determined eligible: Dyes Ono Date-- ---

lnit.&L.::f 

0 Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation: (]a []b []c [Jd (see National Register Buffetin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E052R01 07 Florida Master Site File/ Division of Historical Resources I R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronougll SlrHI, Tallah .. ", FL 32399-0250 
Phone (850) 245-&140 I Fax (850}245-6439 I E-mai: SKeFile@dos.stat..ft.us 



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 IR0l5l6 

DESCRIPTIO~ (continued) 

SUPERSTRUCTURE 
Spans: Number 7 Total Length(ft) ~ 

Main Spans: Number _ 7_ Length(ft) Width(ft) ___ Roadway width(ft) 2 4 

Main Span Design _T:.o:e:::e~Be::.!:a~m:....__ _________ _ 

Main Span Materials 1. Pre-cast concrete 
2. _________________________ ___ 

Approach Spans: Number o Length(ft). ___ Width(ft) ___ Roadway width(ft). __ _ 
Approach Span Design -'N::.:o::..::t'-'A:.:JP:::~:P:..:lc;:.i:::.:ca=b:..:l.::.e _______ _ 

Approach Span Materials 1 . ....:N::..::o:..::t;_;A:.:.~P""P:..::l'-=-ic.=..:a::.:b:.=l-=-e _______ _ 
2. _ __________________________ _ 

Deck Materials 1. Pre- cast Concrete 
2. ________________________ __ 

SUBSTRUCTURE 
Abutment Materials 1. _..::::Co::!n!.!:c"'-r~et~e::...._ _ ___ ___ _ 

2. _______________ _ 
Abutment Description _________________ __________________ _ 

Pier Materials 1. -"c""o.::.nc::..:r::..::e=.=t.::.e ____ _____ _ 
2. ________________________ _ 

Pier Description See continuation sheet. 

RESEARCH :\IETHODS (rht•ck all that appl~) 

181 FDOT database search 
~HABS/HAER record search 
~FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 

I!) Fla. Archives I photo collection 
Oproperty appraiser /tax records 
18]1ibrary research 

~!)newspaper files 
Deity directory 
OPublic Lands Survey (DEP) 

Oinformal archaeological inspection 
Oformal archaeological survey 
~!)cultural resource survey 

OOther methods (specify) ____________________________ ~---------------------------------
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separc~te sheet if needed) ...:s:..::e:.::e_c::..:o:..:;n:..:.t.::;in;,:,;u:::ac.::.t.=..:io::..:n::......=sh:..:;e::..:e:..::t...:... ----------

OPI"IO:\ OF RESOLRCE SIG:'\IFICA~CE 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? ~yes Ono Dnsufficient information 

Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Oves ~no Dnsufficient infonnation 

Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sl1eet if needed) _ .::.Se:::..:e::......::c.::;on:.:.:t:..=i::.:n=ua::..:t:..::ic.=.on:.:......:s:..::h:.=.e.=..:et::..:.'--------- -------

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. 'architecture· , 'ethnic heritage", ·community planning & devetopmenr, etc.) 

1. transportation 3. Engi neering 5. ----------- --
2. 4. 6. _ __,;,_ ________ _ 

DO< ·t; \-IENTATION 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File- including field & analysis notes, photos. plans, other Important documents 

1 Document type ---------------- Maintaining organization - ----'---- - ---------
) Document description File or accession #'s 

2) Document type Maintaining organization -----------------

Document description File Of accession #'s --- - ------------

RECORDER JNFORMA TION 

Recorder Name Janus Research Affiliation ..::J..::.:anc:..::u=.s....:R:.:.e:c:se:..::a..::.:rc:..:;h:...__ __________ _ 

RecorderContactlnfonnation 1107 N. ward St., Tampa FL 33607 I (613) 636-8200 I janus@janus-research.com 
(address I phone I fax I e-mail) 

Required 
Attachments 

0 USGS 7 .5' TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
8 PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND In hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable). 
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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PAGE 1 SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 81R1516 

SITE NAME: FOOT Bridge #880001 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

Constructed in 1927-1928, FOOT Bridge #880001 carrying southbound US 1 over the 
FEC Railway and Old Dixie Highway is located in Township 33 South, Range 40 East, 
Section 31 (Indrio USGS Quadrangle 1948 PR 1983) in unincorporated Indian River 
County, Florida. The bridge has a total length of288 feet. It features seven main spans of 
varying lengths, and does not have approach spans. The roadway width is 24 feet, 
carrying two lanes of southbound traffic. The deck and abutment are manufactured of 
pre-cast concrete. There are no plaques save a stenciled bridge number on the rail. 

FOOT records show that this bridge exhibits tee-beam construction. According to the 
Historic Highway Bridges of Florida produced by the Florida Department of 
Transportation in 2004, "tee-beam bridges are constructed with cast-in-place reinforced 
concrete beams with flanking integral deck sections. Reinforced steel runs longitudinally 
at the bottom of the beam stem and perpendicular to the stem in the deck" (FDOT 
2004:121). This was one of the most prevalent styles for bridge constructions in the 
l920s-1930s (Parsons Brinckerhoff 2009:3-88), and is still in use today (Jackson 2011 ). 
Its common use is derived from their being relatively easy and cost-effective to build, 
combined with long-lasting durability (FOOT 2004:121). 

The original bridge supports are still in use and visible. There are two styles of bridge 
supports; a standard six-pile bent design and a solid pier made of cement with a large 
central cutout, the shape of a square with cropped corners. 

The bridge has not sustained major alterations since 1934. In this year, the bridge's height 
was raised and adjusted from a flat plane to a curved plane. This was done by jacking up 
the existing bridge deck, adding a larger cap to the top ofthe piers for added height. The 
railings were also replaced at this point (Danielsen 2011 b). The reason for this widening 
and change in height is unknown; John Danielsen, the District Structures Maintenance 
Engineer for FOOT 4, suggested that this could have been done in order to change the 
road alignment from straight to curved (Danielsen 2011b), but it could not be confirmed 
with historical maps or aerial photographs whether that had been the case for FOOT 
Bridge #88000 1. Minor alterations conducted since 1934 include routine patching of 
cement and the lengthening of the railings at the ends. 

B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 

FOOT Bridge #870001 is one of the oldest bridges located along the US 1 corridor, a 
significant roadway due to its associations with Florida's early transportation history and 
development. However, it has been evaluated by SHPO as ineligible in St. Lucie County, 
just south of this bridge, due to the fact that it is still in heavy use and does not retain any 
vestiges of its historic character. US I in Indian River County has not yet been evaluated 
by SHPO, but is evaluated as ineligible as part of this study for the same reasons. US I in 
Florida opened in the late 1920s, and FOOT records show that FOOT Bridge #880001 is 
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one of only six 1920s bridges remaining along US 1 from Nassau County at the north to 
Monroe County at the south. It appears to be an excellent, intact example of an original 
bridge along this corridor. It is therefore considered eligible for listing in the National 
Register under Criterion A for its role in the Florida's transportation history. 

Additionally, FOOT Bridge #880001 predates every other FDOT bridge in Indian River 
County by 20 years. Although it is a common bridge type, it is an early and relatively 
intact example from a decade in which remaining bridges are becoming increasingly rare. 
It is considered to be eligible for listing in the National Register under Criterion C for its 
engineering significance as a representation of a bridge type that was affordable and 
practical to construct over various crossings throughout the State of Florida. 

A Determination of Eligibility has also been prepared which contains additional 
information. 

C. HISTORY AND REFERENCES CITED OF PAST WORK AT SITE 

Danielsen, John, FDOT 4 District Structures Maintenance Engineer 
2011a Personal communication with Jim Pepe of Janus Research. Notes on file, Janus 

Research, Tampa, Florida. 
2011 b Personal communication with Amy Streetman of Janus Research. Notes on file, 

Janus Research, Tampa, Florida. 

Florida Department ofTransportation (FOOT) 
2004 Historic Highway Bridges of Florida. Published by Florida Department of 

Transportation, Tallahassee, Florida. 

Jackson, Roy, FDOT State Cultural Resources Coordinator 
2011 Personal communication with Amy Streetman of Janus Research. Notes on file, 

Janus Research, Tampa, Florida. 

Janus Research 
2003 FMSF Form for 8SLl663, US 1. On file, Florida Department of State, Division of 

Historical Resources, Tallahassee, Florida. 
2007 Cultural Resource Assessment Survey ofthe U.S. Highway 1 (US~l) I State Road 5 

(SR 5) Black Branch Creek Bridge Replacement Project in Flagler County, Florida. 
On file, Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources, Tallahassee, 
Florida. 

Vero Beach Press Journal 
1927a "Paving Road No. Four Begun In This County." Article originally appeared on 

September 13, 1927. On file at the Indian River County Public Library. 
1927b "Good Progress Being Made on Over-pass." Article originally appeared on October 

21 , 1927. On file at the Indian River County Public Library. 
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1927c "Plan Celebration For Road Dedication." Article originally appeared on November 
ll, 1927. On file at the Indian River County Public Library. 

l927d "Fonnal Opening New State Road Today." Article originally appeared on 
November 11, 1927. On file at the Indian River County Public Library. 

l927e "Paving No. Four Road Begun In This County." Article originally appeared on 
September 16, 1927. On file at the Indian River County Public Library. 
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Section 106 Determination of Eligibility for Old Dixie Highway 
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Section 106 Determination of Effects for FDOT Bridge # 880001 and Old Dixie 
Highway 
State Road 5 (US 1) 
From the Indian River/St. Lucie County line to south of Oslo Road 
Financial Project ID Numbers: 228583-4, 228583-2, and 230368-1 
Indian River County, Florida 

Dear Ms. Anderson: 

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) conducted a Project Development and 
Environment Study (PD&E) in 1997 for SR S(US 1) from south of Kings Highway (SR 713) to 
south of 41

h Street in St. Lucie and Indian River Counties. The FDOT is currently proposing to 
mill and resurface and widen US 1 (SR 5) from the Indian River/St. Lucie County Line to south 
of Oslo Road and is completing a Construction Advertisement Reevaluation for this portion of 
the project. The northern portion of the previous PD&E study, from Oslo Road to 4111 Street, has 
already been constructed. An updated Cultural Resources Assessment- Survey (CRAS) was 
conducted by the FDOT. The south bound bridge, bridge #880001, was determined eligible for 
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (National Register) and State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) concurred with this finding in a letter dated October 6, 2011. Since 
the submittal of the CRAS, FDOT evaluated the eligibility of Old Dixie Highway within the 
project Area of Potential Effect (APE) and has determined that this portion of Old Dixie 
Highway is also considered eligible for the National Register. The opinions of FHW A and the 
SHPO on the eligibility of Old Dixie Highway are requested with this submittal. 

As discussed with FHWA, FDOT's original design is complete to 50% and is intended to be part 
of a design/build criteria package to select a team to complete the design and construct the 
project. The proposed design realigns SR5 (US 1) as it crosses over Old Dixie Highway and the 
Florida East Coast (FEC) Railroad. The curve north of these bridges is increased to a 1,476-foot 
radius making it safer for the traveling public compared to the existing sharper curve. Each of the 
two new bridges is 65.04 feet wide with three 12-foot lanes and two 1 0-foot shoulders in each 
direction. Each bridge also has outside 6-foot-wide sidewalks separated from the travel lanes by 
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a concrete barrier wall. The new bridges have horizontal clearances to existing Old Dixie 
Highway and the FEC Railroad that meet current FOOT and FEC criteria. 

Based on FHW A comments, the FOOT has revised the Section 106 Determination of Eligibility 
for Old Dixie Highway and a Determination of Effects (DOE) for Bridge #880001 and Old Dixie 
Highway, which was originally submitted in January 2012. In this document are the results of the 
FDOT's evaluation of several alternatives including options to rehabilitate the bridge and an 
avoidance alternative. Two options for rehabilitation were evaluated. Option 1 does not meet the 
purpose and need of the project. Option 2 allows for widening of the bridge and thus meets the 
purpose and need, but it is FDOT's opinion that this alternative will result in an adverse effect to 
bridge 88001. The avoidance alternative leaves bridge 880001 in place. Thus, FOOT has 
determined that this alternative would not result in an adverse effect to bridge 880001 . However, 
this alternative and the rehabilitation alternative Option 2 would require splitting Old Dixie 
Highway into separate nm1h- and south-bound lanes, in order for it to pass beneath the historic 

·bridge with adequate clearance. Should FHWA and SHPO concur with FDOT's finding that Old 
Dixie Highway is NR-eligible, it is FDOT's opinion that these alternatives would create an 
adverse impact to Old Dixie Highway. 

The FDOT has determined that after evaluating alternatives to avoid and minimize impacts on 
National Register eligible properties, the only prudent and feasible alternative is to remove the 
National Register eligible bridge #880001, and this will result in an adverse effect under Section 
1 06 of the National Historic Preservation Act. 

FDOT requests concurrence on FDOT's determination of eligibility for Old Dixie Highway, as 
well as the determinations of effects for each of the alternatives. 

A copy of this report is being sent to SHPO for a concurrent review. Please complete the 
signature block below with your findings and recommendations and forward it to SHPO at your 
earliest convenience. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact 
Jamie Paterson-Brady at 954-777-4342 or e-mail at jamie.patterson-brady@dot.state.flus. 

Enclosure 

·cc: Laura Kammerer, SHPO 
Ginny Jones, SHPO 
Jamie Patterson-Brady, FDOT 

Ann Broadwell 
Environmental Administrator 
FDOT District Four 
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Betsy Jeffers, P.E., FDOT 
Kenzot Jasmin, P.E. FDOT 
Roy Jackson, FDOT, CEMO 
Lynn Kiefer, Kimley-Hom and Associates, Inc. 
Paul Cherry, Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 
Amy Streelman, Janus Research, Inc. 
Ken Hardin, Janus Research, Inc. 
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The FHW A finds the attached Section 106 Determination of Eligibility and Section 106 
Determination of Effects Report complete and sufficient and ._ . ....- approves /_ does not 
approve the above recommendations and findings. 

The FHW A requests the SHPO's opinion on the sufficiency of the attached report and the 
SHPO's opinion on the recommendations and findings contained in this cover letter and in 
the comment block below. 

FHW A Comments: 

Pto,>..s~ i-JoT'E -~, '' \s 8±-wll.. 3\\.A:T M~,~·s -~ ·~"''v"\L ~~c..M,..;;).T1Q0 

( p. <?, p··--· s-\ . 

/s/~IC-~ 
Martin C. Knopp 
Division Administrator 
Florida Division 
Federal Highway Administration 

Date 

The Florida State Historic Preservation Officer finds the attached Section 106 
Determination of Eligibility and Section 106 Determination of Effects Report complete and 
sufficient and concurs with the recommendations and rmdings provided in this cover letter 
for SHPO/DHR Project File Number ......:1/;~tz~~:.....£~&14-----

SHPO Comments: 

~ t!/4 ;ik · Jl .... ~. ~ ~ . . ~ I) 'ii-i 
. ~·{/uU- . . ~ I r ._.X 
~( obertF.Bendus (_j 
~ State Historic Preservation Officer 

Florida Division of Historical Resources 

Date 

--------------------
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SITE NAME: Old Dixie Highway 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 

Within the APE, Old Dixie Highway is located in Township 33 South, Range 40 East, 
Section 31 (lndrio USGS Quadrangle 1948 PR 1983) in unincorporated Indian River 
County, Florida. Approximately 400 feet were located within the APE, and this portion of 
the roadway consists of two paved lanes without paved shoulders or tum lanes. 

B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 

In 1915, the State of Florida became a founding member of the Dixie Highway 
Association, one of several organizations established by auto enthusiasts, entrepreneurs, 
and state governments that fostered interstate cooperation in establishing "auto trails" a 
decade before the federal government designated a national highway system. Like the 
other auto trails, the original Dixie Highway was actually a series of intercoimected 
county and state roads marked by a common signage system. On Florida's east coast, the 
Dixie Highway ran parallel to the FEC Railway tracks {Janus Research 2007:60). The 
auto trail was the main driving route between Miami and the American Midwest, running 
from Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan, to Florida City, Florida, south of Miami. It continued as 
the major north-south route until the construction of US 1 in 1927-1928. The following 
1943 aerial photograph shows that the roadway maintains its historical route. 

There is insufficient information to establish the significance or integrity of the short 
length within the current APE. In contrast to the FEC Railway, less recent work regarding 
the integrity necessary for listing in the National Register has been conducted, and during 
past work various portions of the road have been evaluated using different standards. The 
portion of roadway beginning at the St. Lucie County line and travelling southward into 
the county, just south of the current APE, was evaluated by Janus Research in 2003 as 
ineligible for listing in the National Register, but potentially eligible for designation by 
St. Lucie County due to the fact that the roadway retains much of its original historic 
character and appearance (Janus Research 2003). 

As project plans (as seen in Appendix C of the associated CRAS) do not propose 
alterations to the roadway, it has not been formally evaluated as part of the current study. 
If project plans change and it appears the roadway may be impacted, the roadway within 
the APE will need to be formally evaluated. 



PAGE2 SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS 

SITE NAME: Old Dixie Highway 

SITE 81R1519 

Figure 1: 1943 Aerial Photograph Depicting Old Dixie Highway (8IR1519) 
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C. HISTORY AND REFERENCES CITED OF PAST WORK AT SITE 

Janus Research 
2003 FMSF F orrn for 8SL 1663, US 1. On file, Florida Department of State, Division of 

Historical Resources, Tallahassee, Florida. 
2007 Cultural Resource Assessment Survey ofthe U.S. Highway I (US-1) I State Road 

5 (SR 5) Black Branch Creek Bridge Replacement Project in Flagler County, 
Florida. On file, Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources, 
Tallahassee, Florida. 
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SITE NAME: Old Dixie Highway 

A. NARRA TlVE DESCRIPTION 

Within the APE, Old Dixie Highway is located in Township 33 South, Range 40 East, 
Section 31 (lndrio USGS Quadrangle L 948 PR 1983) in unincorporated Indian River 
County, Florida. Approximately 400 feet were located within the APE, and this portion of 
the roadway consists of two paved lanes without paved shoulders, turn lanes, medians, 
sidewalks, or traffic lights (Figures 1 and 2). The road travels in a northwest-southeast 
direction and continues into St. Lucie County from the southern edge of the section 
within the project APE. The FEC Railway tracks parallel the roadway on the east side. In 
addition to the historic FEC Railway, structures along this section of Old Dixie Highway 
also include two historic highway bridges (#88000 I and #880025) that carry US I over 
Old Dixie Highway, and a circa 1930 residence on the west side (81R 1522) north of the 
US I bridges. To the south of the bridges on the west side of Old Dixie Hwy there are 
several c. 1970s industrial structures, followed by vacant land farther to the south. The 
eastern side of Old Dixie Highway to the north and south of the US I bridges consists of 
the FEC Railway corridor. Natural vegetation dominates the eastern side of the railway, 
helping to maintain the area' s rural character. Groves are located to the east of the 
railroad tracks across the St. Lucie County line, just south of the section of Old Dixie 
Highway within the project APE. Historic aerial photography shows that the cleared 
areas around the Old Dixie Highway/US I crossover, as well as surrounding groves, were 
present in this area at least as early as the 1940s. The area largely maintains its rural 
character. 

Figure 1: Old Dixie Highway (81Rl519), Facing South toward Bridge 
#880001 
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Figure 2: Old Dixie Highway (8IR1519), Facing South toward Bridge 
#880001 

B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 

In 1915, the State of Florida became a founding member of the Dixie Highway 
Association, one of several organizations established by auto enthusiasts, entrepreneurs, 
and state governments that fostered interstate cooperation in establishing "auto trails" a 
decade before the federa l government designated a national highway system. The prime 
promoter of the idea was businessman Carl G. Fisher. The federa l government played 
little ro le in the early years, but beginning in the early 1920s it provided increasing 
funding (Penders 2005). 

L ike the other auto trails, the original Dixie Highway was actually a series of 
interconnected county and state roads marked by a common signage system. On Florida ' s 
east coast, the Dixie Highway ran parallel to the FEC Railway tracks (Janus Research 
2007:60). The auto trail was the main driving route betw·een Miami and the American 
Midwest, running from Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan, to Florida City, Florida, south of 
Miami. By 1925, the Dixie Highway System had 5,786 miles of paved roads, often 
incorporating older local and county paved roads in many locations. Old Dixie Highway 
was one of the first paved roads constructed through Indian River County. By 1927, the 
highway had reached as far south as Miami (Penders 2005). 
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Old Dixie Highway continued as the major north-south route until the construction of US 
1 in 1927-1928. In 1927, the Dixie Highway Association was disbanded and the highway 
was taken over and part of the United States highway system, with portions becoming 
state roads. The portion of Old Dixie Highway from Jacksonville, Florida south was 
largely replaced by US 1. In many of these cities south of Jacksonville, US 1 parallels 
Old Dixie Highway, which is sometimes only a block away (Penders 2005). Within the 
current project APE, US 1 crosses over Old Dixie Highway (Figure 3). 

Old Dixie Highway played an important role in the development and transportation 
system of Indian River County. The portion of Old Dixie Highway within the current 
project APE is only a small portion of an overall linear historic district. Although 
development throughout the twentieth century has altered other sections of Old Dixie 
Highway, the portion of the highway within the current project APE retains its historic 
route, character, appearance, and surroundings. The following 1943 aerial photograph 
(Figure 4) shows that the roadway maintains its historical route when compared to the 
modern aerial photograph (Figure 5). In contrast to US 1, which in this location does not 
retain any vestiges of its historic character, Old Dixie Highway has not been widened or 
significantly altered. There have been no major non-historic additions such as sidewalks, 
medians, curbing, turn lanes, or modem signage/lights that would detract from the 
historic appearance of the roadway. The surroundings also remain rural and similar in 
appearance to the historic surroundings. This portion of Old Dixie Highway was 
instrumental in connecting communities in Indian River County and nearby St. Lucie 
County as the main transportation artery through east Florida in the early twentieth 
century. Therefore, this portion of Old Dixie Highway is considered eligible for inclusion 
in the National Register under Criterion A for community planning and development and 
its important connection to the history of transportation in Indian River County and the 
surrounding area. It is possible that additional portions of Old Dixie Highway in Indian 
River County may be found eligible for inclusion in the National Register during future 
surveys. If additional portions of the roadway in Indian River County are evaluated in the 
future and found to be eligible for listing in the National Register, this segment would be 
considered a contributing element to the overall linear district. 
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SITE NAME: Old Dixie Highway 

Figure 3: Old Dixie Highway (8IR1519), Facing South from underneath 
Bridge #880001 (with Bridge# 880025 in the foreground) 
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SITE NAME: Old Dixie Highway 

Figure 5: Modern Aerial Photograph Depicting Old Dixie Highway 
(8IR1519) 

C. HISTORY AND REFERENCES CITED OF PAST WORK AT SITE 

Janus Research 
2003 FMSF Form for 8SL 1663, US I. On file, Florida Depa1tment of State, Division of 

Historical Resources, Ta llahassee, Florida. 
2007 Cultural Resource Assessment Survey ofthe U.S. Highway I (US-I ) I State Road 

5 (SR 5) Black Branch Creek Bridge Replacement Project in Flagler County, 
F lorida. On file, Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources, 
Tallahassee, Florida. 

Penders, Thomas E. 
2005 FMSF Form for 8BRI924, Old Dixie Highway. On file, Florida Department of 

State, Division ofH istoricaJ Resources, Tallahassee, Florida. 
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(A ... -) 

(I'P lEE 81'1'£ FILE STAFF FOit 
O:IIGINAL PHOTO(S) OR ~IAP(S) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Registration Form 

0410 No 10: 4 -()(Jif 

This form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations of eligibility for individual properties or districts. See instructions in Guldolines 
for Completing National Register Forms {National Register Bulletin 16). Complete each item by marking "x'' in the a~propriate bolt or by entering 
the requested information. II an item does not apply to the property being documented, enter "N/A" for "not applicable." For functions. styles, malonal~. 
and areas of significance, enter only the categories and subcategories listed in the instructions. For additional space use continuation sheuts 
(Form 10-900a). Type all entries. 

1. Name of Property 

other names/site number Stuart Feed Supply 8MT46 

2. Location 
street & r.umber 101 s. Fla2ler Avenue 
city, town Stuart 

~st~a~te~~F~l~o~r~1~·d~a~---------=code FL county Martin 

3. Classification 
Ownership of Property 

LxJ private 
0 public-local 
0 public·State 
0 public-Federal 

Category of Property 

[X] building(s) 
0district 
Osite 
Ostructure 
Oobject 

Name of related multiple property listing: 

4. State/Federal Agency Certification 

0 not for publication 

Uvicinity 

e;ode FL 085 zip code 334 ·::. 7 

Number of Resources within Property 

Contributing Noncontributing 
___ buildings 
___ sites 

_ _ _ structures 
___ objects 
___ Total 

Number of contributing resources previously 
listed in the National Register __ ....;0::_. __ _ 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this 
0 nomination 0 requl>st lor determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the 
National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. 
In my opinion, the property 0 meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. 0 See continuation sheet. 

Signature of cer1ifying official Date 

Stale or F~•deral agency and bureau 

-.-===~==================~=========---·-In my cpinion, the property 0 meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. 0 See continuation sheet. 

Signature of commenting or othor official Oate 

State or Federal agency and bureau ---------------------------------------------------------
5. National Park Service Certification 
I, hereby, certify that this proparty is: 

D entered in the National Register. 
0 See continuation sheet. 

D determined eligible for tho N.1tionat 
Register. 0 See continu.ltion shoat. 

0 determined not eligible for the 
Nation31 Register. 

0 removt>d from the Nation.1l Rogister. 
Oother, (explain:)--- · 

DJto of Action 



6. Function or Use 
Historic Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

COMMERCEITRAPE/department store 

7. Description 
Architectural Classification 
(enter categories from instructions) 

OTHEF' : Vernacular Frame Storefront 

Describe present and historic physical appearance. 

/VJtW 
Current Functions (enter categorios from instructions) 

COMMERCE/TRADE/department store 

Materials (enter categories from instructions) 

foundation CONCRETE BLOCK PIERS 
walls 'WQOD: --XWue::...a:I.Jtwhwet:..l..ruh.uat.Cau.r..LdL-------

roof METAL : Tin 
other _______________________ _________ _ 

The Geo. Parks Store was built in the t ypical late nineteenth century frame 
vernacular style with a false front nearly camouflaging the front-gabled roof, 
The two-story weatherboard building retains many of the original windows (the 
front lower-story windows are single-pane picture windows now) and a tin roof . 
The original building was used as a general store with living quarters for 
the owner on the second floor. A one-room addition on the south provided a 
porch for the second floor and a storage area for the first floor. The addi tion 
survives today and is used for poultry. The porch area has been closed in . 
A recent addition on the north first story is of galvanized, painted t i n. 
Although the addition is easily seen, it does not ·detract too sever ely from 
the basic structure. Two lean-to additions of tin construction are attached 
at the rear (east facade) of the building. The modest store building remains 
a significant architectural fea ture in the downtown area, r emi niscent of the 
earlier days when the downtoWn was further north than the present. Although 
the building has had some additions, t hey do not detract f rom the or i ginal 
store f ront, the primary feature of the building. The building is l ocat ed 
be tween the river and the railroad tracks, the primary transportation corridors 
at the time of construction. 

D See continuation sheet 



8. Statement of Significance 
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 

0 nationally 0 statewide 0 locally 

Applicable National Register Criteria 00 A [X] B [X] C 0 D 

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) OA De De Do DE OF OG 

Areas of Significance (enter categories from instructions) 
COMMERCE 
ARCHITECTURE 

Significant Person 
George Parks 

Period of Significance 
1905 

Cultural Affiliation 
n/a 

ArchitecUBuilder 
n/a 

Significant Dates 

State significance of property, and justify criteria, criteria considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted above. 

The George W. Parks Store i s significant in the Stuart area as one of the last 
remaining commercial buildings from the earliest building period in Stuart, as the 
only building associated with George Parks, an early settler and store keeper, and 
architecturally as an example of early stor~front architecture. Although the Kitching 
store was built earlier, it is no longer extant. Later commercial buildings remain 
in Stuart, but the Parks Store is the last reminder of the earlier commercial period 
in the original commercial area. 

The arefa which is now Stuart was first settled by the Bessey family in 1880. 
In 1883, Walter Kitching moved to the area and established a mercantile bus iness 
on a boat that went up and down the Indian River. By 1892, the community 
had been named Potsdam and residents had built a schoolhouse. In 1896, the 
Florida East Coast Railway came through Potsdam, after Walter Kitching had deeded land 
and offered financial incentive to Henry Flagler. That same year Walter Kitching 
built the firs t general store between the railroad and the river, the two primary 
transportation corridors. The community was renamed Stuart shortly after the 
railroad came through Potsdam. 

By 1905, Stuart had grown into a small community with an annual fair, churches, 
and a drug store. In the latter part of that year, George W. Parks built the 
George W. Parks Sr., Grocery and General Merchandise Store . The store carried a 
variety of items, and perhaps more importantly, sold oil from a no longer extant 
shed near the river at the back of the property. Eventually Gulf Refining Company 
products were sold. The Parks family lived in an apartment on the second floor 
of the store. 

The George W. Parks Store remains a significant landmark in Stuart as one 
of the last remaining early commercial buildings in the community, the only one 
associated with George Parks, an early settler, and an architectural reminder of the 
early s torefront styles. 

0 See continuation sheet 



9 •. Major Bibliographical References 

Hutchinson. , Janet. History of Martin County. Hutchinson Island, Florida: 
Gilbert's Bar Press, 1975. 

Previous documentation on file (NPS): 
0 preliminary determination of individual listing (36 CFR 67) 

has been requested 
0 previously listed in the National Register 
0 previously determined elig!ble by the National Register 
0 designated a National Historic landmark 
0 recorded by Historic American Buildings 

SuNeyN ________________________________ __ 

0 recorded by Historic American Engineering 

Record *------------------------------
10. Geographical Data 

0 See continuation sheet 

Primary location of additional data: 
0 State historic preservation oHice 
0 O~her State agency 
0 Fe•Jeral agency 
0 Local government 
0 University 
Oother 
Specify repository: 

Acreage of property _.._,_._ _________________________________________ _ 

UTM References 
ALU I I I I 

Zone Easting 

cLU I I 1 I 

I I I I 
Northing 

I I I I 

Verbel Boundary Description 
05-38-41-003-000-00120-7-0000 

B LLJ I I I I 
Zone Easting 

oLLJ I I , I 

D See continuation sheet 

The nominated property is located in the City of Stuart in 
Danforth's Revised Subdivision, Lot 12 & SELY 4' of Lot 13. 

0 See continuation sheet 

Boundary Justification 

I I I I 
Northing 

I I I I 

This is the city lot the property is located on and has been for 82 years. 

11. Form Prepared By 
name/title __ Melissa Wiedenfeld, Historic Preservation 
organization Florida Department of Transportation 
street & number 605 Suwannee Street 

0 See continuation sheet 

Planner 
date April 17, 1987 
telephone 904-487-1435 

city or town ____ _.,T.:::a""l""l.:::a~h~a:.::s:.:=s~e~e:__ ___________ _ _ ________ state Florida zip code 32399 



• NPS FOtm 10.900 
~'lev. ll-8e) 

United States Department of the Interior: 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Registration Form 

0410 No IO,"HIIll. 

This form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations of eligibility for individual properties or districts. See instructions in Guldolinos 
for Completing National Register Forms (National Register Bulletin 16). Complete each item by marking ''x" in the appropriate box or by entering 
the requested information. If an item does not apply to the property being documented, enter "N/A" for "not applicable." For functions, styles, materials, 
and areas of significance, enter only the categories and subcategories listed in the instructions. For additional space use continuntion sheuts 
(Form 10-900a). Type an entries. 

1. Name of Property 
historic name Geo. W. Park 
other names/site number Stuart Supply 8Mr46 

2. Location 
street & r.umber 101 s. F]a2 1 er Ayenue 0 not for publication 
city, town Stuart U vicinity 

state Fl or ida co . ..:d:.::e:..___F""-L~ ____ c::.;o::.;u:.:n.:..:ty:r__~M~a~r!:..t~1=-· n~ ____ :..__c;::.::·c:::.::~d:::e~F~L:!......:0~8~5:::._ _ __;z::.:i~p~c:.:::od=e-==3~3:..:4!...:"J::...!· 7:_,___ 

3. Classification 
Ownership of Property 

[i]private 
0 public-local 
0 public-State 
D public-Federal 

Category of Property 

[i] building(s) 
0district 
Usite 
0 structure 
Oobject 

Name of related multiple property listing: 

4. State/Federal Agency Certification 

Number of Resources within Property 

Contributing Noncontributing 
___ buildings 
___ sites 
___ structures 
___ objects 
___ Total 

Number of contributing resources previously 
listed in the National Register __ 0;;...._ __ _ 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this 
D nomination 0 requt.'St for determination of eligibility meets t~e documentation standards for registering properties in the 
National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. 
In my opinion, the property 0 meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. 0 See continuation sheet. 

Signature of certifying official Date 

State or F~•deral agency and bureau - - - --------------------------------------------------
In my opinion, the property L] meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. 0 See continuation sheet. 

Signature of commenting or othor official Date 

State or Federal agency and bureau ----------------------------------------------------------
5. National Park Service Certification 
I, hereby, certify that th is property is: 

0 entered in the National Register. 
0 See continuation sheet. 

0 determined eligible for tho National 
Register. 0 See continuation shoet. 

D determined not eligible for the 
National Register. 

0 remov£'d from the National Rogister. 
Oother, (explain:) ___ _ 

- - 0 -·- ------
0..1to of Action 



6. Function or Use 
Historic Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

COMMERCE/TRAPE/department store 

7. Description 
Architectural Classification 
(enter categories from instructions) 

OTHEF': Vernacular Frame Storefront 

Describe present and historic physical appearance. 

Current Functions (enter categories from instructions) 
COMMERCE/TRADE/department store 

Materials (enter categories from instructions) 

foundation CONCRETE BLOCK PIERS 
I 

wall$ WOOD:... __IQWu;;e;.:;aut ..... hae::...~r-'bJ.t.O..L<3:L.Tud"'--------
l 

roof j METAL : Tin 
oth~r ___________________________________ __ 

The Geo. Parks Store was built in the typic~l late nineteenth century frame 
vernacular style with a false front nearly camouflaging the front-gabled roof. 
The two-story weatherboard building retains many of the original windows (the 

·-front lower-story windows are single-pane picture windows now) and a tin roof. 
The original building was used as a general store with living quarters for 
the owner on the second floor. A one-room addition on the south provided a 
porch for the second floor and a storage area for the first floor. The addition 
survives today and is used for poultry. The porch area has been closed in. 
A recent addition on the north first story is of galvanized, painted tin. 
Although the addition is easily seen, it does not detract too severely from 
the basic structure. Two lean-to additions of tin construction are attached 
at the rear (east facade) of the building. The modest store building remains 
a significant architectural feature in the downtown area, reminiscent of the 
earlier days when the downtoWn was further north than the present. Although 
the building has had some additions, they do not detract from the original 
store front, the primary feature of the building. The building is located 
between the river and the railroad tracks, the primary transportation corridors 
at the time of construction. 

D See continuntion sheet 



8. Statement of Significance 
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 

0 nationally D statewide 00 locally 

Applicable National Register Criteria [X] A [81 8 

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) 0 A 0 8 

[8]c 

De 

Areas of Significance (enter categories from instructions) 
COMMERCE 

Significant Person 

Do 

Do DE 
Period of Significance 

1905 

Cultural Affiliation 

ArchitecUBuilder 

Significant Dates 

State significance of property, and justify criteria, criteria considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted above. 

The George W. Parks Store is significant ·in the Stuart area as one of the 
last remaining commercial buildings from the earliest building period in Stuart. 
Although the Kitching store was built earlier, it is no longer extant. Later 
commercial buildings remain in Stuart, but the Parks Store is the last reminder 
of the earlier commercial period in Stuart in the original commercial area. 

The area which is now Stuart was first settled by the Bessey family in 
1880 . In 1883, Walter Kitching moved to the area and established a mercantile 
business .. on a boat that went up and down the Indian River. By 1892, the 
community had been named Potsdam and residents had built a schoolhouse. 
In 1896 the Florida East Coast Railway came through Potsdam, after Walter 
Kitching had deed land and offered financial incentive to Henry Flagler, 
and the community was renamed Stuart. That same year Walter Kitching built 
the first general store between the railroad and the river, the two primary 
transportation corridors. 

By 1905, Stuart had grown into a small community with an annual fair, 
churches, and a drug store. In the latter part of that year, George W. Parks 
built the George W. Parks Sr., Grocery and General Merchandise Store. The store 
carried a variety of items, and perhaps more importantly, sold oil from a 
no longer extant shed near the river at the back of the property. Eventually 
Gulf Refining Company Company products were sold. The Parks family 
lived in an apartment on the second floor of the store. 

( . 

The George W. Parks Store remains a significant landmark in Stuart as 
one of the last remaining early commercial buildings in the community. 

A L..nJl-.6 t\tt!KE Bro o~ FN¥7 
Al2Lt!\~~ 

0 See continuation sheet 



9. Major Bibliographical References 

Hutchinsoru• , Janet. History of Martin County. Hutchinson Island, Florida: 
Gilbert's Bar Press, 1975. 

Previous documentation on file (NPS): 
0 preliminary determination of individual listing (36 CFR 67) 

has been requested · 
0 previously listed in the National Register 
0 previously determined eligible by the National Register 
0 designated a National Historic landmark 
0 recorded by Historic American Buildings 

SuNey# ________________________________ __ 

0 recorded by Historic American Engineering 

Record *-----------------------------
10. Geographical Data 

0 See continuation sheet 

Primary location of additional data: 
0 State historic preseNation office 
0 C!her State agency 
D F~l.!eral agency 
0 local government 
0 University 
Dother 
Specify repository: 

Acreage of property .....I.L~------------------------------------------------

UTM References 
A L...U I I I I 

Zone Easting 

cLLJ I I 1 I 

I I I I 
Northing 

I I I I 

Verbel Boundary Description 
05-38-41-003-000-00120-7-0000 

B L.LJ I I I I 
Zone Easting 

oLLJ I I I I 

0 See continuation sheet 

The nominated property is located in the City of Stuart in 
Danforth's Revised Subdivision, Lot 12 & SELY 4' of Lot 13. 

0 See continuation sheet 
I · 

Boundary Justification 

I I I I 
Northing 

I I I I 

This is the city lot the property is located on and has been for 82 years. 

11. Form Prepared By 
name/title _ Melissa Wiedenfeld, Historic Preservation 
organization Florida Depa rtment of Transpor tation 
street & number 605 Suwannee Street 
city or town Tallahassee 

0 See continuation sheet 

Planner 
date April 17, 1987 
telephone 904-487-1435 
srate Florida zip code 32399 



FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 
Site Inventory Form FDAHRM 

Location: Danforth's Revised 1 12 868--
subdivision name block no. tot no. 

County: Hartin 808 
Owner of Site: Name: -='S-=t7u""a"::r...l:t'"'":F::e:.!:e:..!d7a~n!..:d~S~u~p~p~lyL-..=l.!.!n~c;_!. ______________ __..L 

Address: 101 S. Flagler Aye. 
Stuart, FL 902 

Recording Oa te 8703 832--Type of Owners hi p __::C:...:o:...:r'""p:...:o:...:r:...:a:..:t:.:e=---=-848...:.;::.,.::-:.-=...
Recorder: 

Name & Title: ---;:H;-:;e-:1:-:i::ts-:is;:a:-;::W;-:i:::e:-:d:-::e:::n:=f:-::e:=l:-::d:-::--;:--;;;:-:-:::-::--:-:--:-::-::-::-:-""':-------------'-
Address: Florida Department of Transportation 

Tallahassee FL 32399 818--
Condition of Site: 

Check One 

D Excettent 863- = 

liCJ Good 863= = 

D Fair 863--

Integrity of Site: 

Check One or More 

0 Altered 

D Unaltered 

D Ortgtnat Site 

858=-

858= = 

858=-

D Deteriorated 863 = = D Restored ( ) (Date: )( ) 858 = = 
D Moved( I(Oale: )( )858::: = 

Orig ina I Use ~C~o~rrnn~e~r~c""i~a;!..;;l~--.::::8!::.3:::::.8-=-=-=-

Present Use Commercial 850- -
Dates: Beginning ........L.J 9~Du..5.l-...--~8~44:-::-:....:-=-· 
Cu ltu re/P hase ___:Ao.::m~e::;.;r:....:i::..:c::.::a~n~-____.:8~4~0~-=-=-=-
Period 20th Century 845- -

N R Classification Category: _.::B..:::u.:::i.;:;l.::d.=.in~gu_ ________________ _.:!9~16~-:_-:::.. 
Threats to Site: 

Check One or More 

D Zoning( )( 

5Q Development( )( 

0 Deterioration( )( 

0 Borrowing( )( 

D Other (See Remarks Below): 

)( )878--

)( )878--

)( )878:::::: 

l( )878--

IKI Transportation ( )( l( )878::: = 

D Flit( )( X )878= = 
D Dredge( )( )( )878--

878=-

Areas of Significance: -----------------------~9~1~0-===-=--

Significance: Originally built as the George H. Parks General Merchandise 
Store in 1901 it remains today as a prominent Stuart landmark. The 
Benjamin Park family came to Stuart in 1881 from North Carolina and estab
lished a pineapple farm. George W. Parks was one of the nine Park child
ren. 

George Parks lived with his wife (Julia Taylor) above the feed store 
where their two childred were born. 

Located directly across from the Railroad tracks and the St. Lucie River 
(near the former location of the depot), the Feed Store was an important 
part of the original community of Stuart. Although there are several 
buildings from later periods, the Feed Store is the only commercial 
building in Stuart remaining from the turn of the century; fe,., frame com
mercial buildings remain on the SE coast from that period. 

911--
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Page 1 

D Original 
~Update 

-----~ - ---~ 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 l/07 

Shaded Fields represent the minimum acceptable level of documenlation. 
Consult the Guide to Historical Stmcture Forms for detailed instructions. 

Site #8 MTB4 ~---,--
Field Date ~-.ill.J 2010 
Form Date__Q§_/_j[_/ 2010 
Recorder# 

Site Name(s) (address if none) The Feroe Building (originally recorded w/ typo as Fem Bldg) Multiple Listin9 (Q_HB,.only) __ _ 
Survey Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail Survey# (DHR only) ___..l._q_._-"-"lf)o..E-~_._ 
National Register Category (please check one) 0 building D structure D district D site D object 
Ownership: Dprivate-profit Dprivate-nonprofit !!"!private-individual Oprivate-nonspecific Deity Dcounty Dstate Dfederal DNative American Dforeign Dunknown 

LOCATION & MAPPING 

Address (Include N,S,E,W;#; St., Ave., etc.) 73 W Flagler Avenue ______________________ _ 
Cross Streets (nearest/ between) SW Flagler Ave & S Colorado Ave ---'-------~-------------
USGS 7.5' Map Name & Date Palm City, Fla. 1948 (PR1 983l Plat or Other Map _ _ _________ _ 
City I Town (within 3 miles) Stuart In City Limits? 0yes Dno Dunknown County Martin -------~ 
Township 38 S Range 41 E Section _j_ 1f4 section: DNW DSW D SE 0NE Olrregular-name: _______ _ 
Tax Pan:el # 05-3841-004-000-00221-2 Landgrant _____________ _ 
Subdivision Name Feroe Block __ 0 Lot 22 _____ _ 
UTM: Zone 016 017 Easting 573803 Northing 3008758 
Other Coordinates: X: Y: Coordinate System & Datum _ _;U~T!..!.M!.!..!.!:NA~D~83:!.~------
Name~Pub~T~ct~~ .. pa~) _________ ~~-~~---~----~~~-----

IIISTOR\' 

Construction Year: ----.1illl_ Dapproximately Dyear listed or earlier Dyear listed or later 
Original Use* Commercial From (year): 1913 To (year): ___ _ 
Current Use* Commercial From (year}:_ To (year): present 
Other Use• From (year): To (year): ___ _ 
Moves: Dyes 0no Dunknown Dates Original address (rf moved) ---------------
Aitercrtions: 0yes Dno Dunknown Dates unknown Nature• Replacement sash/door/altered fenestration 
Additions: Dyes Dno lilunknown Dates Nature* 
Architect (last name first): Builder (last name first): :.::M~att~h~e~w.:!..ls ..::S::::a'-'-'m'-------------
Ownership History (especially original owner. dates, profession, etc.) Henrv C. Feroe had the building constructed as the Stuart Drug Store and Post 
Office (1913-?); F. Larry Russell Association (1980-2002). Larry M. Stewart (2002-present). ______________ _ 

Is the Resource Affeded by a Local Preservation Ordinance? Dyes Dno ~unknown Oesaibe ___________ _ 

DESCRIPTIO\ 

Style* Masonrv Vernacular ----~--- Exterior Plan- Rectangular ______ .Number of stories _2 _ 
Exterior Fabric(s) • Reinforced concrete block 
RoofType(s)• Flat___________ RoofMaterial(s) •Built-up ___________ _ 

Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) • ------------~-----------------
Windows (types, materials. etc)* Fixed sash/DHS/glass block 

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments). Two story rectangular block. RCB walls. cast iron storefront. altered display 
windows. concrete sills and lintels. dentiled cornice and flat roof. 
AnciHary Features I Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.)_ ~------------

* Consult Guide to Historical Structure Forms for preferred descriptions (cooed fields at the Site File). 

SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dno Dinsufficient i~fo 
KEEPER- Determined eligible: Dna Date 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E046R0107 Florida Master Site File I Division of Historical Resources I R. A. Gray Building /500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
Phone (850) 245-6440 I Fax (850)245-6-439 I E-mail SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us 



Page2 IDSTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8 MT84 __ _ 

DESCRIPTION ll'tmtinut>d ) 

Chimney: No._O_ Material(s)• -----------------------------
Structural System(s) • Masonry: concrete block------------=-----:-----:-----:- -----:----------
Foundation: Type(s) •continuous Material(s) • concrete block _______ _ 
Main Entrance (styistic details) Single leaf entrv doors to storefronts 
Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roortypes, etc.) 

Condition (overan resource condition): Dexcellent ~good Dfair Ddeteriorated Druinous 
Narrative Description of Resource A compromised example of a Masonry Vernacular commercial dwelling. The building maintains many of its 
historic features. however the fenestration has been heavily altered. detracting from its historic integrity. ___________ _ 

Archaeological Remains --------------- ------ D Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

*Consult Guide to Historical Structure Forms for preferred descriptions (coded fields at the Site File). 

It! FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
D FL State Archives/photo collection 
0 property appraiser I tax records 
It! cultural resource survey 

RESL\RCH .\IETHODS (dt l'd, a ll th a t a pplq 

D library research 
0 city directory 
0 newspaper files 
0 historic photos 

D building permits 
D occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
D interior inspection 

D Sanborn maps 
D plat maps 
D Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABS/HAER record search 

D other methods (describe) ________ _ _____ _______________ _ __ _ 

Bibliographic References (give FMSF m111uscript #if relevant use cootinultion sheet if needed) ----- ---------- ---

OPI!\10'\ OF IU:SOl RCE SIG:\IFIC \~CE 

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually? li1lyes Dna Dinsufficient information 

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? Iii yes Dno Dinsufficient information 

Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not use separate sheet if needed) This building was originally recorded in 1991 and 
recommended as Potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP. It was never evaluated by the SHPO. This survey recommends it as potentially 
eligible for listing on the NRHP as it is a good example of a Masonry Vernacular commercial structure which dates to the early expansion period 
of the City of Stuart. served as its post offiCe and drug store. and was built by Henry C. Ferae. who platted out a portion of the downtown 
development for Stuart. 
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g, ·architecture·, 'ethnic heritage·, 'community planning & developmenr, etc.) 

Architecture. Community Planning and Development Commerce - - --- - ----------- - -----

noct \IE'\T \no:\ 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File • including field & analysis naes. photos, plans. other important documents that are perm111enHy accessible: For 
each separately maintained collection, describe (1) document type(s),* (2) mailtaining organization: (3) file or accession nos., 111d (4) descriptive information. _ ___ _ 
Photos field maps and notes will be kept on file at Panamerican Consultants. Inc. Tampa under accession number 30003. _____ _ 

IU:CORDEH I'\ FOinl.\ TION 

~erName ~K~el~ly~M~a~ha~r~.M~-~H~.P~··--------------~-----~~~~-----------------------
Recorder Contact Information (address I phone I fax I e-mai ) 2390 Clinton St. Buffalo, NY (716) 821-1650 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. Inc. 

Use a Supplement for Site Forms or other continuation 
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Required 
Attachments 

Photograph 2: Detail of buildino name/date, facinQ south (PCI May 201 0). 

0 USGS 7.5' MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
8 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP Cavailabletrommostpropertyapllfi)iserweb sitesl 

C) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable). 
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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NPS Form 10-900 
(Oct. 1990) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Registration Form 

OMB No. 10024-0018 

This form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations lor individual properties and districts. See Instructions in How to Comp/818 th& 
Nstk>nal Reglstor of Historic Places Registration Form (National Register Bulletin 16A). Complete each item by marking "x" In the appropriate box or 
by entering the Information requested. If an item does not apply to the property being documented, enter " NIA" for "not applicable." For functions, 
architectural classifteatlon, materials, and areas of significance, enter only categories and subcategories from the instructions. Place additional 
entries and narrative items on continuation sheets (NPS Form 10-900a). Use a typewriter. word processor, or computer, to complete all hems. 

1. Name of Property 

historic name Lyric Theatre 

other names/site number _ _ __ s_i_t_e_fi_8_M_·_ro_o_0_8_6_-'J'-t._tr..J-/-"'f._'/£=c..;/'-'s::;.__-=~'-a-t._-__ ~-H·-..:...Q._ .. _...t __ _ 

2. Location 

street&number 59 S . W. Flagler Aye . nJ[hnot for publication 

Stuart 
city or town - -------------- ------ ---- --------L'-1 £J vicinity 

state Florida code £.1.__ county -'-"M""a""r__.t""'i .... n..____ __ code ..n..a.s._ zip code ~ 4 9 9 4 

3. State/Federal Agency Certification 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended, I hereby certify that this .IDcnomination 
0 request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the National Register of 
Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth In 36 CFR Pan 60. In my opinion, the property 
[X meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. I recommend that this property be considered significant 

0 natlon=tewA e ~~e co"Jjualion sheetror ;z~~commen~: '-
13 

Signal ol certifying officiaVTitle Date • J 
Flo "da Division o f Historica l Resources Bureau of Hi stari..c-Preservat"on 
State of Federal agency and bureau ' 

In my opinion, the property 0 meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. (0 See continuation sheet for additional 
comments.) 

Signature or certifying officialfTltle 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

4. National Park Service Certification 
I hereby cert•ly that the property is: 

0 entered in the National Register. 
0 See continuation sheet. 

0 determined eligible lor the 
National Register 

0 See continuation sheet. 

0 determined not eligible for the 
National Register. 

0 removed from the National 
Register. 

0 other, (explain:)--- --

Date 

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action 



Lyric Theatre 
Name of Property 

5. Classification 
Ownership of Property 
(Check as many boxes as apply) 

~private 
0 public-local 
0 public-State 
0 public-Federal 

Category of Property 
(Check only one box) 

[l building(s) 
0 district 
0 site 
0 structure 
0 object 

Name of related multiple property listing 
(Enter " N/A'' If property is not part of a multiple property listing.) 

N A 

6. Function or Use 
Historic Functions 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

Recreation and Culture/theater 

7. Description 

Architectural Classification 
(Enter categories from Instructions) 

LATE 19th & 20th CENTURY REVIVALS/ 
Beaux Arts 

Mediterranean Revival 

Narrative Description 

Martin Co., ?l. 
County and State 

Number of Resources within Property 
(Do not include previously listed resources in the count.) 

Contributing Noncontributing 

_......=:1 _ _____ ___::_0 _____ buildings 

_.....!!0~ _____ ___:0~----- sites 

_ _l.L_ ______ ..!OL.. _____ structures 

_ __uL_ _____ ___:u._ _____ objects 

_ _.:1 ______ ......;::0 ______ Total 

Number of contributing resources previously listed 
in the National Register 

0 

Current Functions 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

Recreation and Culture/theater 

Materials 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

foundation concrete 
walls stucco 

roof asphalt 

other wood 

(Describe the historic and current condition of the property on one or more continuation sheets.) 



6. Function or Use 
Historic Functions (enter eategotie~ fro11 r i11stt octio11s) 

Movie theater 
retail 
office 

7. Description 
Architectural Classification 
(enter categories front instructions) 

Mediterranean Ecle ctic 

Describe present and historic physical appearance. 

Current Functions (~11ter cntegolie~ from i11~!1 uc:i~ll!!) 
Perform~ng art s theate r 

Materials tenter categories from instrtJetions) .._ Mrf o ···· • ~, '\J 
foundation----------------
walls concre te frame with hall ow clay tile 

roof built-up roof 
other ______ ~--------------------------

SEE CONTINUATION SHEET 

0 See continuation sheet 
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The Lyric Theatre, 59 s .w. Flagler Avenue, Stuart, Florida, 
was built in 1926. The design of the building incorporates 
elements of both the Mediterranean Revival and Beaux Arts styles. 
The rectangular building has a flat, composition roof and a 
concrete foundation. Structurally the building features a 
concrete column and beam system, cast on site, supporting 

·concrete slab floors. The exterior walls of interlocking hollow 
clay tiles are surfaced with stucco. 

SETTING 

The Lyric Theatre is one of the largest buildings in the 
downtown commercial area of Stuart, Florida . The theatre runs 
the width of the block, so it has primary facades 95 feet in 
length, facing southwest onto Flagler Avenue and northeast onto 
osceola Avenue. These two facades are joined by a lobby running 
through the building, which is 72 feet deep . The other two 
elevations abut adjacent commercial buildings. commercial 
buildings are located to the northeast of this building, on the 
opposite side of Osceola Avenue. Across Flagler Avenue, to the 
southwest, are the Florida East coast Railroad tracks and the 
South Dixie Highway, a major thoroughfare through Stuart . 

At the time of its construction the theatre was within 
walking distance of the railroad station, post office, city hall, 
fire department and numerous businesses. By the 1970s the 
downtown area of stuart was in decline. However, organizations 
such as Stuart Mainstreet have been successfully working, since 
the 1980s, to bring about downtown revitalization. Today the 
area is again booming with newly rehabilitated buildings and 
extensive streetscape improvements. Currently 400 people are 
employed downtown in 94 shops and offices . 

DESCRIPTION 

southwest Facade 

The southwest facade of the Lyric Theatre, fronting onto 
Flagler Avenue, has a three- part division which corresponds to 
the three-part arrangement of the interior (photo 1). At each 
end of this elevation is a bay terminating in a decorated 



NPS Fotm 10-1100-a 
18-U) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

LYRIC THEATRE 

Section number ___:7 __ Page ____;2=--- STUART I MARTIN co . I FL . 

parapet. A shed roof with composition shingles extends between 
these end bays . This roof section was originally surfaced with 
clay barrel tiles. Altered storefronts are at the first floor 
level of each end bay . Above these storefront areas are large 
blind arches enframing windows set in decorative surrounds 
consisting of engaged spiral columns supporting a scrolled 
pediment (photo 2). Above and appearing to rest on the pediment 
is a relief sculpture of a bowl of fruit supported by a pedestal 
(photo 3). Originally these decorative surrounds contained metal 
sash casement windows . They are now either removed , painted or 
covered with metal louvers, probably to darken the auditorium. 
The spandrel areas above the blind arches have a low relief 
tracery pattern . The parapets above the blind arches originally 
had a low relief molding simulating a balustrade extending 
between two end pillars with decorative caps. The original 
elements were probabiy destroyed in the 1928 hurricane which did 
extensive damage to the roof of the theatre. The original 
parapets have been replaced with stuccoed panels and some of the 
pillars and caps are missing . 

The center portion of the facade originally contained the 
arcade entrance, two storefronts and a secondary entrance. The 
recessed arcade opening originally had a projecting metal marquee 
with the word 11Lyric 11 in recessed letters on the front and sides. 
This lettering was later modernized . Presently, the arcade 
opening is closed off with doors to create a lobby. The marquees 
currently in place over each entrance are replacements based on 
photographs of the original. 

On the upper level, above the storefronts, are two 
symmetrically positioned decorative window surrounds placed 
within recessed blind arch pan els (photo 4) . Plain pilasters 
support a decorated, scrolled pediment like that of the end bays. 
A balconet is at the base . Its balustrade is terminated at each 
end by a pillar supporting an urn (photo 5) . Decorative concrete 
brackets support the balconet. 

Northeast Facade 

The northeast facade, fronting onto Osceola Avenue, is 
virtually identical to the west facade (photo 6) . 
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Interior 

The interior of the Lyric Theatre is divided into three 
major sections. The large central section contains the 
auditorium . North of the auditorium are a stage and stage 
support spaces; south of the auditorium are a lobby and lobby 
bar. 

In the auditorium the original proscenium opening still 
exists in front of the stage (photo 7). Significant features of 
this space are two small balcony-like structures to the front of 
and on each side of the stage (photo 8). These impart the 
feeling of a courtyard to the auditorium space . The auditorium 
and lobby walls and ceiling are of stucco. The auditorium also 
retains the original ceiling coves with updated lighting 
fixtures. Some of the original seating exists (photo 9), 
although the original 900 seats have been reduced to 600. The 
stage apron appears to have been added at a later date. The 
auditorium retains the original balcony (photo 10), which is 
accessed through four sets of stairs (photo 11). 

The lobby (photo 12) was originally an open air arcade that 
ran street-to-street through the building. A ticket window and 
concession area were in the arcade adjacent to the foyer entry. 
One wall of the arcade was lined with wall display cases for 
movie posters. One of these cases is still in place, outside one 
of the lobby entrances. 

A retail space was originally adjacent to the arcade. A 
drug store, with an eleven foot long soda fountain, occupied this 
space . The panels that separated it from the arcade have been 
removed, leaving the structural columns and beam in place. The 
space is now used as a lobby bar (photo 13). At each end of 
this space is a second story mezzanine . The mezzanine areas were 
originally accessed by cast iron spiral stairs, only one of which 
still remains. 

Six small retail and office spaces originally flanked the 
auditorium, facing the streets. These are presently used as 
support spaces for the theatre. 
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ALTERATIONS 

The retail spaces flanking the auditorium have been 
substantially altered but retain their original shape and 
location . They have new wall and ceiling finishes and new 

· lighting fixtures. The display windows of the storefronts have 
been replaced with awning windows, modern doors, and fixed glass 
panels . 

In the lobby bar, the original tile floor has been covered 
by a wood platform. The drug store soda fountain is no longer 
extant and has been replaced by a Victorian- style bar and mirror. 

The stage originally had a pair of stage curtains, a 
projection screen and curtain, and a Morton pipe organ. When 
movies with sound became common, a sound system and felt 
acoustical panels were added to the auditorium. None of the 
original projection equipment, curtains or organ remain. The 
curtains were ruined in the 1928 hurricane. 



Lyric Theatre 
Name of Property 

8. Statement of Significance 

Applicable National Register Criteria 
(Mark "x" in one or more boxes for the criteria Qualifying the property 
for National Register listing.) 

e§ A Property is associated with events that have made 
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
our history. 

0 B Property is associated with the lives of persons 
significant in our past. 

~ C Property embodies the distinctive characteristics 
of a type, period, or method of construction or 
represents the work of a master, or possesses 
high artistic values, or represents a significant and 
distinguishable entity whose components lack 
individual distinction. 

0 D Property has yielded, or is likely to yield, 
information important in prehistory or h istory. 

Criteria Considerations 
(Mark "x" in all the boxes that apply.) 

Property is: 

0 A owned by a religious institution or used for 
religious purposes. 

0 B removed from its original location. 

0 C a birthplace or grave. 

0 0 a cemetery. 

0 E a reconstructed building, object, or structure. 

0 F a commemorative property. 

0 G less than 50 years of age or achieved significance 
within the past 50 years. 

Mnrtjn Co Fl 
County and State 

'Areas of Significance 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

Architecture 

Entertainment/Re creation 

Period of Significance 

1926- 1943 

Significant Dates 

1926 

Significant Person 
(Complete if Criterion B is marked above) 

N/A 

Cult\)ral Affiliation 
N;A 

Architect/Builder 
Arch: John Sherwood, Mark Casto 

Narrative Statement of Significance 
(Explain the significance of the property on one or more continuation sheets.) 

9. Major Bibliographical References 

Bibilography 
(Cite the books. articles. and other sources used in preparing this form on one or more continuation sheets.) 

Primary location of additional data: Previous documentation on file (NPS): 

0 preliminary determination of individual listing (36 
CFR 67) has been requested 

0 previously listed in the National Register 
0 previously determined eligible by the National 

Register 
0 designated a National Historic Landmark 
0 recorded by Historic American Buildings Survey # ________________ _ 

0 recorded by Historic American Engineering 
Record If-- --- ----

Qg State Historic Preservation Office 
0 Other State agency 
0 Federal agency 
0 Local government 
0 University 
0 Other 

Name of repository: 
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SUMMARY 

OMS ~~aJNo. 1024-0013 

LYRIC THEATRE 
STUART, MARTIN CO. , FL. 

The Lyric Theatre in Stuart, Florida, is significant at the 
local level under Criteria A and C in the areas of architecture 
and entertainment/recreation. The theatre represents the 
romantic and grandiose aspirations of Florida's 1920s building 
boom and the sense of grand fantasy that movie theatres all over 
the United States expressed during the heyday of Hollywood film
making. The entertainment offered by the Lyric Theatre had a 
special meaning to the citizens of Stuart, a town with limited 
recreational outlets . It was responsible for bringing new 
customers and new businesses to the growing community . The 
theatre was built and initially managed by John Hancock, a 
prominent local businessman involved in many facets of boosting 
the local economy, who had the building constructed. The theatre 
incorporates both Mediterranean Revival and Beaux Arts design 
elements and reflects state and national trends in architecture. 

HISTORICAL CONTEXT 

stuart is located on the banks of the st. Lucie River, 
approximately 40 mi l es north of West Palm Beach. Settlement in 
the area began during the 1880s, but significant development did 
not occur until the Florida East Coast Railway reached the area 
in 1892. The original plat for the town of Stuart, then known 
as Potsdam, was drawn in 1897. stuart was originally in the st. 
Lucie precinct of Dade County, but as the east coast of Florida 
developed, Palm Beach County was created in 1909 and Stuart found 
itself in the new county. stuart was in the heart of Florida's 
pineapple belt . With the improved transportation provided by the 
railroad, stuart developed into an important rail and river 
shipping port. 

With the creation of Palm Beach County in 1909, the most 
populous area with the greatest number of voters was West Palm 
Beach. Consequently, the citizens of the less populated northern 
segment of the county, around Stuart, found themselves being 
heavily taxed for improvements to the southern portion of the 
county. With only one commissioner to represent them, the 
northern inhabitants of the county felt out-voted and out
maneuvered. The unjustness of the situation came to a head in 
1925 when the Palm Beach County Board announced a $6,000,000 road 
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bond issue with less than $250,000 to be spent in the Stuart 
area. outraged citizens quickly set up a committee to work for 
formation of a new county. A bill was introduced and passed by 
the Florida State Legislature and in May of 1925, Martin County 
was created out of parts of St. Lucie and Palm Beach counties. 
Stuart was named the county seat . 

Stuart's most intensive peri'od of development occurred 
during the early 1920s. This is reflected in the expansion of 
Stuart's population from 457 in 1910, to 778 in 1920, and to 
2,000 by 1930. Stuart's initial spurt of growth occurred in the 
early teens and resulted in the platting of the Feroe Subdivision 
within which the theatre would later be built. 

The second boom occurred during the state-wide economic boom 
which began in 1921 and ended in 1925. In Stuart, as throughout 
the state, bold investment was encouraged, sometimes to the point 
of overbuilding. Construction of the theatre began in 1925, just 
as the boom was beginning to fade. Large buildings, such as the 
France Apartments, were still being built in the town as late as 
1927, so presumably, some developers were either unaware of the 
corning financial collapse or uninhibited by its prospects. The 
severe hurricane that struck Stuart and Florida in 1928 coincided 
with the ending of economic good times. Pineapple production 
ceased in 1929 because of increased competition from Cuba and 
because of a nematode infestation. The Great Depression resulted 
in half of the residents of Stuart being on relief by 1933. The 
Stuart Bank and Trust Company and the Stuart Farmers Bank both 
failed. Stuart's growth following the Depression was slow. By 
1940 the population was only 2,438. 

Most small towns in the united states had a movie theatre by 
the 1920s. The great Hollywood studios were popularizing films 
and studio films were widely available for leasing. In Martin 
County, plans were prepared for "Picture City, " a film studio and 
subdivision to go in the southern portion of the county. In 
Stuart, two theatres had been managed by the Hancock family prior 
to construction of the Lyric Theatre and they had provided 
popular entertainment for the small town. The townspeople 
enjoyed not only films, but stage performances (sometimes 
featuring local persons) and concerts. The town had several 
bandstands, a local band, and several musical organizations, a 
testimony to the interest the community had in creating a 
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cultural scene. The addition of the new theatre, with a 
substantially larger seating capacity than earlier theatres, must 
have been perceived as an exciting continuation of the budding 
local interest in the performing arts. 

The $100,000 theatre opened in March of 1926 with an 
overture on the new $15,000 organ played by Mrs. Hancock, 
dedicatory remarks by the president of the Civitan Club, and a 
performance of Scotch songs between the two feature films . The 
opening of the theatre boosted the local commerce . During the 
1920s and 1930s it was common for workers to come into town on 
Saturday to shop, buy groceries , and take in a movie. The retail 
spaces located in the theatre building, such as the drug store 
with its soda fountain, were also popular . The presence of the 
theat re also presented some educational value to the community 
through the theatre's pledge to show movies with educational 
va l ue and through the offering of performing arts . 

The primary significance the theatre had for Stuart, 
however, was the recreational use it offered. The theatre was 
thought of as " the place to go" for entertainment. It offered 
two nightly shows of a main feature and short subject . The small 
town offered little else in the way of affordable entertainment 
that the whole family could enjoy . By the 1930s blacks were 
permitted segregated seating in the balcony, thereby extending 
community access to the entertainment. 

The hurricane of 1928 badly damaged the Lyric Theatre and 
its owners began to feel the pressure of the local economic 
downturn. However, the Lyric Theatre was aided during the early 
1930s by the coming of movies with sound , "talkies. 11 The 
popularity of the "Jazz Singer" in 1928 created a n interest in 
talkies and the Lyric adapted its projection equipment to take 
advantage of the new technology. Prior to the Lyric's showing of 
movies with sound, Martin county residents would drive to 
neighboring Fort Pierce to see " talkies ." 

The Great Depression took its toll on the Hancock Family . 
They were forced to sell the theatre to the bank holding the 
mortgage in 1936. For the next three decade, the theatre was 
owned by a succession of corporations who continued its used as a 
movie theatre. Following World War II and with the advent of 
television, the movie theatre business declined nationally. 
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Theatres, such as the Lyric, continued to remain in business by 
doing things such as capitalizing on the baby boom with Saturday 
matinees. 

The Lyric's most memorable moment may have been in 1941 when 
Katherine Hepburn recited "The Harp Weavers," by Edna st. Vincent 
Millay, as part of the annual Kiwanis Minstrel show. Hepburn had 
just finished filming "The Philadelphia Story" and was 
vacationing in a cottage on Jupiter Island near stuart. Because 
the cottage had no phone, a local resident, Vee Chanbers, 
delivered messages to Hepburn and became acquainted with her . At 
Chamber's request, Hepburn agreed to appear in the Minstrel Show 
and had a special gown flown in to wear for her performance. The 
audience was reportedly spellbound by her voice . 

In Stuart, as in many towns during the 1960s and 1970s, 
downtown theatres began to lose their audiences to multi-screen 
theatres in shopping centers and malls. Unable to compete 
economically with these new venues, the Lyric, like many of its 
counterparts, was converted to a performing arts auditorium and 
later to a church . The Lyric is currently being returned to 
function as a performing arts theatre . 

HANCOCK FAMILY 

The Lyric Theatre was constructed by John C. "Judge" 
Hancock . An Illinois native, Hancock lived in Jacksonville 
before m~ving to Stuart. Hancock operated at least two theatres 
in Jacksonville, the Lyric and the Lyceum. He moved to Stuart in 
1902 with his wife and son and was appointed justice of the 
peace, thus earning the nickname "Judge." Hancock also raised 
pineapples and ran an insurance agency and a camera shop. One of 
Stuart's foremost boosters, he was an active member of the Stuart 
Board of Trade , a forerunner to the present Chamber of Commerce, 
and worked to bring about the first bridge across the st. Lucie 
River. 

When his pineapple business slumped in 1913, Hancock turned 
to his former occupation and built Stuart's first theatre. The 
present Lyric is the third location of his theatre . He managed 
the theatre until 1930 when his son, Fred, took over management. 
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Mrs . Hancock was the organist and ticket seller for her husband's 
theatres. She had studied music in college and continued this 
interest in stuart where she gave music lessons and recitals, 
played organ for the local Episcopal church, belonged to Stuart's 
Mozart club, and helped found the Florida Federation of Music 
Clubs. The Hancocks sold the theatre in 1936. 

ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIFICANCE 

At the time of its construction, the Lyric Theatre was one 
of the largest structures in Martin County . It was designed by 
architect John N. Sherwood and his associate, Mark J. Casto. 
Sherwood maintained an office in Miami from 1 922 to 1927 . The 
Fort Pierce city directory of 1927-28 lists him as an architect 
and resident in that city and indicates that his principle office 
was in Fort Pierce, with offices in Miami and Stuart as well. 
Sherwood has been identified as the architect of several 
apartment buildings in stuart, the 1924 Fort Pierce High School, 
and the Sunrise Theatre in Fort Pierce. 

The Lyric Theatre is a good example of the grand type of 
1920s movie theatre adapted to a small town . Moviegoing was an 
established part of American life by the mid- 1920s and architects 
developed a unique building type to fill rather unique needs. 
Many early theatres were constructed with the capacity to present 
both live vaudevillian entertainment and films . Thus, dressing 
rooms and backstage equipment space were necessary. The 
architect also. had to consider ways of attracting attention and 
catching the .eye of the potential patron, such as lighted 
marquees. In addition to comfortable seating, abundant lobby 
space, and adequate circulation patterns, the architect also 
sought to impress the theatre visitor with fashionable settings 
and with a decor that added to the illu sionism and fantasy that 
took place on the screen . The feeling of escape from the 
everyday world that the films provided was conditioned in large 
measure by the environment in which they were shown. 

The Lyric Theatre, with its large size and attention getting 
facade , was and remains a key feature in the Stuart downtown 
area . It is expressive of the romantic allusions of South 
Florida boom time architecture with its references to 
Mediterranean courtyards by its balconets and stage balconies. 
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It succeeds in capturing the spirit of its place and time. The 
use of restrained Beaux Arts classical decoration on the facade 
adds a richness and grandeur to the building. Locating the Lyric 
in the heart of the downtown as they did, the Hancock family, 
l ongtime boosters of their community, created a magnet attraction 
for the downtown that brought greater crowds of shoppers to the 
neighboring small. businesses. The original floor plan featured 
retail storefronts along the street edges of the building, 
encouraging pedestrian activity and providing addit i onal revenue 
for the owners . The accepted urban design principles of today 
are all found in the Lyric Theatre: enhancing urban space, 
encouraging pedestrian activity, and strategically locating 
magnet facilities. 
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I nterviews (by Donald E. Armstrong, Jr.): 

Armstrong, Donald E. 13 May 1992 

Armstrong, Frances E . 13 May 1992 

Benson, Pat Hancock. 30 May 1992 

Chambers, Mrs. T . R. 14 August 1992. 

Morrison, Anita Parks . 3 June 1988. 

Qtbex: sources: 

Chelsea Title and Guaranty Company. Abstract of Title Ho. 11016. 

Hancock , Mrs. c . F ., letter to Mrs. Larry B. Holder, n.d. 

Hatton, Hap . Tropical Splendor. New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 
1987. 

Historic Properties Associates, Inc. Historic Properties Survey 
of the City of stuart. 1991. 

Hutchinson, Janet. History of Martin County . Hutchinson Island, 
Fl.: Martin County Historical Society, 1975. 

Longstreth, Richard. Buildings of Mainstreet . Washington, D.C.: 
· Preservation Press, 1987 . 

Maddex, Diane, ed . Built in the U.S.A. Washington , D.C. : 
Preservation Press, 1987 . 

Haltin, Leonard. Of Mice and Men. New York: Penguin Books, 
1987. 

Naylor, David. Great American Movie Theaters. Washington, D. C. 
Preservation Press, 1987 . 

Stu~~t City Directory, 1941. 

stuart Daily News, 15 March 1926; 16 March 1926; 16 March 1927; 
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stuart News, 15 January 1942 ; 9 November 1950 . 

Stuart Times, April, 1914. 

Tebeau, Charlton. A History of Florida. Miami: University of 
Miami Press, 1980. 

Venturi, Robert. Comp lexity a nd Contradiction in Architecture . 
New York: Muse um of Modern Art, 1981 . 
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N~me of Property County and State 

10. Geographical Data 

Acreage of Property less than 1 acre 

UTM References 
(Place additional UTM references on a continuation sheet.) 
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Zone 

2W 
Easting Northing 
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Zone Easting Northing 

4 w I I I I I ' 0 See continuation sheet 

Verbal Boundary Description 
(Describe the boundaries of the property on a continuation sheet.) 

Boundary Justification 
(Explain why the boundaries were selected on a continuation sheet.) 

11 . Form Prepared By 

name/tille ·Donald Armstrong. Jr. /Sherry Piland, Historic Sites Specialist 

organizationBureau of Historic Preservation d~e September 1993 

street&numberR.A. Gray Bldg., 500 S . Bronough telephone (904) 487-2333 

city or town Ta 11 ahassee state ---=F--=1:...:·--- zip code 3 2 3 9 9 - 0 2 50 

Additional Documentation 
Submit the following items with the completed form: 

Continuation Sheets 

Maps 

A USGS map (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's location. 

A Sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous resources. 

Photographs 

Representative black and white photographs of the property. 

Additional Items 
{Check with the SHPO or FPO for any additional items) 

Property Owner 
(Complete this item at the request of SHPO or FPO.) 

name ______________________ . ________ __________________________________________________ __ 

street & number-------------------- telephone-----------

city or town----------------- state ______ _ zip code _______ _ 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: This information is being collected for applications to the National Register of Historic Places to nominate 
properties for listing or determine eligibility for listing, to list properties, and to amend existing listings. Response to l,is request is required to obtain 
a benefit in accordance with the National Historic PreseiVation Act, as amended {16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.). 

Estimated Burden Statement: Public reporting burden for this form is estimated to average 18.1 hours per response including time for reviewing 
instructions, gathering and maintaining data, and completing and reviewing the form. Direct comments regarding this burden estimate or any aspect 
of this form to the Chief, Administrative SeiVices Division. National Park Service, P.O. Box 37127, Washington, DC 200t3-7127: and the Office of 
Management and Budget, Paperwork Reductions Projects (10240018), Washington, DC 20503. 
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VERBAL BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION 

southerly 45 feet of lot 22 and al l of lot 23, Feroe 
Subdivision, Range 41, Township 38, section 5 . 

BOUNDARY JUSTIFICATION 

The nominated property includes the entire parcel 
'historically associated with the· Lyric Theatre. ·· 
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0 Original 
rll Update 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1107 

Field Date 05/ _§_/ 201 0 
Fonn Date ....QQ.._/.1§_/ 201 0 
Recorder# _____ _ 

Shaded Fll!lds represent the minimum acceptable level of documentation. 
Consult the Guide lo Historical Slruclure Forms for detailed instructions. 

S~e Name{s} (address if none) East Coast Lumber & Supply Multiple Listi?L(DHR only) __ _ 
Survey Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail Survey# (DHR only) . l ~ I 5q 
National Register Category jplease check one} 0 building 0 structure 0 district 0 site 0 object 
Ownership: 0private-profit Dprivate-nonproftt Dprivate-individual Dprivate-nonspedfic Deily Dcounty Dstate Dfederal DNative American Dforeign Dunknown 

LOCA TIO:'I; & MAPPING 

~ve.,etc.) 416 South Flagler Avenue 
----South Flagler Avenue & Southeast Ocean Boulevard 
USGS7.5'MapName & Oae Palm City, FL1948 (PR1983) & St. Lucie Inlet. FL 1948 (PR1983) Plat or Other Map ______ _ 
City I Town (within 3 miles) Stuart In City Limits? 0yes Dno Dunknown County Martin ________ _ 
Township 38 S Range 41 E Section 4 v. section: DNW 0SW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: ------~ 
Tax Parcel # 04-38-41-000-000-00300-3 Landgrant 
Subdivision Name Lainhart & Potters ----=-=----------- Block ______ Lot between lots C & I 
UTM: Zone 016 017 Easting 0574139 Northing 3008431 
Other Coordinates: X: Y: ______ Coordinate System & Datum UTM NAO 83 _____ _ 
NameclPub~Tr~~~ .. pa~) _____________________________ _ 

I-IISTORY 

Construction Year: 1917 Dapproximately 0 year listed or earlier Dyear listed or later 
Original Use• Commercial From (year): 1917 To {year): present 
Current Use* Commercial From (year): 1917 To (year): present 
Other Use* From (year): To (year): ___ _ 
Moves: Dyes ~no Dunknown Dates ____ Original address (If moved} ---------------
Alterations: Dyes Dno ~unknown Dates ____ Nature• 
Additions: Dyes 0no Dunknown Dates ____ Nature• --------------------
Architect (tast name first): Builder (last name first): _____________ _ 

Ownership History (espedallyoriginal owner, dates, profession, etc.) East Coast Lumber Co (original owners until2005) William D. & Osteen (2005-
present). 
Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? Dyes Ono lii1unknown Desaibe 

DESCRIPTIO:'~; 

Style* Frame Vernacular -----~--- Exterior Plan• Rectangular ________ Number of Stories 1_ 
Exterior Fabric(s)• Drop siding-------------------------------
RoofType(s)• Gable ____________ Roof Material{s)• corrugated metal ________ _ 

Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) • -----------------------------
Windows (types, materials, etc.)~--------------------------------

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior omaments) Located along the rail line ______________ _ 

Ancillary Features I Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.} _...,!,L,!!u!..!..!m~be><.!.r~s~to:!..!:ra!.ll.g:!!..e -'!!sh~ed=·-____ _ 

*Consult Guide to Historical Structure Forms for preferred descriptions (cOded fields at the Site File). 

SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dno Dinsufficient info 
KEEPER- Determined eligible: Dno Date_/_! __ 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Od (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E046R0107 Aorida Master Site File I Divisioo of Historical Resources I R. A. Gray Building 1500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
Pllone (850) 245-6440 I Fax (850)245-6439 I E-mail Sitefile@dos.state.H.us 



Page2 IDSTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8 MT130 __ _ 

DF.SCIUPTlO'\ (runtinuru) 

ChimnerN~~ Materi~(~· ~------------------------~-----
mruct~~Sy~m~)·~d.b~oon~me~---------~------------------
Foundation: Type(s) • piers Material(s) • brick~---------------
Main Entrance (stylistic details} A series of open bays that run along the southern and northern facades. ~~~~~--~~~~-
Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.} An open porch with a gable roof runs along the northern facade. ~~-~~~~~-

Condition (overall resource condition): Dexcellent Dgood ltlfair Ddeteriorated Druinous 
Narrative Description of Resource A typical example of a Frame Vernacular commercial structure common throughout the state. Was 

constructed in 1917 by the East Coast Lumber Company, a business begun in 1902 in nearby Eau Gallie. Florida. George 
Paddison ana family were the original owners of the East Coast Lumber Company. ~~~~~~~-~~--

Archaeological Remains D Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

*Consult Guide to Historical Structure Forms for preferred descriptions (coded fields at the Site File). 

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
D FL State Archives/photo collection 
0 property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

RESL\H.CH \IF:THODS (check all that appl~) 

D library research 
D city directory 
D newspaper files 
D historic photos 

D building permits 
D occupant/owner interview 
D neighbor interview 
0 interior inspection 

D Sanborn maps 
D plat maps 
D Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
D HABS/HAER record search 

D other methods (desaibe)~~~~~~--~~~~~-~~~~~~~~~~----~~~~~~
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript# if relevant use continuation sheet if needed) 

OPI:\ION OF RESOl'RCF: SI(;:\JFIC\:\CF: 

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually? ~yes Dno 0 insufficient infonmation 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? o yes ~no o insufficient infonmation 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not use separate sheet if needed) This structure was originally recorded in 1991 and 
recommended as potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP. It was never evaluated by the SHPO. This structure is being recommended as 
potentially eligible for the NRHP due to its association with the early commercial development of Stuart and the lumber industry of the east coast 
of Florida. 
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. B for categories: e.g. 'architecture', 'ethnic heritage', 'community planning & developmenr, etc.) 

Commerce. 

DOCL \lf'\T.\ TIO'\ 
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Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - induding field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents that are penmanendy accessible: For I 
each separately maintained collection, describe ( 1) document type(s), * (2) maintaining organization, • (3) file or accession nos., and (4) descriptive information. ____ _ 

Field notes. maps. and digital photographs will be on file in the office of Panamerican Consultants. Tampa under accession number 30003. 

RECORDER 1:\FOR:\IA TION I 
Recorder Name Kelly Mahar. M.H.P. -----~------------------------
Recorder Contact Information (address /phone/fax I e-mail} 2390 Clinton Street. Buffalo. NY 14227-1735/ Phone: 716-821-1650 I I 
Fax: 716-821-1607 I kellymariemahar@hotmail.com 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. lnc. ~-~-~~~~~~~~~~~~-~--~-~~~-

Use a Supplement for Site Forms or other continuation sheet for descriptions that do not fit in the spaces provided. I 
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Attachments 

0 USGS 7.5' MAP WlTH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
8 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP ravailab1etrommostPIODeflvao!Jtll]serwebsi1esl 

e PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (~ail paper 1s ac:ceplable). 
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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Page 1 

0 Original 
Iii Update 

IDSTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Shaded Flekls represent lhe minimum acceptable level of documentation. 
Consult the Guide to Historical Structure Forms for detailed instructions. 

Site #8 MT131 
Field Date 05/...ill_/ 2010 
Form Date..llli..)..1§J 2010 
Recorder# _____ _ 

Site Name{s) (address if none) Hobe Sound Cabinetry Multiple Usti]g (DHR only) 
Survey Project Name FE~C~A~m~tra~k~P):!...as~se~n:!!.!ge~r~R~ai-:-1 -----------=Su=--rve-y-:#:-:(D~HR only) lq [Sq ---
National Register Category (please check one) ~ building 0 structure 0 district 0 site 0 object 
Ownership: lil:lprivate-profit Dprivate-nonprofit Oprivate-individual Dprivate-nonspedfic Deity Dcounty Dstate Ofederal DNative American Dforeign Dunknown 

LOCATION & i\1.\PPI~C 

Address(lndude N.S.E.W; t. St. Ave., elc.) 500 South Dixie Highway 
Cross Streets (nearest 1 between) SW 5th Street & South Dixie Highway 
USGS 7.5' Map Name & Date Palm Citv. FL 1948 (PR1983) Plat or Other Map ----- ------- -
City I Town (within 3 miles) Stuart In City Limits? ~yes Dno Ounknown Coooty Martin _______ _ 
Township 38 S Range 41 E Section 4 y,. section: DNW ~SW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
TaxParcel # 05-38-41-024-005-00010-5 Landgrant 
Subdivision Name Woodlawn Park Block __ 5 Lot 1 & 2 _ _ _ _ 
UTM: Zone 016 ~17 Easting 0574124 Northing 3008343 
Other Coordinates: X: Y: Coordinate System & Datum UTM NAD 83 ______ _ 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)-----------------------~-------

H I~TOI{' 

Construction Year: 1927 Dapproximately ~ year listed or earlier Dyear listed or later 
Original Use• .:::;Co~m!.!.!m!.!.!e:!!,;rc~ia:::l_ ______ From (year): 1927 To (year): present 
Current Use• Commercial From (year): To (year}: _ __ _ 
Other Use• From (year): To (year): ___ _ 
Moves: Dyes lil:lno Ounknown Dates ___ _ Original address (If moved)--------------
Alterations: Dyes Dno lil:lunknown Dates ____ Nature• 
Additions: Dyes lil:lno Dunknown Dates Nature• - --------- - ---------
Architect (last name first): Builder (last name first): -------:--::-:-:-:-:--=--------
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) . Antoni no Musso (1994-2000) Briqida Musso (2000·2003) Randmar LLC (2003· 
present}. 
Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? Dyes Ono lt!unknown Desaibe 

J)E~c· RI 1)'1'1 () :\ 

Style" Masonrv Vernacular Exterior Plan* Irregular _ _ _____ NOOlber of Stories 1-
~F~~· ~u~-------------------------------------------------------Roof Type(s) • .!::illl Roof Materia~s) • Built-up ____________ _ _ 

Roof secondary strucs. (dormers elc.)* -----------------------------
Windows (types, materials, etc.) metal sash and fixed commercial windows------- -------- -------

Distinguislling Architectural Features (exterior or interior omaments) __ ------------ ----------

Ancillary Fealures I Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) -------------

* Consult Guide to Historical Structure Forms for preferred descriptions (coded fields at the Site File). 

DHR USE ONLY OFFICIAL EVALUATION DHR USE ONLY 

NRListDate 

- '-'--0 Owner Objection 

SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: ~es Dno OinsuffiCient info Date ~L J,O/t> 
KEEPER- Detennined eligible: tJ~s Ono Date-'~'--
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Od (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E046R0107 Florida Master Site File I Division of Historical Resources I R. A. Gray Building 1500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, Fl 32399-0250 
Phone (850)245-6440 I Fax (850)245-6439 I E-mail SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us 
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J)f.SCRIPTIO:\ (l'nntinuetl) 

Chimney: No._O Material(s)• -------------- ----- -----------
StructuraiSystem(s)·~ho~llo:::..:w::...;c~la~v...!!U~Ie. ___ ______________________ ___ _ 
Foundation: Type(s) *Continuous Slab Naterial(s) • Poured concrete ------- - -----
Main Entrance (sty~tic details) Commercial doors and fixed commercial windows. 
Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) ------------------- ----- - ----

Condition (overall resource condition): Oexcellent li!lgood Ofair Odeteriorated Oruinous 
Narrafive Description of Resource A good example of a Masonry Vernacular commercial structure. Was originally constructed for use by a 

cabinetry manufacturing company. Employed Dade County pine (now protected)columns and locally manufactured St. Lucie 
River sand mortar and bricks. Steel wall stabilizers extend through the trusses to brace opposite walls. Restored in 2003 and 
plague mounted in front of building. --------------------------

Archaeological Remains 0 Check if Archaeological Fonm Completed 

*Consult Guide to Historical Structure Forms for preferred descriptions (coded fields at the Site File). 

li2l FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 
0 property appraiser I tax records 
li2l cultural resource survey 

RESEARCH :\1 ETHOI>S (rhcrJ, all that appl~ J 

0 library research 
0 city directory 
0 newspaper files 
0 historic photos 

0 building permits 
0 occupanVowner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
0 interior inspection 

0 Sanborn maps 
0 plat maps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABS/HAER record search 

0 other methods (describe)----------------:---:=-:-:-=-=-:--:---:-::-:-:---------- -
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript# if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed) FMSF MS. No. 2761 

OPI '\10'\ OF RESOl'I~CE SIG:\IFICA'\CE 

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register fisting individually? li!lyes Dno Dinsufficient infonnation 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? Dyes li!lno Dinsufficient infoon~on 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant Of not use separate sheet if needed) This structure was originally recorded in 1991 and 
recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP. This structure was never evaluated by the SHPO . This survey recommends this structure 
as potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP for its association with the early commercial development Stuart and its construction techniques 
which employed local resources in building a structure engineered to withstand hurricane force winds. 
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. 'architecture', 'ethnic heritage", 'community planning & developmenr, etc.) 

Architecture. Commerce 

DOCl.\IE:\T.\TIO'\ 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos. plans, other important documents that are permanenUy accessible: For 
each separately maintained collection, describe (1) document type(s), • (2) maintaining organization, • (3) file or accession nos., and (4) descriptive infOfmation. ___ ::-::-_ 

Field notes. maps, and digital photographs will be on file in the office of Panamerican Consultants. Tampa under accession number 30003. 

RF.CORDER I"FORi\1.\ TIO!\ 

Recorder Name Kelly Mahar. M.H.P. -----------------~---~--~----
Reoorder Contact Information (address /phone/fax/e-mail) 2390 Clinton Street. Buffalo. NY 14227-17351 Phone: 716-821-1650 I 
Fax: 716-821-1607/ kellymariemahar@hotmail.com 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. Inc. --~~----------------------

Use a Supplement for Site Forms or other continuation sheet for descriptions that do not fit in the spaces provided. 
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East and north fayades, facing southwest (PCI May 2010). 
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Plaque in front of structure (PCI May 201 0). 
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0 USGS 7 .5' MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
6 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP cavanablerrommostpropertyappraiser websltesl 

8 PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
If submitting an image file, It must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (~aln paper is acceptable). 
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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~E SITE FILE STAFF FOil .. 
ORIGINAL PHOTO(S) OR MAP(S) 

RECORD NUMBER: 242 
Page 1 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 

FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 
Site 8 MT 301-

X original 
update 

SITE NAME: Crary House 
HISTORIC CONTEXTS: Boom Times 
NAT. REGISTER CATEGORY: Building 
OTHER NAMES OR MSF NOS: 
COUNTY: Martin OWNERSHIP TYPE: Private, individual 
PROJECT NAME: stuart, S+P DHR No. Zr(t)l 
LOCATION: 

ADDRESS: 311 Cardinal Way 
CITY: Stuart 
VICINITY OF/ROUTE TO: See attached maps 

SUB: St. Lucie Estates sec. Three BLOCK 11 
PLAT OR OTHER MAP: Property Appraisers Map of Stuart 
TOWNSHIP: 38S RANGE: 41E SECTION: 3 1/4: 
IRREGULAR SEC? y n LAND GRANT: None 
USGS 7.5 MAP: St. Lucie Inlet, 1948: PR 1983 
UTM: ZONE: EASTING: NORTHING: 
COORDINATES: LATITUDE: D M S LONGITUDE: 

HISTORY 
ARCHITECT: 
BUILDER: 
CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1925 RESTORATION DATE(S): 
MODIFICATION DATE(S): 
MOVE: DATE: ORIG. LOCATION: 
ORIGINAL USE (S): Private residence 
PRESENT USE (S): Private residence 

DESCRIPTION 
STYLE: Tudor Revival 
PLAN: EXTERIOR: L-shaped 
PLAN: INTERIOR: 

LOT 5 

1/4-1/4: 

D M 

NO. STORIES: 1.5 OUTBLDGS: 0 PORCHES: 0 
STRUCTURAL SYSTEM(S): Wood, balloon 
EXTERIOR FABRIC(S): Stucco 

DORMERS: 0 

FOUNDATION: TYPE: Continuous 

PORCHES: 

MATERIALS: Poured concrete 
INFILL: 

ROOF: TYPE: Gable 
SURFACING: Composition shingle 
SECONDARY STRUCS: 

CHIMNEY: NO.: 1 
MATERIALS: Brick 
LOCATIONS: S: end, exterior 

WINDOWS: casement, 5 lights; 6 lights; metal awning 

EXTERIOR ORNAMENT: 
CONDITION: Excellent 
SURROUNDINGS: Residential 
NARRATIVE: 
See continuation Sheet 

s 



RECORD NO: 242 
Paqe 2 FMSF HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site 8 /nf 3D 7-

ARCHAEOLOGICAL REMAINS AT THE SITE 
FMSF ARCHAEOLOGICAL FORM COMPLETED? y X n 
ARTIFACTS OR OTHER REMAINS: None observed 

RECORDER'S EVALUATION OF SITE 
AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: Architecture 

ELIGIBLE FOR NAT. REGISTER? 
SIGNIF. AS PART OF DISTRICT? 
SIGNIFICANT AT LOCAL LEVEL? 

X y 
y 

X y 

n 
X n 

n 

likely, need info 
likely, need info 
likely, need info 

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANCE 
Architecture 

* * * * DHR USE ONLY * * * * * * * DHR USE ONLY 
* DATE LISTED ON NR 

* KEEPER DETERMINATION OF ELIG.(DATE): YES 
* SHPO EVALUATION OF ELIGIBILITY (DATE} : YES 

* LOCAL DETERMINATION OF ELIG. (DATE): YES 
* OFFICE 

* 
* * * * DHR USE ONLY * * * * * * * DHR USE ONLY 

RECORDER INFORMATION: NAME: Robert Bennett, Jr. 

* * 
NO 
NO 
NO 

* * 

* 

* 

insf info 
insf info 
insf info 

* * * 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 

* * * 

DATE: 01/01/91 AFFILIATION: Historic Property Associates, Inc. 

PHOTOGRAPHS 
LOCATION OF NEGATIVES: HPA, Inc., St. Augustine, FL 
NEGATIVE NUMBERS: Roll 8, #19 

PHOTOGRAPH M A P 

See Attachments 
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RN242 CONTINUATION SHEET 

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Architectural Narrative: This one-story frame residential building is located at 311 Cardinal Way. Its 
Tudor styling is expressed by a cross-gable roof, half-timbering, and a recessed entrance. Fenestration consists 
of metal awning windows and casement windows with five lights. The exterior wall fabric is stucco. With few 
alterations, this building has retained most of its architectural integrity. 

Architectural Context: The Tudor style first became popular in America during the first three decades of the 
twentieth century. It was loosely based on a combination of references to the architecture of early sixteenth 
century Tudor England and a variety of Medieval English prototypes ranging from thatched roof folk cottages 
to grand manor houses. The first American examples of the style were built in the late nineteenth century and 
tended to be large landmark buildings rather closely related to the English precedents. When the style was 
adapted to smaller residential designs, however, it lost much of its resemblance to English antecedents. 

Most Tudor residences in Florida date from the 1920s when the style reached its peak in popularity 
throughout the country. Some of the typical features of the Tudor style include steeply pitched roofs (usually 
side-gabled) often with intersecting extensions; decorative half-timbering and stucco siding; tall, narrow casement 
windows with multi-paned glazing; and massive end, exterior chimneys, many times located on the front facade 
of the building. 

Historical Narrative: The Crary House is located in the St. Lucie Estates Subdivision Section 3, platted by 
Carroll and Janet Dunscombe in 1925. According to local sources, this building was constructed in 1925. Talley 
Crary, an attorney and legislator, was the most important owner of the house. It is significant for its contribution 
to Stuart's residential core during the Boomtime Era of the 1920s, (Talley Crary, interview by Lucille Rights, 
1991). 

Historical Context: Stuart is located on Florida's southeast coast, near the confluence of the Indian and St. Lucie 
Rivers. Although there was some limited Native American and European contact with that area during Florida's 
colonial period, permanent settlement of Stuart did not occur until the late nineteenth century. Originally called 
Potsdam, Stuart grew steadily after 1894, when the Florida East Coast Railway extended tracks through the 
community. A number of residential buildings were constructed by pineapple plantation owners along the banks 
of the St. Lucie River and its south fork during the 1890s and early twentieth century. To improve the quality 
of life in the community, streets were paved, electric and water services became available in 1917, and bridges 
across the St. Lucie River and its south fork were completed in 1918 and 1919. Like many other Florida 
communities, Stuart experienced its most intensive period of development during the 1920s. The Great Florida 
Land Boom of the 1920s brought hordes of speculators and settlers to the state and sparked an unprecedented 
period of development. The population of the community soared from 778 in 1920 to nearly 2,000 ten years later. 
In 1925, the community was reincorporated as a city and Martin County was created from parts of St. Lucie and 
Palm Beach counties. The largest population center in the new county, Stuart became the seat of government. 
The speculative bubble, which some predicted would continue indefinitely, burst early in 1926, throwing much 
of Florida into a depression three years in advance of the rest of the nation. Stuart, like many Florida 
communities, languished after the collapse of the land boom and failed to recover fully until after World War 
II. The historic buildings that remain from Stuart's historic period reflect an important part of its cultural 
heritage and evoke feelings of association with the city's past. 

-------- ----- - ------- --- --- --------- - --
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RECORD #: 410 
ORIGINAL: X 
UPDATE: 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA SITE FILE 

SITE_NAME: 12200 SE Nassau Street 

CONTEXT: Depression/New Deal 

NAT. REGISTER CATEGORY: building 

OTHER NAMES OR SF NOS.: 

COUNTY: Martin OWNERSHIP TYPE: private 

PROJECT NAME: Manln County S+P 

LOCATION: 

ADDRESS: 12200 SE Nassau Street 

CITY: Hobe Sound vicinity 

VICINITY OF/ROUTE TO: see attached maps 

SUBDMSION: Hobe Sound BLOCK: 3 

PLAT OR OTHER MAP: property appraiser map of Manln County 

TOWNSHIP: 39 RANGE: 42 SECTION: 26 

IRREGULAR SEC?: X yes no LANDGRANT: 

USGS MAP: Hobe Sound 1948:1983 

UTM: ZONE: EASTING: NORTHING: 

COORDINATES: LATITUDE: D M s LONGITUDE: 

HISTORY 

ARCHITECT: unknown 

BUILDER: unknown 

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: c. 1941 RESTORATION DATE(S): 

MODIFICATION DATE(S): 

MOVE: DATE(S): ORIG. LOCATION: 

ORIGINAL USE(S): residence 

PRESENT USE(S): residence 

DESCRIPTION 

STYLE: Frame Vernacular 

PLAN: EXTERIOR: rectangular INTERIOR: unknown 

NO; OF: STORIES: 1 OUTBUILDINGS: 0 PORCHES: 0 

STRUCTURAL SYSTEM(S): wood frame 

EXTERIOR FABRIC(S): wood shingles 

FOUNDATION: TYPE: continuous 

MATERIALS: stone 

IN FILL: 

PORCHES: 

ROOF: TYPE: gable 

SURFACING: composition shingle 

SECONDARY STRUCTURES: 

LOT: 

1/4: nw 

D 

PAGE 10F ~n 
SITE 8 fl1T?3'li 

DHR NO.: '(C/ I« 

2 

1/4-1/4 

M s 

DORMERS: 0 



CHIMNEYS: NO. 0 

MATERIALS: 

LOCATIONS: 

WINDOWS: 6/6 dhs 

EXTERIOR ORNAMENT: wood 

CONDmON: good 

SURROUNDINGS: residential 

NARRATIVE: see continuation sheet 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL REMAINS AT THE SITE 

FSF ARCHAEOLOGICAL FORM COMPLETED ?: y X n 

ARTIFACTS OR OTHER REMAINS: none observed 

RECORDER' S EVALUATION OF SITE 

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: architecture 

EUGIBLE FOR THE NAT. REGISTER?: 

SIGNJF. AS PART OF A DISTRICn 

SIGNIFICANT AT THE LOCAL LEVEL?: 

_ X_ y _ _ n __ Ukaly, need Info 

_ _ y X n Ukely, need Info 

X y n _ _ Hkely, need Info 

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANCE: see continuation sheet 

DHRUSEONLY 

DATE LISTED ON NR: -----

KEEPER DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY (DATE): _YES ---

PAGE 2 OF 2 
Rec #: 410 

8'tvtr~Jr 

need Info - -
need Info - -
need Info 

-~ 

NO ___ _ 

SHPO EVALUATION OF ELIGIBILITY 

LOCAL DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBLILITY 

_ YES NO ___ _ 

_YES ---- __ NO ----OFFICE: _____________________________________ __ 

RECORDER INFORMATION: NAME: Sidney Johnston/William R. Adams 

DATE: 1/26/97 AFFILIATION: Historic Property Associates, Inc. 

PHOTOGRAPHS 

NEGATIVES: HPA PO Box 1002 St. Augustine 32085 

NEGATIVE NUMBERS: roll 19, frame 8 

PHOTOGRAPH MAP 

SEE ATTACHMENTS SEE ATTACHMENTS 



RN410 CONTINUATION SHEET 

Archltedural Narrative: The one-sto:ry wood frame buildhtg at 12200 SE Nassau Street is an example of Frame 
Vernacular architecture. The building has a rectangular plan protected by a gable roof. Wood shingles serve as the 
exterior wall filbric and fenestration consists of 6/6-light double-hung sash windows. The building rests on a foundation 
of continuous stone. 

Arddteetural Context: Frame Vernacular, the prevalent style of residential architecture in Florida, refers to common 
wood frame construction techniques employed by Jay or self-taught builders. Before the Civil War, residents relied upon 
local materials and their own methods and designs to construct houses. The Industrial Revolution permitted 
standardization of building materials and parts and exerted a pervasive influence over vemacular house design. Popular 
magazines helped to make architectural trends universal throughout the country. The raUroad provided cheap and 
efficient transpoJ1ation for manufactured building materials. Ultbnately, individual builders had access to finished 
architectural products from which to create their own designs. 

Frame VemacuJar houses are typically one or two stories in height. with wood balloon frame structural systems 

and brick pier foundations. They display a variety of footprints and forms. including composite, I-house, irregularly 
massed, single- or double-pen. and saddlebag. Gable or hip roofs usually display steep pitches, which accommodate attic 
space. Horizontal drop siding and weatherboard are common exterior wall surface materiaJs. Porches, most commonly 
simple entrance or end models, are common featw"es of the style. Fenestration is regular. but not always symmetrical. 
Windows consist of double-hung sashes or casements, and paneled wood doors often contain glazings. Exterior 
decoration is sparse and limited to ornamental woodwork. 

mstorlcal Narrative: The building is located in the Hobe Sound subdivision, which was platted by the Indian River 
Association. Inc. in 1913. Research obtained from tax rolls and architectural evidence, which is based upon comparisons 
of a building with known models of similar size and design. indicates the dwelling was constructed about 1941. Tax 
rolls historically associate the property with Charles and Lois Rue. Records held by the Martin County property 
appraiser indicate the dwelling was constructed in 1925. 

Historical Context: The physical evidence of human occupation in what is presently Martin County before the late 
nineteenth centu:ry remains confined to prehistoric archaeological sites that testify to aboriginal inhabitants. A house 
of refuge constructed on Hutchinson Island in 1876 stands as the county's oldest building. Growth seemed assured in 
1894 when the railroad arrived and settlements appeared at Gom~ Hobe Sound, Jensen, Rio. Sewall's Point, and Stuart. 
Dwellings and pineapple farms dotted the banks of the Indian and St Lucie rivers. In the early 1900s. towns were 
established as reclamation projects opened new land for settlement Dredging began at St Lucie Inlet and a canal 
connected Lake Okeechobee with the South Fork of the St Lucie River. During the so-called Great Florida Land Boom 
of the 1920s. the region was targeted by developers who encouraged tourists to buy property on speculation. Many 
settlements grew into incorporated towns. Commercial districts expanded and new houses sprinkled the landscape. In 
1924, a rail line was extended through west Martin County, lifting hopes for the expansion of Indiantown and Port 
Mayaca. In 1925, Martin County was carved out of parts of Palm Beach and St. Lucie counties and Stuart became the 
seat of government In the 1930s, when many of the county's municipal government were abolished, Jupiter Island 
emerged as an exclusive residential community. During World Warn. the U.S. Army operated Camp Murphy, a signal 
corps training camp, in southeast Martin County. Since the 1950s, Martin County has experienced unprecedented 
development, much of which has resulted in the destruction of historic resoun:es. Nevertheless, Martin County contains 
an important collection of historic buildhtgs that contribute to Florida's architectural heritage. 
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RECORD #: 115 
ORIGINAL: X 

UPDATE: 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA SITE FILE 

SITE_NAME: 250 North Flagler Avenue 

CONTEXT: Depression/New Deal 

NAT. REGISTER CATEGORY: building 

OTHER NAMES OR SF NOS.: 

COUNTY: Martin OWNERSHIP TYPE: private 

PROJECT NAME: Martin County S + P 

LOCATION: 

ADDRESS: 250 North Flagler Avenue 

CITY: North Stuart vicinity 

VICINITY OF/ROUTE TO: see attached maps 

SUBDIVISION: Riverside Park BLOCK: 20 

PLAT OR OTHER MAP: property appraiser map of Martin County 

TOWNSHIP: 37 RANGE: 41 SECTION: 32 

IRREGULAR SEC?: yes X no LANDGRANT: 

USGSMAP: Palm City 1948:1983 

UTM: ZONE: EASTING: NORTHING: 
COORDINATES: LATITUDE: D M s LONGITUDE: 

HISTORY 

ARCHITECT: unknown 

BUILDER: unknown 

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: c. 1940 RESTORATION DATE(S): 

MODIFICATION DATE(S): 

MOVE: DATE(S): ORIG. LOCATION: 

ORIGINAL USE(S): residence 

PRESENT USE(S): residence 

DESCRIPTION 

STYLE: Masonry Vernacular 

PLAN: EXTERIOR: rectangular INTERIOR: unknown 

NO. OF: STORIES: 2 OUTBUILDINGS: 2 PORCHES: 0 

STRUCTURAL SYSTEM(S): brick 

EXTERIOR FABRIC(S): brick 

FOUNDATION: TYPE: continuous 

MATERIALS: concrete 

IN FILL: 

PORCHES: 

ROOF: TYPE: semi-cylindrical 

SURFACING: roll composition 

SECONDARY STRUCTURES: flat and shed extensions 

PAGE 10F 2 
SITE 8 fnT /b66 

DHR NO.: ~ Yl ~ 

LOT: 11-26 

1/4: se 1/4-1/4 

D M s 

DORMERS: 0 



CHIMNEYS: NO. 0 

MATERIALS: 

LOCATIONS: 

WINDOWS: metal awning and clerestories 

EXTERIOR ORNAMENT: brick 

CONDITION: good 

SURROUNDINGS: industrial 

NARRATIVE: see continuation sheet 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL REMAINS AT THE SITE 

FSF ARCHAEOLOGICAL FORM COMPLETED ?: y X n 

ARTIFACTS OR OTHER REMAINS: none observed 

RECORDER'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: architecture, industry 

ELIGIBLE FOR THE NAT. REGISTER?: 

SIGNIF. AS PART OF A DISTRICT? 

SIGNIFICANT AT THE LOCAL LEVEL?: 

_ X_ y __ n __ likely, need Info 

_ _ y X n likely, need info 

X y n __ likely, need Info 

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANCE: see continuation sheet 

DHR USE ONLY 

DATE LISTED ON NR: ------

KEEPER DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY (DATE): YES ----

SHPO EVALUATION OF ELIGIBILITY _YES ----

LOCAL DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBLILITY _YES ----

f!JTJD66 

PAGE 2 OF 2 
Rec # : 115 

_ _ need info 

need info - -
need info - -

NO ___ _ 

NO-----

NO-----

OFFICE:----------------------------------------------

RECORDER INFORMATION: NAME: Sidney Johnston/William R. Adams 

DATE: 1/23/97 AFFILIATION: Historic Property Associates, Inc. 

PHOTOGRAPHS 

NEGATIVES: HPA PO Box 1002 St. Augustine 32085 

NEGATIVE NUMBERS: roll 5, frame 23 

PHOTOGRAPH MAP 

SEE ATTACHMENTS SEE ATTACHMENTS 
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Architectural Narrative: The two-story masonry building at 250 North Flagler Avenue is an example of Masonry 
Vernacular architecture. The building has a rectangular plan protected by a semi-cylindrical roof. Flat and shed 
extensions project from the main body of the building. Brick serves as the exterior wall fabric and fenestration consists 
of metal awning windows and clerestories on the north and south elevations. The building rests on a concrete 
foundation. 

Architectural Context: The term "Masonry V emacular" applies to buildings that display no formal style of architecture 
and is defined as the common masonry construction techniques of lay or self taught builders. In the 18th century, 
vernacular designs were local in nature, transmitted by word of mouth or by demonstration, and relying heavily upon 
native building materials. In the early 19th century, Masonry Vernacular commercial buildings emerged as a distinct 
building type, due largely to the rapid growth of commerce and manufacturing associated with the Industrial Revolution. 
During the period, mass manufacturers exerted a pervasive influence over vernacular building design. Trade and 
architectural journals and popular magazines, which featured standardized manufactured building components, flooded 
building and conswner markets and helped to make construction trends universal throughout the country. The railroad 
aided the process by providing cheap and efficient transportation for manufactured building materials. Ultimately, the 
individual builder had access to a myriad of fmished architectural products from which to create his own designs. 

Masonry Vernacular is more commonly associated with commercial buildings than with residential architecture 
where wood frame houses dominate. The name applies to large range of buildings from relatively small one-story stores 
and shops to four-story buildings that contain a variety of uses, including apartments and public meeting halls in the 
upper stories. Elaborate late 19th century models often displayed heavily accented cornices, window hoods, and iron
framed storefronts. Oriels or bays protruded from comers or wall surfaces. In Florida, most early 20th century models 
were brick, and typically exhibited a symmetrical facade, brick corbeled cornice, stylized panels, belt courses, and 
storefronts with paneled wood doors, wood kick panels, plate glass, and transoms. Commercial vernacular designs of 
the 1920s were often influenced by Spanish or Art Deco designs of the period, and hollow tile became commonly used 
in structural systems. During the 1 930s, the International and Modernistic styles influenced vernacular design, and 
reinforced concrete construction techniques became more frequently used to produce a variety of forms. Following 
World War 11, concrete block construction became a popular masonry building material. 

Historical Narrative: The building is located in the Riverside Park subdivision, which was platted by H. Powell Seward 
in the north Stuart area in 1926. Research obtained from the date of the subdivision and architectural evidence, which 
is based upon comparisons of a building with known models of similar size and design, indicate the building was 
constructed about 1940. Records held by the Martin County property appraiser indicate that four buildings constructed 
between 1925 and 1933 are located on the property. Tax rolls historically associate the property with Gulf Oil Company 
of Pennsylvania. 

Historical Context: The physical evidence of human occupation in what is presently Martin County before the late 
nineteenth century remains confmed to prehistoric archaeological sites that testify to aboriginal inhabitants. A house 
of refuge constructed on Hutchinson Island in 1876 stands as the county's oldest building. Growth seemed assured in 
1894 when the railroad arrived and settlements appeared at Gomez, Hobe Sound, Jensen, Rio, Sewall's Point, and Stuart. 
Dwellings and pineapple farms dotted the banks of the Indian and St. Lucie rivers. In the early 1900s, towns were 
established as reclamation projects opened new land for settlement. Dredging began at St. Lucie Inlet and a canal 
connected Lake Okeechobee with the South Fork of the St. Lucie River. During the so-called Great Florida Land Boom 
of the 1920s, the region was targeted by developers who encouraged tourists to buy property on speculation. Many 
settlements grew into incorporated towns. Commercial districts expanded and new houses sprinkled the landscape. In 
1924, a rail line was extended through west Martin County, lifting hopes for the expansion of Indiantown and Port 
Mayaca. In 1925, Martin County was carved out of parts of Palm Beach and St. Lucie counties and Stuart became the 
seat of government. In the 1930s, when many of the county's municipal government were abolished, Jupiter Island 
emerged as an exclusive residential community. During World Warn, the U.S. Army operated Camp Murphy, a signal 
corps training camp, in southeast Martin County. Since the 1950s, Martin County has experienced unprecedented 
development, much of which has resulted in the destruction ofhistoric resources. Nevertheless, Martin County contains 
an important collection of historic buildings that contribute to Florida's architectural heritage. 
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Page 1 Site #8 MT1450 
Recorder# ____ _ 

0 Original 
0 Update 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 
Field Date _M_I_!E_I 2010 
Form Date __Q§_I_Q1..J 2010 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes and building complexes as described in the box below. Cultural resources 
contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this form for National Register 
multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to the individual 
resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number. 

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
D Historic district (NR category "district"): buildings and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites 
CJ Archaeological district (NR category "district"): archaeological sites only: NO buildings or NR structures 
CJ Mixed district (NR category "district"): includes more than one type of cultural resource (example: archaeological sites and buildings) 
CJ FMSF building complex (NR category usually "building(s)"): muHiple buildings in close spatial and functional association 
CJ Designed historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "site"): can include multiple resources (see National 

Register Bulletin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. parks, golf courses, campuses, resorts, etc.) 
CJ Rural historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "site"): can include multiple resources and resources not formally 

designed (see National Register Bulletin #30, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detailed 
definition and examples: e.g. farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

Iii Linear resource (NR category usually •structurej: Linear resources are a special type of rural historic landscape and can 
include canals, railways, roads, etc. 

Resource Group Name FEC Railroad _________________ _ 
Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail 

Multiple Listing [DHR onlrl....----
FMSF Survey# 19 Iff:~ 

National Register Category (please clleck one): 0 building(s) 0 structure 0 district 0 site D object 
Linear Resource Type (if applicable): D canal 0 railway D road D other (describe): _______________ _ 
Ownership: ~private-profit Dprivate-nonprofit Dprivate-individual Dprivate-nonspecific Deity Dcounty Dstate Dfederat D Native American Dforeign D unknown 

LOC.\ 1'10\ & \1.\PPI\G 

Address (if applicable, include N,S.E,W; #; st. Ave .. etc.) FEC Railroad line in Martin County, from the northern county line to southern county 
line. 
City/Town (within 3 miles) Stuart In Current City Limits? 0yes Dno Ounknown 
County or Counties (do not abbreviate) Martin County---------------------------
Name of Public Tract (e.g., pari<.) ________________________________ _ 

For township, range and section, please see table in Required Attachments section. 
1) Township Range Section '1. section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Olrregular-name: _____ _ 
2) Township Range Section '14 section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Olrregular-name: _____ _ 
3) Township Range Section '14 section: ONW OSW OSE ONE Olrregular-name: _____ _ 
4) Township Range Section '1. section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Olrregular-name: _____ _ 
USGS 7.5' Map Name(s) & Date(s) (boundaries must be plotted on attached photocopy of map; label with map name and publication date) St. Lucie Inlet Fla. 
1948 (PR1983). Gomez, Fla. 1948 (PR1983l. Hobe Sound, Fla. 1948 (PR1983l. Eden. Fla. 1948 (PR1983), Jupiter Fla. 1948 (PR1983). 
Ankona. Fla. 1948 (PR1983), Palm City, Fla. 1948 (PR1983). Bluefield, Fla. 1953 (PR1983), Marcy. Fla. 1950 (PR1970), Chaney Bay, Fla. 1953 
(PR1970l. Barley Barber Swamp. Fla. 1953 (PR1983). Port Mayaca. Fla. 1971. 
Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name, originating office with location) 
Landgrant ______________________________________ _ 
Verbal Description of Boundaries (description does not replace required map) The railroad line runs through Martin County, from Stuart in the northern 
part of the county through Tequesta, just south of the county line. 

-------------------------------------- l 

------~~_?_EONLY i 
NR List Date SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dyes Ono Oinsufficient info Date_/_/__ I nit. __ _ 

_ !_/__ KEEPER- Determined eligible: Dyes Dno Date_/_/ __ 
0 Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6ED57RD1D7 Flofida Master Site File, Division of Historical Resources. R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronaugh Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399.{1250 
Phone (850) 245-6440 I Fax (850) 2~39 I E-mail SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us 



Page2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site #8 MT1450 

HISTORY & I>ESCRIPTIO'I 

Construction date: Exactly (year) Approximately 1894 (year) Earlier than (year) Later than (year) 
Architect/Designer( last name first): Henrv Flagler Builder(last name first): Henrv Flagler __ _ 
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group:# of contributing #of non-contributing ___ _ 
Time period(s) of significance (for prehistoric districts, use archaeological phase name and approximate dates; tor historical districts, use date range(s), e.g. 1895-1925) 

Late 19th century and earlv 20th century to present. 
Narrative Description (National Register Bulletin 16A pp. 33-34; fit a summary into 3 lines or attach supplementary sheets if needed) The Martin Cou ntv section of 
the FEC was constructed during the mid 1890s. The original FEC Railroad line. constructed by Henry Flagler, ran from Jacksonville. south to 
Key West. The FEC was a major contributor to the development of Florida during the early part of the 20th Century. _______ _ 

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 
0 property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

I~ESL\RCH :\IETIIODS (check all that a l IY) 

0 library research 
0 city directory 
0 newspaper files 
0 historic photos 

0 building permits 
0 occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
0 interior inspection 

0 Sanborn maps 
0 plat maps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABS/HAER record search 

0 other methods (specify) _______________________________ _ 
Bibliographic References (use Continuation Sheet, give FMSF Manuscript# if relevant) ---------------------

OPI'\10:\ OF IU~SOLHCE SIG'IIFIC.\'ICE 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? 0yes Dna Dinsufficient information 
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Dyes 0no Dinsufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 48-49. Attach longer statement, if needed, oo separate sheet.) The Florida East Coast 
Railroad has been in continuous operation for over 100 years. retaining its original name and track lines. Since the FEC has been a working 
railroad throughout its history. many of the original tracks. ties. and other parts of its original construction have been replaced and updated. It 
has served as a historic railroad transportation function associated with one of the state's railroad companies. the FEC. since the late nineteenth 
century. In 2006 the SHPO evaluated the Martin Countv section of the FEC and decided that there was not enough information to make a 
decision at that time. It is the opinion of Panamerican Consultants. Inc., that the railroad is potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP due to its 
historic nature and integral part in the development of Martin Countv and the east coast of Florida in general. Other sections of the FEC have 
been listed as potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP by the SHPO. _____________________ _ 
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. ·architecture', "ethnic heritage', ·community planning & developmenr. etc.) 
Community planning & development; Transportation 

DOCl :\1 E'\T \TION 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File · including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents that are permanently accessible: For 
each separately maintained collection, describe (1) document type(s), • (2) maintaining organization,* (3) file or accession nos., and (4) descripUve information.-,----,--::-:-c:-:-::-:-::-
Field notes. maps, and digital photographs will be on file in the office of Panamerican Consultants. Tampa under accession number 30003.003. 

RECORDER 1:\FOR:\L\TIOI\ 

Recorder Name Bryce Rodgers 
Recorder Contact Information (Address 1 Phone 1 Fax 1 Email) 1115 North Parsons Ave. Brandon, FL 3351 0 1813-684-5200 I brodgers@panamconsultants.com 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. Inc. 
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Township Range Section 

37 South 41 East 15, 16, 22, 27, 28, 32, 33 
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39 South 

42 East 26, 27, 35 
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40 South 

42 East 02, 11, 12, 13, 24 

FEC Railroad in Stuart, Martin County, facing south (PCI 05/06/2010). 
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Required 
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0 PHOTOCOPY OF USGS 7.5' MAP WITH DISTRICT BOUNDARY CLEARLY MARKED 
@LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP WITH RESOURCES MAPPED & LABELED 
4D TABULATION OF ALL INLCUDED RESOURCES (name, FMSF #, contributing? YIN, resource 

category, street address or township-range-section if no address) 
0 PHOTOS OF GENERAL STREETSCAPE OR VIEWS (Optional: aerial photos, views of typical resources) 

Photos may be archival B&W prints OR digital image files. If submitting digital image files, they must be 
induded on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable). Digital images must be at least 
1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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•original 
D Update 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Site#8 f\1\( /'51~ 
Recorder# _____ _ 
Field Date __ ! __ !_ 
Form Date· 10/08/10 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes, building complexes and linear resources as described in the box 
below. Cultural resources contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this form for 
National Register multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to 
the individual resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number. 

Resource Group Name Witham Field Airport, Stuart FL Multiple Listing [DHR only) ____ _ 
Project Name Witham Field Airport Roadway & Utility Infrastructure Improvements FMSF Survey# ____ _ 
National Register Category (please check one): 0 building(s) D structure 0 district •site D object 
Linear Resource Type (if applicable): 0 canal 0 railway 0 road 0 other (describe):--------------
Ownership: Oprivate-profit Oprivate-nonprofit Dprivate-individual Oprivate-nonspecific Deity +county Dstate Ofederal ONative American Dforeign Dunknown 

LOCATION & l\IAPPI~C 

Address {if applicable, include N,S,E,W; #; St, Ave., etc.) _1871 SE Airport Rd., Stuart, FL 34996 
CityfTown (within 3 miles) _Stuart, FL In Current City Limits? Dyes •no Ounknown 
County or Counties (do not abbreviate) Martin County, FL --- ------------ - --------
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)Witham Field Airport, Stuart, Martin County, FL __________________ _ 
1)Township38S_ Range41E __ Section10 __ Y.section: •Nw •sw •sE •NE Irregular-name: _______ _ 
2)Township38S_ Range41E_ Section11 __ '!.section: •Nw •sw OSE ONE 
3) Township 38S_ Range 41E_ Section 15 __ Y. section: •Nw DSW DSE ONE 
4) Township ~ <&$ Range 41 6 Section o;;;o Y. section: ONW OSW DSE ONE 
USGS 7.5' Map Name(s) & Date(s) (boundaries must be plotted on attached photocopy of map; label with map name and publication date)St. Lucie Inlet, Florida 
1970 ________________________________________________ _ 

Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name, originating office with location) Witham Field Airport Aerial Map dated 10/4/10, prepared by Martin County 

Engineering Department------------ - ---------- -----------
Landgrant- N/A -------------- ---------------------
Verbal Description of Boundaries (description does not replace required map) Irregular shaped parcel located NE of SE Dixie Highway and SE of SE 
Monterey Road in Stuart, Martin County, Florida- See attached aerial photo map. - --- - -------------

~ DHR USE ONLY ·-OFFi.CIAL EVALUATION ~ DHR _U~E~~ 
NRUstDate 
___J~-

' D OWner ObJectl6n 

SHPO -Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dyes , Dno .uffitieilt info , , DatefuJL.J~ I nit. ,~ 
KEEPER-Determinedeligible: , ,,,,, Dyes Dno Date_, /__) __ , 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db , De Del (seeNationa/ Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) , , , , 

HR6E057R0107 Florida Master Site File, Division of Historical Resourcn. R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahus", FL 32399-0250 



Phone (850) 245-6440 I Fii)C (850) 245-64391 E-mail Slttfile@dos.state.ft.ua 

Page2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site #8 _____ _ 

HISTORY & DESCRIPTION 
\1'42. 

Construction date: Exactly (year) Approximately~_(year) Earlier than (year) Later than (year) 
Architect/Designer( last name first):Hanson Professional Services Builder( last name first}:TBD- Not Selected Yet __ _ 
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group: #of contributing 1 #of non-contributing _ __ _ 
Time period( s) of significance (for prehistoric distlicts, use archaeological phase name and approximate dates: for historical distlicts, use date range(s), e.g. 1895-1 925) 
1942 to Present __________ ____ ______________________ _ 

Narrative Description (National Register Bulletin 16A pp. 33-34: frt a summcuy into 31ines or attach supplementary sheets if needed) See attached sheets entitled The 
History of Witham Field (2 Pages) ____ ___________ _____________ __ _ 

RESEARCH :\IETHODS (check all that a h) 

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 0 library research 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 0 city directory 
0 property appraiser I tax records 0 newspaper files 
0 cultural resource survey +historic photos 

0 building permits 
0 occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
0 interior inspection 

0 Sanborn maps 
0 plat maps 
D Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABSIHAER record search 

+ other methods (specify) Historical Society of Martin County _ _____________________ _ 

Bibliographic References (use Continuation Sheet, give FMSF Manuscript# if relevant) ---------------------

OPINION OF RESOL'RCE SIGNIFICANCE 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? Dyes Ono +Insufficient infonnation 
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Dyes Dno +insufficientinfonnation 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 48-49. Attach longer statement, if needed, on separate sheet.} - - ------

Area( s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. 'architecture', 'ethnic heritage', 'community planning & developmenr. etc.) 
Commerce, Military, Transportation. _ _______________________ _____ ___ _ 

DOCL:MEJ\TATION 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - induding f~eld & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents that are permanendy accessible: 
For each separately maintained oolection, describe (1) document type(s): (2) maintaining organization: (3) file or accession nos., and (4) descriptive infonnation. NJA __ _ 

RECORDER INFORl\IATION 

~~~Na~Pa~J. B~g~~~------~--~~~---~---------~--~-
Recorder Contact Information (Address I Phone I Fax I EmaH) Martin County Engineering Department, 2401 SE Monterey Road, Stuart. Fl34996, _ _ _ _ __ _ 

Recorder Affiliation Project Manager- Airport Roadway & Utilities Infrastructure Improvement Project - - --- - - ------
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1810riginal 
OUpdate 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Site #8 MT01621 
Field Date a - 3 o - 2 o 1 2 

Form Date 12-6- 2o1 2 

Recorder# ......:fr:w;:_ _ _ _ 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes, building complexes and linear resqurces as described in the box below. 
Cultural resources contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this form for 
National Register multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to 
the individual resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number . 

·. , , .. · .. · .. :.··.··.·,•> ,y,: :·:··. ;::'· ··· ·· ·cfi.fjck'tlNEb_d)(.that'bestdescribes ·the;fJ~our~Groupf'., .• : · 
... · '"t:J Historic'distnct (NR categary.·"districr~:·btilldlngs and NR.~troc.t,ures'onl}i:')i()~d!~~iM~~~~-
·,·\; D Arch~lqglcal . distri~f;tNReat~dry ."distrjcr): archaeo!9Qi(:al,sites onl~'.~t.fo)'tli.ldinsS, or}~Rl~fri.il:tllres . . 

.· ·.• • t·'/Q.~I~~~~~~tff.qt::~~~:~tegoiy7di~~~~~)doc~de~:.m~re·~llbn~~p~:9f #~~~'*'9*~ · '' :·· .:. ij~~~~~~~ical sites and buildings) 
..•. ····.·•· OiAUI!ding cofflPI8lfi~R,c~~99t¥~ ~sually "building(sF): m~lti~bu.!ldjngs in, qlo~~.~~ij" ·. . . f@¢«gnataS$QCia~on . .· · · . 

.._: :,N\·PJ~~~l'iti~ibJ~~prl9,.~anCJs~a~ttlN8'~teg.ory .o'SUally ·~distfi~t~or ~sit~·>r4~;i.n~qa~;m~IUP.!~·~~-~s (~'National · . 
: . ' '{':.;}:i~egla,tiiff!~~te,tinl/f8. p'age~2'fQr more ootail~d-definition and€xamples:· e·.g; ~ftSc; gOlf ro~~~/,~.mpuses,_ reSort~; etc.) 

·~ .. jf_; D Ru~al ~~~~~~ ·l~d~~J~Ri;B,~~o/Y usuil!ly "d.istncr.9i:~ ~~Wl:-~n i~,¥JC!~&JM~~I4.te~u#.fl'~a re~<iQ~~~not.formally . '· · <, ;"·_P,eS!gne(!·(~~rj,/ja/1({'18f•Regis}er6uQe(ln:#,3(),:£N(ctelmes lor:.Evaluatmg 1?&/J!/Ppum~q,ling [?u.fJ!!l-fisto/iq:Landscapesfor·more deta1led 
.•.••... .. ·i/~:.~~fitiitfon an~:~~riJPie~: · ~.g.fa~te~~~; fish camps ,luniber camps, t~ditf~n.al~~Ci~i~t$,fi~;~!C,:) ~i·i<•'?.:: '· .· .·... ·.. . 
.. "•.:: ';(29ii:Jn.,.resource (Nitdategq!)<.ti~ualfy:fstructure•); Unear resoUrces.are a'·sf)$Ciatw!J~{i>frurailtlsiori~Taiids~.and ean 
. ~/}··j?;:< .. ~:i~~~~.~~;:[~t~~~'~a~s:: eic: · :· ·,;:;:.,:; :'·'· ~-· '· .( ···- - ~ ---.. ~; ·:·<~1:.;0~;~jz~~;': ··:·,:,~· ~i{~~ii{;;:,. :'':!:;:· ·~ .;· ;·-. ·~ .. 
Resource Group Name.--!::.D:o.:~· x~ic::ec_H::c~o.::· q""h,_w,_ay'---------------~~- Multiple Listing [DHR onlyl....,.......,....,--71"';'

FMSF Survey# \ Cf(oq b 
Dobject 

Project Name CRAS of Dixie Hwy Bike Lanes Project, Hobe sound 
National Register Category (please check one): Dbuilding(s) 18)structure Odistrict Dsite 
Linear Resource Type (if applicable): Dcanal D railway 181road Oother (describe):----------------
Ownership: []private-profit O private·nonprofit Oprivate-individual Oprivate-nonspecific D eity Dcounty 181state Ofederal DNative American Dforeign Ounknown 

LOCATION & MAPPI~G 
Street Number Direction Slreet Name Street Type Suffix Direclion 

Address: SE Dixie Highway 
CityfTown (v.ithin 3 miles) Stuart , salerno, Hobe sound In Current City Limits? lEI yes Ono O.mknown 
County or Counties (do notabbreviate)_M!:!:a~r'-"t'-"'i!!.n------------------------------
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) ______ _ ________ _ ______ _________ _ _ _ 

1) Township~ Range 42E Section~ X section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Irregular-name: Gomez, Hanson 
2) Township 38s Range 42E Section 29,3032 X section: DNW DSW OSE ONE 
3) Township 38s Range....i.ll_ Section 2s.1s X section: DNW DSW DSE ONE 
4) Township 38s Range 41E Section 9, 4 X section:. DNW DSW DSE ONE 
USGS 7.5' Map(s) 1) Name ____;_:_HO::.::B:c::Ec...=.:so:.;:UN:.:.:..::..o ___ ~------ USGS Date 1983 

2) Name sT . LucrE INLET USGS Date 1983 
Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name, originating office with location) -=P..:::a.::lm~c,.,.,i~ty;r__:,Qc:;u~a!:.d ,_, ...:1~9::.:83~----------------
Landgrant Dixie Hwy also runs through the Gomez and Hanson l and grants 
Verbal Description of Boundaries {description does not replace required map) SE Dixie Highway ! formerly Dixie Highway) begins at 
intersection with U.S . l /S .R.S south of Hobe Sound, generally runs SE-NW through t he APE just west of t he 
FEC Railroad. Continues N of APE to Old Roosevelt Bridge over St . Lucie River in Stuart . 

HR6E057R0107 Florida Master Site File, Division of Historical Resourceu. R. A. Gray Building, 500 Soulh Bronough Street, Tallahassee, Fl 3239~250 
Phone (850) 24lHI440 I Fax (850) 245-6439 1 E-mail SiteFile@los.state.fl .us 
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Page2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site#8 MT01621 

HISTORY & DESCRIPTIO~ 

Construction Year: 191 5 Oapproximately 12S]year listed or earlier Oyear listed or later 
Architect/Designer(last name first): Builder(last name first):-------- - - --
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group: # of contributing 1 # of non-contributing _ _ __ _ 
Time period(s) of significance (choose a period from the list or type in date range{s). e.g. 1895-1925) 

1. American, ca. 1885 to 1930s 3·-------------~-------
2. _ _ ____ ___ _ _ _______ __ __ 4. ___ ___ _ ___ _ ___ ____ __ _ 

Narrative Description (National Register Bulletin 16A pp. 33-34; fit a summary into 31ines or attach supplementary sheets if needed) 

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that a I\') 

12SJFMSF record search (sites/surveys) IB!Iibrary research 
12SJFL State Archives/photo collection Deity directory 
Oproperty appraiser I tax records Dnewspaper files 
~&~cultural resource survey 18lhistoric photos 
12S]other methods (specify) 1952 and 1958 aerial photographs 

Dbuilding permits 
Ooccupant/owner interview 
IE!neighbor interview 
Ointerior inspection 

See continuation sheet . 

OSanborn maps 
~latmaps 
OPublic Lands Survey (OEP) 
OHABS/HAER record search 

Bibliographic References (gve FMSF Manuscript# if relevant) __,s=e=e--'c""o"'-n""t""'in=u=a=t=io,_,n"--"'s~he""e,_,t~·-----------------

OPI:\IO~ OF RESOURCE SIG:\IFICA:\CE 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? 0 yes Ono 12S)insuffident information 
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Dyes Ono IEJinsufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 48-49. Attach longer statement, if needed, on separate sheet.) See continuation 
sheet . 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. 'architecture", 'ethnic heritage', 'coiMIUnity planning & development' , etc.) 
1. Transportation 3. Tourism 5. ----- - - -------
2. Exploration/settlement 4. 6. - ----- --------

I>OCUJ\IE!\TATIO~ 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field notes, analysis notes, photos, plans and other important documents 

1) Document type Maintaining organization ------------- - --

Document description -- --------·-- File or accession #'s =========================-===-=-:::-=--=---=--
2) Oorument type Maintaining organization ------------- - ---

Dorument description File or accession #'s - ---- - ------ --- --

RECORDER 1:\FORMATIO:\ 

Recorder Name Schober, Theresa M. Affiliation-'o""t""h""er,___ _____ __ .......,_ _ _____ _ 
Recorder Contact Information 1902 Florrie court, North Fort Myers, FL 3 3 917/239.851.904 O/tmschober®earthlink. net 

(address I phone I fax I e-mail) 
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PAGE3 SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS MT01621 

SITE NAME Dixie Highway 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 

Within the APE, a 0.85 mi (1 .37 km) segment of Dixie Highway begins at the 
intersection with U.S. 1/S.R. 5 south of Hobe Sound located in Township 39 
South, Range 42 East, Section 26 (Hobe Sound Quadrangle 1948, Photorevised 
1983). North of the APE, Dixie Highway continues through Township 39 South, 
Range 42 East, Section 27 and the Gomez Grant; Township 38 South Range 42 
East Sections 29, 30, and 32; and Township 38 South, Range 41 East, Sections 
4, 9, 15, 25 and the Hanson Grant (Hobe Sound Quadrangle 1948, Photorevised 
1983; Gomez Quadrangle 1948, Photorevised 1983; St. Lucie Quadrangle 1948, 
Photorevised 1983; Palm City Quadrangle 1948, Photorevised 1983) . 

Within the project APE, Dixie Highway consists of a paved road with north and 
southbound travel lanes approximately 22 ft wide and is called SE Dixie 
Highway/S.R. A.1.A. Paved shoulders are not present excluding a small section 
near the southern end of the APE where the highway turns sharply from a 
northeastern orientation to a northwestern orientation. Guardrails are also 
present alongside the northbound lane on this turn. From this tum to U.S. 1, SE 
Dixie Highway was reconfigured between 1952 and 1958 to its current alignment, 
with the former roadbed still evident in a 1958 aerial photograph. Today, the road 
surface is asphalt with lane markings and road signs consistent with its modern 
transportation use. Along the northwesterly course of the roadway, Dixie 
Highway parallels the western flank of the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railroad 
(8MT1450) . 

North of the project APE, Dixie Highway continues in a generally northwesterly 
direction for an additional 13.65 mi (21.97 km) until reaching the Old Roosevelt 
Bridge in Stuart. Dixie Highway continues as a two-lane roadway through Hobe 
Sound, between Salerno and Stuart, and south of the Old Roosevelt Bridge, with 
occasional turning lanes added for access to residential developments. Through 
Salerno a number of modern transportation modifications have been made 
including traffic circles, divided lanes with landscaped medians and turn lanes. In 
much of Stuart the roadway is also divided with turn lanes and paved shoulders, 
ultimately building to two lanes in each travel direction and a dedicated center 
turn lane in more commercial areas. South of the interchange between the east
west running SE Ocean Boulevard and S Colorado Avenue in Stuart, SE Dixie 
Highway terminates into an expanded parking area. The two-lane roadway 
begins again on the north side of this intersection, with parallel parking along its 
expanded northbound section and a turnabout at SW St. Lucie Avenue before 
crossing the St. Lucie River to become NW Dixie Highway. During this route, 
Dixie Highway runs west of the FEC Railroad to Seabranch Preserve State Park 
south of Salerno where it crosses the tracks. Dixie Highway continues to run 
roughly parallel with the FEC Railroad on its east side until crossing back over to 
the west at SE Decker Avenue in Stuart . 
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PAGE4 SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS MT01621 

SITE NAME Dixie Highway 

NW Dixie Highway was designated County Road 707 north of the St. Lucie River 
and heads on a meandering easterly course where it is also called NE Dixie 
Highway until it connects with NE Indian River Drive (also C.R. 707) and heads 
north to Fort Pierce. South of the project APE the original Dixie Highway runs 
through what is now Jonathan Dickinson State Park. Old Dixie Highway recorded 
in Palm Beach County (8PB13330) appears to connect with this park roadway . 
No attempt was made to evaluate Dixie Highway north of the St. Lucie River or 
south of the project APE. 

The effort to provide improved, paved highways, including through south Florida 
was part of a larger national and international Good Roads Movement that saw 
the formation of the National Highways Association in 1912 and the Dixie 
Highway Association in 1915. Florida portions of Dixie Highway were originally 
improved as part of the 1911 Montreal-to-Miami Highway effort. However, the 
official opening of Dixie Highway occurred in 1915 linking Miami with Chicago via 
main western and eastern routes. The Atlantic Highway (later U.S. 1) running 
from Miami to Maine opened in 1926 and became the main north-south 
thoroughfare for automobile travel, sometimes using the Dixie Highway route and 
other times not. South of Hobe Sound, these routes are synonymous but north of 
the St. Lucie River the route travels more directly north to Fort Pierce rather than 
an easterly track to the mainland coast. This direct route was dedicated 
November 15, 1927 and originally called S.R. 4 or the New Dixie Highway before 
its current name of U.S. 1. These movements launched an era of automobile 
based tourism . 

While these national movements were significant, Dixie Highway in what is today 
Martin County is an outgrowth of earlier county-based programs to improve 
transportation infrastructure. Charles Henry Racey moved to property he 
inherited along the Indian River in 1891 with his family. Racey was involved in 
creating early subdivisions in the Sewall's Point area and also presided over the 
East Coast Good Roads League and Brevard County Good Roads Association. 
These agencies cleared and constructed portions of what became Dixie Highway 
including the stretch from Fort Pierce to Jensen and Stuart (then Brevard County) 
with companion agencies in Dade County that cleared the roadway to Miami. The 
project was initiated in 1898 and first constructed as a single lane dirt roadway. 
Initial improvements included adding an oyster shell surface by dismantling 
nearby American Indian mounds. Therefore, what became known as Dixie 
Highway was originally a key land transportation route in eastern mainland Martin 
County replacing boat travel, that connected the scattered communities of Hobe 
Sound, Gomez, Picture City, Salerno, and Stuart with Fort Pierce. Paralleling the 
FEC Railroad along sections of its length, Dixie Highway also served as a 
fundamental support network for the area's budding commercial activity . 
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PAGES SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS MT01621 

SITE NAME Dixie Highway 

B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Within the project APE, Dixie Highway retains some original rural character, 
particularly south of SE Water Street where it remains flanked by the Florida East 
Coast Railroad (8MT1450) and possibly the only two historic structures (8MT842, 
8MT843) that were constructed along this length. Within Martin County, Dixie 
Highway continues to connect the various communities along its route and 
provides a scenic roadway alternative to U.S. 1. However, Dixie Highway has 
undergone significant modification for modern tr.ansportation needs that have 
eliminated its historic appearance over much of its length north of the project 
APE to the Roosevelt Bridge. South of Hobe Sound, the later U.S.1 route that 
opened in 1926 became the primary north-south thoroughfare. The interct@.nge 
betw~U.S. 1 and Dixie Highway was modified between 1952 and 1958 and 
this sculpting li"Kely took place in other areas as communities built up around the 
roadway. Due to reshaping and use of modern materials to maintain Dixie 
Highway as a functional roadway, and the modern commercial use of the 
northern section of the APE, Dixie Highway is not considered to be eligible for 
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places either individually or as a 
historic district. 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 

Pennekamp, John 
1968 "A $6 Billion, Who Takes High Road?" Miami Herald, September 16 . 

Stuart Daily News 
1927 "Contractors to Start New Dixie Within Ten Days." March 31 . 

Thurlow, Sandra Henderson 
1992 Sewall's Point: The History of Peninsular Community on Florida 's 

Treasure Coast. Southeastern Printing Company, Inc. Stuart, Florida 

Thurlow, Sandra Henderson 
2012 Personal communication 

Ziemba, Caroline Pomeroy 
1997 Martin County, Our Heritage: A Historiography. Stuart Heritage, Inc., 

Stuart . 

U.S. Highways: From US 1 to (US 830) Website 

Droz, Robert V . 
2001 Whatever Happened to the Dixie Highway? <http://www.us-highways.com/ 

dixiehwy.htm> 
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--STATE OF FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Olvis10n of Archfves. History 

and Records Manaueme"t 
OS·HSP·3A Rev. 1 t . 78 

FLORIDA MASTER 
SIT~ flbE 

site No. __ .;..c..~e;;;_;.A=@---..~8;..<..L.-P ..... B._.2.__,_,18.J..-__ 1.:....:0:..:::..::09 == == County 

Site Name Evergreen Cemetery 

Other Name(s) for Site _ __ None _ _ _ _ _ _ 

None 
-Other Nos. for Site ---- - ---- - - - - -

None 

FDAHRM 802 == == 

Palm Beac.h 808 == = 
830= = 

930= = 

906= = 

Other Master Site File Nos. for Site 899= = 
~--·------~---- - - ·- - ·---=-.=..;;.____ 

NR Classification Category 916= = 
Address of Site North Rosemary Ave, West Pa lm . .:..:......:B~e::..:a::.::c:.:.h!...l,__,_F-'=L _ ___ _ ____ _;9,95 ~--=:= .. 

lns.truction~ for loc~ti'1Q. site From the intersection of U.S . l and Third Stree!.z__ 
west 1-'a m Becc . ~lmmed1afely northwest of the---cDUrity Courthous-e], proceed 
north a I ong 0. S. I to 25th Sfreet. Then p'r6ceed west along 25th Street 
to Rosemary Avenue, then proceed nortn-on ~ Rosemary:Avenue to· t~e ce~et-e[i. 

Northwood _ Subdivision, Plat #7 -- .--- · 
Block l 

813= = 

868= = 
Vicinity of 
Location: 

subdiv1s1on name hlock "'' 

- .,.-,tot:-no-. _ .. _ .. _________ _ _ 

Owner of Site: 
Name Evergreen Cemetery Association, c/o I.C. Smith 
Address P · 0. Box 2_648, West Palm -·Ereaefi~~- --~~~~~----~--.. - · 

Occupant, Tenant, or Manager: 

______ __J 

902= = 

Name ·-·- - ·---·----- ·---·---......1 
Address ____ _ 904= = - - - ·-·--- -- ·- --------·. ·-- --

Reporter (or local contact): 

~:::ss _· ~ : ·~: ~~;~~-'-~~i~C'Pafffi8each~~F~=~~~.Q2·=---=-~~-=~~-=-=-=-81s =_=· 
Recorder: 

Name Marty Hodgkins, City of West Palm ~ea~_h _ _ ..... - ....... __ _____ .. _____ _______ _; 

Address P.O. Box 3366, Wes1:_ Palm Beach, F~_-1340_2 __ _ -----· -·· _____ __ 8_1.§_::: . .:: . 

. Survey Date _ _ 4_/_8_4 _ _ _ _ ____;8::.::2:.::0_=_ = Type Ownership ...... , .. .. .. ...... __________ __ §4_8 =:-=.. 
. . . Evergreen Cemetery Name of ProJeCt (under wh1ch s1te was recorded)-- ----·--.. ____ _ _____ ·-----~--.... 

980= = 
Classification of Project: Check One 
1 1 Federal 982 = = 1 I State 982 = = ~ L:ocal -~8_?..:=:_.== . Qount_y_ --· 982 =-=.. 
Inventory Status ----------------------· .. ... --· --·-.. ·- -~- - -9_14_:::. :: . 

Previous Survey(s), Excavation(s) or Collection(s): (enter activity/title ot project o r survey/name/date/repository) 

·---------~---------.. -----
839= = ·--- _ ,. _ _____ ·- ____ .. _______ .... ~ .. . .. 

Recording Station __ _ 
Date of Visit to ·site 828 == = 

____ __ ___ . .. _ _ 804= = 
Recording Date ... _ ·-- - ·-··--·--·---8_32__= _= 

Photographic Record Numbers---- ------- - - - ------ ____ _ 
860= = 



ft e 
location of Site (Specific 
Map Reference (incl. scale & date) 809= = 

Township I Range I Section I •;. Sec. J •;, v. Sec. I v. v. •;, Sec. 

43 l 43 : 09 : 01 : 000 ' 06.74 I 812= = I i 

LATITUDE AND LONGITUDE COORDINATES DEFINING A POLYGON LOCATING THE PROPERTY 
LATITUDE LONGITUDE 

Point Degrees Minutes Seconds Degrees M inutes Seconds 

OR 
LATITUDE AND LONGITUDE COORDINATES DEFINING THE CENTER OF A PROPERTY OF 

LESS THAN TEN ACRES .. 
800= = 

Zone Easting Northing 

UTM Peri meter: 

----------- -------- ---- ---------- ----

--~ ·-· ··--- -------

890= = 

UTM Coordinates: 891 = = 892= = --··- ·-- - ···----------'8:.::9.::.3 = = 
northing 

Condition of Site: 
Check One 

I I ~Kce~~~! .... !l~_3_= _ = . 
[J Good 863'= = --·------
[ " ] Fair 863 = = 

zone 

[}(Deteriorated 863 = = ----·-- - --···-- ·-- -~ --
[] Ruins 863= = 
[J y~expo.st::~JI-~=. = 
lJ Redeposited863 = = 

easting 

Integrity of Site: 
Check One or More 

U Altered 858 = = 
l. I Unaltered 858= = 
[] _D__e_:;t!:_<;>~~ --- 858 = = 

· ~estored ( )(Date: 

! Moved (_ )(Date· 

)(X \)ng inal Site . 

)( 1851! := ; 
)( )858::: ::: 

858-: = 

Condition of Site (Remarks): ( )( Site has suffered vandalism, neglect and 

overall physical deterioration. 

Threats to Site: 

Check One or More 

ll~o~in!J (_X - - - -- -------·-- ---- JL~~?8= =. U _T~ansporta_~-~"J..li . 
I I Development ( )( -- - ----~-JL~~=--~ : :_~_!!'< _)( ____ - -· 
KJ<oeteriorati~~_(_!( ________ _ ----~--K. )..!!_?_~_":.. :"' I 1 _[J.red!!l:( JL 
[ ] .!!_orrowinJ!j__l( ________ . __________ _)LJ 87~=- .=. 

IX ~~)lherjSee Remarks Below): ___ ·-- ··· _. --·. ________ _ --· _____ .. ~78 = __ "': 

__ ___ lL __ ___ 2_~63 =_::: 

)( )878 = = 

)( )878 = .= 

)( )878 = " 

Threats to Site (Remarks): Site is threatened by vandal i Sll]_z_grave robbi nq. etc. 
City is making improvements, including perimeter fencing, thrQ~ the 
use of Community Development Block Grant funds. 

879= = 



STATE OF FLORIDA 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Division ol Archives, History 
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Site No._ 

Site Name _ _ _ ____ _ 

HISTORIC SITE DATA SUPPLEMENT 

Present Use (Check one or more as appropriate) 
0 Agricultural 850 = = 0 Government 850 = = 0 Park 850 = = 

~-----=.::...::..-
0 Transportation 850 = = 

Other (specify): [l Commercial 850= = 0 Industrial 850= = 0 Private Residence ;__...:...c..;'-'--''-"-'-':..;;__-'-'--~850 = = 
0 Educational 850= = 0 Military 850= = 0 Religious 850= = [)( cemeteryeso="' 
0 Entertainment 850= = 0 Museum 850= = 0 Scientific 850= = 0 _____ ..;;.;850~=-=_ 

Original Use (check one or more as appropriate) 
0 Agricultural 838 = = 0 Government 838 = = 0 Park 838 = = ·...::;.;~ ___ _:::::=._::~ 0 Tr~~sportation 838 = = 

Other (specify): 0 Commercial 838 = = 

0 Educational 838 = = 

0 Entertainment 838 = = "-'-'-'--=-'-'---..o==----

0 Industrial 

0 Military 

D Museum 

838: = 

838= = 

838= = 

0 Private Residence 838 = = 
0 Religious 

0 Scientific 

838= = 

838= = 

ID_n _c;_eme 1 e r YB3'!.::....::. 

0 ·--~=-=-

Cultural Classification: Specific Dates: Beginning ----------'8=--4.;...;4'-=-= 

Culture/Phase ________________________ 8.::..4..:....:0:.-=-= 

Period (check one or more as appropriate) 
ll Pre-Columbian 845 = "' 

Ll ! 5_th ~~ntury 845 = = 0 1Jih fentury 845= = 

rJ _!8_!!!~entury 845= = )4JJ 20thC~~tury ______ _ _!!~5..::_ :: 

0 19th _Ce~tury 845 = = 

Areas of Significance (check one or more as appropriate) 
Ll Ab?r~gonal 910 = = 0 Communoty Pla~ning 910= = (] Landscape 910 ~ = I.J Sculpture 910 = = 

I Arc_t.aeol~y 910= = [] Conservation 910: = Architecture 910 = = )( ~ Socta~!Humanilanan 910 .. = 

Prehistoric 910 = = 0 Economics 
I--·· 

910= = fJ Law 910 ~ = LJ Theater 910~ a 

I Archaeology Historic 910: : [] Educatlon 910=: 0 Literalure 910= = lJ Transportation 9t0= = .. . ·····- . 

U Agric~lture 910= = 0 En!!i~eerl~p- 910= = o_ ~llitary_ 
.. - 910 = = Otner (specify): 

1· 1 Architeclure 910 = = 0 Explorali?_r1 & 910= = f .·1 Music 9t0= = XX Black Histor)'1o '= = 

[ J Art 910 = = Selllement 9t0= = 0 Pho losop~y 9t0= = I I 910 : = -

I I Commerce 910: = [] lndus~r~ 910= = f.J POioiiCSIGovt. 910= = I I 910= = 
f -~ Communications 9t0= = 0 Invention 910 = = 0 A~llgion 910 =; I 'I 910 = = 

ll Science 910 : = L.l 910: = 

Remarks & Recommendations: 
For approximately fifty (50) years, the cemetery ser~ed the black population 
of West Palm Beach and surrounding areas. Placements of the cemetery on 
the Florida Historic Register will enhance present and future ~se of federal 
Community Development Block Grant funds to restore and improve site. 

835= = 

Accessible: fXJXyes: restricted 0 yes: unrestricted I :J no 

Status: IJ occupied fJ unoccupied 0 work in progress 
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Statement of Significance (use continuation sheet if necessary) 

The Evergreen Cemetery Association, chartered June 14, 1916, was created 
in response to the prevailing social structure of the time, a structure 
of rigid racial segregation. Prior to the turn of the century, a small 
but vit?l black coi11Tlunity, commonly referred to as 11 the Styx, .. exicted 

ton Palm Beach Island. The community developed schools, churches, frater 
nal organizations, and other institutions indicative of a stable, orga
nized social order. However, at the end of the 19th century, Palm Beach 
island was selected as the site of one of the first major planned develop
ments in southeast Florida. 

The development, guided by Henry Morrison Flagler, was designed to create 
a tropical setting for wealthy resid~nts wishing to avoid the winters of 
the country's northeast states. Construction of the Florida East Coast 
(FEC) railroad, which provided access to the resort,. provided jobs to lo
cal residents and attracted both black and white workers to the area. The 
success of Flagler's venture forced resettlement of residents of the 11 Styx .. 
to the mainland. A new black community, 11 Pleasant City," was created in 
the City of West Palm Beach. This black community continues to exist and 
has expanded over the years. 

Initially in the city, blacKs and whites were buried in separate sections 
of Woodlawn Cemetery. The cemetery, operated by the city, was closed to 
blacks in 1916 and necessitated the founding of Evergreen Cemetery. 

Land acquisition costs were met by subscription, the purchase of burial plots 
for individuals and families. Cemetery maintenance, to be directed by the 
association, was the responsibility of those owning burial plots. The Ceme
tery was active from 1916, to 1966, when blacks again were permitted to pur
chase plots at Woodlawn Cemetery. Throughout this period, many notable lo
cal black iesidents were buried in Evergreen Cemetery. These notables in
clude members of pioneer black families, physicians, businessmen and entre~~e 
nuers, educators, ministers and church officials, and the owners and opera
tors of a wide variety of enterprises. 

As indicated -previously, maintenance of the burial plots was a family re ~ 
sponsibility. Initially, this system appears to have succeeded. However, 
over the years the cemetery deteriorated slowly. The original governing 
association, as its members passed away, became less active and did not 
exert sufficient leadership. As descendents of those buried at the ceme
tery died, moved or became unable to provide care for the grave sites, the 
physical condition of the cemetery suffered. In recent years, maintenance 
within the cemetery virtually ceased. It became a target for vandals, a 
place to loiter and the site of drug sales and related criminal activity. 

In 1981, the Evergreen Cemetery Association was rechartered.The association 
and the city have been attempting to determine a comprehensive, long range 
plan for the operation and maintenance of the facility. In the interim 
period, the city has used Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds to 
provide perimeter fencing, improve vegetation, and provide landscaping and 
irrigation. 
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Verbal Boundary Description 

The Evergreen Cemetery is located in the northern portion of West Palm 
Beach. The cemetery is bounded on the north by single family dwelling 
units facing 29th Street; on the south and west by small industrial/com
mercial sturctures facing 27th Street and North Tamarind Avenue; and on 
the east by the Florida East Coast railroad tracks. {See attached map). 

Site Size (Approx. Acreage of Property) _ _ _ 7 __ • ~ 2_~::_~~s _ ______ __ ... -- -· 833. = = -- ·- -·· ·-···-· ·-

Major Bibliographic References 

A History of the Evergreen Cemetery, In summary, The Evergreen Cemetery 
Historical Committee, West Palm Beach, Florida, undated. 
(Copy enclosed ). · 
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Pay e 1 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

S ite: 8PB061Lt6.tt 

iJr' i g in c.<.1 ? Y l~ ecol·-·de r-· #: 

Site name: ST JOHN,S BAP~IST CHURC~ 
H1stor1c contexts: BOOM 
Nat. Re g ister category : BLDG 
Other names or MSF nos: 201121 CONTENTMENT AVENUE 
Co unty: PB Owne rsh ip type: PRIV 
Project name : WEST PALM BEACH COMPREHENSI VE S URVEY DHR #: 2203 
Location <Attac-f-1 copy of USGS map, sk etch-m ap of immediate <H'e a ) 

Address: 212110 A E ISAACS City: WEST PALM BEACH 
Vicin1ty of I route to: NORTHEAST CORNER OF A E ISAACS AND 19TH 
STF~EE"T 

Subd i vision~ PLEASANT CITY 
Other' map : 
Township: 43S 
I·r-· r·-egu la·r-· sec ? 
Ubf.3b 1. 5 '1 m.::'tp: 
iJTI"•1: Zon1'!: 

histor--y 
Ai'Ch it ect: 
Bt.li lc:lt~·r': 

Range: 43E 
Lan cl ~p--· ;:~ n t : 

PAUl Bt::f-iCH 
East1ng: 

Block~ 2: 

Section: 16 1/4 : NE 

No;··-th i ng ~ 

Ci"r-·ca: Date: i929 Restor'ation date (s) ~ 

i"•1oiJif1cat1on cJ.:.=.te ~s): 
IYlove: Date: Ol-· ig locn: 
Original use~ HSEW 
Present use: HSEW 

L.ot: 14-16 

1/it-1/4: NW 

Descl·'i pt i <Jn 
Sty 1 e : MISS 
Plan: Exterior: RECT 

SEE SITE FILE STAFF FOR 
OR1GINAL PHOTO{S) OR MAP{S) 

Inter-· i en ... : OTHR 
No.• Stor'les: 1 Ot.ltb1clgs : 
Structural systems: CONB STCT 
Ex te r ior fabrics: STUC 
Fo undat ion: Type : CONT 

Infill~ 

f~oof: 

Secondary Struc: 
Ch imnt=:y : Nu m: Qt til at er i <~ 1 : 

Loc: 
Winc:!ov1s~ DHS, l/1 

Ext erior ornament : 

M<:ltls: 

S m-·faci ng ~ SHCO 

Condition : GOOD Surroundings: RESI 

Doy··mer-·s = 

N a l"' ~-~a t; i v e ( g en e -.. - a ~ , i n t: r~ 1·' i o ;·-- , i. an d s cap e , c o n t e x t : 3 1 i n e s o n 1 y ) : 

ONE STORY MISSION CHURCH BUILT 1g2g (BLDG PRMT . W: CURVILINEAR P 
ARAPET, BULLSEYE AIR ~ENT, CLOSED PEDIMENT OV ER DOOR. N&S: WI N 
DUWS SET IN RECESSED POINTED ARCHES AND SURMOUNTED BY CROSSES, 

SEPARATED BY BUTTRESSES . NE: ATTACHED CONB SUNDAY SCHOOL . 

Archaeo log1ca l remains: Archaeo logical Form completed? N (Attach) 

:~!!!!!!!--------------=--~-~-----··· · ·····---



Page ;;:: HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site : i3PB0E..!Zl6 4 

Recorder's Evaluation of Site 
Areas of Signif1cance; BLAC RELI 

EJ.igible for·· Nat. Registe·r·. ') i..H\E 
Signif. as part of district? NO 
Significant at local level? LIKE 

Summary on Significance (Limit to three 
GOOD LOCAL EXAMPLE OF A MISSION CHURCH. 

1 ines pt··ovidt?d): 
FAIR TO GOOD INTEGRITY. 

A SOCIAL, CULTURAL AND POLITICAL CENTER IN THE BLACK COMMU~I 
TY SINCE THE 19208. REPRESENTS A PERIOD OF PHENOMENAL GROWTH I 
N WPB, 19 15·- 30. 

Recorder informat1on: MILLER, ELIZABETH L 
Date: 02/1991 Affiliation: CWPB 

PHOTOGRAPHS <Attach a labeled print bigger than contact size) 
Location of negatives: CWPB 
Negative numbers: 166-1& 
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Page 1 Site #8 PB12102 
Recorder# _____ _ 

0 Original 
0 Update 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 
Field Date ..... ® .... LJ.§._I 2010 
Form Date ....Ql_/Jlli_/ 2010 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes and building complexes as described in the box below. Cultural resources 
contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this form for National Register 
multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to the individual 
resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number. 

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
D Historic district (NR category "district"): buildings and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites 
D Archaeological district (NR category "district"): archaeological sites only: NO buildings or NR structures 
D Mixed district (NR category "district"): includes more than one type of cultural resource (example: archaeological sites and buildings) 
D FMSF building complex (NR category usually "building(s)"): multiple buildings in close spatial and functional association 
D Designed historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "site"): can include muHiple resources (see National 

Register Bulletin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. parks, golf courses. campuses, resorts, etc.) 
D Rural historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "site1: can include multiple resources and resources not formally 

designed (see National Register Bulle/in #30, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detailed 
definition and examples: e.g. farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

if Unear resource (NR category usually "structure"): Linear resources are a special type of rural historic landscape and can 
include canals, railways, roads, etc. 

Resource Group Name Florida East Coast Railway ____________ _ Multiple Listing (DHR o~ 
FMSF Survey #--""1_9..__.1-__c-~::o_ ...... 

0 object 
Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail 
National Register Category (please check one}: D building(s) D structure 0 district 0 site 
Linear Resource Type (if applicable): D canal 0 railway D road 0 other (describe): _______________ _ 
Ownership: 0private-profit Dprivate-nonprofit Dprivate-individual Dprivate-nonspecific Deity Dcounty Dstate Dfederal DNative American Dforeign Dunknown 

LOC.\ TIO:\ & \1.\PPI'\C 

Address (if applicable, include N,S.E.W; #;St., Ave., etc.)--------~---::---:-:------:-::---:=--=-----==---------
City/Town (within 3 miles) West Palm Beach In Current City Limits? 0yes Dna Dunknown 
County or Counties (do not abbreviate)._....:P"-la:!!.!lm.!!...!:<B~ea~c~h __________________________ _ 
Name of Public Tract(e.g., park), _______________________________ _ 

For township, range and section, please see table in Required Attachments section. 
1) Township Range Section v. section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Olrregular-name: -----~ 
2) Township Range Section v. section: DNW DSW OSE ONE Dlrregular-name: -----~ 
J) Township Range Section v. section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Olrregular-name: _____ _ 
4) Township Range Section v. section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: -----~ 
USGS 7.5' Map Name(s) & Date(s) (boundaries must be plotted on attached photocopy of map; label with map name and publication date) Jupiter. Fla. 1948 
(PR1983l, Riviera Beach, Fla. 1946 (PR1983), Palm Beach, Florida 1946 (PR 1983), Lake Worth, Fla. 1945 (PR1983). Delray Beach. Fla. 1962 
(PR1983), Boca Raton, Fla. 1962 (PR1983). 
Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name, originating office with location) 
Landgrant _____________ _________________________ _ 
Verbal Description of Boundaries (descripti011 does not replace required map) The railroad line runs through Palm Beach County south to the Broward 
County line. 

NR List Date SHPO .... Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dyes Dno Dinsufficient info Date__}_/__ I nit.. __ _ 
_ !_!__ KEEPER .... Determined eligible: Dyes Dno Date _l_f __ 
D Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E057R0107 Florida Master Site File, Division of Historical Resources. R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, Fl32399.Q250 
Phooe (850) 245-6440 I Fax (850) 245-64391 E-mail SiteFile@dos.state.ll.u$ 



Page2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site #8 PB12102 

HISTOI~Y & DESCRIPTIO:'\ 

Construction date: Exactly (year) Approximately (year} Earlier than (year) Later than 1892 (year) 
Architect!Designer(last name first): Henry Flagler Builder( last name first): Henry Flagler 
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group:# of contributing 1 #of non-contributing ___ O __ _ 
Time period(s) of significance (for prehistoric districts, use archaeological phase name and approximate dates; for historical districts, use date range(s), e.g. 1895-1925) 

1892 -present day.---------------------------------
Narrative Description (National Register Bulletin 16A pp. 33-34; fit a summary into 3 lines or attach supplementary sheets if needed) The original FE C Railroad line. 
constructed by Henry Flagler, ran from Jacksonville. south to Key West. The FEC was a major contributor to the development of Florida during 

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
D FL State Archives/photo collection 
0 property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

0 library research 
0 city directory 
D newspaper files 
D historic photos 

D building permits 
D occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
D interior inspection 

D Sanborn maps 
D plat maps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
D HABS/HAER record search 

D other methods (specify) ________________________________ _ 
Bibliographic References (use Continuation Sheet, give FMSF Manuscript# if relevant) ____________________ _ 

OPINION OF RESOl'RCE SIG:\IFIC.\:\CE 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? li'lyes Dno Oinsufficient information 
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Dyes Dno li'linsuflicient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 48-49. Attach longer statement, if needed, on separate sheet.) PB 121 02 is a late 19t~ 
century railway which runs north and south along Florida's eastern coast. The FEC originally transported both freight and passengers. however 
the railroad discontinued passenger operations in the latter part of the 20tt1 century. The railroad has been in use for almost 120 years. and could 
be potentially eligible under criteria A and D. In the past the SHPO has concluded that there is insufficient information to make a determination 
of NRHP-eligibilitv for this resource. It is the opinion of Panamerican Consultants. Inc, that the railroad is potentially eligible for listing on the 
NRHP due to its historic nature and integral part in the development of Florida. 
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National RegisterBulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. "architecture", "ethnic heritage", 'community planning & developmenf', etc.) 
Transportation. community planning and development. ---------------------------

DOCL \IE~ I'ATIOl\ 
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Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents that are permanently accessible: For 

1 each separately maintained collection, describe ( 1) document type(s), * (2) maintaining organization,* (3) file or accession nos., and (4) descriptive information. _____ _ 
All maps. field notes and photographs will be kept on file at the PCI Tampa office under accession number 30003.003 

RECORDER I~FOlOIATION 

Recorder Name Bryce Rodgers 
Recorder Contact Information (Address/ Phone I Fax I Email) 1115 North Parsons Ave. Brandon. FL33510 /813.084-5200 I brodgers@panamconsultanls.corn 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. Inc. 
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Township Range Section 

42 East 26 , 36 
40 South 

43 East 30, 31 

41 South 42 East 01 , 12, 13, 24, 25, 36 

42 East 01 
42 South 

43 East 06, 07, 17, 18, 20,28, 29, 33 

43 South 43 East 04, 09, 16, 21 , 28, 33 

44 South 43 East 04, 09, 16, 21 , 27, 28, 34 

45 South 43 East 03, 10, 15, 21 , 22, 28, 33 

46 South 43 East 04, 09, 16, 20, 21 , 29, 32 

47 South 43 East 05, 08, 17, 19, 20, 30, 31 

Photograph 1. View of the Florida East Coast Railroad tracks within West Palm Beach, facing south (PC I December 2009) 



Photograph 2. View of the Florida East Coast Railroad tracks within West Palm Beach, facing north (PC I December 2009) 
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Legend 8PB12102 
major road 

CJ counTy bOUndary 

C:::J 8PB12102 

N 

A 
Palm Beach County 

0 1.252.5 5 7 5 10 

- Miles 

Required 
Attachments 

8PB12102 in relation to major roads in Palm Beach County. 

0 PHOTOCOPY OF USGS 7.5' MAP WITH DISTRICT BOUNDARY CLEARLY MARKED 
@LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP WITH RESOURCES MAPPED & LABELED 
@ TABU LA TION OF ALL INLCUDED RESOURCES (name, FMSF #, contributing? YIN, resource 

category, street address or township-range-section if no address) 
0 PHOTOS OF GENERAL STREETSCAPE OR VIEWS (Optional: aerial photos, views of typical resources) 

Photos may be archival B&W prints OR digital image files. If submitting digttal image files, they must be 
included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable). Digital images must be at least 
1600 x 1200 pixels, 24·-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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45S43E021 
45S43E022 
45S43E028 
45S43E033 
46S43E004 
46S43E009 
46S43E016 
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46S43E021 
46S43E029 
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47S43E005 
47S43E008 
47S43E017 
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47S43E031 
47S43E031 
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OOriglnal 
l!lUpdate 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 l/07 

Sfte#8 PB12102 
FleldDate 7-13 - 2012 

Form Date a-22-2012 

Recorded# J 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts. landscapes. building complexes and linear resources as desaibed In the box below. 
Cultural resources contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented lndMdually at the Site Flle. Do not use this form for 
National Register muiUple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to 
the Individual resources Included under the MPS cover using the Site File manusaipt number. 

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
0 Historic district (NR category "district"): buUdlngs and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites 
0 Archaeological district (NR category "district"): archaeological sites only: NO buildings or NR structwes 
0 Mixed district (NR category "dlslrlctj: Includes more than one type of cultural resource (example: archaeological sites and buildings) 
0 Building complex (NR category usually "buiidlng(s}1: multiple buUdlngs In close spatial and fundional association 
0 Designed historic landscape (NR category usuany "district" or "slte1: can Include multiple resources (see National 

Register BuUetin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. parks, golf courses, campuses, resorts, etc.) 
0 Rural historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "slte1: can Include muJUpfe resources and resources not formally 

designed (see National Register Bulledn #30. Guidelines for Evaluadng and DOClimenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detalled 
definition and examples: e.g. farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

12Slllnear resource (NR category usually "structure1: Linear resources are a special type of rural historic landscape and can 
Include canals, railways, roads, etc. 

Resource Group Name Florida East Coas t (FECI Railwav 

Project Name CRAR for All Aboard Florida 

National Register category (plaase check one): ObuHding(s) l&lstructure Odlstrlct Oslte 

Multiple Ustlng [DHR onlyJ ....,........,,-=--
FMSF SUrvey# \ q 4 B0 

OobJect 
Linear Resource Type {lfappDcahle): Ocanal l!lrallway Oroad Oother {desaibe): - - ---- -------
Ownership:~ OprlvallHionprof []private.lndivuaJ Opriw1&-nonspecll!c []dty Ocounty []sta!B Ofedaral ON&IIYeAmerlcan 0forelgn Ounknown 

S!reet Number Dlrecllon S!reet Name Street Type Suf!!x D!rec!!qn 
Address: 
Cltyffown (willin 3 m!las} west Palm Beach In Current City Um!ts? I!Jyes Ono DUnknown 
County or Counties (donotabbrevlate)_,P...:a:.:.:lm~Be==a:.::::ch=--------------------------
Name of PubHc Tract (e.g.,park} __________ --=---=--=--=----- -------
1) Township 47s Range~ Section s %section: ONW OSW OSE ONE Irregular-name:--- ---
2) Township~ Range~ Section a %section: ONW OSW OSE ONE 
3) Township 47s Range 43B Section 17 %section: ONW DSW OSE ONE 
4) Township~ Range 43E Section 20 %section: ONW OSW OSE ONE 
USGS 7.5 Map(s) 1) Name LAKE woRTH USGS Date ...ll.!!..L 

2) Name BOCA RAToN USGS Date 1969 

Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's nama, ollginallng oflll:e Wl1h loca1ion} -=H=is=t=or=i=c ...:.:Ae= r=i=al=-=Pho=tog=ra=p=hs=------ - --- - ---Landgmnt _ ____ ___ _____ _ ________ _ __________ _____ _ __ 

Verbal Desaiptlon of Boundaries (dasa1p!lon does not raplaa! required map) ----==S=ee::......:;can= ti=n=ua=t=ion==--=she=et:..:.·----- --- - - -

SHPO -Appears to meet criteria for NR Osting: fir'ves Ono Oinsufllcfent Info 
KEEPER- Determined eDgible: [f'yes Ono Data _ ____ _ 

DOwner Objeclion NR Criteria for EvaluaUon: Oa Ob De Od (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E057R0107 FIO!Ida lllas!llr Sll!l File, llYialon ofH181aal Resouraea. R.A. Gray Building, 600 South Sronouah Sb'eel. Tallahassee. Fl3239!H!250 
Plume (BBO) ~I Fax (850) 245-&139/ E·mall SteRie@dns l!brleflua 



Paga2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM S!te#8 PB12l02 

.... __ ~HISTORY & PESCRIPTION .~..- I . 

Construction Year: 18 9 6 Dapproxlmately Dyear Usted or earlier tmyear Dsted or later 
ArchltectiDeslgner(rast nama ftnlt): Builder( last name ftnlt): _________ _ 
Total number of lndMdual resources Included In this Resource Group:# of contributing #of non-contributing ___ _ 
Thne period(s) of significance (dloose a period from the list or type 1n date ranga(s), e.g. 1895-1925) 
1. 1896- 1964 3. _________________ _ 
~ 4. _______________________ _ 

Narrative Oesaiption (N8tionaJRegisterBuUetin f6App. 33-34;fttasummary!ntn31lnesor&ltaeh supplemen!aryshaelslfneeded) see continuation sheet. 

. . RESEARCH METHODS (check all that a Jly) . 

tmFMSF record search (siteslswveys) Dllbrary research Obullding permits 
Doccupant/owner Interview 
Dnelghbor Interview 
Olnterlor Inspection 

OSanbom maps 
Dplatmaps DFL State Archives/photo collection Deity directory 

tmproperty appraiser I tax records Onewspaper mes OPubDc Lands Survey (OEP) 
OHABS1HAER record search ~cultural resource survey Dhlstorlc photos 

~Other methods (Specify) Historic aerial photography . 

Bibllographlc Referern:es (give FMSF Manusaipt f# if relevant) __,s=ee'"--""con=t=in=ua=t=i=on'"-=sh=e=et=..:·------------------

~ &.OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE ...._... ~-

Potentially eDgibla Individually for National Register of Historic Places? lB)yes Ono Olnsuff!c:lent lnforma1lon 
Potentially eUgibla as contributor to a National Register district? lB)yes Ono Olnsuflldent fnfonnallon 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, see Natiofl8! Rsgls!er Bllfletin 16A p. 4849. Atlach longer sla!ament, If needed, on separate sheet) see continuation 
sheet. 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see N8tiona/ Register BIJ!Jelin 15, p. B for catego!les: e.g. "archlledure", "ethnic h8rl!age", "communlty pJann!ng & deve!opmenf', etc.) 
1. community planning & development 3. 5.---- -------
2. Transportation 4. 6.-------- ---

Accessible Documentation Not FUed with the Site Ale -lndtn:!lng !leld nolas, analysts notes, photos, pians l!lld olher lmpollant documents 

1) Documenttype Field notes Mair1lalnlrqjorganlza!lon ..::J811US=.:.::Resean:h=::.:...,_-----------
Document dssaiptkJn Fila or aa:esskln tfs 

2
) Document type Field maps lllalnlaln!ng organiza11on ..::.lallls=.:.::Reseai=d==.l ________ _ _ 

Documentdescripllon Fils oraccess!ontfs ------------- --

.,......,. ,. -, RECORDER INFORMATION -

Recorder Nama Janus Research Afli!iation....::J=a=m'=s _::Re=sear=ch=---------------
ReccrderContactlnformatlon 1107 N. ward st., Tampa FL 33607 I 18131 636-8200 I ianus®ianus- research.com 

{Bddless I phone I fax I e-mall) 

Required 
Attachments 

0 PHOTOCOPY OF USGS 7 S MAP WITH DISTRICT BOUNDARY CLEARLY MARKED 
8 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP WITH RESOURCES MAPPED & LABELED 
0 TABULATION OF ALL INCLUDED RESOURCES (name, FMSF #, contributing? YIN, resource 

category, street address or townshiJH8llQe-sectlon If no address) 
0 PHOTOS OF GENERAL STREETSCAPE OR VIEWS (Optional: aerial photD8, vlen of typical resources) 

Photos may be archlval B&W prints OR digital bnaga files. If submitting digital Image ffles, they must be 
Included on disk or CD AND In hard copy format (plain paper Is acceptable). Digital Images must be at least 
1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bft color, jpeg or tiff. 



PAGE3 SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8PB 12102 

SITE NAME: FEC Railway 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 

Within the project APE, the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railway extends through Palm 
Beach County on the Boca Raton (1962, PR 1969), Delray Beach (1962, PR 1969), Lake 
Worth (1945, PR 1983), and Palm Beach (1946, PR 1983) USGS quadrangle maps in the 
following Township~ Range~ and Sections: 

Township 43 South, Range 43 East, Sections 16, 21, 28, and 33; 
Township 44 South, Range 43 East, Sections 4, 9, 16, 21, 27, 28, and 34; 
Township 45 South, Range 43 East, Sections 3, 10, 15, 21, 22, 28, and 33; 
Township 46 South, Range 43 East, Sections 4, 9, 16, 20, 21, 29, and 32; 
Township 47 South, Range 43 East, Sections 5, 8, 17, 19, 20, 30, and 31. 

The project APE extends from the Palm Beach!Broward County line at the south to 11th 
Street in West Palm Beach, Palm Beach County at the north. The rail line is typically 
composed of standard gauge tracks over gravel ballast. It has both wood and concrete 
ties. The line traverses over grassy and paved urban areas as well as waterways. 

B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Railway magnate Hemy M. Flagler's East Coast Lines (E.C.L.) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
material~ tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896. Just three months after 
the railway reached Miami, the city became incorporated with 502 voters. Hemy Flagler 
opened the Royal Palm Hotel the following year attracting a wealth of new people. In 
1904, construction of the railway towards the Florida Keys began. In 1912, Hemy Flagler 
rode the first train into the town ofKey West. In 1935, however a storm lashed the Keys 
destroying portions of the rail line. The FEC decided not to rebuild, because the profit 
from the line was not as high as originally anticipated. At that point, Miami again became 
the end of the line. Around that time the FEC was more profitable transporting fruit and 
cargo than passengers and eventually the railway became solely a freight line. 

The intact portions of rail within the current APE are part of many that comprise the 
overall FEC system. Previous studies and coordination with the SHPO have identified the 
FEC Railway as eligible for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district. 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation on the east coast of Florida, as well as West Palm Beach in particular. 
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SITE NAME: FEC Railway 

It is considered eligible for listing in the National Register under Criteria A in the 
categories ofTransportation and Community Planning and Development. 

C. HISTORY AND BffiLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 

Mann, R. W. 
1983 Rails 'Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
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RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1. 0 

Site#8 PB13340 
Field Date 1/19/2005 

Form Date 10/5/2005 

FormNo 200501 

FondVo = Fteld OJIB (l'l'YY.W) 

Use this form to document an historical district or a 'building complex', In each case, multiple individual cultural resources should also be documented at 
the Site File. Do not use this foon for NR ITKJitiple property submissions: NR multiple property submissions (MPSs) are treated as Site File manuscripts, 
while individual NR resources and districts listed under a given MPS cover each have the MPS manuscript number in the 'Survey#' field. 

Resou~GroupName Relsey City Layout 

Alternate Names 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Multiple Usting (DHR only) 

» l~:::ijiDJ~ :H:H "· ,, ,,, ... !, •• . : I 
ProjectName Town of Lake Park Historic Kelsey City Brochure FMSFSurvey# 

County Palm Beach C>Nnership Type -=C=i-=t~y_________ National Register Category District 

City I Town within 3 miles Lake Park In Current City Umits? -=YE=s __ _ 

USGS 7.5' Map Name ___ --=.:R=IVI-=-=E=-=RA:..=.::...-=BEA==c=H ___ _ 

Township:~ Range:~ Section: 

Irregular Section Name: 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 

Landgrant 

1/4 section: ___ W-'-'-e==-st.=......cH=a=l=f'-------

Verbal Description of Boundaries (Description does not replace required map) Encompasses the or:i.ginal town plan of Kelsey 
C:i.ty which remains as the Town of Lake Park. Plan & zoning essentially unchanged from original. 

Plat or other map (map's name, originating office with location) Adopted Kelsey City Plan, on file in Lake Park 

DESCRIPTION & HISTORY 

Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group (for districts, bolh c:ontr1bl*'!l and non-contriiiD!g): 

If this is a district, how many individual resources are contributing? 

Time period(s) of significance: 

44 
103 

Other time period(s) of significance (for archaeological districts use phase name and approximate dales; fOf historical districts, use date range, e.g. 1 895-1925} 

Narrative Description (NR Bulletin 16 pp. 61-63; attach supplementary tile it a longer description is also needed) Initial plan was developed by the 
Olmstead Brothers in 1920 and a modified version was adopted. Included zoning for industrial 
west of D:i.xie Highway, commercial immediately east of highway and residential east to coast. 
Plan and zoning remain intact. 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF RESOURCE 

Potentially eligible for a local registef? 
Potential contributor to NR distrid? 

YES 

YES 

Name of local register, if eligible: Town of Lake Park/!te1sey City 

Area(s) of historical significance: _____________ >> ~i:1e~u~;:,:::.::::; .,; : ,::::1 
OtherHistoricaJAssociations: Harry Seymour Kelsey created town; plan developed by Olmstead Brothers 

Summary of Significance (Required, see NR Bulletin 16 p. 71-2.) Kelsey City was the first zoned city in F.lorida, wh:i.ch is 
reflected in the original and still existing plan. The plan and zoning is associated with 
prominent historic figures (Kelsey and 01msteads) and remains intact. 



RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site#8 PB13340 

FURTHER INFORMATION 

Access o c Document3l o~ or Col ec!1ons NOT;: led w th F\1SF (c g. pian~1nq dcpa1ment h c photo neqat vcs f1e1c notes) 

Oocumenttype: All materi als one location 

File or Accession 1: 

Maintaining Organization: Southarc Inc, Gaine sville 
~wl~: ______________________ _ 

>>All materi als one location ; Southarc Inc, Gainasville;;notes, maps, photos 

Recorder Name (last, Flf'St) .:..:w=ayn.o.=a=''---=L=u=cyoL......::B::...:.'--- - - - - ---
RecorderAddress/Phone 3700 NW 91st Str-t , SUite 0300, Gai ne sville , FL 3260 6 (352)372-2633 

Affiliation Southarc Inc, Gainesville 

Other Affiliation 
Is T ext-ooly supplement file attached (Surveyor only)? NO 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) Photocopied USGS 7.5' map with district borders in red 

(2) Street map or plat or aerial, at least 1 "=400'scale; resources mapped & labeled 

(3) At least one B&W photographic print at least 3X5: general streetscape or view 
required; optional: aerial photographs, views of typical resources 

(4) Tabulation of all included resources (Name, FMSF #, Contributing? Y/N, resource 
category, street address or township-range-section if no address) 



PB13340-200501 
Supplementary Printout 

> {Other name(s)J: 
not applicable 

> Township/Range/Section/Qtr: 
425 ;43E ;20;East Half 
425 ;43E ;21 ;West Half 

> Area(s) of historical significance: 
Community planning & development 
Landscape architecture 

> Repositories: Collection/Housed/Accession#/Describe 
All materials one location;5outharc Inc, Gainesville;;notes, maps, photos 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
RIVIERA BEACH;1973 

> Time Period(s) of Significance 
Boom Times 1921-1929 
Depression/New Deal1930-1940 
WvV II & Aftermath 1941-1950 

Page 1 Of 1 



STRUCTURES IDENTIFIED ON FIGURE 2, EXISTING PLAN OF LAKE PARK 
STATE OR LOCALLY LISTED AS CONTRIBUTING TO HISTORIC DISTRICT 

~ SITENO. 
1 8PB198 
2 8PB9617 
3 8PB9615 
4 8PB9616 
5 8PB9614 
6 8PB9613 
7 8PB9562 
8 8PB9628 
9 8PB9625 
10 8PB9622 
11 8PB9627 
12 8PB9624 
13 8PB9623 
14 8PB9621 
15 8PB9634 
16 8PB9604 
17 8PB9599 
18 8PB9609 
19 8PB9593 
20 8PB9592 
21 8PB9591 
22 8PB9590 
23 8PB9576 
24 8PB9595 
25 8PB9575 
26 8PB9580 
27 8PB9579 
28 8PB9581 
29 8PB9557 
30 8PB9554 
31 8PB9555 
32 8PB9547 
33 8PB9539 
34 8PB9541 
35 8PB9542 
36 8PB9535 
37 8PB9559 
38 8PB9583 
39 8PB9586 
40 8PB9563 
41 8PB9565 
42 8PB9571 
43 8PB9573 
44 8PB9569 
45 8PB9566 
46 8PB9536 
47 8PB9607 

ADDRESS NAME 
535 PARK AVENUE TOWN HALL 
429 GREENBRIAR 
414 GREENBRIAR 
415 GREENBRIAR 
400 GREENBRIAR 
359 GREENBRIAR 
108 GREENBRIAR (MOVED FROM 412 EVERGREEN) 
328 HAWTHORNE 
318 HAWTHORNE 
306 HAWTHORNE 
324 HAWTHORNE 
315 HAWTHORNE 
307 HAWTHORNE 
301 HAWTHORNE 
255 EAST JASMINE 
327 PARK AVENUE CARLOS R. WILSON HOUSE 
211 PARK AVENUE 
132 GREENBRIAR JUDGE NEWELL HOUSE 
700 FEDERAL HIGHWAY SAMUEL BLAKELY HOUSE 
624 FEDERAL HIGHWAY 
612 FEDERAL HIGHWAY CAFE DU PARC 
600 FEDERAL HIGHWAY HARRY SEYMOUR KELSEY HOUSE 
125 FORESTERIA 
144 PARK AVENUE 
601 FEDERAL HIGHWAY EVERGREEN HOUSE 
227 FORESTERIA CHRISTIAN FAGG HOUSE 
203 FORESTERIA 
250 FORESTERIA 
414 LAKE SHORE 
227 DATE PALM 
230 DATE PALM 
214 2ND STREET 
114 BAYBERRY 
274 BAYBERRY 
300 BAYBERRY 
311 SILVER BEACH 
410 3RD STREET LAKE PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
304 FORESTERIA 
320 FORESTERIA 
424 EVERGREEN 
500 EVERGREEN 
524 EVERGREEN 
535 EVERGREEN 
515 EVERGREEN 
505 EVERGREEN 
701 SILVER BEACH 
918 PARK AVENUE 918 BUILDING 



Adopted Kelsey City Plan (developed by Olmsted Brothers) 

_r 

FIGURE 1. 

--

ORIGINAL KELSEY CITY PLAN, 
1920, TOWN OF LAKE PARK, FL 

SOURCE: TOWN OF LAKE PARK 

-

SouthArc, Inc. 
Archaeological and 
Historical Services 
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FIGURE 3. TOPOGRAPHIC MAP SHOWING 8PB13340 

SOURCE: DELORME 2004; USGS 1973 
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1" = 609.6 m Data Zoom 13-0 
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FIGURE4. 

0 .5Km 

MODERN AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH, TOWN 
OF LAKE PARK 

SOURCE: MICROSOFT TERRASERVER 2005 
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VIcinity of 
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Quarter 

Easting 

Latitude 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Consult Guide To Historical Structure Fonmo for detailed instructiorw 

Site# 8Sl236 

Recorder# ~1..::;62=---

Recorder Date 09/2002 

J3iverhill --------.. ------ ·--·---·- Other Names ---·------·-···-------··----

4625 South Indian River Drive 
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3029211 
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Irregular Section 0 UTM Zone __ ..11__ 

Land Grant Unknown --·"'··-··- .. · .. --·------------ ....... - ... ---
Plat or Other Map .b!D!!L~aJ~.1113§ ___________ ,_ .... - ·------

Architect/Builder .. ~!!K~vt:!} _______ --·· ---·-· ··· __ ····--·--·-···---------------------··------------------·- Construction Date ___ 1_!!03 _____ Circa 0 
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Original Use(s) ..P.~-~~!~.[Et~t~-~l_lce --------------------- Present Use(s) . .Er.!.Y~!e resiq_~~~------ .. ···-----·-- ·-

Style .E!!'!m!3_Y~m~.~\J!~L-~-------·----- ·- Exterior Plan Re.f~ .. OO~Iar________ Interior Plan -~11~Q~_Vffi_ ... __ ......... ___ Stories ---~--
Structural System .\~~{9,~L~Jr.~~~---- ·---- ....... _ ____ .. ______ __ .. ___ ___ .......... -- --···---· Exterior Fabric - ~~..?..th!li!?Q~9, ______ .. ______ .............. - .. ----~--

Foundation _gQ!!ti.l'l.l:!.Q l!.~--------···------- __ Foundation Materials _l?..d~'5. ...... _ ........... _ ... _____________ Foundation lnfiii .. ~~-----·--···- ·· · · ··-- ----- --·--
No. of Porches .... ! .... Locations/Features __ gf.<?D!:E!,JY.J!Q!',!ig9l~.g\:I.~~--~~Q_q_R.9.!!~E.~ ......... _ ....... ________ , ______ .. _____________ ,,. _______________ _ 

Dormers C Number/Location ·--------- .. -------------------------------------------------~ ·-·--------------
Outbldgs. D Number ____ Nature/Location {Describe below) 

Roof Type . G.~~J!L ...................................................... _. __________ ___ ..... ..... .... ......... Roofing Materials . .§.~~~-~ -rn~.~~!; ... ~Y.£!J~P. ............. --................... _________________________ _ 
Secondary Structures C Comments ..t:IE! .. !:'!EP..~.~_EI~ ......................... _ .... ~---·---------·--·-- · ···· ·····-- Location 
Chimneys ~ Number ..... ? .... Orientation .. ~Q.':!.mi .. ~~~L ....... -......... Location .~!!II.;_§_!Q.l?.~ .. L~.!.~.!!2_ Material .. !=!~~~~--..... .......... ______ , ___ _ 
Wood Windows ~ Type .PJ:!..~;£ix_e_c!_ ______________ .... ______________________________________ ...... Light# .~1,_~/6~j ____________ _ 

Metal Windows 0 Type -·-----~·----- -------------------------.. ---~--------- ... Light#_ .. ·-----------------
Exterior Ornament .. !$!1 .. ~~- 9!.~~~-~;_'{~_~t~; Sl'lllt!~n:?.~.G~~~-!~!-1~~------------ ---------------------------- --·--------- ..... .. ......................... . ·-···------·------------· 

Condition .. GQQ~-----·--··-----··---·---··-····----- --........................ - ............................... ,. __ ,_"·····-- "· Surroundings . .B~~!~-~!.l!!ii!.!. ................................ " ............................................... " ............... ,_ .. 
Narrative (general, interior, landscape, context; 3 lines only) 

.. §~.~--C2!1J!!'.~.~tig_n_ ~~~~t .... _,_ ....... .............................. ............. . 

Archaeological Remains Present 0 .NQ.D~-~!?~-~~~: FMSF Archaeological Site Form Completed (if yes, attach) 0 
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Eligible for National Register? 

Signiftcant as Part of District? 

Significant at Local Level? 

Areas of Signlflcance 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Consult Guide To Historical Structu,. Forma for detailed l.,.tructlons 

Yes~ 

Yes 0 

Yes ~ 

No 0 
No ~ 

No 0 

Likely, Need Information 0 

Likely, Need Information 0 

Likely, Need Information [J 

Commu!!!!Y_planning & developme[~J~.~.9.1j£~t~re, Architecture 

Summary of Significance 

See continuation sheet. 

Site # 8SL236 

Insufficient Information 0 

Insufficient Information 0 

Insufficient Information D 

DHR.USE ONLY OFFICIAL EVALUATiONS DHR USE:QNLY 

DATE LISTED ON NA TIO~AL R~(;ISTER 
KEEPER DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILiTY . - . - . . . . 

SH~O EVALUATIPN OF ELIGIBILITY . 

·. LOCAL DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY 

DATE 

DATE 

DATE 

.. . . 

= ' · ··-YES 

'(ES 

YES 

NO 

NO 

NO 
--- · 

Research Methods Florida Site File for past architectural surveys; Libraries searched locally-county histories etc.; Local building 
permits; Pedestrian; Windshield 

Bibliographic References ______ _ 

Location of Negatives _l~nus Research ---- ---- - -·····-- Negative Numbers #162, Faci~Jl. NW - ------ -

Recorder Name .. §.~-Q~D!~l.,A_,_p~- ~~ To_I'!:~LE;~. RQ9~.~l A.-; fly~~~-§.~_§!J_S~~J!?l~ ,.- . ------ -----·-·------· ----· .......... ~- ...... ···--·--·-.. ·-----·-··"· --·-·--· .. ·------.. -- -

Recorder Affiliation .-!~N..~~--B-~~-~t.-~-~!j .. __ f~;3.~ .. f.i_r.!>)_~'!.~!:LU..~-~Rr:t.~., §~.: .~~~~~.l?..~f9.t..flq~g_~ ... :!:rr.~.~-.I~J-~P.h«?..ne 7?1~1:?.~Q9 ...... . ______ ... ... . 

REQUIRED: 1. USGS 7.5' MAP WITH STRUCTURES PINPOINTED IN RED 
2. LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 
3. PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, PREFERABLYB&W, AT LEAST 3x5 

Printed Thursday, June I 2, 2003 



Page3 SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS Site 8SL236 

SITE NAME Riverhill. 4625 South Indian River Drive 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 

This 1903 Frame Vernacular residence is located on the west side of South 
Indian River Drive between Rio Vista Drive and Indianapolis Street, north of East 
Midway Road in Township 35 South, Range 40 East, Section 36 (Fort Pierce 
USGS Quadrangle) in the general vicinity of Fort Pierce, St. Lucie County, 
Florida. This rectangular, two-story building has a wood frame structural system 
that rests on a continuous brick foundation. The side-gabled roof is covered in 5-
V crimp sheet metal and the exterior is clad in weatherboard siding. There are 
two chimneys, one on the exterior south wall, and the other on the interior slope 
on the western side. Fenestration consists of wood double-hung sash windows 
with four-over-four and six-over-six configurations, and fixed one-light windows. 
Exterior ornamentation includes knee braces, vents, gable returns and shutters. 
A one-story side-gabled addition has been appended to the north side. The 
building has been altered by the replacement of windows with picture windows, 
and by the replacement of the roofing materials. It remains in good condition. The 
property is surrounded by a wood fence with a pergola-type entrance. 

B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Riverhill is located on a parcel in an unincorporated area of St. Lucie County. 
Constructed circa-1903, Franklin Newton originally owned this home. 

This building is considered potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP as part of a 
potential Multiple Property Submission (MPS), which includes buildings located 
on South Indian River Drive in unincorporated St. Lucie County. The MPS could 
include ten historic buildings that are associated with the development of South 
Indian River Drive and with prominent citizens, who made important contributions 
to the advancement of the County. Residents of South Indian River Drive were 
historically involved in pineapple farming, an important industry, which no longer 
exists on the east coast of Florida. 

This building is considered significant at the local level and is considered 
potentially eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A for Agriculture and Community 
Planning and Development and Criteria C for Architecture. However, this 
building is not considered part of a historic district. 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 

Historic Property Associates 
1990 Original Florida Master Site File form. On File, Florida Division of 

Historic Resources, Tallahassee, FL. 
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CHANGE OF STATUS, Version 3.1, 5/03 Site #8 SL00237 
Florida Master Site File Date This Form Completed (date of status change is below) 11/1512005 

DHR Staff Only 
Reporter_Sherry Anderson_ X DHR D Not DHR: Give organization, address, phone, email: 

X Site File file number KNOWN (give it): SL00237 __ _ 
D Site File file number NOT KNOWN (attach map and complete next three lines) 

Resource Name ____ _ 
TRS: Twp _ N IS Range _ E IW Section:_ Other location info: ________ _ 

CHANGE IN PHYSICAL CONDITION {write date before each applicable change, omit day &/or month if 
exact date unknown; describe change as suggested; give DHR file number or attach documentation) 
_!_!_Altered without reference to the Secretary's Standards--describe: ________ _ 

_ !_/_Correction of Daddress, Dmap, or DTRS (Give old & corrected info) _______ _ 

_ 1_1_ Restored to historical condition as of (year) 
_1_1_ Moved to new site {attach map)··new address: --------------
_/_/_Approved for demolition-by (authority): _______ ______ _ 
_ 1_1_ Demolished (structures/bridges only)-_______________ _ 
_ 1_1_ Accidentally destroyed--cause:---------- --------
_/_/_Disturbed (archaeological)-describe: -------- ---------

__ . __ Human remains-ANY evidence? Describe: 

DOCUMENTATION X attached Oa/ready in Site File, specify file no 

P:\FSF\DOCS\MOM\mom_docs\CHGST A T2.DOC Last saved: 1 0/24/2005 9:56 AM 
FMSF, Division of HiStorical Resources, R.A. Gray Bldg, 500 S. Bronough, Tallahassee, FL 32399~250/ 850-245-0440/ Fax 850-245-6439 HR6105701~2 
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Update ~ 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
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Project Name St. Lucie County Historic Resou~s. Survey --·---··-···-·---------- ----·-- --- - ----
Historic Contexts Spanjsh-American '!Y_2!.__ ____________ National Register Category 
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Architect/Builder _I,J!l.KQQ..Vffi.. ___ , __ , ___ --···-------.. .,. ·--~-----_____ ------- Construction Date 1908 __ Circa 0 
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Additions ~ Date J.~§.Q§....._ •. ., ... -~--· Type/Location ~§~'!:!-'-~--~-~t9_,rY..!l2.Q!.~.Q!:l~.-----····--- ·--- ... ................... ----·--··--· ·---------·---- ·- ·--
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Eligible for National Register? Yes ~ No 0 
Significant as Part of District? Yes 0 No~ 

Significant at Local Level? Yes ~ No 0 

Areas of Significance 

_Community planning & developm~!Jt. Agriculture.~!E.~itecture 

Summary of Significance 

See continuation sheet. 

Likely, Need Information 0 Insufficient Information D 

Likely, Need Information 0 Insufficient Information 0 
Likely, Need Information 0 Insufficient Information 0 

··-·------- --··-----------------------·---- ----·---·--·--· 

;, · ,:· : >0HR USE ONLY ·. :. . ~:; . ~ ~ .·: : ... : - - - - - ' . ' . ·: 
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. . . 
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· OFJ:n:IAL EVALUATIONS ·· .. ,. . . ·. DHR USE ONLY ·· 

·.· ... ·. 

PATE 

DATE .. ' YES NO 
-~;_-__ . ,-.. · :, 

DATE .. .. ' YES NO 
~-

DATE YES .. NO --·-

Research Methods Florida Site File for past architectural surveys; libraries searched locally-county histories etc.; Local building 
permits; Pedestrian; Windshield 

Bibliographic References -----····-· "·-·-----.. --·--·-- - --·----·------·····----··· .. ---·------··--·-·--·--·-··------·--.... ·------------.. - .... ...... .. . 

Location of Negatives -~~IJ\:'~Be~~a~£b ................. -...... . . . . ......... _______ Negative Numbers 

Recorder Name S. D.~niE1!1 .f\-~Qe~L~I2.'!'~.l-~:.. Rggers~~£.!Yn.!~.§:.. Sustaita .. _______________ ,., ...... ------ -----·---............ .. 

Recorder Affiliation JANU~~~§sJ\B..9_1:i._?93~_f.!~~venueJ~o~~- ~!:.fet~!§.~.!:!%f~d93L 3371~J~!~P.'lQD~]2~~~t-7~-----.------

. . 
. . ·. 

REQUIRED: 1, USGS 7.S' MAP WITH STRUCTURES PINPOINTED IN RED 
2. LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 
3. PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, PREFERABLY B&W, AT LEAST 3x5 
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Page3 SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS Site 8SL237 

SITE NAME Britt House. 4511 South Indian River Drive 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 

This 1908 Frame Vernacular residence is located on the west side of South 
Indian River Drive between Rio Vista Drive and Indianapolis Street, north of East 
Midway Road in Township 35 South, Range 40 East, Section 36 (Fort Pierce 
USGS Quadrangle) in the general vicinity of Fort Pierce, St. Lucie County, 
Florida. This rectangular, two-story building has a wood frame structural system 
that rests on a concrete block pier foundation. The roof is covered in composition 
shingles and has side-gabled and hip-roofed sections. The exterior of . the 
building is clad in drop siding. A hip-roofed, multi-bay porch featuring wood 
supports and wood slatted railings wraps around from the east to the addition on 
the south. There is a single brick chimney on the north wall. Fenestration 
consists of wood double-hung sash windows with one-over-one configurations. 
Exterior ornamentation includes cornerboards, vents and wood window 
surrounds. There is a large addition that wraps around the south and west 
facades; however, it fits the original character of the building. The building is in 
good condition. 

A historic gable roofed, wood frame garage is located to the southwest of the 
main residence. 

B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The Britt House is located on a parcel in an unincorporated area of St. Lucie 
County. It was built by James and Callie P. Britt. According to photos taken in 
the early 1990s, this house has been renovated to more closely resemble its 
original appearance. The front porch, once enclosed, has been re-opened; and 
the metal awning windows on the second floor have been replaced with sash 
windows, which were the original type. 

This building is considered potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP as part of a 
potential Multiple Property Submission (MPS), which includes buildings located 
on ~outh Indian River Drive in unincorporated St. Lucie County. The MPS could 
include ten historic buildings that are associated with the development of South 
Indian River Drive and with prominent citizens, who made important contributions 
to the advancement of the County. Residents of South Indian River Drive were 
historically involved in pineapple farming, an important industry, which no longer 
exists on the east coast of Florida. 

This building is considered significant at the local level and is considered 
potentially eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A for Agriculture and Community 
Planning and Development and Criteria C for Architecture. However, this 
building is not considered part of a historic district. 

------------------------------- --· ··- - - - -
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SITE NAME Britt House. 4511 South Indian River Drive 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 

Historic Property Associates 
1990 Original Florida Master Site File form. On File, Florida Division of 

Historic Resources, Tallahassee, FL. 
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SITE NAME M.E. Card House. 3915-17 South Indian River Drive 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 

This 1914 Masonry Vernacular residence is located on the west side of South 
Indian River Drive between Rio Vista Drive and Indianapolis Street, north of East 
Midway Road in Township 35 South, Range 40 East, Section 35 (Fort Pierce 
USGS Quadrangle) in the general vicinity of Fort Pierce, St. Lucie County, 
Florida. This irregular, three-story building has a brick structural system that rests 
on a continuous brick foundation. Its roof is covered in tin shingles and features 
cross-gabled and hipped roof sections. The exterior of the building is clad in 
brick. The south and west roof slopes feature interior brick chimneys. There are 
two porches: a gabled roof portico on the east that has no supports, and a 
covered entry porch on the north that has a semi-circular fabric awning. There 
are two hipped dormers; one on each of the north and east slopes. Fenestration 
consists of wood double-hung sash windows with two-over-two configurations. 
Exterior ornamentation includes rafter tails, gable returns, crown molding, wood 
window surrounds, patterned brick and concrete sills. The building is in excellent 
condition. 

There are three historic outbuildings. To the west, there is a one-story brick 
cottage similar in style to the main house. To the northwest, there are two wood 
frame sheds. In addition, a natural freestanding carport, which resembles a 
grape arbor, is located to the north. 

B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The M.E. Card House is located on a parcel in an unincorporated area of St. 
lucie County. M.E. Card, who came to St. lucie County in 1883 and was one of 
the earliest pineapple growers, built this unique three-story brick house in 1914. 

This building is considered potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP as part of a 
potential Multiple Property Submission (MPS), which includes buildings located 
on South Indian River Drive in unincorporated St. lucie County. The MPS could 
include ten .historic buildings that are associated with the development of South 
Indian River Drive and with prominent citizens, who made important contributions 
to the advancement of the County. Residents of South Indian River Drive were 
historically involved in pineapple farming, an important industry, which no longer 
exists on the east coast of Florida. 

This building is considered significant at the local level and is considered 
potentially eligible for the NRHP under Criteria A for Agriculture and Community 
Planning and Development and Criteria C for Architecture. However, this 
building is not considered part of a historic district. 
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SITE NAME M.E. Card House. 3915-17 South Indian River Drive 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 

Historic Property Associates 
1990 Original Florida Master Site File form. On File, Florida Division of 

Historic Resources, Tallahassee, FL. 
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NPS Form 10-900 
(Rev. 10-90 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
REGISTRATION FORM 

OMB No. 1024-0018 

This form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations for individual properties and districts. See instructions in How to Complete the National 
Register of Historic Places Registration Form (National Register Bulletin 16A). Complete each item by marking "x" in the appropriate box or by entering 
the information requested. If any item does not apply to the property being documented, enter "N/A" for "not applicable." For functions, architectural 
classification, materials, and areas of significance, enter only categories and subcategories from the instructions. Place additional entries and narrative 
items on continuation sheets (NPS Form 10-900a) . . use a typewriter, word processor, or computer, to complete all items. · 

1. Name of Property 

historic name Fort Pierce City Hall, Old 

other names/site number Old City Hall, Fort Pierce City Hall, City Hall Annex, Historic City Hall/# 8SL00289 

2. Location 

street & number .;:;.3~15::_;,;;Ac:...ve::c:n::..::;u.=.e-=-A=---------------------=N:...::/..:..A=--0 not for publication 

city or town ;::.F..::.o.::..:rtc..::Pc..::i.:..:er:...::c-=-e _________________________ ___;;Nc:.../-=-A=--0 vicinity 

state ;::.F.:..:lo:...::n.:..:· d:.:;a'-------- code FL county .::S-=-t....::L:.:;u:...:.c.::..:ie _____ code _....:1-=-1-=-1 _ zip code .::..3-=-49:...:5:...::0 ___ _ 

3. State/Federal Agency Certification 

AS me aes•gnated authori.ty under the National Histone Preservation Act, as amenaea, 1 nereoy cerr1ry mat tn1s ~ nom~na11on 
0 request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation slandards for registering properties in the National Register of 
Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property 
l8l meets 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. I recommend that this property be considered significant 
0 nationally 0 slatewide J8llocally. CO See continuation sheet for additional comments.) 

J..-~J-, .. t. £.ail-.c Sig ~of certi4fl9 o cialrTitle Date 
/D.Izz/~1 

Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources 
Slate or Federal agency and bureau 

In my opinion, the property 0 meets D does not meet the National Register criteria. (OSee continuation sheet for additional 
comments.) 

' 
Signature of certifying offidai!Title 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

4. National Park Service Certification 
I here by certify that the property is: 

D entered iri the National Register 
D See continuation sheet 

D determined eligible for the 
National Register 

D See continuation sheet. 

D determined not eligible for the 
National Register 

0 See continuation sheet. 

D removed from the National 
Register. 

D other, (explain) 

Date 

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action 



Fort Pierce City Hall, Old 
Name of Property 

5. Classification 
Ownership of Property 
(Check as many boxes as apply) 

0 private 
181 public-local 
0 public-State 
0 public-Federal 

Category of Property 
(Check only one box) 

~ buildings 
.0 district 
0 site 
0 structure 
0 object 

Name of related multiple property listings 
(Enter "N/A" if property Is not part of a multiple property listing.) 

N/A 

6. Function or Use 
Historic Functions 

·.{Enter categories from instructions) 

Government/City Hall 

7. Description 
Architectural Classification 
{Enter categories from instructions) 

Late 19th and Early 20th Century Revivals 
Mediterranean Revival 

St. Lucie Co., FL 
County and State 

Number of Resources within Property 
(Do not include any previously listed resources in the count) 

Contributing Noncontributing 

0 buildings 

0 0 sites · 

0 0 structures 

0 0 objects 

0 total 

Number of contributing resources previou~ly 
listed in the National Register 

0 

Current Functions 
(Enter categories from instructions) 

Commerce/Professional Offices 

Recreation and Culture/Hall 

Social/Meeting Hall 

Materials 
(Enter categories fr?m instructions) 

foundation ..:C:..:o:.::n:.::.cr:..:e:..:.te::__ __________ _ 
walls .:::S..:.:tu:.:C;:.CO::_ _ _ _ _ _________ _ 

roof ...:.T.::.ile::_ _____________ _ 

other Cast Stone 

Narrative Description 
{Describe the historic and current condition of the property on one or more continuation sheets.) 
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United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

OMB Approval No. 1024·0018 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section number 7 Page 1 --------- ------

SUMMARY 

FORT PIERCE CITY HALL, OLD 

FORT PIERCE, ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

DESCRIPTION 

Old City Hall was erected in 1925 and restored in 1995. It is a two-story, rectangular, reinforced-concrete 
structure finished in a warm gray, textured stucco. The hip roof is made of red clay barrel tile. The fa9ade is 
symmetrical. A cast stone frieze bands the length and widths of the building below a molded cornice. A 
projecting, sculptural entrance at the north elevation leads through an ornamental iron gate to a central hallway, 
with offices on either side. At the end ofthe hallway, stairs to the second floor divide over a rear entrance. The 
second floor is devoted to a large hall, originally council chambers, now used for meetings an~ parties .. At the 
east and west ends of the hall, exit doors with fire stairs to the ground have been added. A narrow addition to 
'the rear elevation houses an elevator providing handicapped accessibility. The additions were part of the 1995 
restoration. Stylistically, Old City Hall is Mediterranean Revival with Italian Renaissance details. 

SETTING . 

Fort Pierce is on the east coast of Florida, approximately 238 miles south of Jacksonville and 58 miles north of 
West Palm Beach. The city consists of nine square miles of irregularly shaped land surrounded by 
unincorporated areas of St. Lucie County. Fort Pierce is the county seat. It occupies the banks of the Indian 
River lagoon and the northern tip of Hutchinson Island, a barrier island separating the lagoon from the ocean. 
The city contains several residential neighborhoods, an oceanfront resort area and the county's historic 
downtown. The major traffic arteries serving the city are Interstate Highway 95, U. S. Route I, and Coastal 
Highway A 1 A. There is a small airport. A commercial seaport and the city marina can be reached from the 
Intracoastal Waterway and through the Fort Pierce Inlet to the Atlantic Ocean. 

Old City Hall faces north at the southeast comer of U.S. 1 and Avenue A, standing on a large block bounded on 
the south by Orange A venue, and on the east by the Florida East Coast Railroad tracks. It occupies a space 
approximately 60 feet north by 105 west on the comer ofthe block. Avenue A and Orange Avenue cross the 
heart of downtown, running eastward four blocks to the Indian River. The nine-year-old new City Hall stands 
next to the old, occupying the rest of the western half of the block (Photo 1 ). The eastern half provides parking 
for both buildings. Construction of this parking lot caused the demolition of the old fire station, companion to 
Old City Hall. The fire station replaced an earlier station, which had also accommodated city council meetings 
(Figures 1, 2, and 3). Across Avenue A, built beside the railroad tracks, is the East Coast Lumber Company, 
founded in 1902. 

About the time City Hall was built, several large, mixed-use commercial buildings were constructed around it. 
The Peacock and Arcade Buildings faced City Hall on opposite comers, surrounding it with activity. Today 
those buildings remain occupied and are undergoing restoration. As U.S. 1 widened and the speed limit rose, 
the highway cut off the western part of the business district, contributing to the decline of the downtown area. 
Highway improvements are being planned that will restore pedestrian accessibility. During the last three years 
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FORT PIERCE CITY HALL, OLD 
FORT PIERCE, ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

DESCRIPTION 

of the 1990's, the downtown, a traditional center of activity, has begun to reintegrate the blocks west of Old City 
Hall, which contain several historic buildings. 

EXTERIOR 

J'he main block of the Old City Hall is a rectangular, two-story, reinforced-concrete building with a hipped roof 
and a stucco exterior (Photo 1). The roofing is red clay barrel tile. A decorative stone frieze runs the length of 
the main (north) fas;ade and both side elevations of the building below a heavily molded corni~. The fas;ade is 
symmetrical. Fenestration consists of 6/6 double hung sash windows above and transomed casement windows 
with eight lights below. The entrance at the center of the north elevation is accentuated by a projecting bay 
finished in stucco scored to look like stone block (Photo 2). Double wood and glass entry doors are recessed 
within a vestibule, protected by a massive ornamental iron gate. Flanking the gate are double pilasters, 
supporting brackets with engaged finials (Photos 2 and 7). A pair of double hung windows with fanlights, 
separated by an engaged column and flanked by pilasters, are centered over the entrance. The fanlights are 
united in a scored arch, inset with cast stone ornament (Photos 2 and 8). This window treatment is repeated 
symmetrically across the second story fas;ade. A parapet tops the entry bay with cast stone brackets and finials, 
crowned by a cast stone emblem in the motif of a sun rising over waves (Photo 8). The entrance is flanked by 
pairs of eight-light casement windows on scrolled cast stone aprons, repeated symmetrically across the first 
floor fac;ade (Photo 2 and 1 0). A panel over the entrance is inscribed with the words "CITY HALL" (Photo 7). 
Panels of cast stone ornament echo the central panel in a horizontal band across the fac;ade. The cornerstone is 
located at the west end of the north fac;ade (Photo 9). The east and west elevations are symmetrical, having first 
and second floor exit doors centered at exterior concrete staircases (Photos 3 - 6). The comers of the main 
building are quoined (Photos 4 and 12). The rear (south) part of the building is slightly lower in height, with a 
combined hipped tile/flat roof, finished similarly to the main block (Photos 1, 4, and 12). Fenestration is similar 
to that of the side elevations. A narrow addition to the west of the rear entrance houses an elevator shaft (Photo 
5). 

INTERIOR 

A hallway crosses the length of the building connecting front vestibule (Photo 14) and rear entrance (Photo 13). 
To the west of the rear door is an elevator. The east and west ends contain office spaces whose lobbies open 
onto the hall (Photo 15). The central hall space is dominated on four comers by structural columns, classically 
finished with plaster molding (Photo 16). A double staircase at the rear reaches the second floor by a broad 
landing, which overlooks the rear courtyard through four casement windows (Photo 20). The northern two
thirds of the building upstairs is a single meeting hall, the former Council Chamber (Photos 23, 24), entered 
through two double doors at the head of the stairs (Photos 18, 22). Exits at either end open onto exterior fire 
stairs (Photos 4, 6), and a single door to the southeast leads to a storage room (Photo 19). Adjacent to the 
storage room is a kitchenette and handicapped-accessible rest room. Opposite, west of the stairwell, are the 



.. ,. " 
NPS Form 10-900-a 
(8-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PlACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section number 7 Page ----- 3 FORT PIERCE CITY HALL, OLD 

FORT PIERCE, ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

DESCRIPTION 

elevator (Photo 21), a closet and men's and women's rest rooms. Floors are hardwood except for hallways, 
which are tiled. Walls are plaster with wood molding at floors, ceilings, and openings. Ceilings in the former 
Council Chamber and lobby are tall, with exposed beams decoratively molded in white-painted plaster. 

ALTERATIONS 

The original drawings by architect William W. Hatcher are dated December, 1924 (See attachments). He 
designed a two story addition to the rear, south elevation of the building in drawings dated Apfil, 1950. It was 
24 feet deep by 32 feet wide, to accommodate an expanded tax department on the first floor, and additional 
'offices on the second. Drawings dated May, 1955, show that Mr. Hatcher again added cabinetry, duct-work, 
and minor changes to the restrooms~ This was his last job on the building. 

In 1958, 288 sq. ft. was added to the 1950 addition: 12ft. to its east side. The tax department doubled in size, 
sharing the entire ground floor with the utilities department. The mayor, city manager, the secretaries, clerks, 
and engineers moved to the second floor, which meant partitioning the great hall that had been council 
chambers.1 In 1963 minor interior repartitioning was done and some plumbing, cabinetry, electrical, and air 
conditioning added.2 In 1971~ about half of the city government relocated until a new city hall was built in 
1991. 

Concerned citizens united under the Main Street organization and saved Old City Hall from demolition at that 
time. It was restored in 1995 to approximate its original 1920's form. Some additions, including all of the 
1950s structures, were removed. The elevator was added to the south elevation to provide handicap 
accessibility. Fire exits and new concrete stairs with metal railing were added to the east and west elevations. 
Council chambers were restored to become the great hall upstairs. The first floor office spaces are adapted to 
modem businesses, but retain the original finishes, except where floors are carpeted. The tile on the stair and 
landing is intact, but the tile has been covered by a resilient vinyl. The original hardwood flooring has been 
preserved on the second floor. The southern spaces off the hall on the second floor are reused.in contemporary 
ways, preserving original finishes. Architect Robert Terry, Jr., drew the plans, and the R. K. Davis 
Construction Company supervised the work. Of the $500,000 restoration cost, half consisted of grants from the 
Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources. Much of the labor and material was volunteered 
or donated. 

1Architectural drawings by Kendall P. Starratt, 1958. 
2 Architectural drawings by Terry & Stebbins, 1963. 
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FORT PIERCE, ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

DESCRIPTION 

Old City Hall is owned by the City of Fort Pierce and leased by Main Street Fort Pierce. The first floor office 
spaces are currently rented to a local accounting firm. The great hall is rented for meetings or parties. It is also 
used for a variety of public functions sponsored by either the City or Main Street Fort Pierce. 



Fort Pierce City Hall, Old 
Name of Property 

8. Statement of Significance 
Applicable National Register Criteria 

St. Lucie Co., FL 
County and State 

Areas of Significance 
(Mark "x" in one or more boxes for the criteria qualifying the property 
for National Register listing.) 

(Enter categories from instructions) 

[g) A Property is associated with events that have made 
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
our history. 

D B Property is associated with the lives of persons 
significant in our past. 

[g) C Property embodies the distinctive characteristics 
of a type, period, or method of construction or 
represents the work of a master, or possesses 
high artistic values, or represents a significant and 
distinguishable entity whose components lack 
individual distinction. 

0 0 Property has yielded, or is likely to yield 
information important in prehistory or history . . 

-
Criteria Considerations 
(Mark "x" in all the boxes that apply.) 

._Property is: 

0 A owned by a religious institution or used for 
religious purposes. 

. DB removed from its original location .. 

DC a birthplace or grave. 

0 0 a cemetery. 

D E a reconstructed building, object, or structure. 

D F a commemorative property. 

0 G less than 50 years of age or achieved significance 
within the past 50 years 

Narrative Statement of Significance 
(Explain the significance of the property on one or more continuation sheets.) 
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FORT PIERCE CITY HALL, OLD 

FORT PIERCE, ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FLORIDA 
SIGNIFICANCE 

Old City Hall is significant at the local level under Criterion C in the area of Architecture. It is exemplary of 
the Mediterranean Revival architecture of the time, excelling in the use of classical proportions and Italian 
Renaissance details to distinguish the public nature of the building from contemporaneous structures. It was 
-designed by architect William W. Hatcher, who made a major contribution to Fort Pierce's architectural 
lieritage during his 48 year career there. It is also significant under Criterion A in the area of 
Politics/Government. Old City Hall was the headquarters of city government in Fort Pierce f~ 46 years. The 
mayor who oversaw its construction was C. E. Cahow, one of the city's earliest and most visionary developers, 
·who served from 1923 to 1927. His career spanned the rise and fall of the south Florida land boom. In 1971 
the mayor and his staff moved to "temporary" quarters, and the building housed Planning, Building and 
Community Development until a new city hall reunited all the departments in 1991. The building was s~ved 
from demolition, and restored in 1995. It is now used for commercial offices md as a public meeting' place 
under the auspices of the Main Street organization. The restoration of Old City Hall was a positive turning 
point for the preservation and revitalization movement in downtown Fort Pierce. 

HISTORICAL CONTEXT 

The United States took possession of Florida from Spain in 1821. The Ais of the south-central coast and other 
early Florida peoples were virtually extinct by then. Their few descendants melded with the mixture of 
immigrant tribes and runaway slaves who became the Seminoles, about 5,000 in Florida at the time. Friction 
with surveyors and settlers culminated in the 1835 attack on plantations south of St. Augustine which set off the 
Second Seminole War (1835-1842).3 The United States Army built a series of forts to counterthe attacks and 
expedite the policy of Indian removal. One fort was founded on a bluff, the highest point visible, on the west 
bank four miles south of the Indian River Inlet, near an Ais mound and a spring. This took place in late 183 7 by 
some accounts; perhaps on the· morning or'January 2, 1838, according to the journal of Dr. Jacob Rhett Motte, 
physician to the party of scouts. They named it after their cominander, Lieutenant Colonel Benjamin Pierce; a 
career officer whose brother was Franklin Pierce, fourteenth President of the United States. The fort was 
deactivated after the war and burned down in 1843.4 

The war stopped rather than ended, and settlers replaced soldiers under the Armed Occupation Act passed by 
Congress in 1842, providing for the homesteading of 160 acre lots of land. The sporadic pioneers of the 1840's 
along the Indian River often used the ruins of Fort Pierce as a reference point in describing claims.5 The first 
attempt by an .. Indian River Colony" to settle an area a few miles north of the fort was interrupted by the 

3Lucille Rieley Rights, A Portrait of St. Lucie County, 29. 
41bid., 30-31. 
slbid., 36. 
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stabbing of John Barker, keeper of a trading post, by some Indians he had cheated.6 The family and neighbors 
escaped to St. Augustine, not to return until the 1850's, after the government had Fort Capron built near their 
homesteads, the site of present day St. Lucie Village. St. Lucie County had been created out of vast Mosquito 
County in 1844, the year before Florida became a state. The 1850 U.S. Census taker reported a county 
population of nearly 140, of whom 30 were soldiers, and 27, slaves, commenting that "The inhabitants of the 
<;::ounty were driven from it on account of the Indian hostilities and only a few of them have, as yet, returned."7 

It was not until the 1870's that a settlement was founded that would be the beginning of Fort-pierce as a city. 
Alexander Bell had started a trading post at the site of the old fort in 1871, and later homesteaded the land 
·between Taylor Creek to the north and Moore's Creek to the south.8 Moore's Creek remains the northern 
border of the commercial downtown. This would become Fort Pierce's first residential neighborhood. It was 
named Edgarto\l{n, after the grandson of A. G~ LaGow, one of the pioneers. Other founders were the families of 
Frank and James Bell, and Reuben Carlton. 9 Edgartown had a post office, named. after the first postmaster, 
Thomas C. Bass. School was taught by Miss Ella Bell, in her home, until the first schoolhouse was in 1881, a 
"one-room palmetto-thatched shack."10 

In 1879 Captain Benjamin Hogg and his wife Annie surprised and delighted the isolated settlers when they 
landed near Moore's Creek with a shipload of goods for sale. They considered the site of the old fort, about a 
mile and a half away, as a place to set up shop. But finally, in 1882, they built a two-story wooden building, 
with a long wooden dock stretching out into the river, about a block south of the mouth of Moore's Creek. 
Annie tended store while the Captain sailed his schooner between Fort Pierce, the Bahamas, and Jacksonville, 
trading green turtles and coconuts. for goods with which to stock his tradin~ post. 11 Annie found a much-needed 
assistant in Peter P. Cobb, who came from Caz':!novia, New York, in 1883 .. 2 

When some New .England investors bought the building to start an oyster cannery in the mid-1880's, Cobb 
stayed on to run the store. · They called the place, "Cantown."13 After a year Cobb bought the cannery out and 
turned it into P. P. Cobb's General Merchandise Store. He also expanded the pier into Cobb's Dock, which 
eventually extended twelve hundred feet into the Indian River, accommodating steam ships, fish houses, an 
oyster house, and tracks for carting ice out, and fish back. Bass Post Office in Edgartown was closed down in 
1888, in favor of a new post office opened in the store, with Cobb as postmaster. The new post office was 

6Ada Coats Williams, A Brief History of St. Lucie Countv, 3. 
7Lucille Rieley Rights, 36-41. 
8Emily Lagow Bell, My Pioneer Days in Florida, 1876-1898, 25-29. 
9Charles S. Miley, Miley's Memos, 3. 
10Ibid., 3,8. 
11Ada Coats Williams, 11. 
12Charles S. Miley, 97. 
13Emily Lagow Bell, 29-30. 
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named "Fort Pierce." The commercial district that grew up around the river landing and general store followed 
suit. Throughout the pioneer period, when the Indian River settlements were only accessible by boat, both 
Hoggs' trading post and Cobb's store were famous from Eau Gallie to Jupiter. The fame of Fort Pierce 
extended inland, too, both among Indians and cowmen, to Fort Drum and Okeechobee. Fort Pierce was the 
eastern origin of the cattle drives, along a route now designated the Florida Cracker Trail, 14 which ended with 
the sale of cattle in Fort Myers for shipment to Cuba from the port of Punta Rassa.15 

The arrival in 1894 of Henry Flagler's railway, on its way south from Jacksonville, opened ForfPierce to a new 
wave of settlers and a new range of economic possibilities. Pineapple growing was added to fishing and cattle 
·raising. The ci~ grew from a village to a town, incorporated on February 2, 1901, with 53 out of 66 qualified 
voters present.1 The Indian River Telephone Company was established in 1902, with exchanges in Jensen and 
Fort Pierce, salvaging parts of the one-wire telegraph line laid by the army, from one end of the Indian River to 
the other, during the Seminole wars.17 The Fee family opened the Bank of Fort Pierce in 1903.18 In 1905 Fort 
Pierce became the seat of St. Lucie County, population about 3000, created out of Brevard County, the seat of 
which was Titusville. The Florida East Coast Railroad had established a division point at Fort Pierce, boosting 
the job market. A proper county courthouse was built in 1909. The St. Lucie County Bank moved from Jensen 
to Fort Pierce in 1910 in recognition ofthe fact ofthe city's progress.19 It had become the center of commerce 
for the entire county. The population of the county was over 4,000; that of the city just under 1 ,500. Citizens 
had electricity by 1912. In 1914, Fort Pierce High School was built, an outstanding example of Mission style 
architecture, which for ·many years housed the only high school from Stuart to Melbourne. 20 Although the 
pineapple farming declined, the citrus industry took its place, followed by winter vegetable farming. Tourism 
was beginning to figure in the economy. By the end ofthe decade, the town had six churches, several hotels, a 
semi-weekly newspaper, a Golf and Country Club, a Rod and Gun Club, and a Chamber of Commerce with a 
dedicated promotional program. The Fort Pierce ocean inlet was being dredged and scheduled to open in 
1921.21 .The population was over 2,000 and growing fast. Fort Pierce was ready to take advantage of the land 
boom ofthe 1920's. · 

The early twenties saw plans underway for the opening of an ocean inlet and for a causeway to the barrier 
island. Symbolic of the optimism of the time, the Sunrise Theater was built by one of the town's leading 
entrepreneurs, Rupert Koblegard. It was, at the time of its construction in 1923, the largest theater between 

14The Tampa Tribune, September 9 & 10, 1987. 
15Edward A. Fernald, Atlas of Florida, 101. 
16Charles S. Miley, 5. 
17Walter R. Hellier, Indian River, Florida's Treasure Coast, 39, 99. 
18Ibid., 92. 
19lbid., 96. 
2~ary A. Bennett, Fort Pierce Elementary. A School and Its History, 36. 
21Fort Pierce Chamber of Conunerce, Fort Pierce Florida, "The Golden Belt", 1921. 
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Jacksonville and Miami.22 Fort Pierce began to call itself, "The Sunrise City."23 The city capitalized on its 
growing population and expansion of revenues with a series of community improvements. Street paving and 
widening, sewers, canals, and bridges were given high priority.24 A water filtration plant, incinerator, parks, 
and wharves for the new port were planned. From 1921 to 1923 more than 200 houses, the theater, a school, 
several businesses, and office buildings were constructed, at a cost of over $1,000,000. In 1924, the population 
was 4,000 and expenditures on development were expected to exceed $1,500,000.25 Most ofthe local lawyers 
were busy with work for real estate dealers. The largest payroll in the city was still that of the Florida East 
Coast Railroad.26 In 1925, the population peaked at 8,500. A new fire station, a jail, and the d~gant . 
Mediterranean style City Hall were built. The county had 67 miles of paved roads, predominantly the Dixie 
'Highway and Indian River Drive. The causeway from downtown to the beach on Hutchinson Island was 
complete. Among the luxury projects were: a casino built at the beach; a man-made island, in the manner of 
those between Miami and Miami Beach, on the drawing boards; and several grandiose subdivisions planned by 
private developers.27 

· 

The city's own Venetian Island, and Coral Gables-style developments like lndrio, turned out to be sand castles 
when the real estate market collapsed, exacerbated by the south Florida hurricane of 1926. In Fort Pierce an 
ingenious method was devised to put people to work for the city and pay them in scrip.28 Development 
continued at a slower pace until the Bank of Fort Pierce closed in 1927; two hurricanes, back to back, hit closer 
to home in 1928; and the stock market crashed in 1929. The St. Lucie County Bank was saved. The port was 
finished, giving Fort Pierce the only important deep water harbor between Jacksonville and Miami. Completion 
of the Dixie Highway kept the city on the tourist map. The county built a 167-acre airport. The Chamber of 
Commerce, somewhat diminished in both resources and exuberance, continued to promote the image of Fort 
Pierce that was perfected during the golden age of the twenties. 29 In 1930 the population of the city had 
declined to under 5,000, but rose to over 6,000 in 1935.30 

22Nichols Schwab Inc. et al., Sunrise Theater. Architectural Assessment 
and Preservation Plan, 6. 
23E. L. Adams, Centennial Reflections, 34. 
24Fort Pierce News Tribune, June 19, 1925. 
zsFort Pierce Chamber of Commerce, The Cat's Out of the Bag at Fort 
Pierce Florida, "The Sunrise City." 
26Judge Alto Lee Adams, The Fourth Quarter, 59-61. 
27Fort Pierce Chamber of Commerce, Prosperous Fort Pierce-Where Ocean, 
River, Rail and Highway Meet, 1925. 
28 Judge Alto Lee Adams, 69. 
29Fort Pierce Chamber of Commerce, Economic Survey ofFort Pierce and 
St. Lucie County, 1934. 
30Fort Pierce Chamber of Commerce, 1935 Directory of Fort Pierce and St. Lucie County. 
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In 1931 P. P. Cobb's store closed. The News Tribune wrote: "The closing of Cobb's store will mark the 
passing of a landmark, an institution that has been largely responsible for the development of this section. 
Thousands of families and individuals, both in pioneer and in later days, have been materiaUy aided through the 
liberal but quiet generosity of its owner."31 Only two significant buildings went up during the depression: the 
post office in 1935, and the Coast Guard station in 1937. Cattle ranchers and tomato farmers found a mutually 
·beneficial arrangement whereby a pasture was lent to tomatoes one year and grass the next.32 People who could 
went back to living off the land. For the average person, subsistence was the economic level, and barter, the 
medium of exchange. Nevertheless, community spirit was weB: the beaches were pristine; tlfere were always 
dances to attend, and movies to see; and the fishing was still good. 

In 1940 the city estimated its population at "8,000 in summer and 11,000 in winter."33 One of 17 State 
Farmer's Markets was built in Fort Pierce and opened in 1941, primarily to serve tomato growers.34 As the 
Second World War began, construction came to.a .dead stop, but the depression was banished. The Navy chose 
Fort Pierce for the site of an amphibious training base, and many servicemen became. part of community after 
the war. With its $380,000 citrus pre-cooling and refrigeration plant, the port of Fort Pierce was rated fifth in 
importance in the state.35 In 1946 the city's first radio station, WIRA, began broadcasting.36 The marina, 
beaches, and fishing spots began to thrive again with tourists, and retirees discovered that the area was an 
affordable paradise. Postwar prosperity buoyed the economy throughout the fifties and sixties, although it 
brought with it serious new challenges to the city's viability. 

HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE 

On February 2, 1901, the registered voters ofFort Pierce drew up a charter of incorporation. A. C. Dittmar was 
the first mayor.37 According to oral tradition, the city records were kept in a one-room wooden shack, at the 
comer of Depot Drive and Avenue A, just west of the railroad tracks and across the street from where the East 
Coast Lwnber Company would be built the following year. 38 In 1906, a special meeting of the Town Council 
was called at the office of the St. Lucie Ice Company to "dispose of Old Council Hall" and other business. The 
old building was sold for $75. and a motion was made to build a new "Engine House & Council Hall," 40 x 20 
feet in size.39 The first Sanborn map of the city. for 1915, shows this structure next door to Old City Hall, on 

31Charles S. Miley, 97. 
32lnterview with Pete Serra, Fort Pierce State Farmers' Market, 2000. 
33R.L. Polk & Co., Polk's Fort Pierce City Directory 1940. 
34Pete Serra. 
35R. L. Polk & Co. 
36E. L. Adams, 66. 
37Charles S. Miley. 5. 
38Interview with Allan King, St. Lucie County Historical Museum, 1999. 
39City of Fort Pierce, Minutes, June 20, 1906. 
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the site of the now-demolished fire station built in 1925. It is not known how long the clerk kept his records in 
the wooden shack next to the Engine House & Council Hall, but the location may have contributed to the loss of 
Volume II of Council minutes-an enormous tome covering the second decade of the town's history. Minutes 
take up again in 1922 with a special session, where "after discussion the Clerk was authorized to offer a reward 
for the return of the City records taken from the office and $100.00 reward for infonnation leading to the arrest 

·and conviction of the party or parties taking same.'.4° The clerk was also authorized to buy a new Mayors 
Docket and Minute Book.41 The disappearance remains a mystery to this day. In the early days, councilmen 
got together to conduct official business relatively infrequently. As that business grew, theirz-pragmatism and 
perseverance must be admired. They waited until the peak of the boom to build a proper city hall. 

Clarence E. Cahow had managed the millwork factory for East Coast Lumber before starting his own 
contracting business.42 His company built the Suruise Theater in 1923, and during the same year, he was 
elected mayor. Cahow was one of a small group .of "highly qualified and far-seeing. men" who seized the 
opportunity to build the infrastructure the city needed, to do it well, and to complete It, against the odds, in the 
latter half of the twenties.43 He was known as a fine builder, and he used his knowledge to select and actively 
recruit good architects. One was William W. Hatcher of Alabama, who had been working on a school in 
Montgomery when he was approached about a project in Florida.44 He came to Fort Pierce in 1923, and went 
straight to work on the Raulerson Building, finished in 1924,45 the new fire station, and the new City Hall, built 
in 1925. 

Thirty-three mayors served their terms in Old City Hall. Mayor Cahow presided over city affairs from the 
height of the boom to the collapse of the Bank of Fort Pierce in 1927. Later mayors governed through everyday 
affairs and outstanding events, such as: the stock market crash of 1929 and the Depression; the deepening of the 
inlet and opening of the Port of Fort Pierce in 1930; the New Deal and the new Post Office it helped build in 
Fort Pierce in 1935; building ofthe Farmers Market in 1941; the war years; the last cattle drive, with the closing 
of open range in 1949; the boom in citrus after the freeze of 1950; the end of passenger service on the FEC ·in 
1963; in fact, all that mattered ·to ·Fort Pierce, for well over half a century. The old City Hall was retired from 
service in 1991. 

When the building was outgrown, it was renamed City Hall Annex and housed the code-enforcement, zoning, 
building, planning, and community development departments. The rest of city government moved to rented 
quarters until a new facility could be built. The architectural firm from mit of town who won the contract, when 

4°City of Fort Pierce, Minutes, October 23, 1922. 
41City of Fort Pierce, Minutes, November 1, 1922. 
42Fort Pierce City Directory and St. Lucie County Gazetteer, 1920-1926. 
43Judge Alto Lee Adams, 69. 
~Interview with Ames Bennett, architect, 1999. 
4sE. L. Adams, 35. 
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requested to match the style of the original, reportedly answered that they did not do that sort of thing. 46 They 
went ahead with a modernist structure, out of touch with the surrounding styles. Neighboring Old City Hall was 
slated for demolition. The prospect of losing the landmark galvanized the grass roots efforts which had 
struggled to reclaim the downtown since the mid 1980's. The rescue and restoration of Old City Hall in 1995 
cemented cooperation among concerned citizens. It was the turning point for Main Street Fort Pierce, and the 
·preservation and revitalization movement in Fort Pierce. 

ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIFICANCE 

A reawakening of interest in Spanish architecture, inspired by the missions of the southwest, began in California 
and was popularized by the Panama-California Exposition of 1915 in San Diego. Its chief architect was 
Bertram Grosvenor Goodhue, who had written a book on Spanish Colonial architecture il) Mexico. He applied 
that knowledge to the exhibition and stimulated interest in exploring the use of vernacular design elements 
originating from the several cultures around the Mediterranean Sea. The resulting styles became popular in 
areas of appropriate climate and history, such as California and Florida. Mediterranean Revival architecture 
includes elements common to Mission, Spanish Colonial, and Italian Renaissance styles, such as: classical or 
Moorish columns~ low pitched, clay tile, gabled, hipped, or flat, parapeted roofs; stucco exteriors with terra 
cotta decorative features; loggias, arcades, and courtyards; walls decorated with cartouches, tile, and terra cotta 
inserts; and decoration, often concentrated at door and window surrounds. 47 

Mediterranean Revival became the signatory style of the boom times in southeast Florida. Fort Pierce was well 
within the sphere of influence of the center of activity-Palm Beach-of its most prolific practitioners. City Hall 
was built in the center of town at the height of prosperity. Facing it across either street were two Mediterranean 
style commercial buildings, the vast Arcade to the west and the Peacock Building to the north. With few 
exceptions, Fort Pierce's golden age was a Mediterranean revival city-wide, in the midst of which City Hall 
needed to stand out and be recognized. Architect Wiliiam Hatcher had to have been particularly conscious of 
this since he had just designed the Raulerson Building around the comer. Without extravagance, and without 
departing from the ambience of the city, he used classical proportions and Italian Renaissance details to dignify 
City Hall and distinguish it from every other important building in Fort Pierce. 

Although the equal of Palm Beach in natural setting, Fort Pierce was a small, working-class, country town. Its 
best architecture, as practiced by William Hatcher and exemplified in Old City Hall, was an architecture of 
common sense rather than of luxury. It made sensible urban use of the aesthetic and practical architectural 

46Interview with Joan Willem, Fort Pierce Building Department, 1999. 
47Marcus Whiffen, American Architecture Since 1780, 225-230. 
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elements available. Mr. Hatcher passed by Old City Hall every day and never tired of seeing it. It was always 
his favorite work.48 

WILLIAM WESLEY HATCHER 

·William Wesley Hatcher was born in Dothan, Alabama, on May 13, 1891. He was not interested in staying on 
the family farm, but went into the building trades, and became an accomplished carpenter. He was so 
fasdnated by the drawings with which he worked that at age 26, with his father's help, he enrotfed in the School 
of Architecture at Auburn University, then Alabama Polytechnic Institute. He was only a month from 

··graduation when childbirth suspended his wife's teaching career, and financial obstacles forced him to 
withdraw. Undeterred, he had already done some large residences in Atlanta, and was designing a school in 
Montgomery, when visio~ary developer C. E. Cahow persuaded him to come to Fort Pierce. He was licensed in 
Florida on January 12, 1924.49 

. . . · . · 

His first design in Fort Pierce was the 1924 Raulerson Building, an L-shaped Mediterranean building with rows 
of storefronts beneath a series of office spaces divided by long hallways. He established his own office at the 
north end of the main hallway, overlooking the intersection of2"d Street and Avenue A. He was one block west 
of Cobb's store, and two blocks east of the site of the new City Hall he was designing. It soon became the 
offices of Hatcher and Funke, when he invited Lawrence Sidney Funke, from Atlanta, to form a partnership.50 

Across the street was the elegant, classically styled Fort Pierce Bank by Jacksonville architect W. B. Camp.51 

John N. Sherwood's office was two blocks south on 2"d Street- Fort Pierce's "Main Street"- in the Sunrise 
Building, which Sherwood had designed in 1922. Sherwood was working on the expansion of Camp's 1914 
Fort Pierce High School at the time. Hatcher and Funke, with Cahow as builder, would complete a third phase 
of the school in 1926.52 The school is listed on the National Register ofHistoric Places (St. Lucie High School, 

. NR.I984). 

One of Hatcher and Funke's first projects together was the First United Methodist Church, a Mission style 
building with Baroque fa9ade, and its adjoining parsonage. C. E. Cahow's company built the church in 1925. 
William Hatcher designed all its subsequent additions and modifications until the. 1960's.53 The parsonage was 
demolished, but the church remains in its original form and prominence. The same may be said of other 
Hatcher and Funke landmarks in their respective communities: White City School, a Mediterranean Revival 
building in brick; the Okeechobee City Hall, similar in concept to that of Fort Pierce, smaller in scale; and the 

48Interview with Gloria Rooks, 1999. 
49 Ames Bennett, 1999. 
50Gioria Rooks, 1999. 
51Fort Pierce News, February 20 and March 13, 1914. 
52Mary A. Bennett, 2. 
53E. L. Adams, 35-38, 74. 
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Mission Revival Okeechobee High School. The partners designed a number of Fort Pierce residences in 
addition to their public and commercial work. 

Although Hatcher and Funke and John Sherwood were the only architects advertising in the city directories of 
the twenties, they were not the only ones working on boom time projects in Fort Pierce. Aside from William 

·Hatcher, other architects who applied for their state architectural licenses from Fort Pierce were Arthur Beck, 
Samuel E. Clippard, and Duane Lyon. Beck designed Casa Caprona (NR 1984). Each of the latter three men 
applied in 1926. Willis IrWin designed the Arcade Building across the street from City~Hall. Of these 
architects, and others as yet unidentified, all but Hatcher and Funke were gone by the end of the decade. Funke 

··kept his name on the J.!artnership for a few years, even after moving south to take a job with the prestigious Volk 
firm in Palm Beach. 4 Only William Hatcher stayed out the bust and the depression to make Fort Pierce his 
home. 

. . 

Despite the scarcity of work in the thirties, he maintained his office in the Raulerson Building. A frequent 
visitor was Rupert Koblegard, owner of the Sunrise Theater. "The old man" had a knack of coming up with 
some job or other just when times got toughest. While Mrs. · Hatcher was busy teaching at the elementary 
school, Mr. Hatcher looked after their little girl. He took her with him to inspect projects; she spent the 
afternoons in his office; and they went to every new movie at the Sunrise Theater together. Although his 
collaboration with Funke continued to some extent, it was usually Hatcher who commuted to Palm Beach. His 
work in Fort Pierce, when it was available, was residential. Memorial Hospital, done just before World War II, 
was the first major building Mr. Hatcher had designed in Fort Pierce since the late twenties. During the war, he 
was away most of the time supervising the construction of a naval air base in Deland, after which he resumed 
his Fort Pierce practice. He left no comment on the loss of so many landmark buildings after the war; although 
he was known to remark in private, "There are some people who have a lot of taste, but it's all bad."55 

. . . . 
William Hatch~~ remained the accomplished carpenter who could "hang eight doors in a day." · He took a 
personal interest iii the craftsmanship that went into his buildings. He was often seen clambering over a work in 
progress to examine the execution of some detail. At the same time, he was studious and had a large library of 
books on art. He was quiet, six feet tall, and almost always wore a hat. He was a member of the Elks Club, 
played golf every winter with cartoonist Fontaine Fox, and was a neighbor and friend of painter Albert Ernest 
("Beanie") Backus (1906-1990). Everyone in town knew Hatcher. For many elders of the present generation, 

54Ames Bennett, Space, Time and Architects, 1999. 
ssGloria Rooks. 
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he was the architect who designed their family home. Hatcher made a major contribution in his lifetime to the 
architectural heritage of Fort Pierce. 

It was not until his wife died in 1961 that William Hatcher made his first and only trip abroad, to see first-hand 
the sources of so much of his inspiration. He continued to practice architecture until shortly before his death on 

··February 5, 1971, at age 80. His library was donated to Beanie Backus' art studio for the use of the students.56 

Lawrence Funke had died a decade earlier, on November 9, 1960, at age 60. Both men are buried in the old 
Fort Pierce cemetery, their headstones but a few feet apart. ~ 



NPS Form 10-900-a 
(8-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section number 9 Page 1 FORT PIERCE CITY HALL, OLD 
-------- ------

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

FORT PIERCE, ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

MAJOR BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Adams, Judge Alto Lee. The Fourth Quarter. Fort Pierce: Published by the author, 1976. 

Adams, E. L. Centennial Reflections. Fort Pierce, Florida: First United Methodist Church, 1961. 

·• 

Bell, Emily Lagow. My Pioneer Days in Florida. Fort Pierce: Publisher and date unrecorded. 
c

Bennett, Ames. Architect, native ofFort Pierce. Interview in West Palm Beach, Florida, April1999. 

Bennett, Mary A. Fort Pierce Elementary, A School And Its History. Fort Pierce, Florida: School Board ofSt 
Lucie County, 1985. 

Bennett, Ames; Space. Time and Architects. West Palm Beach, Florida: Typescript; 1999. 

Business Directory, Citv of Fort Pierce. Florida. 1932·1933. Fort Pierce, Florida. 

Fernald, Edward A., Ed. Atlas of Florida· The Revised Edition. Gainesville: University of Florida Press, 1997. 

Fort Pierce City Commission, Minutes. Fort Pierce, Florida. June 20, 1906; October 23, 1922; November 1, 
1922. 

Fort Pierce City Directory and St. Lucie County Gazetteer, Volumes 3·5. Fort Pierce, Florida and Asheville, 
North Carolina: Florida·Piedmont Directory Co., 1920·1926. 

Fort Pierce Chamber of Commerce. 1935 Directory· of Fort Pierce and St. Lucie Countv. 

Fort Pierce Chamber of Commerce. The Cat's Out of the Bag at Fort Pierce Florida. 1924. 

Fort Pierce Chamber of Commerce. Economic Survey ofFort Pierce and St. Lucie County, 1934. 

Fort Pierce Chamber of Commerce. Fort Pierce Florida. "The Golden Belt." 1921. 

Fort Pierce Chamber of Commerce. Prosperous Fort Pierce-Where Ocean. River. Rail and Highway Meet. 
1925. 

Fort Pierce News, "Architect Making Plans for Handsome New Bank Building." February 20, 1914. 



NPS Form 10-900-a 
(8-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section number 9 Page --------- ------
2 FORT PIERCE CITY HALL, OLD 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

FORT PIERCE, ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

MAJOR BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES 

Fort Pierce News, "New Building to be Erected by the Bank of Fort Pierce." March 13, 1914. 

Fort Pierce News-Tribune, "City Improvement Program Gathering Headway." June 19, 1999. 

Hatcher, William W. Architectural drawings for Fort Pierce City Hall, December 4-6, 1924. 

Hellier, Walter R. Indian River. Florida's Treasure Coast. Miami, Florida: Hurricane House Publishers, Inc., 
~ 1965. . 

King, Robert Allan. Historian, St. Lucie County Historical Museum. Interview in Fort Pierce, June 1999. 

l\1iley, Charles S. Miley's Memos. Ft. Pierce, Florida: Indian River Community College Historical Data 
' Center, 1980. · · . . 

Nichols Schwab Inc.; Jan Abell Kenneth Garcia Partnership, Architects; Killis Almond & Associates. Sunrise 
Theater: Architectural Assessment and Preservation Plan. Fort Pierce: St. Lucie Preservation, April, 1998. 

Polk's Fort Pierce Citv Directory 1940. Jacksonville: R. L. Polk & Co., Publishers, 1940. 

Rights, L~cille Rieley. A Portrait of St. Lucie County. Florida. Virginia Beach, Virginia: The Donning 
Company Publishers, 1994. 

Rooks, Gloria. Daughter of architect William W. Hatcher . . Interview in Fort Pierce, March 1999. 

Sanborn Map Company, Fort Pierce Florida-1915, 1918, 1924, 1929, 1942. St. Lucie County Public Library 
files. · · 

Serra, Pete. Manager, Fort Pierce State Farmers' Market. Interview in Fort Pierce, February 2000. 

Starratt, Kendall P. Architectural drawings for City Hall, 1958. 

Terry & Stebbins. Architectural drawings for City Hall, 1963. 

The Tampa Tribune, "Couple Makes Cracker Trail Their Destination." September 10, 1987. 

The Tampa Tribune, "A Drive Into Florida' s Past." September 9, 1987. 



NPS Form 10-900-a 
(8-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section number 9 Page -------- ------ FORT PIERCE CITY HALL, OLD 3 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

FORT PIERCE, ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

MAJOR BffiLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES 

Van Landingham, KyleS. Pictorial History of St. Lucie County. 1565-1910. Ft. Pierce, Florida: Sun Bank of 
St. Lucie County and St. Lucie County Historical Society, 1976. 

Vertical Files. St. Lucie County Historical Museum. Fort Pierce, Florida. 

-WhitTen, Marcus. American Architecture Since 1780. Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT Press, 1981. 

Willem, Joan. Permit Specialist, City of Fort Pierce Building Department. Interview, August ~99. 



Fort Pierce City Hall, Old St. Lucie Co., FL 
Name of Property County and State 

10. Geographical Data 

Acreage of Property Less than 1 acre 

UTM References 
(Place additional references on a continuation sheet.) 

3W·I.I ·IIIII ·IIIIIIII 
Zone Easting Northing 4w 11111111111 .1111 
0 See continuation sheet 

Verbal Boundary Description 
(Describe the boundaries of the property on a continuation sheet.) 

Boundary Justification 
(Explain why the boundaries were selected on a continuation sheet.) 

11 . Form Prepared By 

name/title Tim Harrington, Consultant; W. Carl Shiver, Historic Sites Specialist; Brent A. Tozzer, Historian 

organization Bureau of Historic Preservation, FL Department of State date August, 200 1 

street & number R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronaugh St telephone (850) 245-6333 

city or town ..;;;T:..:;;.al::;la~h::;a..;.:ss;..::.e..;;..e _______ .;..._ _____ state ,_F=lo=ri=d=-a ___ _ zip code. 32399-0250 

· Additional Documentation 
Submit the following Items with the completed form: 

Continuation Sheets 

Maps 

A USGS map (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's location. 

A Sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous resources. 

Photographs 

Representative black and white photographs of the property. 

Additional items 
(check with the SHPO or FPO for any additional items) 

Property Owner 
(Complete this item at the request of SHPO or FPO.) 

name City of Fort Pierce 

street & number 100 North U. S. Hwy. 1 telephone (561) 460-2200 

city or town =-F=-ort::..;,;;,P..:.;ie;.:.rc.::..;e~--------"'------ state =-F-=L~----- zip code .::;.3...;.49:...:5:...:0~----
Paperworl< RedueUon Ae1 Statement: This 11\formation is beiiig COllected (()( applicabons to the National Register Of Histone Places to nom nate properties lor ~sting or determine etigiDiloty for A sting. to 
l ist properties, and amend listings. Response to this request Is requited to obtain a ~nefit in accordance with the National Histone PreseNation Act, as amended (1 6 U .S.C. 470 et seq.). 

Estimated Burden Statem•nt: Public reporting burden lor this form is eSlimated to average 1 e. t houls per response including time f()( reviewing instructions, gathering and maintaining data. and 
completing and reviewing the form. Direct eommettls regardin9 this burden estimate ()( any aspect of litis form to tlte Chief, Administrative Services Oivi$lon, National Park Service , P.O. Box 37127. 
Washington, DC 20013-7127; and the Office of Management and Budget. PapetWO<I< Reductions Projects (1024.001 8), Washington, DC 20503. 



NPS Form 10-900-a 
(~86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

OMB Approval No. 1024-0018 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section number 10 Page 1 -------- ------

Verbal Boundary Description: 

FORT PIERCE CITY HALL, OLD 

FORT PIERCE, ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

GEOGRAPHICAL DATA 

Old City Hall occupies a lot bounded by Avenue A to the north and Orange Avenue to the south; U.S. 1 to the 
east and the Florida East Coast Railroad tracks to the west. It stands on the northwest comer of the lot. The lot is 
owned by the City of Fort Pierce. The legal description according to the St. Lucie County appraiser's office is: 

''AARON LEE'S MAP OF FORT PIERCE BLK 1 ALL BLOCK- LESS E 20FT & LES~ U. S. #1 (MAP 
24/ lOD) (OR 656-1912:653-1790: 655-2681 : 656-2115- 694-44)." 

·see attached site plan. 

Boundary Justification: 

The building footprint coincides with that shown on the 1929 Sanborn Map. The general historic boundaries of 
the building include the street frontage north and east of Old City Hall, plus 10 feet distance from its south and 
west elevations. These boundaries define the land historically associated with the Old Fort Pierce City Hall. 
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The Sunrise Theatre was built in 1923, and operated as a live performance and movie theater until it closed in 
1983. The theater is part of a larger Sunrise Building, although the fame of the former is such that the whole 
}milding is now commonly indicated by the name "Sunrise Theatre." Its structure is made of reinforced 
concrete, with hollow clay tile walls covered in smooth and textured stucco. There are seven storefront bays, 
the center of the northern three housing the entrance to both the theater and the second floor. Tite second floor 
is made up of a series of office spaces overlooking the street off a long hallway. The windows over the entrance 
·and marquee are arched, and above the arch is a third-story tower leading to a penthouse beyond. The 
building's windows face east, providing a view, especially from the upper stories, of the Indian River, a barrier 
island, and the rising sun. Behind this rectangular, flat-roofed commercial structure rise the auditorium and 
flyloft of the theater. The building is a blend of Mission and Mediterranean Revival styles, reflected in'the tile
roofed tower, "curvilinear parapets, and expressed pilasters'dividing the bays through cantilevered tile visor 
roofs. Tuscan columns separate the tower windows. The first phase of restoration, begun in late 1999, included 
the theater portion of the building's fayade: the public entrance and marquee. 

SETTING 

Fort Pierce is on the east coast of Florida, approximately 238 miles south of Jacksonville and 58 miles north of 
West Palm Beach. The city consists of nine square miles of irregularly shaped land, surrounded by 
unincmporated areas of St. Lucie County. Fort Pierce is the county seat. It occupies the banks of the Indian 
River lagoon and the northern tip of Hutchinson Island, a barrier island separating the lagoon from the ocean. 
The city contains several residential neighborhoods, an oceanfront resort area, and the county's historic 
downtown. The major traffic arteries serving the city are Interstate Highway 95, U. S. Route 1, and Coastal 
Highway AlA. There is a small airport. A commercial seaport ·and the city manna can be reached from the 
Intracoastal Waterway and through the Fort Pierce Inlet to the Atlantic Ocean. 

The Sunrise Theatre faces east on South 2nd Street, Fort Pierce's traditional "Main Street" (Photos 1 & 2.) It is 
a half-block south of the intersection of 2nd and Orange Avenue. Orange runs two blocks further east to the 
Indian River. From the marquee, the river and barrier island beyond are visible down the slight incline of 
Atlantic A venue, parallel to Orange. The building on the southeast comer across 2nd street was the historic 
office of the Fort Pierce Tribune. Its southerly neighbor is a new public defender's building, designed to match 
the Art Deco style of the Tribune Building. Next to the south is the relatively new county courthouse, where the 
old one once stood. On the Sunrise side of 2nd Street, running north, are a number of retail shops, and, running 
south, several law offices, some dating from the early part of the century. Opposite the Tribune Building, on 
Atlantic and 2nd, is a descendant of the original St. Lucie County Bank, its original appearance now disguised 
by layers of renovation. The Sunrise Building itself is home to a restaurant and a series of storefront offices at 
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street level, and a corresponding row of offices on the second floor. An artist's studio occupied the tower 
apartment above the marquee, unti12001. 

The building actually marks the point at which the legal business district blends into the retail and entertainment 
heart of downtown. From the corner of Orange A venue and 2nd Street, northward, the downtown is 
jncreasingly composed of shops, galleries, and restaurants. To the rear, or west, of the building, beyond a 
parking lot, Depot Drive runs north and south along the Florida East Coast railroad tracks. The passenger 
station once stood there, nearly opposite the theater. There are plans to restore passenger servi~ and rebuild the 
station. 

EXTERIOR 

The Sunrise Theatre Building contains the theater, six street-level retaiVcommercial spaces, and ten second-· 
story offices. Its irregular footprint occupies a space approximately 143 feet north by 141 feet west on two lots. 
The building is constructed of a reinforced concrete frame filled with hollow clay tile. Exterior walls are 
finished in stucco of a variety of textures, painted white. Seven bays face east on S. 2nd Street. Of the northern 
three, the theater entrance occupies the center bay. Above the marquee and recessed entry which leads to the 
theater lobby is a massive arched window on the second story (Photos 2 & 9). This window is topped by ·a 
third-story tower (Photo 1), illuminated from the east by a row of four single hung windows, separated by cast 
stone Tuscan columns. The tower's hip roofis covered with red clay barrel tile. Its eaves are supported by 
decorative brackets (Photo 10). 

The columns dividing each bay of the building are expressed as pilasters. They extend through a cantilevered 
tile visor roof along the parapet (Photo 11). The parapet is arched at the center of each of the bays· adjacent to 
that of the theater (Photo 12). The main roofbehind the parapet is flat, as are those of the auditorium and fly 
loft behind. Between the tower and auditorium structure was a windowed penthouse on the rooftop (Photo 1 ). 

·One would reach it through a hallway from the tower. This third ·floor living complex was where the original 
owner and his family spent much of their time. The tower room is now an artist's studio. The apartments, 
abandoned but for pigeons and bees, in various states of disrepair, have been demolished. 

The storefront display windows on the east elevation are shaded by built-out awnings (Photo 6) stretching the 
length of the fa~ade in a horizontal series, broken only by the triangular theater marquee (Photo 2). The second 
floor is reached by an entrance next to or south of the theater lobby doors (Photo 8), leading up a stairway to a 
long hallway. Offices overlook 2nd Street through vertical windows along the east elevation. There were 
originally nine offices facing east, and a tenth west ofthe hallway at the south. ·The south elevation has some 
fenestration continuous with the east, a street level door, and a fire escape from the second floor. It rises to the 
equivalent of a fifth story at the west for the flyloft, above the stage of the auditorium (Photo 3). The west 
elevation (Photo 4) provided backstage access through a sliding warehouse door. A small addition for utilities 
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is attached. There are four windows high on the wall. The theater rakes down to an approximately four-story 
level over the auditorium, to the north. At the base are five double doors, the auditorium exits. One is boarded 
up. A roll-up door to the north leads to the lobby. The north elevation has very little fenestration (Photo 5). A 
metal stair reaches from the northwest comer ground level to a double door at balcony level (Photo 41). 

INTERIOR 

The lobby is entered through a recessed opening at the sidewalk off 2"d Street (Photo 8). Pairs ~aluminum and 
glass double doors open onto a foyer (Photo 15), which inclines west to a lobby on the east side of the 
··auditorium. A metal gate to the left or south of the doors leads upstairs (Photo 14) to the second floor, office 
level. The exterior walls are stuccoed and lined with movie poster display cases. Similar cases line the foyer 
within. Interior walls are of plaster. Just south ofwhere the foyer meets it, the lobby ends in a wide stairway 
(Photo .l6) going up to the mezzanine level. The lobby opens westward onto the auditorium (Photo 21). At its 
northern end, it turns the comer, into a north lobby, extending across the building and ending at the overhead 
door in the west wall. The north lobby allows circulation across the back of the orchestra level of the 
auditorium, from which it is separated by a wall, paneled on the lobby side (Photo 19). It allows access to the 
current bathrooms along the north wall. This wall retains some original details: a drawn plaster cove, 
decorative wall tiles, and evidence of a mural beneath surface paint (Photos 18-20). Walls are plaster, with a 
painted wainscot below a chair rail. The original plaster ceiling can be glimpsed above a dilapidated network of 
wire and acoustic tile (Photo 17). 

The auditorium is large, airy, and in fair condition, retaining historic elements dating back to 1923. Entered 
from 2nd Street,it is far inside the building, but can be seen from anywhere in town because of the height of its 
flyloft. The auditorium floor is raked for seating and sight lines. There were 946 seats originally; restoration 
plans for 970. Reinforced concrete pilasters are visible along the side walls (Photo 28). Two columns support a 
balcony, which covers 15% of the rear (north) of the house (Photo 21). The projection room (Photo 39), its rest 
room, and two other restroorils are located in the balcony, which will seat 180 after restoration. The seats were 
reserved for inembers of the "colored" community, who climbed the fire stairs entering through the north exit 
(Photo 41). The small hall inside the door and the adjoining ramp served as their lobby (Photo 29). The tiny 
concession or ticket window remains, to the west of the door, with a drinking fountain on the opposite wall 
(Photo 40). Up an additional flight of steps, to the east of the ramp, is the entrance to the projection room. On 
the other side, the eastern end of the projection room, at the top of the balcony, were the exceedingly narrow 
Gentlemen's and Ladies' restrooms (Photo 27). 

The original plaster auditorium ceiling is hidden above a lain acoustic tile ceiling. Between the two, 
mechanical duct work has been installed. Historic photographs and intact portions of the ceiling suggest that 
the original ceiling was coffered (Photo 30), and decorated with stenciling. The proscenium is decorated with a 
geometric stenciled pattern in red, green, gold, and black (Photo 22). Remnants of carpet cover the floors in 
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various parts of the theater. Pieces found in the projectionist's booth have been identified as original. The east 
lobby floor is vinyl; the raked auditorium floor, concrete. Walls throughout are plaster, painted or covered with 
fabric (Photos 21 & 30). Moldings throughout are either drawn plaster or wood. The auditorium walls are 
angled to help with the acoustics, which are excellent. 

.The stage features an orchestra pit, the front of which has been closed (Photo 23). The stage floor is tongue
and-groove heart pine. It is 34 feet deep, and raked to upstage. Its fly loft, 70 feet high, accommodates the 
stock scenery drops originally used for vaudeville performances (Photo 43). There are no dressmg rooms 
backstage (Photo 25}, just one small rest room. 

Electrical service is located at the southwest corner of the building, disconnected, except for one small panel, 
allowing plug-ins and emergency lighting. The restrooms off the north lobby have water and sewer service. 
They are occasionally used during fund raising events. 

ALTERATIONS 

Only the east elevation has changed over the years. Most of the original wood-framed, double-hung sash 
windows on the second and third story have been replaced with a mixture of types, mostly metal-frame 
awnings. Above each street-level display window were two transom panels running the width of the storefront. 
The lower transoms are covered by wood-framed, canvas-topped awnings the full length of the building. The 
upper transom is paneled over (Photo 6). These exterior alterations accommodate the installation of drop 
ceilings inside, where originally the height was 12 feet. Neither the theater doors nor the metal gate at the foot 
of the stairs, leading to the offices upstairs, are original. The display cases, at the entry to the theater and inside 
the foyer, are also of a later date (Photo 8). 

The masonry walls of the fac;ade are in good condition, except for smail cracks. Historic photographs, as 
discovered thus far, show only that sometime during the theater's first decade, between 1925 and 1933, 
ornamental details came offthe fac;ade, leaving the flat, textured stucco surfaces which exist today. Those 
included two pair of engaged fasces, and decorative panelling between them, centered on each of the arched 
parapets flanking the tower; and sculptural ornament topping and framing the arched window over the entrance 
(Attachments 1 & 2). Due to severe water damage to the auditorium after the theater closed, the entire building 
was re-roofed in 1995 (except for the fly loft and the tower). No changes were made to any of the visible tile 
roofs. The utility room attached to the west elevation, in the south corner, is a later addition. 

The earliest photographs show no additions (Attachments 1 & 2). By 1924 , or probably earlier, since the 
theater opened before all its accoutrements were in place, a thin marquee appears, sheltering the sidewalk, and 
featuring modest fluorescent ornamentation (Attachment 3). By 1931 it had been augmented with a decorative 
parapet above, featuring "SUNRlSE" and "SUNRISE THEATRE" in fluorescent letters. A lighted vertical sign 
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also appears, attached to the pilaster on its northern flank (Attachment 4 ). Both signs incorporate a sunrise
shaped logo. This arrangement seems to have survived until the 1960s, when it was replaced by the present 
triangular marquee, with removable lettering, and the huge sign which obscures part of the arched window 
(Photo 9). A freestanding ticket booth, not extant, once occupied the center of the outside entry (Attachment 
3). 

Primary access to the orchestra level of the auditorium is through the east lobby and foyer. The lobby's 
condition is fair. Its main alterations are its acoustic ceiling, wood paneling, the layers of paint 5bscuring mural 
work along the north and east walls, and remnants of non-original carpeting. The north lobby bathrooms would 
have been on the mezzanine level, as was typical of the period. An original wall-mounted drinking fountain, as 
evidenced by the remaining decorative tile sUrround (Photos 20 & 42), has been removed, and replaced with a 
contemporary floor-mounted fixture . 

. The auditorium retains much of the original historic material. There is no evidence that the east and west 
seating boxes, as shown in the original drawings, were ever built. Similarly, the balcony that was built is much 
smaller than the one shown on the architect's plans. The organ, visible in early photos, was removed from the 
east wall, and modifications were made to accommodate air conditioning. Above the acoustic tile can be seen 
hints of a coffered ceiling made of decorative plaster. The interior walls are covered with a sound absorbing 
material and upholstered in damask. Examples of the original fabric still exist behind this later addition. Some · 
of the original seating is left, but most, later in date, is in fair condition. The orchestra pit has been closed in. 
The stage flooring is original. The rigging system is antique (Photo 24). Historic photos show suspended light 
fixtures, ofwhich there is no further evidence after 1934 (Attachment 5). Wall fans were removed with the 
advent of air conditioning. 

With the help of a grant from the Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources, an earlier study 
determined that the building largely retained its architectural.and structural integrity, and a preservation and 
·restoration plan was drawn up: Restoration of the theater portion of the fac;ade, marquee, and foyer began in 
late 1999. 

At this date it should be noted that interior demolition has begun in accordance with the rehabilitation plan for 
the building (Photos 61-65). Photo 61 shows that all seats and the partition behind the seating have been 
removed. Photo 62 shows the stenciling of a pilaster exposed by removal of the partition. Photo 63 shows the 
orchestra pit cleared of debris~ t Access through doors at the foot of the stage up a flight of stairs to a landing, 
with additional access from backstage, up another flight to a passageway to the 2nd floor corridor (Photo 64 & 
65) was opened upon removal of air handling equipment. 

1 ilota Internet Services, Sunrise Theatre Renovation <http://www.i-ota.net/> accessed October 2001. This web site displays a 360-
degree panoramic view of successive stages of work to rehabilitate the theater. 
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The exterior of the storefronts has been mentioned. The street level interiors have changed considerably over 
time to suit the occupants. The ceilings have been dropped from their original 17 feet. The second floor is less 
altered. The tall ceilings, wood floors and doors, and plaster walls throughout the public area remain largely 
unaltered (Photos 31 & 32). Some office interiors have changed over time. Climbing the stairs westward to the 

.second floor, and turning around, to the immediate left, or north, is a door, leading up another long flight of 
stairs (Photo 33). The door at the top opens into the square tower room, with windows on three sides looking 
out over the city (Photo 34). Turning around again, to the left, or south, is a door to a passageway across the 
rooftop (Photo 35), up two sets of steps, past porthole windows on either side (Photo 36), to a door guarded by a 

··metal gate. Through it, to the left, or south, was a bedroom (Photo 37), then a bath. To the right was a bath, 
then a bedroom with a demolished bay window (Photo 38), then a room opening onto a dilapidated wooden 
deck, with steps down to the rooftop, and finally a narrow kitchen. The bemusing configuration of these living 
quarters lent an eccentric finishing touch to the building~ 

Note, as an addendum to the description of the rooftop apartment, that it does not appear in the earliest photos 
of the theater. It was added at a later date which has not been exactly established. Although these apartments 
(Photos 35-38) are a unique part of Sunrise lore, they have now been demolished. They are dilapidated and 
would need expensive reconstruction; they are not visible to the public; and unlike the tower room, they are not 
original. 

The entire building is now owned by St. Lucie Preservation, Inc. Additional description of the non-theatrical, 
commercial portions of the building follow. The least remodeled of first floor commercial bays is the former 
"Crystal" restaurant, (Photos 45-49). Floors are concrete, and walls are plaster. Suspended acoustic tiles hide 
the high plaster ceiling. A single division separates the kitchen (Photo 49). Other bays are more extensively 
partitioned, dry-walled, paneled, and carpeted. Ceilings are all similar to that of the restaurant. First floor 
commercial spaces evince little of the anginal finishes. The graffiti on the walls and fixtures of the Crystal 
records the reactions of customers to the closing of a popular local eatery due to the imminent rehabilitation 
project. 

On the second floor, many interior doors and transoms appear to be original {Photos 51, 55, & 60) while the 
exterior windows are not, except for some interior trim, (Photos 52 & 53). Floors are hardwood, and walls and 
ceilings are plaster behind or above paneling or suspended acoustic tiles. Some inner-outer office partitions are 
wooden with original or very old doors and transoms (Photo 56). Most offices have acoustic tile suspended 
ceiling concealing the original above. Re-partitioning has been extensive over the years, and all of the non
load-bearing office partitions are being demolished as part of the rehabilitation program. Second floor 
commercial spaces preserve much of the original finish in the public areas, less in the office interiors (Photos 
50-60). 
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The Sunrise Theatre is significant at the local level under Criterion C in the area of Architecture as an example 
of a mixed-use retail, office, and entertainment building, built in a style that reflects the transition from Mission 
to Mediterranean Revival, at a time that ushered the small country town of Fort Pierce into the optimism and 

.. prosperity ofthe South Florida land boom of the 1920's. It is also significant under Criterion A in the area of 
Entertainment/Recreation, having been the social and cultural center of the community and surrounding area for 
over sixty years. At the time of its construction in 1923, the Sunrise was the largest theater on !i.e east coast 
between Jacksonville and Miami. It inspired the naming of Fort Pierce's slogan, "The Sunrise City." It was the 

·direct forerunner of a proliferation of Mediterranean style, mixed-use projects in the city over the course of the 
decade. It was designed in 1922 by Miami architect John N. Shetwood, who opened an office in the Sunrise, 
and went on to design the expansion of St. Lucie County High School, in 1924, and the Lyric Theater in Stuart, 
in 1926. The strUcture is sound, and its architectural details are in good condition. Its restoration in form and 
function is the keystone ofthe cit)''s historic preservation plan and downtown revitalization program. 

HISTORICAL CONTEXT 

The United States took possession of Florida from Spain in 1821. The Ais of the south-central coast and other 
early Florida peoples were virtually extinct by then, their few descendants melding with the mixture of 
immigrant tribes and runaway slaves who became the Seminoles. Friction between the Seminoles and the 
surveyors and settlers culminated in the 1835 attack on plantations south of St. Augustine, which set offthe 
Second Seminole War (1835~1842f The United States Army built a series of forts, to counter the attacks, and 
expedite the policy of Indian Removal. One fort was established on a bluff, the highest point visible, on the 
west bank four miles south of the Indian River Inlet, near an Ais mound and a spring. This took place in late 
1837, by some accounts; perhaps on the morning of January 2, 1838, according to the journal ofDr. Jacob Rhett 
Motte, physician to the party of scouts. They named the fort after their commander, Lieutenant Colonel 
Benjamin Pierce, a career officer whose brother was Franklin Pierce, fourteenth President of the United States. 
The fort was deactivated after the war and burned down in 1843.3 

The war stopped rather than ended, and settlers replaced soldiers, under the Armed Occupation Act passed by 
Congress in 1842, providing for the homesteading of 160 acre lots ofland. The sporadic pioneers of the 1840s 
along the Indian River often used the ruins ofFort Pierce as a reference point in describing claims.4 The first 
attempt of an "Indian River Colony" to settle an area a few miles north of the fort was interrupted by the 
stabbing to death of John Barker, keeper of a trading post, by some Indians he had cheated.5 The family and 

2Lucille Rieley Rights, A Portrait of St. Lucie County, 29. 
3Ibid., 30-31. 
41bid., 36. 
s Ada Coats Williams, A Brief History of St. Lucie County, 3. 
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neighbors escaped to St. Augustine, not to return until the1850s, after Fort Capron was built near their 
homesteads, the site of present day St. Lucie Village. St. Lucie County had been created out of vast Mosquito 
CountY in 1844, the year before Florida became a state. The 1850 U.S. Census reported a county population of 
nearly 140, of whom 30 were soldiers and 27 slaves, commenting, "The inhabitants of the County were driven 
from it on account of the Indian hostilities and only a few of them have, as yet, returned."6 

It was not until the 1870s that a settlement was founded that would be the beginning of Fort Pierce as a city. 
Alexander Bell had started a trading post at the site of the old fort in 1871, and later homestead£ the land 
between Taylor Creek, to the north, and Moore's Creek, to the south.7 Moore's Creek remains the northern 
border of the commercial downtown. This area would become Fort Pierce's first residential neighborhood. It 
was named Edgartown, after the grandson of A. G. LaGow, one of the pioneers. Other founders were the 
families of Frank and James Bell, and Reuben Carlton.8 Edgartown had a post office, named after the first 
postmaster, Thomas C. Bass. School was taught by Miss El1a Bell, in her home, until the first schoolhouse was 
built in 1881, a "one-room palmetto-thatched shack."9 

. 

In 1879 Captain Benjamin Hogg and his wife Annie surprised and delighted the isolated settlers when they 
landed near Moore's Creek with a shipload of goods for sale. They considered the site of the old fort, about a 
mile and a half away, for setting up shop. But finally, in 1882, they built a two-story wooden building, with a 
long wooden dock stretching out into the rivet, about a block south of the mouth of Moore's Creek. Annie 
tended store, while the Captain sailed his schooner between Fort Pierce, the Bahamas, and Jacksonville, trading 
green turtles and coconuts for goods with which to stock his trading post.10 Annie found a much-needed 
assistant in Peter P. Cobb, who came from Cazenovia, New York, in 1883.11 When some New England 
investors bought the buildinf: to start an oyster cannery in the mid-1880s, Cobb stayed on to run the store. They 
called the place "Cantown." 2 

After a year, Cobb bought the cannery out, and turned it into P. P. Cobb's General Merchandise Store. He also 
·expanded the pier into Cobb's Dock, which eventually extended twelve hundred feet into the Indian River, 
accommodating steam ships, fish houses, an oyster house, and tracks for carting ice out and fish back. Bass 
Post Office in Edgartown was closed down, in favor of a new post office, opened in the store in 1888, with 
Cobb as postmaster. The new post office was named "Fort Pierce." The commercial district that grew up 
around the river landing and general store followed suit. Throughout the pioneer period, when the Indian River 

6Lucille Rieley Rights, 36-41. 
7Emily Lagow Bell, My Pioneer Days in Florida, 1876-1898,25-29. 
8Charles S. Miley, Miley's Memos, 3. 
9Ibid., 3,8. 
10Ada Coats Williams, 11. 
11Charles S. Miley, 97. 
12Emily Lagow Bell, 29-30. 
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settlements were only accessible by boat, the Hoggs' trading post and Cobb's store were famous from Eau 
Gallie to Jupiter. Its fame extended inland, too, among Indians and cowmen, to Fort Drum and Okeechobee. It 
was the eastern origin of the cattle drives, along a route now designated the Florida Cracker Trail, 13 which 
ended with the sale of cattle in Fort Myers, for shipment to Cuba, from the port of Punta Rassa. 14 

The arrival in 1894 ofHenry Flagler's railway, on its way south from Jacksonville, opened Fort Pierce to a new 
wave of settlers and a new range of economic possibilities. Pineapple growing was added to the economy of 
fishing and cattle raising. The city grew from a village to a town, and was incorporated on Febmary 2, 1901, 
with 53 out of 66 qualified voters present. 1 5 The Indian River Telephone Company was established in 1902, 
with exchanges in Jensen and Fort Pierce, salvaging parts of the one-wire telegraph line laid by the army from 
one end of the Indian River to the other during the Seminole wars.16 The Fee family opened the Bank of Fort 
Pierce in 1903.17 

'In 1905 Fort Pierce became the seat of St. Lucie County, with a population about 3000, created out of Brevard 
County. The Florida East Coast Railroad had established a division point at Fort Pierce, boosting the job 
market. A proper county courthouse was built in 1909. The St. Lucie County Bank moved from Jensen to Fort 
Pierce in 1910, in recognition of the city's progress.18 It had become the center of commerce for the entire 
county. The population of the county was over 4,000, and that of the city, just under 1 ,500. Citizens had 
electricity by 1912. In 1914 Fort Pierce High School was built, an outstanding Mission style building that for 
many years housed the only high school from Stuart to Me1boume. 19 Although pineapple farming declined, the 
citrus industry took its place, followed by winter vegetable farming. Tourism was beginning to figure in the 
economy. By the end of the decade, the town had six churches, several hotels, a semi-weekly newspaper, a 
Golf and Country Club, a Rod and Gun Club, and a Chamber of Commerce with a d~dicated promotional 
program. The Fort Pierce ocean inlet was being dredged, scheduled to open in 1921.20 The population was 
over 2,000, growing fast. Fort Pierce was ready to take advantage ofthe land boom of the 1920s. 

· The early twenties saw plans under way for the opening of an ocean inlet and for a causeway to the barrier 
island. Symbolic of the optimism of the time, the Sunrise Theatre was built by one of the town's leading 
entrepreneurs, Rupert Koblegard. It was, at the time of its construction in 1923, the largest theater between 

13The Tampa Tribune, September 9 & 10, 1987. 
14Edward A. Fernald, Atlas of Florida, 101. 
15Charles S. Miley, 5. 
1~alter R. Hellier, Indian River, Florida's Treasure Coast, 39, 99. 
17lbid., 92. 
18lbid., 96. 
1~ary A. Bennett, Fort Pierce Elementary, A School and Its History, 36. 
2~ort Pierce Chamber of Commerce, Fort Pierce Florida, 'The Golden Belt", 1921. 
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Jacksonville and Miami?1 Fort Pierce began to call itself"The Sunrise City."22 The city capitalized on its 
growing population and expansion of revenues with a series of conununity improvements. Street paving and 
widening, sewers, canals, and bridges were given high priority.23 A water filtration plant, incinerator, parks, 
and wharves for the new port were plarmed. From 1921 to 1923, more than 200 houses, the theater, a school, 
several businesses, and office buildings were constructed, at a cost of over $1,000,000. In 1924 the population 
was 4,000, and expenditures on development were expected to exceed $1,500,000.24 Most of the local lawyers 
were busy with work for real estate dealers. The largest payroll in the city was still that of the Florida East 
Coast Railroad.25 In 1925, the population peaked at 8,500. A new fire station, a jail, and an el~ant 
Mediterranean style City Hall were built. The county had 67 miles of paved road, mainly the Dixie highway 
and Indian River Drive. The causeway from downtown to the beach on Hutchinson Island was complete. 
Among the luxury projects were: a casino built at the beach; a man-made island, in the manner of those 
between Miami and Miami Beach, on the drawing boards; and several grandiose subdivisions planned by 
private developers~ 26 

· . 

The city's own Venetian Island, and the Coral Gables-style developments, like Indrio, turned out to be only 
sand castles when the real estate market collapsed, exacerbated by the south Florida hurricane of 1926. In Fort 
Pierce an ingenious method was devised to put people to work for the city, paying them in scrip.27 

Development continued at a slower pace until the Bank of Fort Pierce closed in 1927; two hurricanes, back to 
back, hit closer to home in 1928; and the stock market crashed in 1929. The St. Lucie County Bank was saved. 
The port was finished, giving Fort Pierce the only important deep .water harbor between Jacksonville and 
Miami. Completion ofthe Dixie Highway kept the city on the tourist map. The count)' built a 167-acre airport. 
The Chamber of Conunerce, somewhat diminished in both resources and exuberance, continued to promote the 
Fort Pierce that was perfected during the golden age of the twenties.28 In 1930 the population of the city had 
declined to under 5,000, rising to over 6,000 in 1935.29 

In 1931 P. P. Cobb's store closed. The News Tribune wrote: "The closing of Cobb's store will mark the 
passing of a landmark, an institution that has been largely responsible for the development ofthis section. 
Thousands of families and individuals, both in pioneer and in later days, have been materially aided through the 
liberal but quiet generosity of its owner."30 Only two significant buildings went up during the depression: the 

21Nichols Schwab Inc. et al., Sunrise Theater, Architectural Assessment and Preservation Plan, 6. 
22E. L. Adams, Centennial Reflections, 34. 
23Fort Pierce News-Tribune, June 19, 1925. 
24Fort Pierce Chamber of Commerce, The Cat's Out of the Bag at Fort Pierce Florida, "The Sunrise City." 
25Judge Alto Lee Adams, The Fourth Quarter, 59-61. 
26port Pierce Chamber of Commerce, Prosperous Fort Pierce- Where Ocean, River, Rail and Highway Meet, 1925. 
27Judge Alto Lee Adams, 69. 
28Fort Pierce Chamber of Commerce, Economic Survey ofFort Pierce and St. Lucie County, 1934. 
29port Pierce Chamber of Commerce, 1935 Directory of Fort Pierce and St. Lucie County. 
3°Charles S. Miley, 97. 
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post office, in 1935; and the Coast Guard station, in 1937. Cattle ranchers and tomato farmers found a mutually 
beneficial arrangement whereby a pasture was lent to tomatoes one year and grass the next.31 People who could 
live off the land did so. For the average person, subsistence was his economic level, barter his medium of 
exchange. Nevertheless, community spirit was well: the beaches were pristine; there were always dances to 
attend and movies to see; and the fishing was still good . 

.. 
In 1940 the city estimated its population at "8,000 in summer and 11,000 in winter."32 One of 17 State 
Farmer's Markets was built in Fort Pierce and opened in 1941, primarily to serve tomato growefs.33 As the 
Second World War began, construction came to a dead stop, but the depression was banished. The Navy chose 

·Fort Pierce for the site of an amphibious training base, and many service men became part of community after 
the war. With a $380,000 citrus pre-cooling and refrigeration plant, the port of Fort Pierce was rated fifth in 
importance in the state.34 In 1946 the city's first radio station, WIRA, began broadcasting.35 The marina, 
beaches, and fishing spots began to thrive again with tourists, and retirees· discovered that the area was an 
affordable paradise. Post-war prosperity buoyed the economy throughout the fifties and sixties, although it 
brought with it serious new challenges to the city's viability. 

HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE 

Rupert N. Koblegard, Sr., came with his· family from West Virginia and Washington in 1906,36 and invested in 
pineapples, real estate, and then, the theater. 37 The Sunrise was built on a former pinea~ple field owned by the 
Sunrise Fruit Company, with R. N. Koblegard and E. Minse11 as the main stockholders. The contractor chosen 
for the Sunrise Theater, Clarence E. Cahow, was a visionary city developer who became mayor of Fort Pierce 
during the course of its construction. 

The Sunrise Theater became a downtown landmark, a center for cultural activities in Fort Pierce. It was located 
just a few blocks from Cobb's Store, the original center of social and commercial activity. The Sunrise was 
built for a· large audience during vaudeville's maturity. Work started on the building in the winter.of 1923. It 
cost $150,000 and was said to be nearly fireproof. In May the excitement over the new theater inspired the 
choice of"The Sunrise City" as Fort Pierce's official slogan.39 The Sunrise, the largest vaudeville theater on 

31Interview with Pete Serra, Fort Pierce State Farmers' Market, ·2000. 
32R.L. Polk & Co., Polk's Fort Pierce City Directory 1940. 
33Pete Serra. 
34R. L. Polk & Co. 
35E. L. Adams, 66. 
36Lucille Rieley Wrights, 52. 
37Judge Alto Lee Adams,65. 
38Nichols and Schwab, et al., 25. 
391bid., 34. 
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Florida's east coast, filled to capacity with an attendance of more than 1,200 when it opened on Wednesday 
night, August 1, 1923. Many people stood in the balcony, where seats had not yet been installed. The 
festivities began with a performance by the Fort Pierce Band, followed with a round of speeches by influential 
city and county citizens, including Mayor C. E. Cahow, and ended with a movie. The opening of the theater 
was called" one of the most important events in the development of the town into a wide-awake city.'140 

The Sunrise was even involved in one ofthe controversies that caused northern St. Lucie County to break away 
in 1925 and form Indian River County, with Vero Beach as county seat. The "liberal-minded" ~eople ofVero 
Beach had complained that St. Lucie County would not allow theaters to be open on Sunday. This and related 
'disagreements ended in a legislative act which also created Martin County out of parts of St. Lucie and Palm 
Beach County. After it was all over, St. Lucie residents decided Vero Beach was right about the movies. The 
Koblegards, father and son, who owned the Sunrise, brought the 1956 film "The Ten Commandments" to town, 
showed it on a Sunday, and were arrested by the Sheriff. A jury found them not guilty, settling the issue once 
and for all. 41 

· 

The balcony is a particular part of Sunrise legend and Fort Pierce social history. The balcony seats, considered 
by many to be the best in the house, were reserved for "colored" patrons. Black patrons had to climb the metal 
fire stairs at the northwest comer of the building and enter at the rear ofthe balcony. The mezzanine was off
limits to them. On entering, a customer would find a closet-like space to the right, which served as ticket booth 
and concession stand. Opposite this was a drinking fountain. Walking up the carpeted ramp, there were seats 
right and left, rising steeply to the rear wall, and partially divided by the projectionist's room (Attachment 6). 
The rest rooms were so narrow that there was no space for a lavatory. These limitations, however, were offset 
by the view, unavailable elsewhere in the theater, since the box seats originally designed were never built;42 and 
the acoustics were excellent. Ushers often had to explain to newcomers why they could neither sit in the 
balcony nor take advantage of its lower prices, which were designed to suit a different class of pocketbook.43 

Silent movies were given second billing in most vaudeville halls until AI Jolson's "The Jazz Singer" was shown 
in New York, debuting October 6, 1927. In Fort Pierce theaters, movie-going had been a favorite pastime since 
the mid-teens. Theaters were ready to show the talking pictures early in 1928. Working at the Sunrise was a 
popular job for students; many older residents remember the time precisely. The only drawback to the advent 
of talkies was that it marked the end of socializing and gossiping during movies, a pleasure which passed with 
the passing of the era ofthe silents.44 By 1928 the Sunrise was confirmed as a movie palace, but the stage 

4~ort Pierce News-Tribune, August 3, 1923. 
4 1Judge Alto Lee Adams, 76, 77. 
42Architectural drawings by John N. Sherwood, 1922. 
43Interview with Ames Bennett. 
44E. L. Adams, 40. 
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continued to offer opera, theater, music, and live performances of both local talent and big-name entertainers. 
Especially popular were cowboy stars like Gene Autry; or Tom Mix and his white horse, Tony. 45 

On the night of August 7, 1928, a hurricane hit Fort Pierce, damaging most of the buildings downtown. The 
Sunrise lost part of its roof, causing water damage to its stores and offices.46 A second hurricane struck on 

.September 16 and 17. This was the disastrous storm which drowned so many people in the waters ofLake 
Okeechobee.47 It passed to the south of Fort Pierce with less damage than the August event. 

The Sunrise continued to thrive during the Depression and the Second World War. In fact, it was an important 
·morale booster. Sally Rand's show there, in 1934, more than took people's minds off their troubles.48 The 
Sunrise survived the recovery of the 50s and 60s, when several significant neighboring buildings were lost. It 
flagged only in 1980, when people succumbed to the siren songs of new cinemas in suburban shopping malls. 
A resident remembers going to the last movie shoWn before the theater finally closed, "The Man Who Would 
Be King." He and his son were the sole audience for the afternoon show. As they left, they looked around. No 
one waited in the foyer for the second show.49 The downtown's business density and vitality declined steeply 
during the 1980s. When grass roots efforts began to restore the area's traditional character late in the decade, 
the theater was on everyone's minds. Restoration and reactivation of the Sunrise Theater became the keystone 
of Fort Pierce's downtown revitalization plan, 

ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIFICANCE 

The Mission Revival was born in late 1800s California out of a search for something regional and genuine, 
such as could be found in the Spanish missions of the Southwest. The architect A. Page Brown popularized the 
style at the Columbian Exposition of 1893 in Chicago. Hipped, tiled roofs; flat roofs with curvilinear parapets; 
visors; towers; balconies; smooth walls with a minimum of ornament are its characteristics. The chief architect 
of the Panama-California Exposition of 1915, held in San Diego, was Bertram Grosvenor.Goodhue, who had 
written a book on Spanish Colonial architecture in Mexico. In applying this knowledge~ as chief architect, to 
the exhibition, he stimulated interest in exploring the use of vernacular design elements originating from the 
several cultures around the Mediterranean Sea. The resulting styles became popular in areas of appropriate 
climate and history such as California and Florida. Mediterranean Revival architecture includes elements 
common to Mission, Spanish Colonial and Italian Renaissance styles, such as classical and Moorish colunms; 
low pitched, clay tile, gabled, hipped or flat parapeted roofs; stucco exteriors with terra cotta decorative 
features; and multi-level plans. Loggias, arcades, and courtyards are frequently found. Walls may be decorated 

4~ichols and Schwab, eta/., 7. 
46Fort Pierce News-Tribune, August 9, 1928. 
47Ibid., September 18, 1928. 
48E. L. Adams, 46. 
49Charles Croghan, Typescript, 1999. 
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with cartouches, tile, and terra cotta inserts. Decoration is often concentrated at door and window surrounds. 
Level and variety of detail distinguishes it from the earlier Mission style. 50 

Mediterranean became the signatory style of the southeast Florida land boom of the twenties. Fort Pierce was 
well within the sphere of influence of the center of activity-Palm Beach-one of its most prolific practitioners . 

.. The Sunrise Building, which includes the Sunrise Theater, seems to represent a transition in style, from Mission 
ro Mediterranean. The former is reflected in the clay tile hip roof over the theater bay, supported by brackets; 
the curvilinear parapets; and the overall plainness of the fa9ade. .-

·:rhe building is less ornate now than when it was built, although that alteration took place in its first decade and 
remains, at this stage of the investigation, something of a mystery. One possibility is that the disappearance of 
ornamentation from the theater fa9ade may have been related to damage caused by the 1928 hurricanes. The 
fasces which vanished from the fa9ade represented a bundle of wooden rods bound by a strap. They commonly 
symbolized Roman justice or uruty. They and the other missing· floral relief added a dimension; complexity,' _ 
and likely a color to the surface of the building (Attaclunents 1 & 2, 8 & 9). In place of the sculptural ornament, 
stucco panels, textured to contrast with the smoother matrix, add interest to the surface. 51 This more ascetic 
treatment helps to reveal its Mission style roots. Architect John Sherwood certainly was familiar with the 1914 
St. Lucie High School, which was considered "an outstanding example of the 'Mission Style'," and "the most 
architecturally beautiful public school in Florida."52 The tower roof and brackets echo the school, while the 
pilasters and Tuscan columns complete the transition to the Mediterranean Revival style. 

John N. Sherwood 

Architect John N. Sherwood was recruited from Miami to design the building, much as W. B. Camp had been 
recruited from Jacksonville to design St. Lucie High School. After the theater was built, Sherwood opened an 
office in the Sunrise Building, where Cahow's company also had an office. She!Wood advertised his additional' 
offices in the Townley Building in Miami, and in the St. Lucie Building in Stuart. 53 His next big project in Fort 
Pierce was the second phase of St. Lucie High School (NR 1984), completed in 1924;54 Camp had died in 
1919.55 Sherwood went on to design the Lyric Theater in Stuart (NR 1993), finished in 1926.56 John 
Sherwood's advertisement still appeared in the 1927-1928 city directory. His home address was listed as 

5'Marcus Whiffen, American Architecture Since 1780, 213-216, 225-230. 
51Nichols and Schwab, et al., 11-13. 
52Mary A. Bennett, 27. 
53Fort Pierce City Directory and St. Lucie County Gazetteer, 1925-1926. 
54Mary A. Bennett, 2. 
55 Ames Bennett, Space, Time and Architects, Typescript. 
56Morton D. Winsberg, Florida's History Through Its Places, 80. 
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Okeechobee Road. But after that, as with most of the architects who worked in the city during the twenties, in 
the wake of the real estate collapse, Fort Pierce historians have lost track of him. 

Beanie Backus 

-Another prominent person associated with the Sunrise Theater was the painter A. E. Bean, or "Beanie", Backus. 
Beanie was the son of George Backus, a Fort Pierce boat builder. He worked in the Sunrise from 1930, when 
he was 24, to 1938. His studio was on the second floor of the Sunrise Building, behind the arcfi'ed windows 
overlooking the marquee. He painted the posters for coming attractions that lined the foyer. For special shows 

·he would design elaborate displays surrounding the entrance, with portraits of the stars painted on velour 
(Attachment 7). It has been speculated that he contributed some of the painted decoration in the auditorium, or, 
more likely, the murals behind the peeling paint in the lobby. In 1938 and 1939, he received Florida Federation 
of Art awards, left his job at the theater, and moved to a new studio. Beanie BackUs lived his whole life in Fort 
Pierce, where he is remembered for his art, his teachinf, and his kindnesses. He won five more awards, and his 
paintings ofFlorida landscapes established the genre.5 

After the Sunrise was built, buildings began to go up one after the other. The Raulerson Building, a block from 
the theater on 2nd Street, shows that the Sunrise Building was a trendsetter. The Raulerson is also a mixed-use 
structure of street level storefronts below second story office spaces. Other architects drawn to Fort Pierce 
designed successful buildings of the same type in key locations throughout the downtown and contributed 
immensely to the city's viability. The architecture and planning ofthe city's golden age gave it the necessary 
momentum to persist as a good place to live throughout the difficult times ofthe Depression and World War II. 
Postwar changes were hard on historic landmarks in Fort Pierce, as in other cities. The remaining examples are 
all the more valuable; of these, the S1;1nrise has the greatest potential for the economic future of the city. The 
Sunrise Theater retains its architectural integrity, and its place of importance in the memories of three 
generations of residents-.:..citizens from all walks oflife. 

57 0live Dame Peterson, A.E. Backus, Florida Artist, 31. 
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The Sunrise Theatre commonly refers to the entire mixed-use building, originally called the Sunrise Building, 
of which the Theatre is an integral part. The property is presently divided into four pieces each with its own tax 
ID number and legal description. Therefore the entire property now consists of the sum of the following four 

. .descriptions. 

I. D. #241 0-508-005-000/9 

·SUNRISE FRUIT CO'S RE-S/D FROM SW COR LOT 1 RUN N 01 58 00 E ALG W LI OF LOT 1 15.48 FT 
TO POB, TH CONT N 01 58 00 E 141.13 FT, TH S 83 22 31 E 7.90 FT TO FACE OF BLDG, TH S 00 28 03 
W ALGFACE OF BLDG 7.67 FT TO BLDG COR, TH S 89 31 57 E 22.80 FT, TH N 00 28 03 E 7.98 FT, TH 
S 89 31 57 E 35.10 FT, TH 00 28 03 W ALG 12.94 FT, TH S 89 31 57 E 34.71 FT, TH S 00 28 03 W 5.67 FT, 
TH N 89 31 57 W 0.35 FT, TH S 04 06 45 W 16.76 FT, TH S 85 53 15 E 46.72 FT, TH S 04 06 45 W 2.26 FT, 
TH S 85 53 15 E 1.63 FT, TH S 04 00 59 W 13.71 FT, TH N 85 53 15 Wl.55 FT, TH S 04 06 45 W 2.22 FT, 
TH N 85 53 15 W 11.40 FT, TH N 04 06 45 E 5.39 FT, TH N 85 53 15 W 93.29 FT, TH S 04 60 45 W 5.65 FT, 
TH N 85 53 15 W 26.20 FT, TH S 04 06 45 W 12.65 FT, TH N 85 53 15 W 11 FT, TH S 04 06 45 W 80.23 FT, 
TH N 85 56 47 W 84.77 FT TO POB (0.31 AC) )OR 1097-1255) 

PLUS I.D. # 2410-508-0002-000-8 

SUNRISE FRUIT CO'S RE-S/D BEG NW COR LOT 1, TH N 89 49 19 E 150FT, TONE COR OF LOT 1 & 
W RIW L1 OF S 2ND ST TH SWLY ALG ELI 40FT MIL, TH N 89 09 42 W 70FT, TH N 00 17 20 W 8.30 
FT TO S FACE OF BLDG, TH N 70 5952 W ALG S FACE 15.5 FT, TH N 89 36 31 W 66.76 FT TOW LI 
OF LOT 1, TH N 01 58 00 E ALG W LI 26.18 FT TO POB (MAP 24/10B) (0.11 AC 4993 SQ FT) (OR 721-
2482) 

PLUS I.D. #2410-508-0001-000-1 

SUNRISE FRUIT CO'S RE-S/D FROM NW COR LOT 1 TH S 01 58 00 W ALG W LI OF LOT 1 26.18 FT 
TO POB TH S 89 36 31 E 66.76 FT, THS 70 59 52 E ALG S FACE 15.5 FT, TH S 00 17 20 E ALG PARTY 
WALL 8.30 FT, TH S 89 09 42 E ALG PARTY WALL 70FT TOE LI OF LOT 1 & W RIW LI OF S 2ND ST 
TH S 03 45 00 W ALG ELI 33.1 FT, TH N 85 53 15 W 1.63 FT, TH N 04 06 45 E 2.26 FT, TH N 85 53 15 W 
46.72 FT, TH N 04 06 45 E 16.76 FT, TH S 89 31 57 E 0.35 FT, TH N 00 28 03 E 5.67 FT, TH N 89 31 57 W 
34.71 FT, TH N 00 28 03 E 12.94 FT, TH N 89 31 57 W 35.10 FT, TH S 00 28 03 W 7.98 FT, TH N 89 31 57 
W 22.80 FT, TH N 00 28 03 E 7.67 FT, TH N 83 22 31 W 7.90 FT, TH N 01 58 00 E 4.74 FT TO POB (MAP 
24/IOB) (0.05 AC- 2237 SQ FT) (OR1311-1556) 
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SUNRISE FRUIT CO'S RE-S/D BEG SW COR LOT 1, TH N 01 58 00 E ALG W LI OF LOT 1 15.48 FT, TH 
S 85 56 47 E 84.77 FT, TH N 04 06 45 E 80.23 FT, S 85 53 15 E 11.00 FT, TH N 04 06 45 E 12.65 FT, TH S 
85 53 15 E 26.20 FT, TH N 04 06 45 E 5.65 FT, TH S 85 53 15 E 9.29 FT, THS 04 06 45 W 5.39 FT, TH S 85 
.53 15 E 11.40 FT, TH N 04 06 45 E 2.22 FT, TH S 85 53 15 E 1.55 FT TOE LI OF LOT 1 & W RIW LI OF S 
2ND ST TH S 03 45 00 W ALG ELI 102.53 FT TH N 86 18 34 W 70.25 FT, TH S 03 45 00 W 28.30 FT TON 
RJW LI ATLANTIC AVE TH N 71 09 00 W ALG N RIW LI 76.46 FT TO POB (MAP 24/101J) (0 18 AC 7947 
SQ FT) (OR 1311-1556) 

Boundary Justification: 

The general historic boundaries of the building include the street frontage to the east, the exterior ofthe building 
wall along its south elevation, 12 feet distance from its west elevation, and the exterior of the building wall 
along its north elevation, plus an area 4 feet 6 inches distance west of the northwest comer of the building and 
23 feet east of the comer, occupied by the fire stairs. See attached site map. The building's existing footprint 
coincides with that shown on the 1924 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map. 
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~UPdate 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

V ersioo 4.0 1107 

Field Oate_Q§f.Jl!j 2010 
Form Oate-..Qi_/.1§._/ 2010 
Recorder# ____ _ 

Shaded Flllkll rep~"esent the minimum acceptable level of documentalion. 
Consult the Guide to Historical Structure Forms for detailed instructions. 

Se Name(s) (address if none) 601 2nd StreetS --------- ------- Multip~Ljs~OHR only) __ _ 
Survey Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenaer Rail Survey # (DHR only) _.1._~_._.~'-"~---+--
National Register Category (please check one) 0 building D structure 0 district 0 site 0 object 
Ownership: Oprivate-pro~t Oprivate-nonpro»t 0private-individual Dprivate-nonspecific Deity Dcounty Dstate Ofederal DNative American Dforeign D unknown 

l.OC.\TION & \IAPPI:\G 

Address (Include N.S,E,W; #J; St., Ave., etc.) 601 2nd Street South 
Cross Streets (nearest/ between) Easter/Florida 
USGS 7.5' Map Name & Date Fort Pierce 1949 (PR1983l Plat or other Map------- -----
City I Town (within 3 miles) Fort Pierce In City Limits? ltlyes Ono Ounknown County ..!:S~t.-=L~uc:::.:ie~--------
Township _ 35 S Range~_ Section 10 Y. section: DNW 0SW DSE ONE Olrregular-name: ____ _ 
Tax Parcel # 2410-810-QOOB-000-8 Landgrant 
Subdivision Name ANDREWS AND RICHARDS SID Block lot 3,4,5,7,8,9,10 __ _ 
UTM: Zone 016 017 Easting 566948 Northing 3035583 
Other Coordinates: X: Y: Coordinate System & Datum UTM NAD 83 ______ _ 
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)------------------------------

HISTOin 

Construction Year: c1935 [{!approximately D year listed or earlier Dyear listed or later 
Original Use• Commercial From (year):_c1935 To (year):_?:..--_ 
Current Use• Private Residence From (Year): ? To (year): present 
Other Use* From (year): To (year): _ _ _ _ 
Moves: Dyes li:lno Dunknown Dates Original address (if moved) ------- ---- ----
Alterations: Dyes Dno li:lunknown Dates unknown Nature• 
Additions: Dyes li:lno Dunknown Dates Nature• --------------------
Architect (last name first): Builder (last name first): ----- ------ ---
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates. profession. etc.). Brackett Family Ltd Partnership (2001-present) 
Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? Dyes Dno lilunlmoWn Describe 

DFS< "IH PTIO'\ 

Style* Masonry Vernacular Rectangular ______ Number of StOOes 1-Exterior Fabric(s)• stucco ________________________________ _ 
Roof Type(s)• Gable __________ __ Roof Material(s)• Asphalt Shingles ________ _ 

Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) • ------------------- ----------
Windows (types. materials, etc.) • double hung sash, 1/11ights - -------------- ------ ----

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) __ - ----------- - - ---- ----

Ancillaty Features I Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features: use continuation sheet if needed.)----- ---------

* Consult Guide to Historical Structure Forms for preferred descriptions (coded fields at the Site File). 

SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dyes Dno kiinsufficient info 
KEEPER- Detennined eligible: Dyes Dno ~ Date"__)_! __ 
NR Critefia for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E046R0107 Floricle Mester Site File I Division of Historiul RO$ourcll8 I R. A. Gray Building 1500 South Bronough Street, Tallahaacoo, FL 323GII·0250 
Phone (1150) 245-6440 I Fax (1150)245-6439 I E-mail SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us 



Page2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8 SL825 __ _ 

DF.SCIHPTIO~ (continued) 

Chimney: No._1_ Material(s) • concrete --~---------~-----------------
Structural System(s) • masonry: hollow clay tile _________ ~--------~----------
Foundation: Type(s) • continuous Material(s) • poured concrete ____________ _ 
Main Entrance (stylistic details) single leaf centered entry on east facade _____________________ _ 
Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) ""on....,e .... pc:.:o.:.;rc..._h .... e""a,.st .... f"'"'ac,..a.,d'"'"e,,_,s...,h,..ed::...:..::ro:..:::o.:...f -------------------

Condition (overall resourcecondiaoo): Oexcellent Dgood 0fair Ddeteriorated Oruinous 
Narrative Description of Resource 
Archaeological Remains ----~-------------~--- 0 Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

*Consult Guide to Historical Structure Forms for preferred descriptions (coded fields at the Site File). 

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 
0 property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

RF.SF.AH.CH METHODS (check all that appl~) 

D library research 
D city directory 
0 newspaper files 
0 historic photos 

0 building permits 
D occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
D interior inspection 

D Sanborn maps 
D plat maps 
D Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABS/HAER record search 

D other methods (describe) ________________________________ _ 

Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript# if relevant use continuation sheet if needed) 

OPJl\10~ OF RESOl1 1~CF. SIC'\IFICA'\CF. 

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually? Dyes lil"no Oinsufficient information 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? Dyes 0no Dinsufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not: use separate sheet if needed) This structure was originally recorded in 1992 and reevaluated 
in 2007. It was recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP individually. It is a non-contributing resource in the River's Edge Historic 
District (SL2802l. The SHPO never evaluated this resource. This survey is recommending it as ineligible for listing on the NRHP due to its 
common design and lack of historical associations. 
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. "architecture", "ethnic heritage', "community planning & development", etc.) 

Architecture. Community Planning and Development 

DOCl.\IF'\TATION 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - induding field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents that are permanently accessible: For 
each separately maintained collection, describe (1) document type(s),* (2) maintaining organization,* (3) file or accession nos .• and (4) descriptive information._---,--,..---
Field notes. maps. and digital photographs will be on file in the office of Panamerican Consultants, Tampa under accession number 30003.003. 

RF.CORDF.R L'~ FOIHl ,\TION 

Recorder Name Kelly Mahar. M .H. P. ------:-:-.,--,-,----.,..-,-,---::--:::----:--:-:-:-::-:--:--:-:--::-:---,......,....,--:-:--:--:-:-----
Recorder Contact Information (address I phone 1 fax 1 e-mail) 2390 Clinton Street. Buffalo. NY 14227-1735/ Phone: 716-821-1650 I 
Fax: 716-821-1607 I kellymariemahar@hotmail.com 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants, Inc. ----------------------------

Use a Supplement for Site Forms or other continuation sheet for descriptions that do not fit in the spaces provided. 
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SL825 

Legend I 
Sl Lucie County, Florida 
Township 35 South, Range 40 East 
Base map: Fort Pierce, Fla .. 1949 

0 historic structure (PR 1983) USGS 7.5' topographic quadrangle 

Required 
Attachments 

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 Miles 

0 USGS 7.5' MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
8 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP ravaitabletmmmostpltlpertyawraiserweb sites> 

C) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (p~aio paper is acceptable). 
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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Page 1 S~e#8 SL826 

CJ Original 
!t:~Update 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Field Date_QQ/_M_/ 2010 
Form Date .M)~I 2010 
Recorder# _____ _ 

Shaded Fields represent tile minimum acceptable level of documentation. 
Consult tile Guide to Historical Structure Forms for detailed instructions. 

S~e Name(s} (address if none) Frank Tyler House ________________ Multip,!a.~i~DHR only) __ _ 
Survey Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail Survey# (DHR only) _._l'1--=...=.l....,:u__<#~__..._-
National Register Category {please check one) 0 building 0 structure 0 district 0 site 0 object 
Ownership: Oprivate-profil Dprivate-nonprofit 0private-individual Dplivate-nonspecific Deity Dcounty Dstate Dfederal DNative American Dforeign Dunknown 

LOCATIO:\ & :\lAPPING 

Address fllldude N,S,E,W; II; St., Ave., etc.) 519 2nd Street South 
Cross Streets (nearest/ between) Easter/Delaware 
USGS 7.5' Map Name & Date Fort Pierce 1949 (PR1983l Plat or Other Map-:------------
City I Town (within 3 miles) Fort Pierce In City Limits? li!lyes Dno Ounknown County ...::S:!:t....::L;.::;uc~ie~--------
Township _ ~ Range 40 E _ Section 10 %section: ONW 0SW OSE ONE Dlrregular-name: ____ _ 
Tax Parcel # 241 o-s1 o-oo04-ooo-o Landgrant 
Subdivision Name ANDREWS AND RICHARDS SID Block lot 1 ______ _ 
UTM: Zone 016 017 Easting 566949 Northing 3035611 
other Coordinates: X: Y: Coordinate System & Datum UTM NAD 83 ______ _ 
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)-------------------------------

HISTORY 

Construction Year: c1924 ({!approximately D year listed or earlier Dyear listed or later 
Original Use* Residential From (year):_c1924 To (year}: present 
Current Use* From (year): To (year): __ _ 
Other Use* From (year): To (year): ___ _ 
Moves: Dyes ~no Dunknown Dates Original address (if moved) ______________ _ 
Alterations: Dyes Dno 0unknown Dates unknown Nature* 
Additions; Dyes ~no Dunknown Dates Nature• --------------------~ 
Architect (last name first): Builder (last name first): --:---:-------------
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.). Ray w Stilwell Sandra s Stilwell (1984-presentl 
Is the Resource Affected by a Local PreseiVation Ordinance? Dyes Dno ~!!unknown Describe 

DESCI~IPTIO'\ 

Style" Mediterranean Revival Exterior Plan" Square ________ Number of Stories f_ 
Exterior Fabric(s) • stucco ___________________________________ _ 
RoofType(s)• Flat____________ Roof Material(s)• Built-up ___________ _ 

Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) • -------------------------------
Windows (types, materials, etc.) *..:..;10:::....:.:.::1ig~'-'h~t c,a.,s~em~en""'t _____________________________ _ 

Distinguishing ArcMectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) parapet lancet arches, Corinthian columns, window hoods, recessed panels 

Ancillary Features I Outbuildings (record ootbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) fish c.PO:o.on.:.:d;...:;in"-"-fro:..:.n~t _______ _ 

*Consult Guide to Historical Structure Forms for preferred descriptions (coded fields at the Site File). 

SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Vves Dno Oinsufficient info Dale _JD;_l_r_J:J21() 
KEEPER- Determined eligible: Dyes Ono Date _1_1 __ 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Od (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E046RD107 Aorida Master Site File I Division of Historical Resources I R. A. Gray Building 1500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
Phore (850) 2.fS.64.40 I Fax (850)245-6439 I E.mail SiteFile@dos.state.ft.us 



Page2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8 Sl826 __ _ 

I>ESCIUPTIO:\ (l'ontinucul 

Chimney: No._1_ Material(s) • Brick--- --------------- --- -------
Structural System(s) • wood frame---- ------ --------------------
Foundation: Type(s) • continuous Material(s) • concrete block -------------
Main Entrance (stylistic details) centered single leaf door -------------------------
Porch Descriptions (types, locations. roof types. etc.) porches on east and west facades with flat roofs --------------

Condition (overall resource condition): Oexcellent Ogood l!:lfair Odeteriorated Oruinous 
Narrative Description of Resource 
Archaeological Remains ----- ---------------- 0 Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

*Consult Guide to Historical Structure Forms for preferred descriptions (coded fields at the Site File). 

~ FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 
~ property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

RF.SF: .\RCII :\IETIIODS (l'hcck all that appl~ J 

D library research 
0 city directory 
D newspaper files 
0 historic photos 

0 building permits 
D occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
D interior inspection 

0 Sanborn maps 
0 plat maps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABSIHAER record search 

D other methods (descrtle) _______ ______ _________________ _ 
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript# if relevanL use continuation sheet if needed) 

OPJ:\ION OF RFSOl I~CE SIG:\IFICA:\CE 

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually? 0yes Dno Dinsufficient information 
Appears to meet.ltie criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? 0yes Dno Dinsufficient informaUon 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not: use separate sheet if needed) This structure was originally recorded in 1992 and reevaluated 
in 2007. It was recommended as potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP individually under criteria C. It is also a contributing resource to the 
River's Edge Historic District (SL2802). The SHPO determined that it was potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP. This survey agrees with 
that assessment. 
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. 'architecture·. 'ethnic heritage', ·community planning & developmenr, etc.) 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - induding field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents ltlat are permanen«y accessillle: For 
each separately maintained collection, descrtbe (1) document type(s), • (2) maintaining organization,* (3) file or acoession nos., and (4) descriptive information. ____ _ 
Field notes. maps. and digital photographs will be on file in the office of Panamerican Consultants, Tampa under accession number 30003.003. 

RECORDER INFOiniATIO:\ 

Recorder Name Kelly Mahar. M.H.P. - --------------...,....,..,---,-------------
Recorder Contact lnfonnation {address 1 phone 1 fax 1 e-mail) 2390 Clinton Street. Buffalo. NY 14227-17351 Phone: 716-821-1650 I 
Fax: 716-821-16071 kellymariemahar@hotmail.com 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants. Inc. -------------------------~ 

Use a Supplement for Site Fonns or other continuation sheet for descriptions that do not fit in the spaces provided. 
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East fa~tade , facing west (PCI May 2010). 
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SL826 

Legend I 
St. Lucie County, Florida 
Township 35 South, Range 40 East 
Base map: Fort Pie«:e, Aa. 1949 

0 historic structure (PR 1983) USGS 7.f/ IOpOgnlphic quadrangle 

Required 
Attachments 

O~~~O!Iii. 1 iiiiiiiiiiii;.....io~.2~~~0.3 Miles 

0 USGS 7 .5' MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
8 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP cavailablemmostlliOilei1YaPOraiSerwebsitesl 

f) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
If submitting an Image file, It must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (llla•n paper is acceptable). 
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Fonn Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site#8 SL00917 

Recorder# - - --- -
Field Date 3 / 7/2 007 

Fonn Date 4 / 25/2007 

FonnNo 200703 
FormNo = Freid Date (YYYYMM) 

Site Name (address If none) _B_ANY _ _ oN_B_E_L_L_E_ MAN _ _ o_R _ _____ 1r=======---_::_:M::ul::ti~pl:.e.;L:.:is.:::tin:.::g~(::_D:,.:H;R;o::::nl'!..:.y)'--==:;---

Other Names - - - --- - - --- - - - ---- » l~TMAN:~O;BL!GARD H__OUS~ ·-.·: :ti\''· 
Survey or Project Name Fort Pierce Histori c Structures Survey 

National Register Category Building ( s) 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

Survey# _ _ _ 

Street No. Direction Street Name Street Type 

Drive 

Direction Suffix 

1001 South INDIAN RIVER 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) FLORIDA/ SAVANNAH 
---~------------City /Town (within 3 miles) Port Pierce ---- --- - - --- - - ---- In Current City Limits? YES 

Tax Parcel #(s) 2415-113-0002 - 000-1 County St. Luci e 

Subdivision Name Block Lot 
---~~~~--------~--- - - --- - - ---

Ownership Private Individua l 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 
Route to (especially if no street address) 

MAPPING 

USGS7.5' MapName - - - - ---- - ---- Publication Date ___ »l~oRTi:PI!m<fB;l9,831i ·-"= H;-;FJ 
Township: __ Range: _ _ Section: 1/4 section: » ~~~~9Ji:.;,; l:~J~~ t•;Di·l 
Irregular Section Name: 
Landgrant 

UTM: Zone Easting _ _ _ _ Northing _ __ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

· · DESCRIPTION . 

Style Coloni al Revival Other Style ----------------------- ------------------
Exterior Plan cen tral Bl ock SYllllletric win g s Other Exterior Plan - ---------------------------------------Number of Stories 2 
Structural System(s) » lj!dod-~: franu!i::"i;h!t - . · . ·; . ;.: ; ;>;; '; .• ;!~(] 

Other Structural System(s} ------------;====.;';==;:;;~=----c--,.----,::="-::-:-~-,----, 
Foundation Type(s) » icoiiHn\lous~:c" ·· :;~""~~- _:., . :;;. ~ c .. ·I 

Other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material(s) » leone-rete. Block;, .. ;r.- •·· · · 

Other Foundation Material(s} ---~-------;:=====:=;-....--__,.....,..,.,.----,-, 
Exterior Fabric(s) » lvinyl .·• ' ' 

other Exterior Fabric(s) ___ _ ________ ---.=::==='--- -,----,--,,---- --,----, 

» !Gabl e --" Roof Type(s) 

Other RoofType(s) _s_rD_E ______ _ _ ___ -----r==;===;-,,........,-----,--~------, 
Roof Material(s) » lcompOd tion shingles 

Other Roof Material{s) - --- --- - - - - - --
Roof Secondary Structure(s) (donners etc) » !Gable dorme r 

Other Roof Secondary Structure{s) _2 _ _______ _ _ ____ _ 

Number of Chimneys 2 
Chimney Material _B_r_i _c_k _ _______ _ 

Other Chimney Material(s) - - - --- - ------ ---
Chimney Location(s) _I_NT_ E_R_IO_R _ ____________ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _____ _ 

Page 1 of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00917 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Window Descriptions 6/6 AND 1/1 DOUBLE-HUNG SASH 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) OFF-CENTERED 1-LEAP DOOR 

Porches: #open 1 #closed o #incised o Location(s) _P_R_O_NT __________________________________ _ 

Porch RoofTypes(s) GABLE PORTICO ---------------------------------------------------------------------------
ExteriorOmament TUSCAN COLUMNS, SHUTTERS 

Interior Plan unknown Other Interior Plan ---------------------------------- ------------------------------
Condition Good --------
Structure Surroundmgs 

Commercial: NONE of this category 

Institutional: NONE of this category 

Residential: ALL this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Features (Number I type of outbuildings, major landscape features) GARAGE, PORTE COCHERE 
--------------------------------------------

Archaeological Remains (describe): --------------~----------------------------------
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Form completed? 
Narrative Description (optional) ------------------------------------------------------------------------

HISTORY 

Construction year 19 0 5 

Architect (last name first): ------------------------- Builder (last name first): ------------------

Changes in Locat1ons or Conditions 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

- ... ~- - ·' 

Structure Use History 

Use Year Use Started Year Use Ended ------------------- ------ -----

Other Structure Uses ----------------------------------------

Ownership History (especially original oWr!er, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods ------- ------------- » !Library re·search~local "!/". '' {;," 

Other research methods National Register of Historic Places 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? ~N~o _ ____ _____ _ Name of Local Register if Eligible ----------------
ldividually Eligible for National Register? -:-:N:-::o ______________ _ 
Potential Contributor to NR District? NO ------------------
Area(s) of historical significance ------------ - - - ----- »!Architecture · 

Other Historical Associations This building is associated with the Settlement and Early Development Period 

(1837-1918) in Port Pierce history. 

Explanation of Evaluation (required) This building lacks the historical, architectural significance and/or 

integrity necessary for individual listing in the National Register of Historic Places {NRHP). 
This building is not a contributing resource i n any NRHP-e1igible historic district . 

Page2of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00917 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Photographic Negatives or Other Collections ~9! Filed with FMSF lnC:udmJ F1rld Notes. Plans other Important Documents 

Document type: ----------
File or Accession #: - - - --------

Maintaining Organization:----- ---- ---

Descriptive Information: - - - - ----- --- -

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last, First) Henry, Geoffrey; Jenkins, Ellen 

Recorder Address/Phone 9056 Chevrolet Drive Ellicott City , MD 21042 {410) -465-7929 

Recorder Affiliation ---------------- Other Affiliation -=T.:.:Rc.::.._ _________________ _ 

Is a Text·Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? ~ 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Page3of3 



SL00917-200703 
Supplementary Printout 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
FORT PIERCE;1983 

> Township/Range/Section/Qtr: 
35S ;40E ;15;NE 

> Structural system(s): 
Wood frame 

> Foundation types: 
Continuous 

> Foundation materials: 
Concrete Block 

> Exterior fabrics: 
Vinyl 

> Roof types: 
Gable 

> Roof materials: 
Composition shingles 

> Roof secondary structures (dormers etc): 
Gable dormer 
Shed extension 

> Change status/year changed/date noted/nature: 
Addition;;3/7/07;2-STORY WINGS 

> Original, Intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: 
Private residence;1905; 

> Research methods: 
Library research-local 
Sanborn maps 
FL Master Site File-Cultural Resources 
Plat map 

> Area(s) of historical significance: 
Architecture 
Community planning & development 

> Repositories: Collection/Housed/Accession#/Describe 

> [Other name(s)]: 
HARTMAN-KOBLEGARD HOUSE 

Page 1 Of 1 
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·,, ___ / 
HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 

Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site#8 SL0091B 

Recorder# 
~~~---

Field Date 3/7/20 07 

Form Date 4/25/2007 

FormNo 200703 

FGrmNo = Field Date (YYYYMM) 

Site Name (address If none) 10 0 9 S INDIAN RIVER DRIVE 

Other Names 

Multiple Listing (DHR only) 

Survey or Project Name Fort Pierce Historic Structures survey 

National Register Category Bui 1 ding ( s l 

Survey#_~_ 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

Street No. Direction Street Name 

1009 South INDIAN RIVER 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) FLORIDA/SAVANNAH 
-~-~------------

City/Town(within3miles) Fort Pierce --------------------------------
County St. Lucie Tax Parcel #(s) 

Street Type 

Drive 

Direction Suffix 

In Current City Limits? YES 

Subdivision Name __________________________________ Block Lot ____ _ 
Ownership Private Individual 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park} 

Route to (especially if no street address) 

MAPPING 

USGS 7.5' Map Name Publication Date ___ »!!:OR~ J?IERCEfl!isf::l:::i:l : ~ 1 :. • 

Township: Range: Section: 1/4section: » IJ~S •; ~OE :;.lS~.~;a; :.:' •• 
Irregular Section Name: -----------------------
Landgrant 

UTM: Zone Easting ---- Northing ___ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

DESCRIPTION 

Style Mission Other Style __________________ _ 

... '11 ;;··1 

~ ! 

Exterior Plan Rectangular Other Exterior Plan ______________________________________ _ 

Number of Stories 2 
Structural System(s) 

other Structural System(s) __________________ ---;=....-~~c=-r~-=~-,--.---,--,-,-,-,-, 
Foundation Type(s) » lconfii'l.uouri<'" ' ;: ; M).j 

other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material(s) _________________ » !concrete .. Block · ·· · ·. • .I 

other Foundation Material(s) --------------,=:::;::====:.,__-----,--.-----,-,--,--, 
Exterior Fabric(s) » !stucco . ' :~ ·I 

other Exterior Fabric(s) ~--------------.=::;====-----------,---------, 
Roof Type(s) » L.IH~i=-p------------------' 

other RoofType(s) --------------------r===""-:--~-----=---=-------, 
Roof Material(s) » lcomposi tion shingles I 

Other Roof Material(s) _________________________ _ 

Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) 
other Roof Secondary Structure(s) 

Number of Chimneys o 

-------------------

Chimney Material _______________ _ 

Other Chimney Material(s} _________________________ _ 

»IHip extension· 

Chimney Location(s) _______________________________________________________________ _ 

Page 1of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00918 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Window Descriptions NOT VISIBLE 
------------------------------------------------------------------~ 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) 1- LEAF DOOR 
--------------------------------------------------------

Porches: #open __ 1__ #closed o #incised o Location(s) _F_R_o_NT ____________________ _ 

Porch Roof Types(s) _AR __ CAD_E _____________________ ~-------------
Exterior Ornament EXPOSED RAFTER TAILS 

Interior Plan _u_n_kn_o_wn _______________ _ Other Interior Plan 

Condition Good _____ ____: __ 

Structure Surroundings 

Commercial: NONE of this category 

Institutional: NONE of this category 

Residential: ALL this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Features (Number I type of outbuildings, major landscape features) 

Archaeological Remains (describe): __________________________________ _ 
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Form completed? 
Narrative Description (optional) 

--------------~----------------------------------------~----

HISTORY 

Construction year 1925 

Architect (last name first): ___________________ Builder (last name first): ______________ _ 

Changes in Locations or Condit1ons 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

... ;.-·. 

~- . : ·;. ~-;· ---. 

Structure Use H1story 

Use --------------- Year Use Started __ _ Year Use Ended __ _ 

Other Structure Uses __________________ .:_____ __ 

Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods ----------------------- » !Library: re~eaich -local 

Other research methods National Register of Historic Places 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? _Y_E_s _______ __ Name of local Register if Eligible RIVER· s EDGE HISTORic DisTRicT 

ldividually Eligible for National Register? _N:-::0:-::---------
Potential Contributor to NR District? _Y_E...::s ________ _ 

Area(s) of historical significance ----------------- » IAichitectuie 

OtherHistoricaiAssociations This building is associated with the Boom and Bust Period (1919-1929) in Fort 

Pierce history. 

Explanation of Evaluation (required) This building is a contributing resource in the River's Edge Historic 
District (local), eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under 

Criteria A and c. This building is not eligible for individual listing in the NRHP. 

Page2of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00918 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Photograph ic Negatives or Other Collections Not Filed w1th FMSF lr: L~ ~~Fe 8 ·~ctes . ::: a··s 8::vy !mpc·:a"! ::·::~~~·~en 

Document type: _ ________ _ _ 

File or Accession #: 
Maintaining Organization:--- - - - ------

Descriptive Information: - ------ ------

>> '-1 --- - --"-'-·. x=··~=:~=::~=¥"""~4t=·:t-'-<--'<~"'-.•~ -"'-~~='h'-:-~.·• --- ---"-·"'- ·""':w"'"· ... =t'f··"'-:;'' .=· ·"""', ;""'":c_ ... · -'-. >_>.'_ .. · .-·.-'-·•_· · _· ·=']'--~"'"""'''-; ~~:.:"-. ;:~"""\ ~-'-~; · _____ ·· ._ .. ___ ·.""",. ·""'~· .. ••___, .... 

. RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last, First) Henry, Geoffrey; Jenkins, Ellen 

Recorder Address / Phone 9056 Chevrolet Drive Ellicott City, MD 21042 (410) -465-7929 

Recorder Affiliation Other Affiliation TRC ----------- - ------- - - - --- - - - ----

Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? ~ 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Page3of3 



SL00918-200703 
Supplementary Printout 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
FORT PIERCE;1983 

> T ownship/Range/Section/Qtr: 
35S ;40E ;15;NE 

> Structural system(s): 
Concrete block. 

> Foundation types: 
Continuous 

> Foundation materials: 
Concrete Block 

> Exterior fabrics: 
Stucco 

> Roof types: 
Hip 

> Roof materials: 
Composition shingles 

> Roof secondary structures (dormers etc): 
Hip extension 

> Change status/year changed/date noted/nature: 

> Original, intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: 
Private residence;1925; 

> Research methods: 
Library research-local 
Sanborn maps 
FL Master Site File-Cultural Resources 
Plat map 

> Area(s) of historical significance: 
Architecture 
Community planning & development 

> Re posftorles: Collection/Housed/ Access ion#/Descri be 

> [Other name(s)J: 

Page 1 Of 1 
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~Florida 
~Master 

l~n:~ 
HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 

Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site#8 SL00920 

Recorder# ------
Field Date 3/7/2 007 

Form Date 4/2 5/2007 

FonnNo 200703 

Form No= Field Date (YYYYMM) 

Site Name (address If none) 10 2 9 S INDIAN RIVER DRIVE MuHiple Listing (DHR only) 

other Names ----------------- >> Ll -"--'-'='"'t!l"-'; ' = :;"-':;, "-'=--'--"-'=----'-'"-'="-''' ·"-'·. -'----"-'="-'="-'=""-'". ;-""D·:"'.L""S.'"'-:'~ .:..;;~t;;""< ;;;...;J···· .I 
Survey or Project Name Fort Pierce Historic Structures Survey 

National Register Category Bui1ding ( s) 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

Survey# ---

Street No. Direction Street Name Street Type 

Drive 

Direction Suffix 

1029 South INDIAN RIVER 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) FLORIDA/SAVANNAH -----------------City /Town (within 3 miles) Fort Pierce 
~--------~--------

In Current City Limits? YEs 

TaxParcel#(s} 2415-502-0005-000-6 County st. Lucie 

Subdivision Name Block Lot ------------------- --------- ------
Ownership Private Individual 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 

Route to (especially if no street address) 

MAPPING 

USGS 7.5' Map Name Publication Date _____ »Jl"o~:;t:I:,J?+!!;~f::~;.l~~3 ' .. f , :.:; · 

Township: Range: Section: 114 section: » !~Sijj::: ;j~ ,9:!:i: J@~:;~¢: ; :;:1 L ' 

Irregular Section Name: 
-----------~ 

Landgrant 

UTM: Zone Easting ---~ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

Northing _____ _ 

DESCRIPTION 

Other Style-------~---------------------------
Other Exterior Plan ____________________ _ 

Page 1of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00920 

l_. ___ ._ ' _-_--_ ,_._. __ -._--:-_) __ -_- •. -_ •• _:_:._: :_'-._ -_._._._· .. • -•--_-_._._-. ,--.·. __ --_ .• __ -_-" ,·· - ·· --- :.-__ .. , . t . .. . . - .. ·-.:-_:~:--:_ ·:' .... :_·· . , •... _-••.. -.•.••.•••..••.. - OESORJP'tt()N:·(~-----.--. ·-__ .>•"····· . . ·-. . '. -; ;~ ·_ .. : ·. ·- .. - • .-- : --•:_ :; :••_.--- oo---o•:.-< :•-' _·:::_ -_·:_ :.- -:.-:.··.· __ .--.--_:•! 
. . ·. ' -~ . ' ·: .. -·.-: ::-: ·-: ·': _:.: :- -

Window Descriptions 8/8 DOUBLE-HUNG SASH, 14-AND 18-LIGHT CASEMENT 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) 1-LEAF DOOR WITH SIDELrGHTS AND TRANSOM 

Porches: #open _o _ lclosed o tlnci8ed o Loc:ation(s) ___________________ _ 

Porch RoofTypes(s) 

Exterior Ornament DORIC PILASTERS 

Interior Plan Unknown other Interior Plan 
----------------------------------

Condition Good -------
Structure SLII rouo1d1ngs 

Conmercial: NONE of this category 

Institutional: NONE of this cateqory 

Residential: ALL this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Feaflns (N~nber I type of oulbuldlnga, IMjol'laaape ......._, 

Archaeological Remains (describe): -------------------------------
If archaeological remains are pi"8S8N, was an Archaeologic:al Site Form~ __ 
Narrative Description (optional) 

--------------------------------------------

·-··.·:>· ::-: .-_._ .. , ·-:.:-::·:.-/:.:.: 

Construction year 192 0 
Architect (last name first): ______________ sw~~~·~=------------------
ChJnges Ill LocJtiOI'S or .:::: 'C: ~ '3 

Type of Change Desa iption of Clwlges 

Yw Use Started Y• Uee Er1ded ----- ------r~·-·· _ Other Structure Uses _________________ _ 

OWnership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

Other research methods National Register of Historic Plaoes 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? _YE_s ______ __ Mime oflocll Register if Eligible RIVER'S EDGE HISroRIC DIS'l'RIC'r 

ldividually Eligible for National Register? =YE=s=---------
Potential Contribttor to NR District? YES ------------------
Area(s) of historical significance --------------- » ~(:J:ti{~~~~-i---:•_·.:-• -, .. _.,.,' · .. ::.-:::-:- ·:··.,--:.-:• .. -• 

Other Historical Associations This building is associated with the Boom and Bust Period (1919-1929) in Fort 

Pierce history. 

ExplanationofEvaluation{requinKI) This bu.:il.ding is a contributin<J resouroe i.n the lliver' s Edge Historic 

District (local) , e1ig1b1e for listing in the National Register of Historic Places O{RHP) under 

Criteria A and C. This building is eligible for individual listing in the NRHP. 

Page2of3 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00920 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Photographic Negatives or Other Collections Not Filed With FMSF lnclud1ng F1eld Notes Plans other Important Documents 

Document type: ------ - - --

File or Accession #: 

Maintaining Organization:------------------------~ 

------------ Descriptive lnfonnation: ______ _____ __ 

» , ,!;;,l:i:::: 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last, First) Henry, Geoffrey; Jenkins, Ellen 

Recorder Address/Phone 9056 Chevrolet Drive Ellicott City, MD 21042 (410) -465-7929 

Recorder Affiliation __________ _ Other Affiliation TRC ----------------------------------------

Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? ~ 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Page3of3 



SL00920-200703 
Supplementary Printout 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
FORT PIERCE;1983 

> Township/Range/Section/Qtr: 
35S ;40E ;15;NE 

> Structural system(s): 
Brick 

> Foundation types: 
Continuous 

> Foundation materials: 
Concrete Block 

> Exterior fabrics: 
Stucco 

> Roof types: 
Hip 
Clipped gable 

> Roof materials: 
Barrel tile 

> Roof secondary structures {dormers etc): 
Gable extension 

> Change status/year changed/date noted/nature: 

> Original, intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: 
Private residence;1920; 

> Research methods: 
Library research-local 
Sanborn maps 
FL Master Site File-Cultural Resources 
Plat map 

> Area(s) of historical significance: 
Architecture 
Community planning & development 

> Repositories: Collection/Housed/Accession#/Describe 

> [Other name(s)]: 

Page 1 Of 1 
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~Florida 
Master 

Is. ~ 1te . ... · 
File~ 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

SlteiS SL00926 

Recorder# ------
Field Date 3/7 / 2 007 

Form Date 4/25/2007 

FormNo 200703 
FolmNo : Field Date (YYYYMM) 

SiteName(~d~sffnone) _o_. _L_._P_EA __ C_OCK ___ H_o_u_s_E ____________ -r======~~~~--M~u~l~tip~le~u~·s~t~in~g~(D~H~R~o~n~ly~) ~~----

~herNames ------- ---- ---- ----------- >> ~~ -----~&~.;~y~(~2~~~~-'· -· ----~-~''·~· ~~.l~~·~£~' ---~ 
Survey or Project Name Fort Pierce Historic Structures Survey 

National Register Category Bui 1 ding ( s l 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

Survey# _ _ _ 

Street No. Direction 

South 

Street Name 

INDIAN RIVER 

Street Type Direction Suffix 

2211 Drive 

Cross .Streets (nearesU between) FLORIDA/SAVANNAH 
--~-~---------------

City IT own (within 3 miles) Fort Pierce -------------------- ---------- In Current City Limits? YES 

County St. Lucie Tax Parcel #(s) 2414-333 - 0004 - 000-8 

Subdivision Name ------:----:-:----::-------------------- Block __________ Lot ----~-
Ownership Private Indiv idual 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 

Route to (especially if no street address) 

· MAPPING . 

USGS 7.5' Map Name 

Township: ____ Range: _ _ Section: 

Irregular Section Name: 

Landgrant 

UTM: Zone Eastlng ______ _ Northing ______ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location} 

DESCRIPTION 

Style Mediterranean Revival ~her Style------- ----------------------

Exterior Plan _I _r _r_eg=-u_l_a_r________ _ Other Exterior Plan-------------------------~ 
Number of Stories 2 
Structural System(s) 

Other Structural System(s) -----------.=7=======r==,...,..,=---,----,----. 
Foundation Type(s) » jccmtinuoujji~ci;[t :t' · . ' · :- • I 

Other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material(s) ---- --- -- » jco~~r·et£!: Block 

Other Foundation Material(s) --------------;:::::::::=~======------::~.,._,..-=:---,--, 
Exterior Fabric(s) » !stucco ~"" 

Other Exterior Fabric(s) ____________ r===::::::::.......,,------- -----,-, 
Roof Type(s) » j"-H'-'ip"-'.------- -'-'----'--..;.:_ ____ . .....~! 

Other Rooflype(s) --------------r=o===~-----------. 
Roof Material(s) » !Barrel tile • - . I 

Other RoofMaterial(s) - ------------ ----
Roof Secondary Structure(s} (dormers etc) - - ---------- - » jaip extension 

Other Roof Secondary Structure(s) 

Number of Chimneys 1 

Chimney Material _B_r_i _ck _ ____ _ 

Other Chimney Material(s) - - - - ------- --------
Chimney Location(s) _E_X_T_ER_I_o_R ____________ ___________________________ _ 

Page 1 of 3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00926 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Window Descriptions METAL AWNING, 4 -LIGHT PIVOT, FIXED 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) 2- LEAF DOORS WITH CAST CONCRETE SURROUND 

Porches: #open _o_ #closed o #incised o Location(s) -------------------~--
Porch Roof Types(s) 

Exterior Ornament CONCRETE BELT COURSES 

Interior Plan Unknown 
--~-----------------

Other Interior Plan 

Condition Excellent 

Structure Surroundmgs 

Commercial: NONB of this category Residential: ALL this category 

Institutional: NONB of this category Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Features (Humber I type of outbuildings, major landscape features) GARAGE 
- - ------------------------------

Archaeological Remains (describe):----- - --------------- ------- -----
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Fonn completed? 
Narrative Description (optional) --- ---------- ---------------------------------

HISTORY 

Construction year 1920 

Architect (last name first}: -----------------------Builder (last name first}:---------------

Changes in Locations or Conditions 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

Structure Use H1story 

Use ___________ Year Use Started Year Use Ended » IP':dvate reside:nce; 192o:; ,- ~~:w.~;IJ 

Other Structure Uses ---------- - --------- - ---

Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods ------------ - ---- - » ILibraqt.; r esearch-l"ocal ~· 

Other research methods National Register of Historic Places 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? _YE_ s _______ __ Name of Local Register if Eligible RIVER· s EDGE HISTORic DISTRICT 

ldividually Eligible for National Register? :rNSUFF. INFO 
Potential Contributor to NR District? _YE_s ____ _ __ __ 

Area(s) of historical significance ---- ------------- » IArchi tec;:ture. 

OtherHistoricaiAssociations This building is associated with the Boom and Bust Period (1919-1929) in Fort 

Pierce history. 

Explanation of Evaluation (required} This building is a contributing resource in the River's Edge Historic 

District (local), eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under 

Criteria A and C. This building may be eligible for individual listing in the NRHP. 

Page2of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00926 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Photographic Negatives or Other Collections Not Filed with FMSF lnclud,ng Freid Notes Plans other Important Documents 

Document type: ----------~ 

File or Accession #: 

Maintaining Organization: ____________ '--

Descriptive Information: ____________ _ 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last, First) Henry, Geoffrey; Jenkins , Ell en 

Recorder Address/Phone 9056 Chevrolet Drive Ellicott City, MD 21042 (410) -465-7929 

Recorder Affiliation Other Affiliation TRC ------------ ------- ----------------------

Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? ~ 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Page3of3 



SL00926-200703 
Supplementary Printout 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
FORT PIERCE;1983 

> Township/Range/Section/Qtr: 
35S ;40E ;14;SW 

> Structural system(s): 
Concrete block 

> Foundation types: 
Continuous 

> Foundation materials: 
Concrete Block 

> Exterior fabrics: 
Stucco 

> Roof types: 
Hip 

> Roof materials: 
Barrel tile 

> Roof secondary structures (dormers etc): 
Hip extension 

> Change status/year changed/date noted/nature: 

> Original, intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: 
Private residence;1920; 

> Research methods: 
Library research-local 
Sanborn maps 
FL Master Site File-Cultural ResolJrces 
Plat map 

> Area(s) of historical significance: 
Architecture 
Community planning & development 

> Repositories: Collection/Housed/Accession#/Describe 

> [Other name(s)): 

Page 1 Of 1 
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1::Florida 

-~~i HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1.0 -

'"--.__/ 

First Site Form Recorded for this. Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site#8 SL00930 

Recorder# ------
Field Date 3/7/2007 

Form Date 4 / 25/2007 

FormNo 200703 

FormNo = Field Date (YYYYMM) 

Site Name (address If none) STEPHEN LESHER HOUSE Multiple listing (DHR only) 

Other Names _________________ » 1: tt 
Survey or Project Name Fort Pierce Historic Structures Survey 

National Register Category Building ( s) 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

.. ... · ..... , ·:'.{ :: 

Survey# __ _ 

Street No. Direction Street Name Street Type 

Drive 

Direction Suffix 

2501 South INDIAN R:IVER 

Cross Streets (nearesU between) FLORIDA/SAVANNAH -------------------
City J Town (within 3 miles) Fort Pierce ----------------------------- --- In Current City Limits? YES 

TaxParcel#(s) 2423-601-0001-000-7 County St. Lucie 

Subdivision Name -------,--------------------------- Block ________ lot ___ _ 
Ownership Private Individual 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 
Route to (especially if no street address) 

.;··· 
MAPPING 

USGS 7.5' Map Name Publication Date___ _ >> ~~Q.~~j)li[W"-~~~t.:i~~J\:Jij~g::~t~'tE 
Township: Range: Section: 114 section: » j3!5s ' ;~~g·:;;,f~ ;}l~j;~:, '"'' ' ·mtl 
Irregular Section Name: ---------- ----------
landgrant 

UTM: Zone Easting - ---
Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

Style Italian Renaiss anc e Re v ival 

Exterior Plan Irregular 

Number of Stories 2 
Structural System(s) 

Other Structural System(s) 

Northing ___ _ 

DESCRIPTION 

~her Style ____________________ __ 

Other Exterior Plan --------------------------

Foundation Type(s) --------------->->---;l;=c""o""D:""t~== .. n=u""o""'' u,...s""'T:""~;""i!""ll'l""l~""';;;!""~ ,....,""~""· .=: ""': ...,.....,----, 

Other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material(s) --~----- » IPpured Concret~:~· . JT,oot:,ing ····. I 
Other Foundation Material(s) 

------------~~~=5~~--~--~ 

Exterior Fabric(s) 

Other Exterior Fabric(s) ---------------------;===='----:-----,----,---------, 
Roof Type(s) 

Other Roof Type(s) _____________________ --r===~-,---,--~~----------, 
Roof Material(s) 

Other Roof Material(s} ---------------------------

Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) ___ ________ » !cross . gable 
Other Roof Secondary Structure(s) 

Number of Chimneys 2 
Chimney Material _s_r_ic_k _______ __ 

Other Chimney Material(s) ------------------
Chimney location(s) _E_X_T_ER_I_O_R __ END ________________________________________________________ _ 

Page 1of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00930 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Window0escriptions 1/1 DOUBLE-HUNG METAL SASH WI:TH ENTABLITURE 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details} 2- LEAF DOORS WITH CAST CONCRETE SURROUND AND P ANLIGHT 

Porches: #open _ o_ #closed o #incised o Location(s) ----------- ------ ------
Porch Roof Types(s) 
Exterior Ornament PORTICO PAVILLION, CAST CONCRETE, CORAL, BALCONY BALUSTRADE, PED:IMENTED GABLE WITH ROUND WINDOW 

Interior Plan Unknown Other Interior Plan ---------------------
Condition Excellent 

Structure Surround1ngs 

Commercial: NONE of this category 

Institutional: NONB of this category 

Residential: ALL this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Features (Number I type of outbuildings, major landscape features) GARAGE 
---------------- ----------------

Archaeological Remains (describe): ----------------------------- --- ----------
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Form completed? 
Narrative Description (optional) --------------------------------------------------------------

.. .. ··.: ...... HISTORY :: . . ; ~ .. 

Construction year 192 o 
Architect (last name first}: ------------------------ Builder (last name first}: ------------ ----- ---

Changes in Locations or Conditions 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

Structure Use H1story 

Use Year Use Started Year Use Ended --------- - - --- --- ----

Other Structure Uses 
---------------------------~ 

Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS . 

Research Methods ------------------- » ILioi'ary E:research'-" local 
·- ~ ....•..... I 

• '"--.. • ,.~ I· 

Other research methods National Register of Historic Places 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? _Y_E_s _ _______ _ Name of Local Register if Eligible RIVER· s EDGE HISTORic DISTRICT 

ldividually Eligible for National Register? INSUFF . INFO 
Potential Contributor to NR District? _Y_E_s _______ _ 

Area(s) of historical significance ----------------------- » !Architecture 

OtherHistoricaiAssoclatlons This building is associated with the Boom and Bust Period (1919-1929) in Fort 

Pierce history. 

Explanation of Evaluation (required) This building is a contributing resource in the River's Edge Historic 
District (local), eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under 

Criteria A and C. This building may be eligible for individual listing in the NRHP . 

Page2of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00930 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

PhotographiC Negatives or Other Collections Not Filed with FMSF lnc'udmg F1eld Notes Plans other Important Documents. 

Document type: --------------------- Maintaining Organization: -------------------------
File or Accession#: Descriptive Information: ----------------------

>> hV •c: . < ( · 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last, First) Henry, Geoffrey; Jenkins, Ellen 

Recorder Address/Phone 9056 Chevrolet Drive Ellicott City, MD 21042 (410) -465-7929 

Recorder Affiliation Other Affiliation TRC -------------------- --------------------------------------
Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)?~ 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

{2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Page3of3 



SL00930-200703 
Supplementary Printout 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
FORT PIERCE;1983 

> Township/Range/Section/Qtr: 
35S ;40E ;23;NE 

> Structural system(s): 
Hollow clay tile 

> Foundation types: 
Continuous 

> Foundation materials: 
Poured Concrete Footing 

> Exterior fabrics: 
Stucco 

> Roof types: 
Hip 

> Roof materials: 
Barrel tile 

> Roof secondary structures (dormers etc): 
Cross gable 
Hip extension 

> Change status/year changed/date noted/nature: 

> Original, intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: 
Private residence;1920; 

> Research methods: 
Library research-local 
Sanborn maps 
FL Master Site File-Cultural Resources 
Plat map 

> Area(s} of historical significance: 
Architecture 
Community planning & development 

> Repositories: Collection/Housed/Accession#/Describe 

> [Other name(s)]: 

Page 1 Of 1 
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~Florida 
Master 

I SiteaBi!i 
File~ 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Sitet#S SL00931 

Recorder# --:----
Field Date 3/7/2007 

Form Date 4/25/2007 

FormNo 200703 
FrxmNo = F!ek/ Date (YYYYMM) 

Site Name (address If none) CARLTON-VEST HOUSE 

Other Names 

Multiple Listing (DHR only) 

>>L~----~--·~·~·~~~--·~fc~t~~~~.?~~----'~"-·~~~···~·~~·~~~ 
SuNeyorProj~Name Fort Pierce Historic Structures Survey 

National Register Category Building (s} 

SuNey# ---

· ~1=====-----~------------~L~O~C~A~T~IO~N~&~ID~E~N~T~IF~I~CA~T~I~O~N~--------------~------~ 

Street No. Direction street Name 

2507 South :INDIAN RIVER 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) l"LORJ:DA/ SAVANNAH 
-----~----------------------City I Town (within 3 miles) Fort Pierce 

--------------~-----------------County st. Lucie Tax Parcel #{s) 

Street Type 

Drive 

Direction Suffix 

In Current City Limits? YES 

Subdivision Name --------------------------------- Block ________ Lot ____ _ 
Ownership Private Individual 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 
Route to (especially if no street address) 

MAPPING 

USGS 7.f/ Map Name ------------------- Publication Date ____ _ 

Township: Range:__ Section: 114 s~ion : _____________ _ 

Irregular Section Name: ------ ------- - -
Landgrant 

UTM: Zone__ Easting ___ _ Northing ____ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

DESCRIPTION 

Style Masonry Vernacular Other Style--- ---------- - --------------- --

Exterior Plan _I_r_re-'gu"----l_a_r___________ Other Exterior Plan ----- - - -------------------------- -
Number of Stories 2 

Structural System(s) 

other Structural System(s) -----------------~=="';;==;'=~=~,..,.,...,.=__,.,.._,....___, 
Foundation Type(s) » lc,on,tiriuous~/'{~~ ·. ·f.'~· ': -~~ i·l 

other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material(s) -------------- » lcO.ncrete Block - .J::!:.' 

other Foundation Material(s) ----------------;:::=::::====--c--------~ 
Exterior Fabric(s) » lst:ucco c 

other Exterior Fabrk:(s) __________________ --,.,-;:====--~------------, 
RoofType(s) » !Hip . · ·,._. -

other RoofType(s) -------------------.~==-----.....-,--------~ 
Roof Material(s) » IBa'rrel . tile 2 · · · ·'I 

other Roof Material(s) --- --- - --------------
Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) - ------- ------- - » !cross gable 

Other Roof Secondary Structuro{s} 

Number of Chimneys 2 

Chimney Material _B_r_ic_k _______ _ ~---

other Chimney Material(s) ----- -----------------

Chimney Location(s) _;_E_:X..::.T=ER=I::.:O:.::R~END=------------------------------------------------
Page 1of3 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00931 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Window Descriptions 1/1 DOUBLE- HUNG METAL SASH 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) I-LEAP' DOOR 
-------------------------------------------------------

Porches: #open _o_ #closed o #incised o Location(s) --------------------- ------- -------
Porch Roof Types{s) 

Exterior Ornament CAST CONCRETE, CORAL 

Interior Plan unknown ------------- -----------------
Condition Excellent 

Structure Surroundings 

Other Interior Plan --------------------------

Commercial: NONE of this category 

Institutional: NONE of this category 

Residential: ALL this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Features (Number I type of outbuildings, major landscape features) GARAGE 
-------------------------------------------

Archaeological Remains (describe): --------------------------------------------------------
If archaeol6gical remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Form completed? 
Narrative Description (optional) 

-------------------------------------------- ----------------

.· - .. ·····. HISTORY 

Construction year 1920 

Architect (last name first): --- - --- ---------- Builder (last name first): - --- - --- ---- --
Changes in Locations or Cond1t1ons 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

Structure Use History 

Use------------------- Year Use Started ___ __ Year Use Ended -----

Other Structure Uses --------------------------------------

Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods ------------------------------- » JLibrary research- local. - __ , : ;'.'..'~t 
Other research methods National Register of Historic Places 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? -::-:N:-:::-0 ___________ __ 

ldlvidually Eligible for National Register? _N_O _ _____________ _ 
Name of Local Register if Eligible -----------------------

Potential Contributor to NR District? _N_o _ ____________ _ 

Area(s) of historical significance ------------------------------- >> JArchitecture 
Other Historical Associations This building is associated with the Boom and Bust Period (1919 - 1929) in Fort 

Pierce history. 

Explanation of Evaluation (required) This building is a contributing resource in the River • s Edge Historic 
District (local), eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under 
criteria A and c. This building is not eligible for individual listing in the NRHP. 

Page2 of3 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00931 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Photographic Negatives or Other Collections Not Filed w1th FMSF lnclud1ng F1e~d Notes Plans o!he' lmponant Documents 

Maintaining Organization: - - - ------ - --

Descriptive lnfonnation: ------------ ----

RECORDER INFORMATION · 

Recorder Name (Last, First) Henry, Geoffrey; Jenkins, Ellen 

Recorder Address/Phone 9056 Chevrolet Drive Ellicott City, MD 21042 (410) -465-7929 

Recorder Affiliation Other Affiliation TRC --------------- --------~--~-------------

Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? ~ 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Page 3of3 



SL00931-200703 
Supplementary Printout 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
FORT PIERCE;1983 

> Townshi p/Range/Section/Qtr: 
35S ;40E ;23;NE 

> Structural system(s): 
Concrete block 

> Foundation types: 
Continuous 

> Foundation materials: 
Concrete Block 

> Exterior fabrics: 
Stucco 

> Roof types: 
Hip 

> Roof materials: 
Barrel tile 

> Roof secondary structures (dormers etc): 
Cross gable 
Gable extension 

> Change status/year changedldate noted/nature: 
Altered-not to standards;C2004;317/07;NEW FACADE AND ELEVATIONS 

> Original, intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: 
Private residence;1920; 

> Research methods: 
Library research-local 
Sanborn maps 
FL Maste~ Site File-Cultural Resources 
Plat map 

> Area(s) of historical significance: 
Architecture 
Community planning & development 

> Repositories: Collection/Housed/Accession#/Describe 

> [Other name(s)]: 

Page 1 Of 1 
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First Site Form Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site#S SL00932 

Recorder# ------
Field Date 3/7/2007 

Form Date 4/25/2007 

FormNo 200703 
FormNo = Field Date (YYYYMM) 

Site Name (address If none) _c_AS_A_D_E_L_R_Io __________ r======-------,-,.-::M;:u.::lti~p::le_:L:.:is::ti:_::ng~(D:.:_:H::..:R:..:o::..:n~ly!_,) -===;---

Other Names __________________ » I.WI""""==' '""'· ··~·· --"''';"--.. ___:.__'-''"""'' ... _ .. , _· -=···"""'··."--. '""'·--··-"-"'----'----'---'·. :""'1:.:""•· : :~.· ·'1 
Survey or Project Name Fort Pierce Historic Structures Survey 

National Register Category Building ( s} 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

Survey# __ _ 

Street No. Direction Street Name Street Type 

Drive 

Direction Suffix 

2513 South INDIAN RIVER 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) FLORIDA/SAVANNAH ---------'--------------
City I Town (within 3 miles) Fort Pierce In Current City Limits? YES 

Tax Parcel #(s) 2423-601-0004-000-8 
--------------- ----

County st. Lucie 

Subdivision Name __________________ Block _____ Lot ___ _ 
Ownership Private Individual 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 
Route to (especially if no street address) 

· MAPPING 

USGS 7.5' Map Name Publication Date ___ >>[~()R.i' ' ·•i>±iRd$'il~~3 : ~.l.ii·l:i,:: .. : .••·!1i]i'!j 
Township: ___ Range: Section: 1/4 section: » l~·$s· .. ; 40E : ;23 ;NI!l l:l:l:::lill't:]:i::!'lii ~l 
Irregular Section Name: ___________ _ 
Landgrant 
UTM: Zone Easting ___ _ Northing ___ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

DESCRIPTION 

Style Ita1ian Renaiseance Reviva1 

Exterior Plan u- shaped 

Other Style ______________ _____ _ 

---~--------
Other Exterior Plan --------------------------

Number of Stories 2 
Structural System(s) 

other Structural System(s) ------------;:'====~-~---,---___, 
Foundation Type(s} » lc<::ii:l.tinuous. 

other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material(s) ________ _ » /Poured concrete Footing 

other Foundation Material(s) -----------,;=:::====~--------, 
Exterior Fabric(s) » !$tucco 

other Exterior Fabric(s) __________ -;::;;::=;:=;::===--~--------, 
RoofType(s) » IH:ip"' <': '" 

other RoofType(s) ------------r===~-----------, 
Roof Material(s) » !Barrel tile · 

other Roof Material(s) ---------------
Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) ___________ >>!other· 

other Roof Secondary Structure(s) _2_C_Ilo_s_s_H_:rP ____________ _ 

Number of Chimneys 1 
Chimney Material _B_r_i_c_k ________ _ 

other Chimney Material(s) ______________ _ 

Chimney Location(s) _I_NT....=E_R_I_oR __________________________________ _ 

Page 1of3 



IDSTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00932 

.. . .... , . 
-:::· . . ;. ·:: ·3: ·.·. _.:. . ~~. 

Window Descriptions 3-LIGHT AND 8-LIGHT CASEMENTS, METAL SASH, FIXED 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) 2-LEAF DOORS WITH CAST CONC'RE17!! SURROUND AND FANLIGHT 

Porches: #open _ o_ tlclosed o ~incised o LOCIIIion(a) --- - ------- ---- - - -
Porch Rooflypes(s) 

Exterior Ornament TILE, CAST cONC'.REm I PILASTERS I BRACKETS , BALUSTRADES 

lmerior~an unknown Ott. lnllrior Plan --------------------------------- ----------------------------
Condition Excellent 

Commerciai:NONE of this category 

Institutional: NONE of this category 

Residential: ALL this category 

Undellloped: lKtiE of thi.s category 

AtY;IIIary Featlns (N~nber I type of oulluldlngl, _,.. ....... fHiuresl GARAGE 
-----------------------------------------------

Archaeological Remains (describe): 
ffa~~--~~--;,;~M;AN;a~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~;;;,.~ .. ~~,--------------------------------
Nanative Description (optional) 

----------------------------------------------------------------------

. ': I 

.... < ':".) j 

Construction 'If« 192 o 

Architect (last name first): - - - - ---------SWider (list ,..,.filat): ------- ------

Type of Change o.:ripllon of Changes 

Use v .. Use started v .. u.eEnded ------------------- - ----- ---
Other Structure Uses --------------------------------------

Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, pofession, etc.) 

Other1'9searchmethods National Register of Historic Places 

Potentially Eligible fora Local R~ .,..,YE=s _ _ _ _ __ _ 

ldividually Eligib6e for National Register? =YE=S-=--- - - - - -
Potential Comildor to NR Disbict? YES 

Nlma of I.Dcll AagiRir If Eligible RrVKR' S EDGII: Hl:S'fORl:C DIST!UCT 

-----------------
Area(s) ot historical significance - ---------- - ---- » ~~j;ec~e· ·. · · "'<?\~ ffDP>/ >~ ; 
otherHistoricai.Associations This buildinq is associated with tbe B<XBl and Bust Period (1919-1929) i.n Fort 

Pierce history . 

ExplanationofEvaluation(required) This building is a contributing resource i.n the River ' s Edge Historic 
District (local) 1 ~g1ble for listing in the National RAgister of Histori c Places ~P) under 

Criteria A and C . This building is eligible for individual listing i.n tbe NRHP. 

Page2of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00932 

DOCUMENTATION (P.hotos, Plans, etc.) 

Photographic Negatives or Other Collections Not Filed with FMSF lncludmg Freid J·iotes Plans other Important Documents 

Document type: - - - - ----------' Maintaining Organization: ----------------
File or Accession #: Descriptive Information: ---- ------ - -

>> -.-F. 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last, First) Henry, Geoffrey; Jenkins, Ellen 

RecorderAddress/Phone 9056 Chevrolet Drive Ellicott City, MD 21042 (410) -465-7 929 

Recorder Affiliation Other Affiliation TRC --- - ------ - --------~-------------

Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? ~ 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Page3of3 



SL00932-200703 
Supplementary Printout 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
FORT PIERCE;1983 

> Township/Range/Section/Qtr: 
35S ;40E ;23;NE 

> Structural system(s): 
Hollow clay tile 

> Foundation types: 
Continuous 

> Foundation materials: 
Poured Concrete Footing 

> Exterior fabrics: 
Stucco 

> Roof types: 
Hip 

> Roof materials: 
Barrel tile 

> Ro<?f secondary structures (dormers etc): 
Other 

> Change status/year changed/date noted/nature: 

> Original, intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: 
Private residence;1920; 

> Research methods: 
Library research-local 
Sanborn maps 
FL Master Site File-Cultural Resources 
Plat map 

> Area(s) of historical significance: 
Architecture 
Community planning & development 

> Repositories: Collection/Housed/Accession#/Descrlbe 

> [Other name(s)J: 

Page 1 Of 1 
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1:Florida 
Master 

l~tf;• HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? NO 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site#8 SL00933 

Recorder# ------
Field Date 3/7/2007 

Form Date 4/25/2007 
ForrnNo 200703 

FormNo = Field Date (VYYYMM) 

Site Name (address If none) BABE PHELPS HOUSE Multiple Listing (DHR only) 
------------~~------~======~----==~==~~~-==1---

rnherNames >>~I---~~------~~~~~~~=-~·~" ~···~· , ] 
Survey or Project Name Fort Pierce Historic Structures Survey 

National Register Category Building ( s l 

LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

Survey# __ _ 

Street No. Direction Street Name Street Type 

Drive 

Direction Suffix 

2521 South INDIAN RIVER 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) FLORIDA/SAVANNAH 
--~-~------------

City I Town (within 3 miles) Fort Pierce In Current City Limits? YES 

Tax Parcel #(s) 242 3-6 01- o.oos- o oo- 5 
------------------------------~ 

County St. Lucie 

Subdivision Name Block Lot 
--~~~~~-------------------- ----- -------

Ownership Private Individual 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 

Route to (especially if no street address) 

MAPPING 

USGS 7.5' Map Name Publication Date___ >> I:P9~l'i;iF>IERCE; llH~~i':~;;;;, · J'; i~l:fi]!!!U 
Township: Range: Section: 1/4 section: » ~~~5§,;,£~Q.!lli~ .~~tij~ .~; . ¥ij;~·~J!\I 
Irregular Section Name: ------------------
Landgrant 

UTM: Zone Easting ---- Northing ___ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

DESCRIPTION 

Style Monterey other Style ___________________ _ 

Exterior Plan Rectangular Other Exterior Plan ------------------------------------------
Number of Stories 2 

Structural System(s) 

Other Structural System(s) 
Foundation Type(s) --~-~~~~->~>~lr::<:FoFn.t"".· .. i7'. nF:U.F:",o7F··u.~s~ .. ,-, :-:-:::-:-.::"":::"":::-:-•-::-::"":::"":.::·:-:-. =:-:-.. ~., !'A: I 

Other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material(s) ________________ _ » l~>ourei:1 · co:D.crete Footing: 

Other Foundation Material(s) -------------------;:==::=====--,---------------, 
Exterior Fabric(s) » !stucco ' 

Other Exterior Fabric(s) ----------------------;:==::===-------------,----,-,----, 

Roof Type(s) » ._IH~i=-p'---~--------' 
Other Roof Type{s) --------------------r===;=---,--,---------, 

Roof Material(s) » !other. 
Other Roof Material(s) _P_RE_s_s_E_D_M_E_T_:AL ________________ __ 

Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) ______________ »IHip extension b · .. · · .... :··· · 
Other Roof Secondary Structure{s) 

Number of Chimneys 1 

Chimney Material ~B.:;.r;::.ic~k"---------

Other Chimney Material{s) -----------------------------
Chimney Location(s) _EX __ T_E_R_Io_R __ END _________________________________________________ _ 

Page 1of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00933 

Window Descriptions 6/6 DOUBLE-HUNG METAL SASH, AHNING 

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) 1-LEAF DOOR WITH SIDELIGHTS 
--------------------------------------------------------

Porches: #open _ o _ tfclosed _ o _ lincisecl_1_ L.ocation(s) FRONT --------------------------------------------
Porch Roof Types(s) BALCONY, CANTILEVERED 

Exterior Ornament ImACKETS, KNEEBRACES 

Interior Plan Unknown Other Interior Plan 
---------------------------------- -----------------------------

Condition Good ---------
Structllre Surroundrr1gs 

Commercial: NONE of this category 

lnstitutionai: NONE of this category 

Residentill: ALL this category 

Unde'41oped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Featu"es (Ninber I type ol oulbuldlngs, lllljor lanckc:ape feat&ns) 

~haeological Remains (describe): - - - - ----------- ------------- --
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Form c:ompletlld? __ 
Narrative Description (optional) 

------------------------------------------------------------------------

Construction year 1935 
~hitect (last name first): - ----------------------- Builder (last name first): - -----------------------
ChJnges "' l CCJt rC'I'S 'r ::r1::: '5 

Type of Change Year of Change Dlte a-ge Noted 

Structure Usr- >11stcry 

Use Year Use Started -------------------- ---- YewU.. Ended ____ _ 

other structure Uses ---------------------------------------
OWnership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

other research methods National. Fegister of Historic Pl.aces 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Res;ster? YES 
==~-------------ldividually Eligible for National Reglstar? ~YE_s ______ __ 

Mime of lDcal Register if Eligible RIVER ' S IIDGK HISTOR.IC DIS'l'RrCT 

Potential Cormtdor to NR District? YES -----------------
Area(s) of historical significance 

otherHistoricaiAssociations This building is associ.ated wi.tb the Depression and world War II Period 
(1930-1945) in Fort Pierce history. 

ExplanationofEvaluation(required) This building i.s a contributing resource i.n the ltiver ' s Edge Historic 
District (local) , el.igible for listing i.n the National. Register of Historic Places OfJRHP) under 

Criteria A and C. This building i.s elig:ibl.e for i.ndi.v:i.dua.l l.isti.n.g i.n the HRHP . 

Page2of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL00933 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Photographic Negat1ves or Other Collections Not Flied With FMSF. rn:ludm~ f·rrld ~Jotes hans ot11er lmrortant Documents 

Document type: - --------- 

File or Accession #: 

Maintaining Organization: ___________ _ _ 

Descriptive lnfonnation: - - ------ - ---

RECORDER INFORMATION 

RecorderName(Last, First) Henry, Geoffrey; Jenkins, Elle n 

Recorder Address/Phone 9056 Chevrolet Drive Ellicott City, MD 2 1042 (410) -465-7929 

Recorder Affiliation Other Affiliation TRC ----------------- ----- -------------------------
Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? ~ 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

{2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Pag e3of3 



SL00933-200703 
Supplementary Printout 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
FORT PIERCE;1983 

> Townshlp/Range/Section/Qtr: 
35S ;40E ;23;NE 

> Structural system(s): 
Hollow clay tile 

> Foundation types: 
Continuous 

> Foundation materials: 
Poured Concrete Footing 

> Exterior fabrics: 
Stucco 
Vertical plank 

> Roof types: 
Hip 

> Roof materials: 
Other 

> Roof secondary structures (dormers etc): 
Hip extension 
Gable extension 

> Change status/year changed/date noted/nature: 

> Original, intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: 
Private resldence;1935; 

> Research methods: 
Library research-local 
Sanbom maps 
FL Master Site File-Cultural Resources 
Plat map 

> Area(s) of historical significance: 
Architecture 
Community planning & development 

> Repositories: Collection/Housed/Accession#/Describe 

> [Other name(s)]: 

Page 1 Of 1 
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~-----------------

Page 1 J 
Original ~ 

Update D 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Consult Guide To Historical Structura Fonns for detailed IMtructlons 

Site# BSL 1599 

Recorder # ...::2=;::5:.:8;__ __ 

Recorder Date 09/2002 

Site Name Shadetre Studio Other Names ---------------------------
Project Nam St. Lucie County Historic Resources Survey 

Historic Contexts .:..M.:::od=e~m:.:._ ___ _ _____ _ 

Address 

Vicinity of 

City 

USGS Map 

Quarter 

2900 Old Dixie Highw:::a.__ _____________ _ 

West side, between St. Lucie and Chamberlin Boulevards 

Fort Pierce ..;_;::;_;;_:_;_::;:..;::_ _______________ _ 
0565354 

Qtr Qtr 

Northing 3040448 

Township 

St. Lucie 

34S Range 

D 
40E Section 

UTM Zone 

28 

17 

Architect/Builder Unknown Construction Date 1950 Circa ~ 

Alterations ~Date 2000 ··- ----·· Type/Location _P-ortion re:..::be.::.u:.:.:ilt:..::o::.:..n:..::t::.:h.e=-=..so=.cu::.:t:.:.h-=s:..::id::::e ______________ _ 

Additions ~ Date 1980s Type/Location N/parti~ open side-gabled add!tiof!_ ________ , ____ _______ _______ _ 

Moved D Original Location ·······----·--- -------------- --------·- ·--- ·-· ----------- _ __ _ __ _ 
Original Use(s) Stora~buildi!!9._ __________ , ........ ,. ,_.,., ...... ,_ .. .... ...... Present Use(s) .~rt ga~~_ry_ _ __________ __ _ 

Style Fram~ Vernacular------ -------- Exterior Plan .. !~9-~.a.~--- . __ ·-- - Interior Plan _!~nk'l_OW!l __________ Stories _ 1_ 

Structural System Wood frame _ Exterior Fabric Other ·-------- - ------

N~~Poreh~ -~- Loc~ion~Fe~u~s -~~------------------~--------------------------~--~~ 
Dormers D Number/Location 

Outbldgs. 1¥.'1 Number Nature/Location (Describe below) 

.. ~;[Small non-historic, w~2.2_!.ra~-~~d !.'!!!'l.~J~!~':I.~!~ .. }Y.!!1.9.g~---·-· ·········-·· ·--·· · ··· · ...... .......................... ......................... ____________ ______________________ __________ _ _ 

Roof Type .. I? .. C?!:D.~----· ··---- - - - -- ·-·--····-· -- ·· ----- · ·-- ···--- .... ----------------·----------·---- Roofing Materials __ Sh_~-~~~!9_1;£~~~te~----·--------·"-----------····-·-
Secondary Structures CJ Comments .~ot .~ppJJ~~bl~-------------------· ·-----------·-- ----·--····------ Location ___ -···-----····----
Chimneys ! Number 0 Orientation __________________ .. ____________ Location ________________________ __ ___ __ Material .":12.t"!J?.PI~~I?.t~--

Wood Windows , Type ... . .... ... d . .. .. . . . __ ... ........ .... .... Light# _______ , _________________ _ 

Metal Windows ~ Type .~}Y.!)Jf1.9_... ... . ....... . .............. . ....... ..... ... ................. .... ..... ..... ..... .... Light# 2 . · -- ·----- --

Exterior Ornament .~ .. ::c:: ,.~:::,.\ .• :.~:.:.·~ ............................ -..................................... __________ ......... .......... ---------···------------- --- -----------------......................................................... ·.····· ··--····-----···········--·············--· .............. ·.· ..................... __ 

Condition Surroundings .. R~!>i~~t:J~i9_1 ... ......... ... ............. --------------------------- -- - --

Narrative (general, interior, landscape, context; 3 lines only) 

According to the owner, the Quonset hut was originally built by a beer company for use as a storage facility. Recently, a car hit the south 

.. ~D-~.9..Uh~.!>':I.!I9JD9. ~ng it. h~~_to _l;l_~.r.~cqQ~!!J.I.C.!~~-=-- -- _ ............ ·- ························-------------------- ·····------- ------- --------- --------------------------------------- ------------------ ---- ----

Archaeological Remains Present C None observed. 
, __ ,,._., __ ····----·"'---"'' ...... -~ ~ 

FMSF Archaeological Site Form Completed (if yes, attach) D 

Printed Friday, May 30, 2003 



Page2 

Eligible for National Register? Yes 

Significant as Part of District? Yes 

Significant at Local Level? Yes 

Areas of Significance 

Community planning & development 

Summary of Significance 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 

D No 

0 No 

D No 

~ 

~ 

~ 

Likely, Need Information 0 

Likely, Need Information 0 

Likely, Need Information U 

Site# 8SL1599 

Insufficient Information D 

Insufficient Information 0 

Insufficient Information D 

This historic resource is located within incorporated St. Lucie Village; however, it is situated too far away from the concentration of historic 
resources that comprises the St. Lucie Village Historic District (SL76). Extensive modifications to this building compromise its physical 
integrity. In addition, limited research has not revealed associations with local persons or events. Therefore, this resource is considered 
ineligible for listing in the NRHP, on an individual basis or as JX:!rl of a historic district. 

DHR USE ONLY 

DATE LISTED ON NATIONAL REGISTER 

KEEPER DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY 

SHPO EVALUATION OF ELIGIBILITY 

LOCAL DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY 

LOCAL OFFICE 

OFFICIAL EVALUATIONS 

DATE 

DATE 

DATE 

DATE 

YES 

YES 

YES 

DHRUSE ONLY 

NO 

NO 

NO 

Research Methods Florida Site File for past architectural surveys; Libraries searched locally-county histories etc.; Local building 
e_er:m_i!s; Pedestrian; Windshield __ . . ···-····--

Bibliographic Reference ---·-····-----------------·-····-····-··- ···---------· ............. _. _____ _ 

Location of Negatives .J.!Q.US R;...:e:.:s::.::e:.:::a.:..:rc:.:.:hc... ___ _ 

Recorder Name . S. Daniel, A. De_h~l.9!!~!. .. ~.:..R!?..9.~1'§.! .. A. _!:]ynt,_§..: .. §':!~!~ita._ ........................ - ...................... - ..... _ ... __ .. __________ .............. ...... ... " ... w .. --. 

Recorder Affi I iatio n .. .Jb..t:l US RESE.ABf J::!, .. ?..~~§J;;Lr:§te-.Y~D.ue.~ortb , St. P~!~.~!2.\!!:9.r .. E!.9.r!~.!! ... .!~?._1~ TeiE!Phone 72 7 -821-76.Q.Q ..... - --·- ---· 

REQUIRED: 1. USGS 7 .5' MAP WITH STRUCTURES PINPOINTED IN RED 
2. LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 
3. PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, PREFERABLY B&W, AT LEAST 3x5 

Printed Friday, May 30, 2003 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
Electronic Version 1.1.0 

First Site Form Recorded for this Site? YES 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

Site#S SL01922 

Recorder# 
-----~ 

Field Date 3/7/2007 
Fonn Date 5/1/2007 

FonnNo 200703 

FormNo = Field Date (YYYYMM) 

Site Name (address If none) _E_A~S_T~C_O_A_S_T_P_A_C_K_E_R_s ______ ----;======----M:.:.:.:::ul:.::.ti~pl:.::.e:.::.L:.::.ist::::in_::;g~(:=.D.:.:H.:.:R..:o::::nl!.:y):_::;=,---
Other Names 

Survey or Project Name Fort Pierce Historic Structures Survey 

National Register Category Building ( s} 

· LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION 

Survey# __ _ 

street No. Direction Street Name Street Type 

Highway 

Direction Suffix 

2130 OLD DIXIE 

Cross Streets (nearest/ between) SR A:tA/END 
~~-~-~-----------

City I Town (within 3 miles) Port Pierce In Current City Limits? YES 
County St. Lucie Tax Parcel#(s) 1433-410-0002-000-6 

--~----------------

Subdivision Name Block Lot 
~--~~~~-----------~ --------- --------

Ownership Private Individual 

Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) 

Route to (especially if no street address) 

MAPPING 

USGS. 7.5' Map Name Publication Date ______ »IJioti:Rf!-i'IER.CE; l!U3~i;• .1i,;:~l!;'t\l!~*· ~l·:t' . j;) 
Township: Range: Section: 1/4 section: » J35:j~ i.~P.~;;;;~:}:i§itt:~}il"·::~;~j!¥1± I 
Irregular Section Name: ______________ __ 
Landgrant 

UTM: Zone Easting ______ _ Northing ______ _ 

Plat or Other Map (map's name, location) 

DESCRIPTION 

Style :!ndustrial Vernacu1ar 

Exterior Plan Rectangular 
Number of stories 1 

Structural System(s) 

Other Style----------------------------------
Other Exterior Plan -------------------------------

Other Structural System(s) -----------------r=====:====-~....,.-,~--,---,----...,--, 
Foundation Type(s) » lcontinuous::c;.c;;:;• , · ·•· 1 • · ... ··.J 

Other Foundation Types 

Foundation Material[s) _________ _ 

Other Foundation Material(s} 
-------------r~~==~~~~--~ 

Exterior Fabric(s) » jBlock'-concrete · 

Other Exterior Fabric(s) ------------------r==:==='--------~,-----------, 
RoofType(s) » jnat .• •<i · 

Other RoofType(s) --------------~-r====c-:--.:~--==--===----, 
Roof Material(s) » !unspecified 

Other Roof Material(s) -----------------
Roof Secondary Structure(s) (dormers etc) -----------------~~»joth'er 

Other Roof Secondary Structure(s) _P_ARAP __ E_T ___________________ __ 

Number of Chimneys o 
Chimney Material _________________ _ 

Other Chimney Material(s) ----------------------
Chimney Location(s) ------~---------------------------------------------

Page 1of3 
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HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8SL01922 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 

Window Descriptions 
------------~-----------------------------------------------------

Main Entrance Description (stylistic details) ROLL- UP 
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Porches: #open __ o_ #closed o #incised o Location(s) - ------- ----------- -------------------
Porch Roof Types(s) 

EderiorOmament CONCRETE BLOCK PILASTERS, EXTERIOR CONVEYOR BELTS 

Interior Plan unknown Other Interior Plan --------------------
Condition Good --------
Structure Surroundings 

Commercial: SOME of this category 

Institutional: ALL this category 

Residential: NONE of this category 

Undeveloped: NONE of this category 

Ancillary Features (Number I type of outbuildings, major landscape features) 

Archaeological Remains (describe): ------------ - --------------- - ---------- ---- --
If archaeological remains are present, was an Archaeological Site Fonn completed? 
Narrative Description (optional) -------- - ---------- ------- ----------------------------

··:· : 
.: ,·, HISTORY 

Construction year 1950 

Architect (last name first): ------------------- - - ----- Builder (last name first): ----------------------~ 
Changes 1n Locations or Conditions 

Type of Change Year of Change Date Change Noted Description of Changes 

Structure Use H1story 

Use Year Use Started Year Use Ended --- ------------ ---- ----

Other Structure Uses - --- ------------ -------------
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

RESEARCH METHODS 

Research Methods ------ ---- - - --- ----'- » I Library r -esearch-local . . 7
· ~-"·' 

Other research methods National Register of Historic Places 

SURVEYOR'S EVALUATION OF SITE 

Potentially Eligible for a Local Register? -::-N:-0 _ _____ _ _ _ 
ldividually Eligible for National Register? _Y_E_s ____ ______ _ 

Name of Local Register if Eligible - - --------------

Potential Contributor to NR District? NO ------------- ---
Area(s) of historical significance - - - - ----- --- - --- - - »!Architecture 

OtherHistoricaiAssociations This building is ass ociated with the Post World War II Period (1946-1960} in 

Fort Pierce history. 

Explanation of Evaluation (required) The East Coast Packers building is eligible for listing in the National 

Register o f Historic Places under Criterion A and local designation. This site is not a 

contributing resourc e i n any NRHP-eligible historic district. 

Page2of3 



HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 8Si.019 22 

DOCUMENTATION (Photos, Plans, etc.) 

Photographic Negatives or Other Collections tllo! Filed with FMSF lnclud1n~ F1cld Notes Plans other 1mror1ant Docume~ts 

Document type: - -----'--------
File or Accession #: ----------------------

Maintaining Organization: ------- ---- ---------

Descriptive lnfonnation: -------------- - -------

-,-'~ .. I 

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name (Last, First) Henry, Geoffrey; Jenkins , Ellen 

Recorder Address/Phone 9056 Chevrolet Drive Ellicott City, MD 21042 (410) - 465-7929 

Other Affiliation TRC Recorder Affiliation -------------------- ----------------------------------------
Is a Text-Only Supplement File Attached (Surveyor Only)? ~ 

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) USGS 7.5" MAP WITH STRUCTURE PINPOINTED IN RED 

(2) LARGE SCALE STREET OR PLAT MAP 

(3) PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, B&W, AT LEAST 3"X5" 

Page3of3 



SL01922-200703 
Supplementary Printout 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
FORT PIERCE;1983 

> Township/Range/Section/Qtr: 
35S ;40E ;3;NW 

> Structural system(s): 
Concrete block 

> Foundation types: 
Continuous 

> Foundation materials: 
Concrete Block 

> Exterior fabrics: 
Block-concrete 

> Rooftypes: 
Flat 

> Roof materials: 
Unspecified 

> Roof secondary structures (dormers etc): 
Other 

> Change status/year changed/date noted/nature: 

> Original, intermediate, present uses/year started/year ended: 
Industrial plant; 1950; 

> Research methods: 
Library research-local 
Sanborn maps 
FL Master Site File-Cultural Resources 
Plat map 

> Area(s) of historical significance: 
Architecture 
Community planning & development 
Industry 

> Repositories: Collection/Housed/Accesslon#/Describe 

> [Other name(s)]: 

Page 1 Of 1 
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~Florida 
ifl\1aster 
-~ Stte . .... 

Silel8 SL02801 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM Recorder I - - - - -
Districts, Landscapes, Building Con1>1exes 

Elllctronk: Veniorl2.2.0 

Field Date 3/30/2007 
n;.:;y; • " 
t:n:!! Ftle · -· 

Original?-~~---

Formllate 5/22/2007 

FormNo 200703 - --HntNo 2 RH/1» (YI'Y'tMIC) 

OOTE : Use ltus bm lo dooJment resoun:es desailed in lie baK below. In each case. mliliple cootibuling (and llO!KXlflllbrti) QJIUal resouroes should also be 
documented indvidually allhe Site File. Do not uw1hil forM for IIR ..... ptup11ty ....... Ia•: m miAple pr~ Slbnissions (W'Ss} are treated as Site File 
manusaipts, while indivi<ilal NR resouroes and dislritls listed under a gillen MPS IXM!I' eedl have lie MPS ~I runber in the "FMSF Survey r field. 

Resource Group Name EDGAR TOiiN HISTORIC DISTRICT Multiple~ (DHR only) 

Alternate Names » !->:{·-•··' ·• C:"~Ffki?::•: ··,' ,~,?'·:. i~:XYJ>' ·: :;;''·!)>•:•,:; ·_.··,·-•··• /i:····•,j 

Project Name FORT PIERCE HISTORIC STRIJCTURES SURVEY FIISF Surwyl 

National Register Category Distr~.=!_ 

r= .. Diraction SlreetType Direction SUffix 

County _:; t. Lucie o.r..sttip Type Pri. va:te I.nd.i vi.dual.. 

City I Town within 3 miles FORT PIERCE In Cln'ent City Units? _YE_ s _ _ _ 

.USGS7.fl MapName _ _ ________ _ _ _ 

Township: Range: Section: 1/4-=tion: - ----- - --
Irregular Section Name: - - ----,-----,---:-:-- .,-,------

Name of Public Tract (e.g., pari() - ----- ---- ------ - ---- -------- ---
~~m _______ _____________ ____ ___ _ 
VerbaiDescriptionofBotlndaries{DesaiJAiondoesnot"'f*Ctrequndmap) EAST SIDE OF US 1, NORTH SIDE OF AVENUE C, 

WEST SIDE OF INDIAN RIVER, SEAWAY DRIVE 

l 

Plat or other map (map's name, OIVnMingofllcewllh ~cation) ---- ---- --- ---- ----------

REQUIRED 
PAPER 

ATTACHMENTS 

(1) Photocopied USGS 7 .5' map with distJict borders in red 

(2) Street map or plat or aerial, at least 1"=400'scale; resources mapped & labeled 

(3) At least one B&W photographic print at least 3X5: general streetscape or view 
required; optional: aerial photographs, viewS of typical resources 

(4) Tabulation of al included resources (Name, FMSF ##, Contributi119? YIN, resource 
category, stmet address or township.range-section it no address) 

Page 1 of2 
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RESOURCE GROUP FORM Sitel8 

Construction Year (ifawllalble): __ _ 

Architect I Designer (last name first): 
-------------

Narrative Description (NR Bulletin 16pp 61-a3; atlacti s~menlaryile ifa longer~ is also needed) The Edgar Town Historic District 
contains contributing historic resources fraM the 1ate nineteenth century through the 
mid-twentieth century and includes excmpl.es of Frame Vernacul.ar, Masonz:y Vernacul.ar, CoDJDercia1 
Vernacular, and Co1onia1 Reviva1-sty1e. 

R~rehM~~-----------------------------
other researeh methods CITY DIREC'l'ORY -----------------------------------------------------------------------

Potentially eligible indiWSualy for National Rc9* of ....... SJtac:.? _NO ________ ~ 

Potentially eligible as coriributor to a National RegitD' clstric:t? _YE_s _____ =======,__.,_,.~_.,_===> 
Area(s) of historical significance: ______________ » ~~ ~ 

Other Historical Associations: 
----------------------------------------------------------------

!Summary of Significance (Req.~ired, see~ Bulletin 16 p. 71-2.) The Edgar Town Historic District is signifi.cant under 
[Criterion A for its association with Edgartown, the smal1 sett1ement estab1ished in the 1870s. 

!rt is a1so significant under Criterion C for arch.itecture. 

Document type:------~~---
File or Accession ##: 

--------------------

>> 

llaDaining Orglnil.Mion: ------------------------------

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Recorder Name (last, First) Geoffrey Henz:y/Ellen JenkiDs 

Recorder Address/Phone 9056 Chevro1et Drive, E1li.cott City MD 21042, 410-465-7927 

Affiliation ______________________ _ 

Other Affiliation TRC ----------------------------------------------
Is Text-only supplement file attached (Stnvyor only)? NO 

Page 2 of2 



SL02801-200703 
Supplementary Printout 

> Research Methods 
Fl Master Site File-Manuscripts 
library research-local 
Sanborn maps 
Examine local property records 
Examine local tax records 
Plat map 

> [Other name(s)]: 

> USGS map name/year of publication or revision: 
FORT PIERCE;1983 

> Township/Range/Section/Qtr: 
35S ;40E ;10;NE 

> Time Period(s) of Signiftcance 
Spanish-American 'Nar 1898-1916 
WN I & Aftermath 1917-1920 
Boom Times 1921-1929 
Post-Reconstruction 1880-1897 
Depression/New Deal1930-1940 
WN II & Aftermath 1941-1950 
Modern (Post 1950) 

> Area(s) of historical significance: 
Architecture 
Community planning & development 

> Repositories: Collection/Housed/Accessionllt/Descrlbe 

Page 1 Of 1 



TopoZonc - First Church of Christ Scientist, USGS Fort Pierce (FL) ... http://www.topozone.com/prinl.asp?lat=27.44507&loo=-80.33704&s ... 
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EDGAR TOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT PAGE 1 
CoNTRIBUTES TO 

~UMBER STREET SITE#8 PROPERTY NAME OR ADDRESS STYLE DATE Use EDGARTOWN HD? 
AVENUEC 

120 BACKUS AVENUE) SL00874 120AVENUE C FRAME VERNACULAR 1901 OFFICES CONTRIBUTING 
AVENUE C (BACKUS 

122 ~VENUE) SL00873 PLA TIS.BACKUS HOUSE FRAME VERNACULAR 1896 OFFICES CONTRIBUTING 
101 AVENUE D SL00875 101 AVENUE D FRAME VERNACULAR C1910 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 

MASONRY 
105 AVENUE D SL01931 105AVENUED VERNACULAR 1955 PRIVATE RESIDENCE NON-CONTRIBUTING 
106 AVENUED SL00878 106AVENUED FRAME VERNACULAR C1915 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
108 AVENUE D SL00877 108AVENUE D FRAME VERNACULAR C1924 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
1~ AVENUE D SL00876 109AVENUE D FRAME VERNACULAR C1910 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIIUTING 
207 AVENUE D SL00866 207 AVENUE D FRAME VERNACULAR C1924 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
209 AVENUED SL00865 209AVENUE D FRAME VERNACULAR C1900 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
208 AVENUEE SL00885 208AVENUE E FRAME VERNACULAR C1915 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
209 AVENUEE SL00886 ~AVENUEE FRAME VERNACUlAR C1915 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 

FISHERMAN'S DEBROOK'S FISHING 
107 WHARF SL00893 CORNER COMMERCIAL 1935 COMMERCIAL CONTRIBUTING 

MASONRY 
406 2NDSTREET N SL01932 406 2ND STREET N VERNACULAR 1947 PRIVATE RESIDENCE NON-CONTRIBUTING 
407 2ND STREET N SL00872 407 2ND STN FRAME VERNACULAR 1915 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
409 2ND STREET N SL00871 4092ND STN FRAME VERNACULAR 1915 APARTMENT CONTRIBUTING 
410 2NDSTREET N SL00870 ~102ND STN FRAME VERNACULAR 1924 PRIVATE RESDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
419 2NDSTREET N SL00868 ~192ND STN FRAME VERNACULAR 1900 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
420 2ND STREET N SL00869 4202ND STN BUNGALOW 1924 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
421 2NDSTREET N SL00867 !_212NDSTN FRAME VERNACULAR 1910 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 

MASONRY 
511 2ND STREET N SL02787 5112ND ST N VERNACULAR 1955 APARTMENT NON-CONTRIBUTING 
518 2ND STREET N SL00879 518 2ND STREET N FRAME VERNACULAR 1910 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
521 2NDSTREET N SL00882 ~ITE'S FISHING TACKLE FRAME VERNACULAR 1935 COMMERCIAL CONTRIBUTING 
522 2NDSTREET N SL00880 522 2ND STREET N FRAME VERNACULAR 1915 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
524 2ND STREET N SL00881 524 2ND STREET N FRAME VERNACULAR 1915 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
531 2NDSTREET N SL00883 531 2ND STREET N FRAME VERNACULAR 1910 !PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
532 2NDSTREET N SL00884 532 2ND STREET N FRAME VERNACULAR 1915 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
601 2ND STREET N SL00887 601 2ND STREET N FRAME VERNACULAR 1910 ~PARTMENT CONTRIBUTING 
603 2ND STREET N SL00888 603 2ND STREET N MISSION 1925 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 

MASONRY !APARTMENTS AND 
637 2ND STREET N SL01930 637 2ND STREET N VERNACULAR 1947 !COMMERCIAL NON-CONTRIBUTING 
647 2ND STREET N SL00890 647 2ND STREET N FRAME VERNACULAR 1924 [APARTMENT CONTRIBUTING 
651 2ND STREET N SL00891 ~51 2ND STREET N BUNGALOW 1924 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 
65~ 2NDSTREET N SL00892 WENNINGS HOUSE FRAME VERNACULAR 1924 PRIVATE RESIDENCE CONTRIBUTING 

MAsoNRY 
658 2ND STREET N SL01928 658 2ND STREET N VERNACULAR 1950 COMMERCIAL NON-CONTRIBUTING 
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Page 1 Site# 8SL3014 
Recorder# ____ _ 

0 Original 
0 Update 

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1107 
Field Date __§I JM_/_1 0~ 
Form Date Jrr..!J&_I 2010 

NOTE: Use this form to document districts, landscapes and building complexes as described in the box below. Cultural resources 
contributing to the Resource Group should also be documented individually at the Site File. Do not use this form for National Register 
multiple property submissions (MPSs). National Register MPSs are treated as Site File manuscripts and are associated to the individual 
resources included under the MPS cover using the Site File manuscript number. 

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
[] Historic district (NR category "district"): buildings and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites 
D Archaeological district (NR category "district"): archaeological sites only: NO buildings or NR structures 
D Mixed district (NR category "district"): includes more than one type of cultural resource (example: archaeological sites and buildings) 
D FMSF building complex {NR category usually "building(s)'): multiple buildings in close spatial and functional association 
[J Designed historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "site"): can include multiple resources {see National 

Register Bulletin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. parks, golf courses, campuses, resorts, etc.) 
D Rural historic landscape (NR category usually "district" or "sitej: can include multiple resources and resources not formally 

designed (see National Register Bulletin #30, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detailed 
definition and examples: e.g. fannsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.) 

~ Linear resource (NR category usually "structure"): Linear resources are a special type of rural historic landscape and can 
include canals, railways, roads, etc. 

Resource Group Name Florida East Coast Railroad ---------.......,IT7' ......... .....-- Multiple Listing [DHR only] ___ _ 
Project Name FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail FMSF Survey # ___ ___;:l_q...:..:...J 9=-9_._ _______ _ 
National Register Category (please check one): 0 building(s) 0 structure 0 district 1!11 site 0 object 
Linear Resource Type (if applicable): 0 canal 1!11 railway 0 road 0 other (describe): ---------------
Ownership: 0private-profit Dprivate-nonprofit Dprivate-individual Dprivate-nonspecific Deity Dcounty D state Dfederal DNative American Dforeign Dunknown 

LOC.\TIO\ & '1.\PPJ\(; 

Address {if applicable, include N,S,E,W; #; st., Ave., etc.) Includes mainline paralleling US 1 running from northern to southern county line and Lake 
Harbor Branch running southwest from south of Fort Pierce towards Lake Okeechobee. 
City/Town (within 3 miles) Fort Pierce In Current City Limits? 0yes Dna 0 unknown 
County or Counties (do not abbreviate) St. Lucie County-------------------------
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) -------------------------------
For complete list of townships, ranges and sections, please see Required Attachments section. 
1) Township Range Section %section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular·name: _____ _ 
2) Township Range Section %section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular·name: _____ _ 
3) Township Range Section %section: ONW DSW OSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
4) Township Range Section %section: DNW DSW DSE ONE Dlrregular-name: _____ _ 
USGS 7.5' Map Name(s) & Date(s) {boundaries must be plotted on attached photoco ap; lab~ willl map name and publication dale) lndrio. Fla. 1948 
PR1983 Fort Pierce Fla. 1949 PR1983 Ankona Fla. 1948 PR198 Eden Ia. 1948 PR1983 Fort Pierce NW Fla. 1949 PR1983 Fort 

Pierce SW, Fla. 1953 (PR1983), North of Bluefield, Fla. 1953 (PR1970), Bluefield, Fla. 1953 (PR1970). 
Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name, originating officewitl1 location) 
landgrant_~------------------------------~----
Verbal Description of Boundaries (description does not replace required map)Entire route of FEC RR stretches from north of Jacksonville to south of 
Miami. Portion in St. Lucie nuns from county line with Indian River County in the north, continuing south southeast, to the Martin county line in 
the south . 

. ---- . --------- ~ 

·_ DHRUSEONLY ·- OFFICIALEVAL~~TION _ ~-- . 1 
NRListDale _ /_} __ 

0 Owner Objection 

SHPO- Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: Dyes Dno Dinsufficient info Date _1_1__ I nit. __ _ 
KEEPER- Determined eligible: Dyes Dno Date _1_1 __ 
NR Criteria for Evaluation: Da Db De Dd (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E057R0107 Florida Master Site File, Division of Histoncal Resources. R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
F't1one (850) 245-6440 I Fax (850) 245-64391 E-mail SiteFile@dos.state.ft.us 



Page2 RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site#8SL3014 

HISTORY~~ DESCRIPTIO\ 

Construction date: Exactly 1892 (year) Approximately_ (year) Earlier than (year) Later than (year) 
Architect/Designer( last name first): Builder(tast name first):----- -------
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group:# of contributing #of non-contributing _Q __ _ 
Time period(s) of significance (for prehistoric districts, use archaeological phase name~ approximate dates; for historical districts, use date range(s), e.g. 1895-1925) 
American-twentieth century (1900-present), American nineteenth century (1892-1899). 
Narrative Description (National Register Bulletin 16A pp. 33-34; fit a summary into 3 fines or attach supplementary sheets if needed)·---------~ 
The original FEC Railroad line, constructed by Henry Flagler, ran from Jacksonville. south to Key West. The FEC was a major contributor to the 
development of Florida during the early part of the 20th Century. - -----------------------

0 FMSF record search (sites/surveys) 
0 FL State Archives/photo collection 
0 property appraiser I tax records 
0 cultural resource survey 

RESE.\RCH i\IETIJODS (check all that a J Jl\) 

0 library research 
0 city directory 
0 newspaper files 
0 historic photos 

0 building permits 
0 occupant/owner interview 
0 neighbor interview 
0 interior inspection 

0 Sanborn maps 
0 plat maps 
0 Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
0 HABSIHAER record search 

0 other methods (specify) --------- - --------------------
Bibliographic References (use Continuation Sheet, give FMSF Manuscript# if relevant) 

OPI \10\ OF I~ESOl 'RCE SIC'\ I FlC -\'\CE 

Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? 0yes Dno o insufficient information 
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? Dyes 0no o insufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 48-49. Attach longer statement, if needed, on separate sheet.) The Florida East Coast 
Railroad has been in continuous operation for over 100 years. retaining ~s original name and track lines. Since the FEC has been a working 
railroad throughout its history, many of the original tracks. ties, and other parts of its original construction have been replaced and updated. It 
has served as a historic railroad transportation function associated with one of the state's railroad companies, the FEC, since the late nineteenth 
century. It is the opinion of Panamerican Consultants. Inc., that the railroad is potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP due to its historic nature 
and integral oart in the development of Florida. This section of the FEC was been determined by the SHPO to be potentially eligible for listing on 
the NRHP in March of 2009. 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. "architecture·, "ethnic heritage", "community planning & developmenr, etc.) 
Transportation· Tourism· Community Planning and Devetoornent 

I>OCl \H.\T.\ 110'\ 

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - induding field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents that are permanendy accessible: For 
each separately maintained oollection, describe (1) document type(s),* (2) maintaining organization,* (3) file or accession nos., and (4) descriptive information. Field notes and 
photos will remain on file at Panamerican Consultants. Inc .. Tampa. FL. under accession number 30003.003. 

RE<.<>R DE R I~ F< > l~i\ 1.-\TI 0:\ 

Recorder Name Jelane Wallace ---------- -------:-:---=--------------
Recorder Contact Information (Address 1 F'tlone 1 Fax 1 Email) Panamerican Consultants, Inc. 1115 N. Parsons Ave, Brandon. FL 33510: 
813.684.5200/866.397.2519 (Fax) /JWallace@panamconsultants.com 
Recorder Affiliation Panamerican Consultants, Inc. 
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FEC Railroad tracks in Fort Pierce near Orange Ave, facing north (PCI May 2010). 
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Township Range Section 

34 South 

35 South 

36 South 

37 South 

Required 
Attachments 

40 East 05,06,08, 17,20,21, 28,33,34 

39 East 36 

40 East 03, 10, 15, 22, 23,26, 27,28,29, 30, 31,35, 36 

38 East 36 

39 East 01 , 02, 10, 11, 15, 16, 20,21,29,30,31 

40 East 01 , 12 

41 East 07, 18, 19, 29,30,32 

37 East 36 

38 East 01,02, 10, 11, 15, 16,20,21, 29,30, 31 

41 East 04, 05,09 

0 PHOTOCOPY OF USGS 7.5' MAP WITH DISTRICT BOUNDARY CLEARLY MARKED 
8 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP WITH RESOURCES MAPPED & LABELED 
e TABULATION OF ALL INLCUDED RESOURCES (name, FMSF #,contributing? Y/N, resource 

category, street address or townshi1rrange-section if no address) 
8 PHOTOS OF GENERAL STREETSCAPE OR VIEWS (Optional: aerial photos, views of typical resources) 

Photos may be archival B&W prints OR digital image files. If submitting digital image files, they must be 
included on disk or CO AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable). Digital images must be at least 
1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 
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APPENDIX C: 
 

NEW AND UPDATED FMSF FORMS FOR THE 
NORTH-SOUTH CORRIDOR HISTORIC RESOURCES 



Site #8  ___________________  
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder #  _______________ 

Page 1 

� Original 
� Update 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

Shaded Fields represent the minimum acceptable level of documentation. 
Consult the Guide to Historical Structure Forms for detailed instructions. 

Site Name(s) (address if none)  ____________________________________________________________ Multiple Listing (DHR only) _________  
Survey Project Name _________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) ______________  
National Register Category (please check one) � building � structure      � district      � site      � object  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual   �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American   �foreign   �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING 
Street Number Direction Street Name Street Type Suffix Direction

Address:
Cross Streets (nearest / between)  __________________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name _____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map  ___________________________  
City / Town (within 3 miles) ________________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________ 

Township _______ Range _______ Section _______ ¼ section: �NW �SW �SE �NE   Irregular-name:  _____________________ 
Tax Parcel  #  ___________________________________________________  Landgrant __________________________________________  
Subdivision Name _________________________________________________  Block  ___________________  Lot  _____________________ 
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________ Coordinate System & Datum  __________________________________
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

HISTORY

Construction Year: _________ �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________  
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use  __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________  
Alterations:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
Additions:   �yes �no �unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________  
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) ___________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? �yes    �no �unknown    Describe ___________________________________

DESCRIPTION
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______  
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
Roof Type(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
Roof Material(s)  1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.)  ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) _________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) ____________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY

       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date _______________      Init.________ 
   _______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no Date _______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

HR6E046R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building / 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 

Phone (850) 245-6440  /  Fax  (850)245-6439  /  E-mail  SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us 

IR01049
6-28-2013
8-30-2013

14

FEC Railroad Platform Supports
CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

NE corner of Commerce Avenue and 17th St

VERO BEACH 1983

Vero Beach Indian River

33S 39E 1

5 5 9 7 0 0 3 0 5 6 4 7 0

1923
Air/Bus/Rail terminal or depot c1923 c1960
Demolished/Destroyed c1960 2013

c.1960 Platform destroyed 

Unknown Unknown

FEC Railway 

Other

Not applicable

Not applicable

N/a

N/a

None 



Page 2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued)

Chimney: No.____ Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________  
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) _____________________________________________________________________________   
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________       
Condition (overall resource condition): �excellent �good �fair �deteriorated �ruinous
Narrative Description of Resource _______________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________ � Check if Archaeological Form Completed

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � building permits � Sanborn maps 
� FL State Archives/photo collection � city directory � occupant/owner interview � plat maps 
� property appraiser / tax records � newspaper files � neighbor interview � Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
� cultural resource survey (CRAS) � historic photos � interior inspection � HABS/HAER record search 
� other methods (describe) _____________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed)  ________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually?  �yes �no �insufficient information
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1. ___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2. ___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION

Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field notes, analysis notes, photos, plans and other important documents
Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization  _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 

Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail)

� USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 

� LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP

� PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

  Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required
Attachments

(available from most property appraiser web sites)

IR01049

Not applicable

_

N/a

N/a

See continuation sheet

Historic aerial and aerial photographs

Site file for 8IR1049, Panamerican 

Consultants, Inc. 2003. On file, Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources, Tallahassee. 

See continuation sheet

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com

Janus Research



PAGE 3                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8IR1049 
 

SITE NAME: FEC Railway Pilings 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The remaining FEC Railway Pilings once connected to the FEC Depot building are 
located at the northeast corner of the railroad tracks and 17th Street in Township 33 
South, Range 39 East, and Section 1 of the Vero Beach (1983) USGS quadrangle map in 
Vero Beach, Indian River County, Florida. The FEC Railway depot building and 
platform appear on Sanborn Fire Insurance maps of Vero Beach from 1923 (Figure 1). 
The remaining pilings are concrete and are generally deteriorated. The number of 
remaining pilings is unknown as the area is obscured by vegetation growth. Some pilings 
have fallen and some are covered in vegetation. According to the previous Florida Master 
Site File (FMSF) form, a fence was present at the site (Panamerican Consultants, Inc. 
2003). This fence was not observed during the 2013 site documentation.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The remaining concrete pilings are all that is left of the former FEC Railway depot 
building.  The depot was constructed at some time prior to 1923 according to historic 
Sanborn Fire Insurance maps of Vero Beach (Figure 1). These pilings were part of the 
loading platform of the FEC Depot building (Panamerican Consultants, Inc. 2003). The 
depot was rectangular in form and of wood frame construction. The FEC Railway Depot 
appears on historic aerial photographs of the area from 1951 (Figure 2). The platform was 
destroyed at some time after 1951. Figure 3 is a current aerial photograph of the area 
illustrating the absence of the FEC Railway platform and depot building. The FEC 
Railway pilings are not considered eligible for inclusion in the National Register 
individually or as part of a historic district. The building and platform associated with the 
pilings is no longer extant and the historic significance of the site is no longer 
communicated due to lack of historic integrity. The pilings themselves are in poor 
condition, overrun with vegetation, and essentially just ruins of the former platform. Due 
to the fact that historic integrity is non-existent, the FEC Railway concrete pilings do not 
meet criteria for listing in the National Register.  
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SITE NAME: FEC Railway Pilings 

 
Figure 1: A Historic 1923 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map of Vero Beach, Florida Depicting the FEC 

Railway Depot Building and Platform 
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SITE NAME: FEC Railway Pilings 

 
Figure 2: A Historic 1951 Aerial Photograph Illustrating the Location of the FEC Railway Depot 

Building and Platform 
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SITE NAME: FEC Railway Pilings 

 
Figure 3: A Current Aerial Photograph Illustrating the Location of the Former FEC Railway Depot 

Building and Platform 
 
C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Panamerican Consultants, Inc. 
2003 Site file for the FEC RR Fence/Platform Supports (8OR1049). On file, Florida 

Department of State, Division of Historical Resources, Tallahassee, Florida. 
 
 



PHOTOGRAPH 

SKETCH MAP 



USGS QUADRANGLE MAP 

Ill • • 

• 
• • • ······ ~~~~~ ••••• 

Location of 81R1 049 
USGS Quadrangle: Vero Beach (1949 PR 1983) 
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Page 1 
 
� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us

BR03058
5-20-2013
6-20-2013

1

Fixed Bridge over Eau Gallie River

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Eau Gallie River

Melbourne Brevard

27S 37E 21

5 3 5 9 6 1 3 1 1 0 9 7 5

1925

Unknown 

Railway

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

N/A



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

BR03058

15 600

21

Girder--Floorbeam
Steel

Other

Steel Concrete
The bridge features steel bents on concrete foundations

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Engineering

Transportation

Community planning & development

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com



PAGE 3                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8BR3058 
 

SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over the Eau Gallie River 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
This Fixed Bridge over the Eau Gallie River carries the Florida East Coast Railway 
(FEC) over the Eau Gallie River in Township 27 South, Range 37 East, Section 21 of the 
Melbourne West, (1988) USGS quadrangle map in Melbourne, Brevard County, Florida. 
The fixed bridge runs north to south and is located at mile post 190.47. It runs parallel to 
North Harbor City Boulevard. The bridge was constructed in 1925 and has 15 spans with 
an approximate length of 600 feet. The span width is approximately 21 feet. To the east 
and west of the bridge are steel girders. The bridge features one set of standard railroad 
tracks and an open deck. The substructure of the bridge consists of steel bents on concrete 
piles. Cross-ties are also featured between bents.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure which spans a great distance and is 
an example of a fixed viaduct bridge. The bridge is significant as an excellent example of 
a fixed viaduct bridge that spans a substantial distance. The bridge retains a high degree 
of historic integrity.  This fixed bridge is considered to be individually eligible for listing 
in the National Register under Criterion C in the category of Engineering.  
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge over the Eau Gallie River is a contributing historic resource to a FEC Railway 
linear historic district.  
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SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over the Eau Gallie River 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
 



PHOTOGRAPH 

SKETCH MAP 



USGS QUADRANGLE MAP 
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Location of 8BR3058 
USGS Quadrangles: Melbourne West (1949 PR 1980), 
Eau Gallie (1949 PR 1988) 
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� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us

BR03059
5-20-2013
6-24-2013

2

Bridge over Crane Creek & Melbourne St

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Crane Creek/Melbourne St

MELBOURNE EAST 1980

Melbourne Brevard

28S 37E 2

5 3 8 9 5 3 3 1 0 5 7 0 0

1925

Unknown 

Railway

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

N/A



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

BR03059

400

22

Other

Concrete

Steel Concrete
Steel bents with concrete foundations

Aerial Photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com



PAGE 3                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8BR3059 
 

SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Crane Creek and Melbourne Avenue 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Fixed Bridge over Crane Creek and Melbourne Avenue carries the Florida East 
Coast Railway (FEC) over Crane Creek and Melbourne Avenue in Township 28 South, 
Range 37 East, Section 2 of the Melbourne East (1980) USGS quadrangle map in 
Melbourne, Brevard County, Florida. The fixed bridge runs north to east and at the south 
end carries the FEC Railway over Crane Creek and at the north end carries the FEC 
Railway over Melbourne Avenue. It was constructed in 1925 and is located at mile post 
194.34. It is approximately 400 feet in length and approximately 22 feet in width. The 
bridge features an open deck with steel ties. At the north portion of the bridge which 
carries the railway over Melbourne Avenue, the substructure consists of steel bents with 
cross-ties. At the south portion of the bridge which carries the railway over Crane Creek, 
the substructure consists of steel bents and concrete foundations. Utilities also run at the 
west of the bridge.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure, and it exhibits a simple and 
utilitarian design. The Fixed Bridge over Crane Creek and Melbourne Avenue is not 
significant in terms of engineering and is not considered individually eligible for 
inclusion in the National Register.  
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge over Crane Creek and Melbourne Avenue is considered a contributing historic 
resource to a FEC Railway linear historic district.  
 



PAGE 4                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8BR3059 
 

SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Crane Creek and Melbourne Avenue 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 



PHOTOGRAPH 

SKETCH MAP 



USGS QUADRANGLE MAP 

Location of 8BR3059 
USGS Quadrangle: Melbourne East (1949 PR 1980) 
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Page 1 
 
� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us
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Fixed Bridge over Turkey Creek

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Turkey Creek

MELBOURNE EAST 1980

Melbourne Brevard

28S 37E 24

5 4 1 0 6 8 3 1 0 0 8 0 7

1925

Unknown 

Railway

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

N/A



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

BR03060

186

23

Other

Concrete

Concrete
Concrete piers

Aerial Photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com



PAGE 3                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8BR3060 
 

SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Turkey Creek 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Fixed Bridge over Turkey Creek carries the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) over 
Turkey Creek in Township 28 South, Range 37 East, Section 24 of the Melbourne East 
(1980) USGS quadrangle map in the vicinity of Melbourne, Brevard County, Florida. 
The fixed bridge runs north to south and is located at the railway’s mile post 197.7. It 
runs parallel to the Dixie Highway Northeast. The bridge was constructed in 1925 and is 
approximately 186 feet in length and approximately 23 feet in width. The bridge consists 
of steel girders and features a deck plate girder. There is a single set of standard tracks 
and utilities to the west of the track. The substructure of the bridge consists of concrete 
piers and concrete abutments.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
  
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure, and it exhibits a simple and 
utilitarian design. The Fixed Bridge over Turkey Creek is not significant in terms of 
engineering and is not considered individually eligible for inclusion in the National 
Register.  
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge over Turkey Creek is considered a contributing historic resource to a FEC 
Railway linear historic district.  
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SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Turkey Creek 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
 



PHOTOGRAPH 

SKETCH MAP 



USGS QUADRANGLE MAP 

Location of 8BR3060 
USGS Quadrangle: Melbourne East (1949 PR 1980) 
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� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us

BR03061
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Fixed Bridge over Goat Creek

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Goat Creek

GRANT 1970

Palm Bay Brevard

29S 38E 8

5 4 4 6 0 9 3 0 9 3 8 6 6

1959

Unknown 

Railway bridge

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

The deck of the bridge was replaced in 2004.



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

BR03061

2 70

30

Other
Wood

Other

Wood
Timber piles

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com



PAGE 3                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8BR3061 
 

SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Goat Creek 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Fixed Bridge over Goat Creek carries the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) over 
Goat Creek in Township 29 South, Range 38 East, Section 8 of the Grant (1970) USGS 
quadrangle map in the vicinity of Palm Bay, Brevard County, Florida. This timber trestle 
bridge was constructed in 1959 and runs roughly north to south. It is located at mile post 
202.59. It is approximately 70 feet in length and approximately 30 feet in length. The 
concrete ballasted deck of the bridge was replaced in 2004. The bridge consists of a 
single standard railroad track. The substructure of the bridge consists of timber piles. The 
Fixed Bridge over Goat Creek is no longer in use.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure, and it exhibits a simple and 
utilitarian design. The Fixed Bridge over Goat Creek is not significant in terms of 
engineering and is not considered individually eligible for inclusion in the National 
Register.  
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge over Goat Creek is considered a contributing historic resource to a FEC Railway 
linear historic district.  



PAGE 4                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8BR3061 
 

SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Goat Creek 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
 



PHOTOGRAPH 

SKETCH MAP 



USGS QUADRANGLE MAP 

• 
Location of 8BR3061 
USGS Quadrangle: Grant (1949 PR 1970) 
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Page 1 
 
� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us

BR03062
5-20-2013
6-24-2013

5

Fixed Bridge over Sebastian River

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Sebastian River

SEBASTIAN 1970

Sebastian 

30S 38E 36

5 4 9 5 5 4 3 0 7 9 3 8 1

1926

Unknown 

Railway bridge

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

N/A



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

BR03062

1,635

25

Other

Steel
Steel bents on concrete foundations

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Engineering

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com



PAGE 3                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8BR3062 
 

SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Sebastian River 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Fixed Bridge over Sebastian River carries the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) 
over the Sebastian River in Township 30 South, Range 38 East, Section 36 in the vicinity 
of Sebastian, Brevard County, Florida. The bridge runs north to south. The bridge is 
approximately 1,635 feet in length, is approximately 25 feet in width, and was 
constructed in 1926. It is located at mile post 212.07. The bridge features an open deck 
and is a deck plate steel girder. The substructure consists of steel towers on concrete 
foundations with steel ties. This bridge is located in both Brevard County and Indian 
River County.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure which spans a great distance and is 
an example of a deck plate girder bridge. This fixed bridge is significant as an excellent 
example of a deck plate girder bridge that spans a substantial distance. Further, the bridge 
serves as means of connection between Brevard and Indian River counties and retains a 
high degree of historic integrity. The Fixed Bridge over Sebastian River is individually 
eligible for listing in the National Register under Criterion C in the category of 
Engineering.  
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge over Sebastian River is considered a contributing historic resource to a FEC 
Railway linear historic district.  
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SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Sebastian River 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
 



PHOTOGRAPH 

SKETCH MAP 



USGS QUADRANGLE MAP 

Location of 8BR3062 
USGS Quadrangle: Sebastian (1949 PR 1970) 

0 1... ....I IFeet 
'U a - 5oo 1000 



Page 1 
 
� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us

IR01569
5-20-2013
6-24-2013
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Fixed Bridge over Sebastian River 

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Sebastian River

SEBASTIAN 1970

Sebastian Indian River

30S 37E 36

5 4 9 5 5 4 3 0 7 9 3 8 1

1926

Unknown 

Railway bridge

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

N/A



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

IR01569

1,635

25

Steel
Steel bents on concrete foundations 

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Engineering

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com
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SITE NAME: Fixed Railway Bridge over Sebastian River 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Fixed Bridge over Sebastian River carries the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) 
over the Sebastian River in Township 30 South, Range 38 East, Section 36 in the vicinity 
of Sebastian, Brevard County, Florida. The bridge runs north to south. The bridge is 
approximately 1,635 feet in length, is approximately 25 feet in width, and was 
constructed in 1926. It is located at mile post 212.07. The bridge features an open deck 
and is a deck plate steel girder. The substructure consists of steel towers on concrete 
foundations with steel ties. The bridge is located in both Brevard and Indian River 
counties. 
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure which spans a great distance and is 
an example of a deck plate girder bridge. This fixed bridge is significant as an excellent 
example of a deck plate girder bridge that spans a substantial distance. Further, the bridge 
serves as means of connection between Brevard and Indian River counties and retains a 
high degree of historic integrity. The Fixed Bridge over Sebastian River is individually 
eligible for listing in the National Register under Criterion C in the category of 
Engineering.  
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge over Sebastian River is considered a contributing historic resource to a FEC 
Railway linear historic district.  
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SITE NAME: Fixed Railway Bridge over Sebastian River 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
 



PHOTOGRAPH 

SKETCH MAP 



USGS QUADRANGLE MAP 

Location of 81R1569 
USGS Quadrangle: Sebastian (1949 PR 1970) 
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Page 1 
 
� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us
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Moveable Bridge over St. Lucie River 

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/St. Lucie River

PALM CITY 1983

Stuart Martin

38S 41E 5
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1938

Unknown 

Railway bridge

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

N/A



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

MT01382

1,270

Other

Concrete

Concrete
Concrete encased piles

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Engineering

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com



PAGE 3                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8MT1382 
 

SITE NAME: Moveable Bridge over St. Lucie River 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Moveable Bridge over St. Lucie River carries the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) 
over the St. Lucie River in Township 38 South, 41 East, Section 6 of the Palm City 
(1983) USGS quadrangle map in Stuart, Martin County, Florida. The bridge extends for 
approximately 1,270 feet and was constructed in 1938. The bridge is a moveable trunnion 
lift with beam span and through plate girder. The bridge is located at mile post 260.93. 
The bridge substructure consists of concrete encased piles. The deck is open and the 
bridge continues to be active.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge spans a great distance and is an example of a 
moveable trunnion lift bridge. Historic movable bridges, both railroad and vehicular 
types, are becoming increasingly rare bridge types. The bridge is significant as an 
excellent example of a moveable trunnion lift bridge that includes a beam span and 
through plate girder. The bridge retains a high degree of historic integrity and is 
considered to be individually eligible for inclusion in the National Register under 
Criterion C in the category of Engineering.  
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The 
Movable Bridge over the St. Lucie River is considered a contributing historic resource to 
a FEC Railway linear historic district.  
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SITE NAME: Moveable Bridge over St. Lucie River 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
 



PHOTOGRAPH 



USGS QUADRANGLE MAP 

Location of 8MT1382 
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Page 1 
 
� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us

MT01623
5-21-2013
6-24-2013

8

Fixed Bridge over Rio Waterway 

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Rio Waterway

PALM CITY 1983

Stuart St. Lucie

37S 41E 32

5 7 3 7 0 8 3 0 1 0 6 6 4

1958

Unknown 

Railway bridge

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

N/A
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DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

MT01623

105

18

Other

Other

Wood
Timber piles

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com
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SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Rio Waterway 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Fixed Bridge over the Rio Waterway carries the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) 
over the Rio Waterway in Township 37 South, Range 41 East, Section 32 of the Palm 
City (1983) USGA quadrangle map in the vicinity of Stuart, St. Lucie County, Florida. It 
is located at mile post 259.95. This bridge was constructed in 1958 and is a trestle bridge 
constructed of steel. The substructure of the bridge consists of timber piles. It is 
approximately 105 feet in total length and is approximately 18 feet in width. The bridge 
is currently no longer in use.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
  
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure, and it exhibits a simple and 
utilitarian design. The Fixed Bridge over the Rio Waterway is not significant in terms of 
engineering and is not considered individually eligible for inclusion in the National 
Register. 
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge of the Rio Waterway is considered a contributing historic resource to a FEC 
Railway linear historic district.  
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SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Rio Waterway 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
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SKETCH MAP 
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� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us
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Fixed Bridge over Salerno Waterway

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Salerno Waterway

ST. LUCIE INLET 1983

38S 41E 

5 7 9 5 2 8 3 0 0 2 7 9 7

1958

Unknown 

Railway bridge

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

N/A
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DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

MT01624

1 70

1 30 16

Other
Concrete

Concrete

Concrete

Concrete Steel
Concrete filled steel pipe piles

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com
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SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Salerno Waterway 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Fixed Bridge over Salerno Waterway carries the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC) 
over the Salerno Waterway in Township 38 South, Range 41 East of the St. Lucie Inlet 
(1983) in Stuart, Martin County, Florida. It is located at mile marker 266.86. The bridge 
was constructed in 1958 and is an example of a fixed steel trestle bridge. This bridge runs 
roughly north to south and spans for approximately 70 feet with a main span of 
approximately 30 feet. The deck width is approximately 16 feet and the bridge width is 
approximately16 feet in width. The bridge features a single set of standard railroad 
tracks. The deck is open and the bridge abutments are concrete. The substructure consists 
of timber piles.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure, and exhibits a simple and 
utilitarian design. The Fixed Bridge over Salerno Waterway is not significant in terms of 
engineering and is not considered individually eligible for inclusion in the National 
Register.  
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge over Salerno Waterway is considered a contributing historic resource to a FEC 
Railway linear historic district.  
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SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Salerno Waterway 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
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� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us
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Fixed Bridge over Manatee Creek 1

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Tributary of Manatee Creek 1

ST. LUCIE INLET 1983

Stuart Martin

38S 41E 30

5 7 9 8 9 0 0 3 0 0 2 5 0

1962

Unknown 

Railway bridge

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

N/A



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

MT01625

3 107

3 40 10

Other
Wood

Other

Concrete

Wood Steel
Steel and timber piles

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com



PAGE 3                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8MT1625 
 

SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Manatee Creek 1 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Fixed Bridge over the Tributary to Manatee Creek 1 carries the Florida East Coast 
Railway (FEC) over the Tributary to Manatee Creek 1 in Township 38 South, Range 41 
East, Section 30 of the St. Lucie Inlet (1983) in Stuart, Martin County, Florida. It is 
located at mile post 267.34. The bridge was constructed in 1962 and is an example of a 
fixed steel trestle bridge. This bridge runs roughly north to south and spans for 
approximately 107 feet with a main span of approximately 40 feet. The deck width is 
approximately 10 feet and features a single set of standard railroad tracks. The bridge 
consists of three spans. The deck is open. The substructure consists of timber piles.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure, and it exhibits simple and 
utilitarian design. The Fixed Bridge over the Tributary to Manatee Creek 1 is not 
significant in terms of engineering and is not considered individually eligible for 
inclusion in the National Register.  
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge over the Tributary to Manatee Creek 1 is considered a contributing historic 
resource to a FEC Railway linear historic district.  



PAGE 4                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8MT1625 
 

SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Manatee Creek 1 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
 



PHOTOGRAPH 

SKETCH MAP 
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Page 1 
 
� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us

MT01626
5-22-2013
6-25-2013

11

Fixed Bridge over Manatee Creek 2

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Tributary over Manatee Creek 2

JUPITER 1983

Stuart Martin

38S 41E 30

5 8 0 4 7 5 3 0 0 2 0 4 1

1962

Unknown 

Railway bridge

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

N/A



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

MT01626

3 38

3 17 10

Other
Other

Wood

Concrete

Wood
Steel and timber piles

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com
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SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Tributary to Manatee Creek 2 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Fixed Bridge over the Tributary to Manatee Creek 2 carries the Florida East Coast 
Railway (FEC) over the Tributary to Manatee Creek 2 in Township 38 South, Range 41 
East, Section 30 of the St. Lucie Inlet (1983) in Stuart, Martin County, Florida. It is 
located at mile post 267.70. The bridge was constructed in 1962 and is an example of a 
fixed steel trestle bridge. This bridge runs roughly north to south and spans for 
approximately 38 feet with a main span of approximately 17 feet. There are three spans in 
total. The deck width is approximately 10 feet and features a single set of standard 
railroad tracks. The deck is open. The substructure consists of timber piles.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure, and it exhibits a simple and 
utilitarian design. The Fixed Bridge over the Tributary to Manatee Creek 2 is not 
significant in terms of engineering and is not considered individually eligible for 
inclusion in the National Register. 
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge over the Tributary to Manatee Creek 2 is considered a contributing historic 
resource to a FEC Railway linear historic district.  
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SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Tributary to Manatee Creek 2 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
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SKETCH MAP 
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Page 1 
 
� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)

 
 

HR6E052R0107  Florida Master Site File / Division of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 
 Phone (850) 245-6440 / Fax (850)245-6439 / E-mail: SiteFile@dos.state.fl.us

PB16041
5-20-2013
6-24-2013

14

Moveable Bridge over Loxahatchee River

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

REC Railway/Loxahatchee River

JUPITER 1983

Jupiter Palm Beach

40S 43E 31

5 9 0 2 5 0 2 9 8 0 8 9 9

1935

Previous railway bridge was at this location. 

Railway bridge

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

Masonry tender station at the NW side of the bridge

N/A



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

PB16041

588

30

Other

Concrete

Concrete

Aerial photographs

See continuations sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Engineering

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com
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SITE NAME: Moveable Bridge over Loxahatchee River 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The Moveable Bridge over the Loxahatchee River carries the Florida East Coast Railway 
(FEC) over the Loxahatchee in Township 40 South, 43 East, Section 31 of the Jupiter 
(1983) USGS quadrangle map in Jupiter, Palm Beach County, Florida. The bridge 
extends for approximately 588 feet, is approximately 30 feet in width, and was 
constructed in 1935. The bridge is a moveable trunnion lift with a deck plate girder and 
through plate girder. The bridge is located at mile post 282.58. A tender station is located 
at the NW side of the bridge which is constructed of concrete block and features a flat 
roof. This side of the bridge contains utilities. The bridge substructure consists of 
concrete piers. The deck is open and the bridge continues to be active.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a movable structure which spans a substantial 
waterway and is an example of a movable trunnion lift bridge with a deck plate girder 
and through plate girder. Historic movable bridges, both railroad and vehicular types, are 
becoming increasingly rare bridge types. The bridge is significant as an excellent 
example of a movable trunnion lift bridge which spans a substantial waterway. The 
bridge retains a high degree of historic integrity. This bridge is considered to be 
individually eligible for listing in the National Register under Criterion C in the category 
of Engineering.  
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The 
Movable Bridge over Loxahatchee River is considered a contributing historic resource to 
a FEC Railway linear historic district.  
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SITE NAME: Moveable Bridge over Loxahatchee River 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 



PHOTOGRAPH 

SKETCH MAP 



USGS QUADRANGLE MAP 

Location of 8PB16041 
USGS Quadrangle: Jupiter (1948 PR 1983) 
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Page 1 
 
� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)
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Fixed Bridge over Taylor Creek

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

FEC Railway/Taylor Creek

FORT PIERCE 1983

Fort Pierce St. Lucie

35S 40E 3

5 6 6 2 0 2 3 0 3 8 2 5 2

1961

Unknown 

Railway bridge

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheets

N/A

N/A



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

SL03191

8 215

8 27

Other
Concrete

Concrete

Concrete

Concrete
Concrete piles

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Community planning & development

Transportation

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com
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SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Taylor Creek 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
This Fixed Bridge over Taylor Creek carries the Florida East Coast Railway over the 
Taylor Creek in Township 35 South, Range 40 South, Section 3 of the Fort Pierce (1983) 
USGS quadrangle map in Fort Pierce, St. Lucie County, Florida. This fixed bridge was 
constructed in 1961 and runs north to south and is directly east of the Old Dixie 
Highway. It is further located at mile post 240.1. The bridge is a concrete and trestle 
beam span and is constructed of concrete. The bridge is approximately 215 feet in total 
length with a concrete deck and concrete piles. The bridge is approximately 27 feet in 
length. The bridge features eight spans a single standard set of railroad tracks over gravel 
ballast. At the center of the bridge is a steel beam span. Abutments are concrete and pier 
system consists of concrete piles.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
  
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure, and it exhibits a simple and 
utilitarian design. The Fixed Bridge over Taylor Creek is not significant in terms of 
engineering and is not considered individually eligible for inclusion in the National 
Register.   
 
The FEC Railway retains historical importance due to its associations with development 
and transportation of the east coast of Florida. The FEC Railway is considered eligible 
for listing in the National Register as a linear historic district under Criterion A in the 
categories of Transportation and Community Planning and Development. The bridge 
within the current APE is part of many that comprise the overall FEC system. The Fixed 
Bridge over Taylor Creek is considered a contributing historic resource to a FEC Railway 
linear historic district.  



PAGE 4                        SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS SITE 8SL3191 
 

SITE NAME: Fixed Bridge over Taylor Creek 

C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
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SKETCH MAP 
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Page 1 
 
� Original 
� Update 

Site #8 ___________________ 
Field Date ________________ 
Form Date ________________ 
Recorder # ________________ 
FDOT Bridge # _____________

HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0  1/07 

Consult Guide to the Historical Bridge Form for detailed instructions 
 
Bridge Name(s) ____________________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing (DHR only) __________  
Project Name ______________________________________________________________________  Survey # (DHR only) _______________  
Ownership: �private-profit   �private-nonprofit   �private-individual �private-nonspecific   �city   �county   �state   �federal   �Native American �foreign    �unknown

LOCATION & MAPPING  

Route(s) Carried/Feature(s) Crossed ____________________________________________________________________________________  
USGS 7.5 Map Name_____________________________________  USGS Date ______  Plat or Other Map ___________________________  
City/Town (within 3 miles) __________________________ In City Limits? �yes �no �unknown County _____________________________  
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   �Irregular-name: _____________________
Township _______ Range _______ Section _______  ¼ section: �NW �SW    �SE �NE   
Landgrant ______________________________________________   Tax Parcel #________________________________________________  
UTM Coordinates: Zone �16 �17 Easting                           Northing
Other Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________  Coordinate System & Datum __________________________________  
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)__________________________________________________________________________________________  
 

HISTORY
 
Year Built ____________   �approximately �year listed or earlier �year listed or later 
Still in use?   �yes �no � restricted use (describe) ______________________________________________________________________  
Prior Fords, Ferries, or Bridges at this Location ____________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bridge Use: original and current with dates (standard descriptions:  auto, railway, pedestrian, fishing pier, abandoned) ________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Ownership history____________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Designers/Engineers _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Builders/Contractors  _________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Text of Plaque or Inscription ___________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Narrative History (How did bridge come to be built? How was it financed?, etc.) _____________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DESCRIPTION
 
GENERAL
Overall Bridge Design   1.___________________________________________   2. ______________________________________________  
Overall Condition �excellent    �good �fair �deteriorated    �ruinous
Style and Decorative Details __________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Tender Station Description____________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Alterations: Dates and Descriptions ____________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY 
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: �yes    �no �insufficient info Date ______________      Init.________ 
   ______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  �yes    �no      Date ______________ 
� Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   �a     �b �c �d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2)
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Bridge over "C" Avenue

CRAR of the AAF Passenger Rail (Orlando to WPB)

"C" Avenue/FEC Railway

FORT PIERCE 1983

Fort Pierce St. Lucie

35S 40E 10

5 6 6 5 8 2 3 0 3 6 5 5 5

1912

Unknown  

Railway

FEC Railway

Unknown 

Unknown 

N/A

See continuation sheet

Other

See continuation sheet

N/A

The superstructure of the bridge was reconstructed in 2003 but the substructure 

of the bridge dates to circa 1912.



Page 2 HISTORICAL BRIDGE FORM Site #8 _______________

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
 
SUPERSTRUCTURE
Spans:  Number ________  Total Length(ft) _______ 
Main Spans:  Number _______  Length(ft) ________  Width(ft) ________  Roadway width(ft) ________ 
Main Span Design ______________________________________  
Main Span Materials 1._______________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Approach Spans:  Number________  Length(ft)________  Width(ft)________  Roadway width(ft)________ 
Approach Span Design ____________________________________  
Approach Span Materials 1._____________________________________   2. ________________________________________ 
Deck Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. ______________________________________  

 
SUBSTRUCTURE
Abutment Materials 1. __________________________________   2. _____________________________________ 
Abutment Description________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Pier Materials 1. ___________________________________   2. _______________________________________  
Pier Description ____________________________________________________________________________________________________  

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

� FDOT database search � Fla. Archives / photo collection � newspaper files � informal archaeological inspection 
� HABS/HAER record search � property appraiser / tax records  � city directory � formal archaeological survey 
� FMSF record search (sites/surveys) � library research � Public Lands Survey (DEP) � cultural resource survey  
� Other methods (specify)_______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use separate sheet if needed) __________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Potentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? �yes �no �insufficient information
Potentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? �yes �no �insufficient information
Explanation of Evaluation (required, use separate sheet if needed) ___________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

Area(s) of historical significance (See National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1.___________________________________    3.___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2.___________________________________    4.___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION
 
Accessible Documentation Not Filed with the Site File - including field & analysis notes, photos, plans, other important documents 

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  1)

Document type __________________________________________  Maintaining organization _________________________________________  
Document description _______________________________________  File or accession #’s ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 
Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation ______________________________________________   
Recorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail) 

 � USGS 7.5’ TOPO MAP WITH BRIDGE LOCATION MARKED 
 � PHOTO OF BRIDGE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
 If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required 
Attachments 

SL03192

2 44

2 25 15

Other
Concrete

Concrete

Concrete

Concrete
Concrete shafts

Aerial photographs

See continuation sheet

Field notes Janus Research

Field maps Janus Research

Janus Research Janus Research

1107 N. Ward St., Tampa FL 33607 / (813) 636-8200 / janus@janus-research.com
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SITE NAME: Bridge over “C” Avenue 

A. NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITE 
 
The fixed Bridge over “C” Avenue carries the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railway over 
“C” Avenue is located in Township 38 South, Range 40 East, Section 10 of the Ft. Pierce 
(1983) USGS quadrangle map in Fort Pierce, St. Lucie County, Florida. The bridge runs 
north to south and is located at mile post 241.22. It was constructed circa 1912 but, the 
superstructure of the bridge was replaced in 2003. The substructure of the bridge dates to 
the 1912 bridge. The bridge is an example of a Concrete Double Box Beam bridge and is 
approximately 44 feet in length and approximately 15 feet in width. The bridge features 
two spans which are approximately 25 feet in length. The deck of the bridge is concrete 
and features a single standard railway track over gravel ballast. The substructure of the 
bridge consists of concrete shafts.  
 
B. DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
Railway magnate Henry M. Flagler’s East Coast Lines (ECL) mainline extended south 
from Jacksonville to Daytona in 1889. Flagler incorporated the Florida Coast & Gulf 
Railway Company in 1892 and extended his tracks south to New Smyrna. Flagler 
organized the Jacksonville, St. Augustine, and Indian River Railway to lengthen the 
tracks to Lake Worth that same year. The railway, following an inland route parallel to 
the Intracoastal Waterway, reached West Palm Beach in 1893, the same year Flagler filed 
the original plat for that town. In 1894, Flagler reorganized his east coast railway 
companies into the FEC Railway. The railway was soon carrying the bulk of building 
materials, tourists, workers, and settlers to the new towns along the corridor. Flagler 
extended the FEC Railway further south, reaching Miami in 1896.  
 
The evaluation of the bridges within the FEC Corridor Main Line ROW for this project is 
consistent with the methods developed with the State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO)/Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) for the 2010 FEC Amtrak 
Passenger Rail project. This bridge is a fixed structure and the superstructure of the 
bridge is non-historic. While the substructure of the bridge dates to circa 1912, the non-
historic modern superstructure replacement affects the historic integrity of this resource. 
Due to this non-historic portion of the bridge it is ineligible for listing in the National 
Register individually or as part of a historic district. 
 
C. HISTORY AND BIBLIOGRAPHY OF PAST WORK AT SITE 
 
Mann, R. W.  
1983 Rails ‘Neath the Palms. Darwin Publications, Burbank, California. 
 



PHOTOGRAPH 



USGS QUADRANGLE MAP 

Location of 8SL3192 
USGS Quadrangle: Ft. Pierce (1949 PR 1983) 
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APPENDIX D: 
 

AERIAL MAPPING SHOWING THE AIRPORT RAILWAY ALIGNMENT 
AND VMF APE AND THE LOCATIONS OF CULTURAL RESOURCES 

IDENTIFIED WITHIN THE AIRPORT RAILWAY ALIGNMENT 
AND VMF APE
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APPENDIX E: 
 

AERIAL MAPPING SHOWING THE EAST-WEST CORRIDOR APE  
AND THE LOCATIONS OF CULTURAL RESOURCES IDENTIFIED  

WITHIN THE EAST-WEST CORRIDOR APE 
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The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t------------------..... north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County Map 1 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 
.. II IMeters 
0 50 IS:SJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1------------------.....f north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County Map2 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 
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The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t--------------------1 north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County Map 3 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
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The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t------------------...o~ north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County Map4 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 
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The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t------------------...o~ north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County MapS considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~..,;.,;;;,.;.,;.~ Newly Recorded 
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D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G._ .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
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Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor 

The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
...,.. _________________ ....,. north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County Map6 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G .. .. Feet 
0 150 
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1.1 l.j I Meters 
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The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t------------------...o~ north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County Map7 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~..,;.,;;;,.;.,;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G._ .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 IS::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t--------------------1 north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County MapS considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~..,;.,;;;,.;.,;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G ~llt:::j• 
0 Historic Structure 

IS::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
L.l 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t--------------------1 north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County Map9 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~..,;.,;;;,.;.,;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G._ .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 IS::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t--------------------1 north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County Map 10 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~..,;.,;;;,.;.,;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G._ .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 IS::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t--------------------1 north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County Map 11 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~..,;.,;;;,.;.,;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G._ .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 IS::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor 

The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
...,.. _________________ ....,. north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Brevard County Map 12 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G .. .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 
1.1 l.j I Meters 
0 50 rs::sJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t--------------------1 north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange and Brevard Counties Map 13 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~,..;..;;;..;...;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G._ .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 IS::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE oonsisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1------------------.....f north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map 14 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the oommon 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

las ROO I Previously Recorded ~ _-~ 150-Foot Buffer 

laBROO I Newly Recorded 0 Historic Structure 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential 

Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 

0 Proposed ROW ISSJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

e Negative Shovel Test e .. .. Feet 
0 150 

1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 



The archaeological and historic resources APE oonsisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1------------------.....f north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map 15 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the oommon 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

las ROO I Previously Recorded ~ _-~ 150-Foot Buffer 

laBROO I Newly Recorded 0 Historic Structure 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential 

Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 

0 Proposed ROW ISSJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

e Negative Shovel Test e .. .. Feet 
0 150 

1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 



The archaeological and historic resources APE oonsisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1------------------.....f north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map 16 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the oommon 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

las ROO I Previously Recorded ~ _-~ 150-Foot Buffer 

laBROO I Newly Recorded 0 Historic Structure 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential 

Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 

0 Proposed ROW ISSJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

e Negative Shovel Test e .. .. Feet 
0 150 

1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1--------------------1 north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map 17 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 o....;,.;;;,.;.,;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G~ .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 
1.1 ~ I Meters 
0 50 IS::sJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t------------------....,. north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map 18 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

lsBROO I Previously Recorded ~ _-~ 150-Foot Buffer 

lsBROO I Newly Recorded 0 Historic Structure 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential 

Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 

0 Proposed ROW IS::sJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

e Negative Shovel Test 9 .. .... Feet 
0 150 

1.1 l.j I Meters 
0 50 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1------------------_. north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map 19 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

laB ROO I Previously Recorded ; _-~ 150-Foot Buffer 

laB ROO I Newly Recorded 0 Historic Structure 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential 

Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 

0 Proposed ROW ISS) Historic Resource Group II Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

e Negative Shovel Test e .. .. Feet 
0 150 

~ 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1------------------_. north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map 20 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

laB ROO I Previously Recorded ; _-~ 150-Foot Buffer 

laB ROO I Newly Recorded 0 Historic Structure 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential 

Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 

0 Proposed ROW ISS) Historic Resource Group II Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

e Negative Shovel Test e .. .. Feet 
0 150 

~ 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 



The archaeological and historic resources APE oonsisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1------------------.....f north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map 21 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the oommon 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

las ROO I Previously Recorded ~ _-~ 150-Foot Buffer 

laBROO I Newly Recorded 0 Historic Structure 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential 

Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 

0 Proposed ROW ISSJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

e Negative Shovel Test e .. .. Feet 
0 150 

1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t--------------------1 north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map22 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G .. .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 
1.1 l.j I Meters 
0 50 rs::sJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor 

The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
...,.. _________________ ....,. north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map23 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G .. .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 
1.1 l.j I Meters 
0 50 rs::sJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t------------------...o~ north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map24 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~,..;..;;;..;...;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G._ .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 IS::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t------------------...o~ north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map25 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~..,;.,;;;,.;.,;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G._ .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 IS::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor 

The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
...,.. _________________ ....,. north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map26 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G .. .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 
1.1 l.j I Meters 
0 50 rs::sJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t------------------...,. north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map27 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

IBBROO I Previously Recorded ; : ~ 150-Foot Buffer D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential 

lsBROO I Newly Recorded O Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 

0 Proposed ROW [SJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

e Negative Shovel Test e .. .. Feet 
0 150 

1.1 l.j I Meters 
0 50 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t--------------------1 north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map28 considered the existing SR 528 facil ity as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~,..;..;;;..;...;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test G._ .. Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 IS::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t------------------...o~ north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map29 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 

1 ~,..;..;;;..;...;.~ Newly Recorded 

D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate S~e Potential 
L.l 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 IS::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



Note: Access to a portion of the East-West Corridor located within one private landowner's property (outlined in black) was not 
yet coordinated during the current survey. Once access is coordinated, a supplemental addendum report will be completed to 
document the results of pedestrian survey and subsurface testing conducted within this portion of the East-West Corridor. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor 

The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

lsBROO I Previously Recorded ; : ~ 150-Foot Buffer 

IBBROO I Newly Recorded 0 Historic Structure 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential 

Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1------------------...., north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map30 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 0 Proposed ROW rs:sJ Historic Resource Group II Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

e Negative ShoveiTest e .. .. Feet 
0 150 

1.1 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 



Note: Access to a portion of the East-West Corridor located within one private landowner's property (outlined in black) was not 
yet coordinated during the current survey. Once access is coordinated, a supplemental addendum report will be completed to 
document the results of pedestrian survey and subsurface testing conducted within this portion of the East-West Corridor. 

The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1------------------......, north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map 31 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test e .. .. Feet 
0 150 

; - I 150-Foot Buffer - .. 
0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 

~ 1.1 I Meters 
0 50 ISSJ Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



Note: Access to a portion of the East-West Corridor located within one private landowner's property (outlined in black) was not 
yet coordinated during the current survey. Once access is coordinated, a supplemental addendum report will be completed to 
document the results of pedestrian survey and subsurface testing conducted within this portion of the East-West Corridor. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor 

The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

laBROO I Previously Recorded 1• - 1 150-Foot Buffer -.. 
laB ROO I Newly Recorded 0 Historic Structure 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential 

Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
t------------------...,. north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map 32 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. 0 Proposed ROW rs:::sJ Historic Resource Group Ill Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 

e Negative Shovel Test a .. .. Feet 
0 150 

~ ~ I Meters 
0 50 



Note: Access to a portion of the East-West Corridor located within one private landowner's property (outlined in black) was not 
yet coordinated during the current survey. Once access is coordinated, a supplemental addendum report will be completed to 
document the results of pedestrian survey and subsurface testing conducted within this portion of the East-West Corridor. 

The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
the footprint of all alternatives. The historic resources APE 
also included an area of 150 feet from the proposed ROW. 

Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor When the limits of disturbance were located entirely south or 
1------------------...... north of the existing SR 528 ROW, the historic resources APE 

Orange County Map33 considered the existing SR 528 facility as a logical boundary. 

Note: Shovel testing was limited to 
Alternative E and the common 

elements on both the eastern and 
western ends of the East-West 

Corridor with the expectation that 
this would be the preferred alternative. D Proposed ROW 

D Historic Linear Resource 0 High Site Potential e Negative Shovel Test a~ ...- Feet 
0 150 

0 Historic Structure Previously Surveyed Moderate Site Potential 
1.1 ~ I Meters 
0 50 [SSI Historic Resource Group - Within FEC ROW 0 Low Site Potential 



Locations of Shovel Tests, Archaeological Site 
Potental, and Identified Cultural Resources within 
the Archaeological and Historic Resources APE 

Established for the East-West Corridor 

The archaeological and historic resources APE consisted of 
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APPENDIX F: 
 

AERIAL MAPPING SHOWING THE NORTH-SOUTH CORRIDOR APE, THE 
LOCATIONS OF CULTURAL RESOURCES LOCATED WITHIN THE ROW 

(DIRECT APE), AND THE LOCATIONS OF SIGNIFICANT CULTURAL 
RESOURCES LOCATED ADJACENT TO THE ROW (INDIRECT APE)
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FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 2 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW . -. Related Resource 

D historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
historic resources adjacent to 

the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 

Ill of 150 feet were also identified Crossing Adjacent to 
Historic District/ 

Archaeological Zone 
through background research G o Feet Map <> Significant or Considered 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 3 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 4 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
historic resources adjacent to 

the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 

Ill of 150 feet were also identified Crossing Adjacent to 
Historic District/ 

Archaeological Zone 
through background research G o Feet Map <> Significant or Considered 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 5 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 

.. -. Related Resource 

l:SI historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to II Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic DistricV through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 6 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 7 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 8 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 9 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 10 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 11 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 12 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 13 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 14 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 15 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 16 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 17 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 18 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 19 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 20 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 21 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 22 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 23 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 24 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW . -. Related Resource 

D historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 25 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 26 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 

.. -. Related Resource 

131 historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 27 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 

.. -. Related Resource 

D historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 28 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 29 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 30 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County • Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 31 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 32 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW . -. Related Resource 

D historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent ·-- 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet • Historic Building 

D historic resources adjacent to 
Adjacent Parcel 

' 
Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Brevard & Indian River Counties Historic Bridge 

Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 
of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 33 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 34 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 35 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 36 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 

.. -. Related Resource 

D historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 37 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
historic resources adjacent to 

' Historic Bridge the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County 

Ill of 150 feet were also identified Crossing Adjacent to 
Historic OistricU 

Archaeological Zone 
through background research G o Feet Map <> Significant or Considered 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 38 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW .. - Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
I 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
historic resources adjacent to 

Historic Bridge the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County 

Crossing Adjacent to Archaeological Zone 
of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered I!] Historic DistricU through background research Go Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 39 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 40 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 41 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 42 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 43 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer D Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 44 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 45 



• Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 

.. -. D historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 46 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 47 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 48 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Indian River & St. Lucie Counties ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 49 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 50 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 51 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW .. - Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
I 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
historic resources adjacent to 

Historic Bridge the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County 

Crossing Adjacent to Archaeological Zone 
of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered I!] Historic DistricU through background research Go Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 52 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 53 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW .. - Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
I 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
historic resources adjacent to 

Historic Bridge the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County 

Crossing Adjacent to Archaeological Zone 
of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered I!] Historic DistricU through background research Go Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 54 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW .. - Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
I 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
historic resources adjacent to 

Historic Bridge the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County 

Crossing Adjacent to Archaeological Zone 
of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered I!] Historic DistricU through background research Go Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 55 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource 
Related Resource . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
Historic Bridge 

Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 
<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ 

Significant District Resource Group 

Note: The archaeological and 
historic APE are limited to the 
existing FEC ROW. Significant 
historic resources adjacent to 

the FEC ROW within a minimum 
of 150 feet were also identified 
through background research 
and reconnaissance survey. 

Casa Del Rio 
2513 South Indian River Drive 

(8SL932) 

Phelps, Babe House 
2521 South Indian River Drive 

(8SL933) 

Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 

to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet 

St. Lucie County 

G o Feet Map 
300 600 56 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 57 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 58 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 59 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 60 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource 

.. -. Related Resource 

131 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
Historic Bridge 

Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 
<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ 

Significant District Resource Group 

Note: The archaeological and 
historic APE are limited to the 
existing FEC ROW. Significant 
historic resources adjacent to 

the FEC ROW within a minimum 
of 150 feet were also identified 
through background research 
and reconnaissance survey. 

9015 South Indian River Drive 
(8SL220) 

Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 

to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet 

St. Lucie County 

G o Feet Map 
300 600 61 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 62 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 63 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW .. - Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
I 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
historic resources adjacent to 

Historic Bridge the FEC ROW within a minimum St. Lucie and Martin Counties 

Crossing Adjacent to Archaeological Zone 
of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered I!] Historic DistricU through background research Go Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 64 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 65 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW . -. Related Resource 

D historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 66 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 

.. -. Related Resource 

D historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 67 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 

.. -. Related Resource 

D historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 68 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 69 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 70 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 71 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 72 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 73 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 74 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 75 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 76 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 77 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 78 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. - [S) I 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery ex isting FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
historic resources adjacent to 

Historic Bridge the FEC ROW with in a minimum Martin County 

Crossing Adjacent to Archaeological Zone 
of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered I!] Historic DistricU through background research Go Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 79 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 

.. -. Related Resource 

131 historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 80 



D FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail D Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 

.. -. Related Resource 

D historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent 
150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 81 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin County Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 82 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site 
historic resources adjacent to 

' Historic Bridge the FEC ROW within a minimum Martin & Palm Beach Counties 

Ill of 150 feet were also identified Crossing Adjacent to 
Historic OistricU 

Archaeological Zone 
through background research G o Feet Map <> Significant or Considered 

Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 83 Significant District 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent .. -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Palm Beach County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 

Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 84 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Palm Beach County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to Ill Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic OistricU through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 85 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
Related Resource historic APE are limited to the and Significant Historic Resources Adjacent . -. 150-Foot Buffer Historic Cemetery existing FEC ROW. Significant to the FEC ROW within a Minimum of 150 feet ·-- • Historic Building 

historic resources adjacent to D Adjacent Parcel Archaeological Site the FEC ROW within a minimum Palm Beach County ' Historic Bridge 
Crossing Adjacent to II Archaeological Zone 

of 150 feet were also identified 

<> Significant or Considered Historic District/ through background research G o Feet Map 
Significant District Resource Group and reconnaissance survey. 300 600 86 



FEC ROW • Historic Station/Rail Historic Linear Resource Note: The archaeological and Cultural Resources within the FEC ROW 
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CULTURAL PREHISTORY 

Aboriginal peoples have inhabited Florida for at least 14,000 years. The earliest cultural stages are 
pan-Florida in extent while later cultures exhibited differing cultural traits in the various 
archaeological areas of the state. Jerald Milanich (1994; Milanich and Fairbanks 1980) has 
synthesized the earlier work of John Goggin (1947, 1949, 1952), Irving Rouse (1951), Ripley 
Bullen (1972), Russo (1988; Russo et al. 1989; Russo and Ste. Claire 1992), Ste. Claire 1990 and 
others in East and Central Florida. His chronology will be followed in this brief overview. This 
prehistoric overview will serve as a framework for understanding and evaluating any sites located 
by the survey. 

The South Terminal Complex project area is located in the East and Central archaeological region 
(Figure 2) as defined by Milanich and Fairbanks (1980:22) and Milanich (1994:xix). The area was 
occupied prehistorically by aboriginal groups sharing similar customs, traditions and technologies. 
Although regional variations in cultural practices existed, there are enough similarities between 
these different groups to enable archaeologists to classify the region as a single area (Russo et al. 
1989). 

The East and Central archaeological region extends from the St. Marys River on the north to the 
vicinity of Vero Beach on the Atlantic Coast, and includes the St. Johns River drainage system and 
most of the coastal lagoon. Although the southern interior boundary is rather vague, recent 
investigations (Austin 1987, 1992) suggest that it is in the vicinity of Lake Tohopekaliga in Osceola 
County. 

Paleoindian Stage 

The earliest stage of prehistoric cultural development, the Paleoindian, dates from the time humans 
first arrived in Florida until about 7500 B. C. The climate of the region was cooler and drier than at 
present and the level of the sea was as much as 35 m (115 feet) lower (Milanich and Fairbanks 
1980:37). The greatest density of known Paleoindian sites in Florida is associated with rivers in the 
north-central part of the state, although rising sea levels have probably inundated early coastal sites 
making their discovery difficult (Rouse 1951 :21-30; Scholl et al. 1969; Ruppe 1980). 

The prevailing view of Paleoindian existence, based on the uniformity of the known stone tool 
assemblage and the small size of many of the known sites, is that of a nomadic lifestyle with 
subsistence activities based on hunting and gathering (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980:35-42). 
Excavations in Hillsborough County, however, have contributed to the development of increasingly 
sophisticated models of early hunter-gatherer settlement (e.g., Daniel 1985; Daniel and Wisenbaker 
1987; Chance 1983) which take into account the adaptive responses of human populations to both 
short and long term environmental change. These models suggest that some Paleoindian groups 
may have practiced a more sedentary lifestyle than had previously been believed (Daniel 1985:264). 
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Two controversial early aboriginal sites are located on the coastal strand southeast of the project 
area, 8IR9 in Vero Beach and 8BR44 in Melbourne. At both sites human remains were reported in 
association with the bones of extinct Pleistocene animals (Gidley and Loomis 1926; Sellards 1940). 
This association was disputed by Hrdlicka (1907, 1918) and later by Rouse (1950, 1951:223) who 
felt the human remains were intrusive into the Pleistocene stratum. More recent examination of the 
human crania (Stewart in Milanich and Fairbanks 1980:5) and comparisons with those from the 
Warm Mineral Springs site in Sarasota County seem to support a Paleoindian period date for the 
Vero and Melbourne finds (Cockrell and Murphy 1978:7-8), although a final determination has 
not, as yet, been made. 

One Paleoindian site has been excavated in the region. A Paleoindian tool assemblage including 
lanceolate-shaped projectile points has been recovered from the Lake Hell 'n Blazes site located 
near the headwaters of the St. Johns River (Edwards 1954). Isolated finds of lanceolate-shaped 
projectile points have been reported in the region including a Suwannee projectile point recovered 
during dredging of Soldiers Creek in Seminole County (Stewart and Dreves 1980). 

The relative lack of Paleoindian sites in east central Florida has been linked to environmental 
constraints imposed by a lower sea level and drier climate, or to subsequent rising sea levels that 
may have inundated or destroyed early coastal sites. 

Archaic Stage 

The Archaic stage of cultural development was characterized by a shift in adaptive strategies 
stimulated by the onset of the Holocene and the establishment of increasingly modem climate and 
biota. It is generally believed to have begun in Florida around 7500 B.C. (Milanich and Fairbanks 
1980:48). This stage is further characterized by an efficient, seasonal exploitation of a wider range 
of food resources including deer and other small game, hardwood nuts, and mollusks, and a larger 
but less carefully worked stone tool assemblage. Archaic Native American groups are thought to 
have used a more restricted territory than their Paleoindian predecessors, with some groups leading 
at least a semi-sedentary existence. Archaic site types include base camps, hunting camps, 
butchering sites, quarries, and cemeteries. An Early Archaic component is present at the Zellwood 
site on the shore of Lake Apopka (Dreves 1974) and at the Nalcrest site at Lake Weohyakapka in 
Polk County (Bullen and Beilman 1973). 

An important Early Archaic site in east central Florida is the Windover site near Titusville in 
Brevard County. This site consists of a prehistoric cemetery in a small pond and is the most 
thoroughly excavated early site in east central Florida. In addition to well preserved human 
remains, normally perishable items of bone, wood, shell and fabric were also preserved. 
Radiocarbon dates indicate that the interments were made roughly 8000 years ago, 6000 B.C. 
(Doran and Dickel1988). 



-
-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

14 

Mount Taylor Phase 

By 4000 B.C. Archaic hunter/gatherers were spending much of the year in villages along the St. 
Johns River and its tributaries. This phase of Archaic development, known as the Mount Taylor 
phase after the type site in Volusia County (Goggin 1952), is characterized by the dietary 
importance of freshwater snails (Cumbaa 1976), and the use of stemmed projectile points with 
triangular blades, as well as bone points and tools. Excavations at the Tick Island site, also in 
Volusia County, revealed a mass burial in a midden perhaps associated with a charnel house, an 
early instance of such a blll'ial pattern (Jahn and Bullen 1978). The Hunter's Creek site in Orange 
County is an important Archaic period site located east of the project area (Stewart 1987). 

Recent surveys and excavations suggest that Middle Archaic peoples were also exploiting coastal 
resources to a greater degree than previously believed (Ste. Claire 1989). The Gautier site, a 
village and cemetery complex near Cocoa Beach in Brevard County, probably represents a long 
term occupation during the Middle and Late Archaic periods (Carr 1981; Sigler-Eisenberg 1984). 

Orange Phase 

The introduction of a crude fiber-tempered pottery into the artifact assemblage of the Archaic 
aboriginals marks the beginning of the Orange phase around 2000 B.C. The tool assemblage of the 
Orange phase resembles that of the Mount Taylor phase with the addition of pottery and evidence 
of basketry and matting as seen in the impressions on clay pot bottoms (Milanich and Fairbanks 
1980:155). 

The basic hunting-foraging subsistence pattern of the Archaic stage continued, with a shift to 
marine shellfish occurring as the snail beds were gradually depleted. By Orange ill times, ca. 
1450-1250 B.C., occupation of the Atlantic Coastal strand had increased significantly. This shift in 
prehistoric settlement and subsistence strategies is documented at the Summer Haven site in St. 
Johns County and the Cotten site in Volusia County (Bullen and Bullen 1961; Bullen 1972). Other 
sites containing an Orange component include the Duda Ranch Mound, Bluffton and Sunday Bluff 
sites along the St. Johns River (Knoderer 1972; Bullen 1955, 1969, 1972), and the Alexander 
Springs Midden, the Silver Glen Springs site and the Aston Midden in the interior (FMSF). 

Woodland Stage 

During the late Orange phase, also known as the Florida Transitional Period (1200-500 B.C.), 
changes in pottery and technology occurred in Florida which mark the beginning of the Woodland 
Stage. A decline in the use of fiber (Spanish moss) and an increase in the use of sand as a 
tempering agent in ceramics occurred during this period. The temperless St. Johns ceramic series 
also begins to appear at this time, and three different projectile point styles, basally-notched, 
comer-notched, and stemmed, all occur in relatively contemporaneous contexts. This profusion of 
ceramic and tool traditions is indicative of population movement and social interaction between 
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culture areas. Other changes include the possible use of domesticated plants, such as maize and 
some gourds (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980: 155). 

St. Johns Culture Sequence 

Milanich and Fairbanks (1980:20) state that "The Formative Stage, denoting a beginning of formal, 
settled communities, with the gradual development of more complex forms of political and 
religious community organization, is marked by a great deal more regional diversity than the earlier 
stages." This regional diversity, due primarily to local adaptation to varied ecological conditions 
within the state, has traditionally been described in terms of cultural periods based on variations in 
ceramic types. The ceramic tradition for Central and East Florida is known as the St. Johns cultural 
tradition and is divided into the following periods: St. Johns I (500 B.C.-A.D.100), St. Johns Ia 
(A.D. 100-500), St. Johns Ib (A.D.500-800), St. Johns ITa (A.D. 800-1300), St. Johns IIb (A.D. 
1300-1513), and St. Johns IIc (A.D. 1513-1565). 

It has been assumed that the basic settlement and subsistence pattern of seasonal movement between 
the coast and river valley established during the Orange phase continued during the early St. Johns 
period. Oysters, thought to be newly abundant in the coastal lagoons because of rising sea levels, 
joined coquinas as a major dietary staple during St. Johns I times. However, recent excavations at 
the Edgewater Landings sites by Russo et al. (1989) suggest that human groups during the St. Johns 
period may have inhabited the coast on a more permanent basis. Limited horticulture is also 
assumed (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980:157-160; Martinez 1977:15), but as Russo (1989:109) 
notes, there is no convincing evidence for prehistoric horticulture in east central Florida despite 
concerted attempts to look for it. 

Low burial mounds appear for the first time during St. Johns I period. The pottery is the 
temperless St. Johns ware, both plain and incised, constructed by the coil method. The presence of 
ceramics diagnostic of the Deptford culture indicates interaction with contemporaneous groups 
living on the west coast and along the southern Georgia coast. 

The St. Johns Ia period is marked by the appearance of Hopewellian-Y ent objects in burial mounds. 
St. Johns plain and Dunns Creek Red are common pottery types with Swift Creek ceramic 
attributes replacing Deptford ones toward the end of the period. Excavations at the Ross Hammock 
mound in Volusia County provided information on mound construction and burial practices (Bullen 
et al. 1967). Interaction with Weeden Island cultures to the northwest during the St. Johns Ib 
period is apparent from the occurrence of Weeden Island pottery in burial mounds. Village pottery 
appears to be limited to St. Johns plain ware, although few village sites have been excavated. 

The diagnostic marker for the St. Johns Ila period is St. Johns check-stamped pottery. Burial 
mounds are common and the most extensive occupation of the coastal lagoons occurred during this 
time. Continued interaction with the Weeden Island cultures is evidenced by late Weeden Island 
pottery types and/or copies recovered from some mounds (Rouse 1951:254; Milanich and 
Fairbanks 1980:148, 159). Excavated sites of this period include the Walker Point Mound in 
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Nassau County (Hemmings and Deagan 1973) and the Grant Mound (Benton 1981). The latter site 
has added significantly to our knowledge of burial ceremonialism and village life during this time. 

St. Johns lib, the late prehistoric period, is characterized by the appearance of some southeastern 
Mississippian traits, presumably resulting from socio-religious interaction with the Fort Walton and 
Safety Harbor cultures of Florida. Large ceremonial sites, such as the Mt. Royal, Shields and 
Thursby mounds, located along the St. Johns River were excavated by C.B. Moore (1894a, 1894b) 
in the 1890s and subsequently interpreted by Goggin (1952). Habitation sites dating to this period 
have been reported near Lake Mizell (Swindell eta!. 1977). The use of St. Johns check-stamped 
pottery continued with trade wares and Southern Cult objects occurring in mounds. 

St. Johns lie is the designation for the contact or protohistoric period which is marked by the 
introduction of European artifacts in some of the mounds. Ethno-historic accounts describe the 
historic tribes who Jived in the area as the Acuera of the Eastern Timucua (Deagan 1978). 
Hunting, gathering and shellfish collecting continued as the primary subsistence mode 
supplemented by the cultivation of com, beans, tobacco and other crops. Villages were located near 
freshwater streams or lakes and were ruled over by a chief. Research has revealed only one mound 
used by the Acuera, the Fort Mason Mound on the Oklawaha River, which contains European trade 
goods in association with the burials (Moore 1896; Deagan 1978). 

Protohistoric Stage 

The arrival of the Spanish during the early 1500s initiated a period of profound social and cultural 
upheaval among the indigenous aboriginal cultures inhabiting the state. Many traditional ways of 
life were destroyed or abandoned, while the remaining cultures were modified by the acquisition of 
Spanish traits and adaptation to the presence of a new and dominant culture. 

Three Native American ethic groups were known to inhabit east central Florida at the time of 
Spanish contact: the Ais, the Mayaca, and the Jororo. The Ais lived along the east coast and were 
closely involved with the Spanish. They inhabited the coastal strand and Indian River areas at this 
time. They apparently mixed indigenous hunting/gathering/fishing economy with the salvaging of 
Spanish shipwrecks. The Mayaca lived along the St. Johns River, and the Jororo lived further 
inland around what is now western Orange, eastern Polk, and northern Highlands counties 
(Milanich 1995:64-65). The Jororo would have been the last indigenous group to inhabit the 
project vicinity. 

The Spanish established three missions in Jororo territory during the late seventeenth century. 
Missions were established at the villages of Jororo, Atissimi, and Atoyquime. The Spanish 
describe Jororo territory as containing a large number of lakes and lakes containing islands on 
which the Jororo apparently lived (Milanich 1995:68). The Spanish mission system in Jororo 
territory collapsed around 1696 when the Jororo rebelled, killing the priest at Atoyquime, and 
several Native Americans who had assisted him. 
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By the early eighteenth century, groups of Creek Native Americans who came to be known as 
Seminoles moved into Florida to escape the political and population pressures of the expanding 
American frontier. It is suspected that the village site occupied by the Seminole leader Osceola and 
his followers in 1836 was recently located in Citrus County near the east side of Tsala Apopka 
Lake. Seminole artifacts were also recovered from the Mizell site (80Rl4) near Lake Mizell and 
the South Indian Fields (8BR23) in Brevard County. 
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lllSTORICAL OOCUMENTARY REVIEW 

The intent of this historical documentary review is to identify the possible locations of any historic 
sites within, or adjacent to, the South Terminal Complex project area and to determine the potential 
historical significance of any such sites. Early settlements during the Spanish and British Periods 
focused in the northern half of the Florida peninsula. The area which today comprises Orange 
County was not settled until relatively late in the nineteenth century. 

Throughout the first half of the nineteenth century this area was primarily occupied by various 
bands of a Native American group known to Euro-Americans as Seminoles. The Seminoles, 
originally part of the Creek Confederacy, moved from Georgia, Alabama, and surrounding areas 
into Florida during the eighteenth century, filling a void left by a decimated aboriginal population 
(Covington 1993:3-27). It was not until after the Seminole Wars and the Seminole's retreat to the 
Everglades that more cattle ranchers and settlers began to come into the area. 

The GOAA South Terminal Complex EA project areas were contained within the boundaries of the 
Seminole reservation as established by the Treaty of Moultrie Creek in 1823 (Mahon 1967:Rear 
fold-out map). This treaty restricted the Seminoles to roughly four million acres in the middle of 
Florida, running south from Micanopy to just north of the Peace River (Mahon 1967:50). The 
Treaty of Moultrie Creek was unpopular with the Seminoles, many of whom felt that the land 
within the new reservation was not well suited for growing crops. The treaty marked the beginning 
of years of starvation and conflicts with settlers. 

In 1832 the U.S. Government decided that the best solution to the "Seminole problem" would be to 
deport the Native Americans from Florida entirely. The Treaty of Paynes Landing (1832) and 
Treaty of Fort Gibson (1833) were created to achieve that end. Both treaties were extremely 
unpopular with the Seminoles and led to increased resentment and outbreaks of hostility which 
finally culminated in the Second Seminole War in 1835 (Mahon 1967:75-76, 82-83). 

During the Second Seminole War the area around Lake Tohopekaliga, south of the project area, 
was a Seminole stronghold. They kept their cattle in the woods around the lake and retreated into 
the cypress swamp west of the lake at the approach of soldiers (Mahon 1967; Sprague 1964; 
Moore-Willson 1935). Tohopekaliga means "Fort Site" and the lake was so named because the 
islands within the lake housed the forts and stockades of the Seminoles (Moore-Willson 1935:29). 
Sprague (1964:258) reports that Coacoochee, or Wildcat, at one time resided on an island within 
the lake. 

In January 1837, General Jesup's men encountered the Seminoles near the "Great Cypress 
Swamp." The soldiers drove the Seminoles into the swamp, across the "Hatcheelustee" and into 
even more dense swamp (Sprague 1964: 172). On the 28th of January the army "moved forward 
and occupied a strong position on Tohope-ka-liga Lake, within a few miles of the point at which 
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the Cypress Swamp approaches it, where several hundred head of cattle were taken" (Sprague 
1964:172). Hetherington (1980:3), citing Major Edward Keenan, a "noted authority on the 
Seminole Wars," believes that General Jesup's base camp was located in the vicinity of the 
present-day Kissimmee Airport. The "Great Cypress Swamp" and "Hatcheelustee Creek" referred 
to by Sprague (1964) are now called Reedy Creek Swamp and Reedy Creek (Map 1839; Mahon 
1967: Rear fold out map; Hetherington 1980:3). 

The Second Seminole War had a deleterious effect on new settlement in Florida, especially in areas 
such as Kissimmee where the Seminoles were entrenched. To encourage settlement in the middle 
portion of the territory after the war, the Armed Occupation Act was passed in 1842. This Act 
made available for homesteading 200,000 acres outside the already developed areas south of 
Gainesville to the Peace River. Coastal lands and areas within a two mile radius of forts were 
excluded. Any head of a family or single man over eighteen able to bear arms was eligible to 
receive a homestead of 160 acres if he agreed to cultivate at least five acres of land, build a 
dwelling and live on the property for five years (Tebeau 1971: 149). Later, the Homestead Acts of 
1866 and 1876 were passed as a further incentive to settlers. The 1866 Act gave newly-freed 
African-Americans and loyal Anglo-Americans the opportunity to receive 80 acre tracts in Florida 
and the other four public land states. Former Confederates, however, were not eligible to receive 
homesteads until the Act of 1876, when for the next 12 years the same lands were open to 
unrestricted sale (Tebeau 1971:266, 294). 

During the 1850s settlers in central and southern Florida were plagued with periodic attacks by 
some of the remaining Seminoles. These outbreaks of hostility forced many of the new residents to 
leave their farms and dissuaded others from establishing homesteads. By 1858 the Seminoles were 
completely driven out of central Florida and settlers began to emigrate to the area in appreciable 
numbers. Steamboats flourished along the St. Johns and a viable trade network was established. 
The site of old Fort Mellon became a trading post named Mellonville (Federal Writer's Project 
1984:360). 

All of the sections which contain the project area were purchased from the State of Florida by 
private individuals, railroad concerns or investment companies between 1873 and 1953. The 
following lists the apportionment of land within the survey tract (FDEP, Tract Books, n.d.): 

ToW11Ship 24 South, Range 30 East 

Section 8: 
The South Florida Railroad Company Entire Section 4 August 1882 

Section 9: 
Hamilton Disston Entire section 6 October 1881 
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- Section 10: 
The South Florida Railroad Company Entire Section 4 August 1882 

- Section 11: 
Hamilton Disston NE\4 ofNE\4, S'h ofNE\4, 6 October 1881 

NW\4 ofNW\4, S'h ofNW\4, 
S'h - John Sullivant NW\4 ofNE\4 16 June 1883 

Joe Kallaban, A.W. Jones, Harry W. (?) NE\4 ofNW\4 18 February 1953 

- Section 14: 
Hamilton Disston E'h 6 October 1881 
The South Florida Railroad Company W 1h 4 August 1882 

- Section 15: 
Hamilton Disston N'h, N'h ofSE\4, SE\4 ofSE\4, 6 October 1881 

N 1h ofSW\4, SW\4 ofSW\4 - Heruy M. Sullivan SW\4 ofSE\4 22 November 1881 
SE'A ofSW\4 15 October 1882 

Section 16: 
Colony and Drew NE\4, NW\4 ofNW\4, 30 December 1903 

E'h ofSE\4, SW\4 ofSE\4, 
W 1hofSW 1A - E1h ofNW\4, SW\4 ofNW\4, 9 December 1902 
NW\4 ofSE\4, E 1h ofSW\4 

- Section 17: 
Hamilton Disston N'h, N1h ofSE\4, W'h ofSW\4 6 October 1881 
Nancy P. Locke [Lock] SE 1A ofSE\4 15 October 1882 

- Florida Land and Improvement Company SW\4 ofSE\4, SE\4 ofSW\4 8 December 1883 
Mary Ann Newton NE\4 ofSW\4 I 0 October 1876 

Section 20: - The South Florida Railroad Company E'h ofNE\4, SW\4 ofNE\4 4 August 1882 
E'h ofNW\4, NW\4 ofNW\4, 
S'h - John E. Storey NW\4 ofNE\4 11 May 1881 

Sarah E. Timer SW\4 ofNW\4 6July 1881 

- Section 21: 
Hamilton Disston N'h ofNE\4, NW\4 ofS'h 6 October 1881 
Samuel Sullivan SE\4 ofNE\4 26 October 1881 - J.T. Hendricks SW'A ofNE\4 6 August 1909 

Section 22: 
The South Florida Railroad Company E'h ofNE\4, NW\4 ofNE\4, 4 August 1882 

W'h, SE\4 
John A. Hall SW\4 ofNE'A 7 August 1873 

-
-

--- -- ---------- ------
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Hamilton Disston, the son of a wealthy Philadelphia industrialist, contracted with the State of 
Florida in two large land deals - the Disston Drainage Contract and the Disston Land Purchase. 
The Drainage Contract was an agreement between Disston and the State in which Disston and his 
associates agreed to drain and reclaim all overflow lands south of Township 23 Qater changed to 
Township 24) and east of the Peace River in exchange for one-half the acreage that could be 
reclaimed and made fit for cultivation. A contract was signed on March lOth, 1881. Disston and 
his associates formed a company called the Atlantic and Gulf Coast Canal and Okeechobee Land 
Company (Davis 1938:205). 

Once 200,000 acres had been reclaimed, Disston was to receive the alternate sections of the 
reclaimed land. Deeds were to be issued as the work progressed. During 1881 and 1882, new 
channels were dug between East Lake Tohopekaliga, Lake Tohopekaliga, Cypress Lake and Lake 
Kissimmee (Tebeau 1971:288). Disston and his associates received 1,652,711 acres of land under 
the Drainage Contract, although they probably never permanently drained more than 50,000 acres 
(Tebeau 1971:280). 

The Florida Land and Improvement Company was a holding company used by Hamilton Disston, 
and later by his associates, for land transfers under the Land Purchase. The Disston Land Purchase 
was an agreement between Disston and the State in which Disston agreed to purchase Internal 
Improvement Fund lands at twenty-five cents an acre to satisfy the indebtedness of the fund. A 
contract was signed on June lst, 1881 for the sale of 4,000,000 acres for the sum of one million 
dollars, which was the estimated debt owed by the Improvement Fund. Disston was allowed to 
select tracts of land in lots of 10,000 acres, up to 3,500,000 acres; the remainder was selected in 
tracts of 640 acres (Davis 1938:206-207). Before he could fulfill his obligation, Disston sold half 
of this contract to a British concern, the British Florida Land and Mortgage Company, headed by 
Sir Edward Reed (Tischendorf 1954:123). Two years lapsed between the signing of Disston's 
original contract and the title transfers (19 December 1883) to allow squatters to acquire the land on 
which they had settled for $1.25 per acre (Tebeau 1971:278). 

In the winter of 1894-1895, a "Great Freeze" devastated many citrus crops causing many settlers to 
return to the north. Those that chose to stay replanted their groves and continued to slowly regain 
momentum in the citrus industry. After the tum-of-the-century, the development of the Florida 
Citrus Exchange and local exchanges in towns such as Ocoee, Apopka, and Winter Garden, helped 
to bolster citrus sales. Numerous citrus and vegetable packing houses dotted the area around these 
communities. 

A study of pertinent historic sources indicates that events concerning the Second Seminole War, the 
Armed Occupation Act of 1842, and early agriculture, cattle ranching, naval stores, and timber 
industries occurred within or near the South Terminal Complex project area. However, no specific 
events are known to have taken place within, or adjacent to, the project area. A historic trail ran 
through portions of the project area within Sections 9, 16, and 21 (FDEP plat map 1848). This 
trail ran roughly north-south between Boggy Creek Swamp and Mare Prairie Slough. As a result, 
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the potential for late nineteenth and early twentieth century homesteads to be found within the 
project area was considered moderate. 

The South Terminal Complex project area lies near Orlando, an area of considerable growth. 
Consequently, the dense areas of development from the 1920s are not situated within or adjacent to 
the project area. However, the probability for Boom Times-era housing in the rural landscape was 
considered to be high given the tremendous influx of settlers during this time period. The area 
included in the South terminal Complex project area continued to remain rural throughout much of 
the modem era. Although the potential for resources dating from the Depression era was 
considered low, buildings constructed during the mid-1930s through 1940s were considered the 
most likely to have survived. 
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PRECONTACT OVERVIEW 

Native peoples have inhabited Florida for at least 14,000 years. The earliest cultural stages 
are pan-Florida in extent, while later cultures exhibited unique cultural traits. Jerald 
Milanich and Charles Fairbanks (1980) synthesized the earlier work of John Goggin (1947, 
1949, 1952), Irving Rouse (1951), Ripley Bullen (1972), and others for central Florida. 
Recently, Milanich (1994) updated and revised much of the work he and Fairbanks 
presented earlier. 

The project area is located in the East and Central cultural region, as defined by Milanich 
(1994), which is composed of the lower and central portions of the St. Johns River, its 
tributaries, adjacent portions of the coastal barrier-salt marsh-lagoon system, and the 
Central Florida Lake District (Figure 3). It extends from the St. Marys River on the north 
to the vicinity of Vero Beach on the Atlantic Coast, and west into Marion, Sumter and 
Polk counties (Milanich 1994:243) 

1 northwest 
2 north 
3 north-central 
4 east and central 
5 north peninsular Gulf coast 
6 central peninsular Gulf coast 
7 Caloosahatchee 
8 Okeechobee 
9 Glades 

Figure 3: East and Central Cultural Region 
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Paleoindian Period (12,000-7500 BC) 

The earliest period of precontact cultural development dates from the time people first 
arrived in Florida. The greatest density of known Paleoindian sites is associated with the 
rivers of northern and north-central Florida where distinctive lanceolate projectile points and 
bone pins have been found in abundance in and along the Santa Fe, Silver, and Oklawaha 
Rivers (Dunbar and Waller 1983). The majority of these have been found at shallow fords 
and river crossings where the Native Americans presumably ambushed Pleistocene 
mammals. The bones of extinct species such as mammoth, mastodon, and sloth are 
commonly found preserved in the highly mineralized waters of the area's springs and rivers. 
Despite early claims to the contrary, present evidence strongly supports the contemporaneity 
of Paleoindians and these extinct mammals. 

The climate of Florida during the late Pleistocene was cooler and drier than at present, and 
the level of the sea was as much as 160ft lower (Milanich 1994:38-41). Rising sea levels 
are assumed to have inundated many coastal sites dating to the Paleoindian and Early 
Archaic periods (e.g., Ruppe 1980; Goodyear and Warren 1972; Goodyear et a!. 1980; 
Dunbar et a!. 1988). It is difficult to determine the dependence of Paleoindian groups on 
estuarine and littoral resources because little is known of these submerged archaeological 
sites. 

The prevailing view of the Paleoindian culture, a view based on the uniformity of the known 
tool assemblage and the small size of most of the known sites, is that of a nomadic hunting 
and gathering existence, in which now-extinct Pleistocene megafauna were exploited. 
Settlement patterns were restricted by availability of fresh water and access to high
quality stone from which the specialized Paleoindian tool assemblages were made. 
Waller and Dunbar (1977) and Dunbar and Waller (1983), from their studies of the 
distribution of known Paleoindian sites and artifact occurrences, have shown that most 
sites of this time period are found near karst sinkholes or spring caverns. This suggests a 
somewhat more restricted settlement pattern than postulated for other Paleoindian groups 
in eastern North America. Paleoindian settlement appears to have been "tethered" to 
sources of fresh water such as rivers and springs (Daniel 1985:264; Daniel and 
Wisenbaker 1987: 169) and to cryptocrystalline lithic sources (Goodyear 1979; Goodyear 
et a!. 1983 ). 

Excavations in Hillsborough County have contributed to the development of increasingly 
sophisticated models of early hunter-gatherer settlement (e.g., Daniel 1985; Chance 1983a), 
which take into account the adaptive responses of human populations to both short and long
term environmental change. These models suggest that some Paleoindian groups may have 
practiced a more sedentary lifestyle than previously believed (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987). 
For instance, evidence from the Harney Flats site in the Hillsborough River drainage 
basin indicates that Suwannee points were being manufactured from locally available 
materials (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987). Although they noted that this was contrary to 
Gardner's (1977) argument that the availability and location of fine-grade 
cryptocrystalline materials dictated Paleoindian settlement, their results suggested that 
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Paleoindian peoples, much like those of later cultures, moved about within defined, 
restricted territories. 

The majority of Paleoindian sites in Florida consist of surface finds. The most widely 
recognized Paleoindian tool in Florida is the Suwannee point, typically found along the 
springs and rivers of northern Florida. Evidence from Harney Flats has provided 
information on the manufacturing process of Suwannee points: first, a blank was struck 
from a chert core; then, the blank was bifacially worked into a preform; finally, the 
preform was knapped into the finished point (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987:44-53). Other 
points, including Simpson and Clovis points, are found in lesser numbers. Some of these, 
and other Paleoindian lanceolate points, were hafted by attaching them to an ivory shaft 
that was, in tum, attached to a wooden spear shaft (Milanich 1994:48-49). 

Other Paleoindian stone tools are known from the Harney Flats site (Daniel and 
Wisenbaker 1987:41-97), the Silver Springs site in Marion County (Neill 1958), and 
other northern Florida sites (Purdy 1981:8-32). These Paleoindian tools tend to be 
unifacial and plano-convex, with steeply flaked, worked edges (Purdy and Beach 
1980:114-118, and Purdy 1981). Bifacial and "hump-backed" unifacial scrapers, blade 
tools, and retouched flakes, including spokeshaves, have been found at these sites (Purdy 
1981; Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987:62-81, 86-87). However, some tools are little more 
than flakes or blades that were struck from cores, used, and discarded (Milanich 
1994:51 ). Other stone tools include an oval, ground stone weight that was found at the 
Page/Ladson site from a stratum dated to 12,330 years ago (Dunbar eta!. 1989:479). It is 
thought to represent a bola weight, which is a stone weight attached by a leather thong 
and thrown to bring down water birds and other game (Milanich 1994:51). 

Dunbar et a!. (1988) review of Paleoindian site/point locations in western Florida and 
results from excavations at the Harney Flats site revealed that 60 percent of the site 
clusters were located in and around mature karst river channels. In fact, 90 percent of all 
Paleoindian sites/points were located around karst depressions within Tertiary limestones. 
The most recent distribution maps of Paleoindian points in Florida show that 92 percent 
of Clovis and Suwannee projectile points are found in the region of Tertiary limestone 
features (Dunbar 1991 ). 

Data on Paleoindian subsistence is scarce; although, such data is dramatic where 
encountered. The best evidence consists of the remains of a giant land tortoise recovered 
from the Little Salt Spring site in Sarasota County (Clausen et al. 1979). Although human 
skeletal remains were associated with extinct Pleistocene fauna at Devil' s Den (Martin 
and Webb 1974), Milanich (1994) suggests that sloth, mastodon, mammoth, and bison 
probably formed part of the Paleoindian diet. There is very little information upon which 
to reconstruct the Paleoindian subsistence base. If, as Daniel and Wisenbaker (1987) 
suggested, there was seasonal movement along the river valleys, then not only is a 
seasonal littoral focus likely, but it also becomes likely that the majority of Paleoindian 
sites exist underwater (Dunbar 1988; Dunbar et al. 1988), rendering subsistence data for 
half of the Paleoindian year mostly inaccessible. 
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Archaic Period (7500-500 BC) 

The Archaic period of cultural development was characterized by a shift in adaptive 
strategies stimulated by the onset of the Holocene and the establishment of increasingly 
modem climate and biota. It is generally believed to have begun in Florida around 7500 
BC (Milanich 1994:63). This period is further divided into three sequential periods: the 
Early Archaic (7500-5000 BC), the Middle Archaic (5000-3000 BC), and the Late 
Archaic (3000-500 BC). The Late Archaic is subdivided into the Preceramic Late 
Archaic (3000-2000 BC) and the Orange Period (2000-500 BC). 

Early Archaic (7500-5000 BC) 
Cultural changes began after about 8000 BC in the late Paleoindian times with the onset 
of less arid conditions, which correlates with changes in projectile-point types, 
specifically a transition from lanceolate to stemmed varieties. Beginning about 7500 BC, 
Paleoindian points and knives were replaced by a variety of stemmed tools, such as the 
Kirk, Wacissa, Hamilton, and Arredondo types (Milanich 1994:63). 

Kirk points and other Early Archaic diagnostic tools are often found at sites with 
Paleoindian components, suggesting that Early Archaic peoples and Paleoindians shared 
similar lifeways (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987:33-34). However, it appears that the 
distribution of Early Archaic artifacts is wider than that of Paleoindian materials. Sites 
having both Paleoindian and Early Archaic components have been found to be largely 
restricted to natural springs and the extensive perched water sources of northern Florida. 
Early Archaic points are found in smaller numbers at upland sites in northern Florida 
where there is a lack ofPaleoindian materials (Neil11964; Janus Research 1999:58-61). 
Although this patterning is large! y based on evidence from Alachua and Marion 
Counties, there is no reason to believe that patterning is different elsewhere in interior 
northern Florida (Milanich 1994:64). 

One Early Archaic wetland site that does not have a Paleoindian component is the 
Windover Pond site near Titusville in Brevard County. This site is a precontact cemetery 
consisting of over 160 burials in the natural peat deposits of what was, during the Early 
Archaic, a woody marsh (Stone et a!. 1990: 177). It is the most thoroughly excavated 
early precontact site in the East and Central archaeological area of Florida and has 
produced normally perishable items such as samples of cloth in which the dead were 
wrapped before burial, wood artifacts, preserved brain and other soft tissue, and samples 
of proteins and mitochondrial DNA. Radiocarbon dates indicate that the interments were 
made in discrete episodes of short duration between 6000 and 5000 BC. This indicates 
that a single social group used the pond to bury their dead in one small area, the location 
of which was somehow marked or memorized. Later, another group, probably the 
descendants of the first group, again used the pond for burial. After 5000 BC, 
increasingly wetter conditions most likely made it too difficult to bury people in the peat 
of the pond bottom (Doran and Dickel1988a). 

With the wetter conditions that began about 8000 BC and the extinction of some of the 
Pleistocene animal species that helped to sustain earlier populations, Paleoindian 
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subsistence strategies were no longer efficiently adapted to the Florida environment. As 
environmental conditions changed, surface water levels throughout the state increased 
and new locales became suitable for occupation. Early Archaic peoples might be viewed 
as a population changing from the nomadic Paleoindian subsistence pattern to the more 
sedentary coastal- and riverine-associated subsistence strategies of the Middle Archaic 
period. 

Middle Archaic Period (5000-3000 BC) 
Throughout the Middle Archaic, environmental and climatic conditions would become 
progressively more like modem conditions, which would appear by the end of the period, 
circa 3000 BC. During this period, rainfall increased, surface water became much less 
restricted and, as a result, vegetation patterns changed. The Middle Archaic period is 
characterized by increasing population and a gradual shift toward shellfish, fish, and 
other food resources from freshwater and coastal wetlands as a significant part of their 
subsistence strategy (Watts and Hansen 1988:310; Milanich 1994:75-84). Pollen 
evidence from Florida and south-central Georgia indicates that after about 4000 BC, a 
gradual change in forest cover took place, with oaks in some regions giving way to pines 
or mixed forests. The vegetation communities that resulted from these changes, which 
culminated by 3000 BC, are essentially the same as those found in historic times before 
widespread land alteration took place (Watts 1969, 1971; Watts and Hansen 1988). 

The Middle Archaic artifact assemblage is characterized by several varieties of stemmed, 
broad-blade projectile points. The Newnan point is the most distinctive and widespread in 
distribution (Bullen 1975:31). Other stemmed points of this period include the less 
common Alachua, Levy, Marion, and Putnam points (Bullen 1968; Milanich 1994). In 
addition to these stemmed points, the Middle Archaic lithic industry, as recognized in 
Florida, includes production of cores, true blades, modified and unmodified flakes, ovate 
blanks, harnmerstones, "hump-backed" unifacial scrapers, and sandstone "honing" stones 
(Purdy 1981; Clausen eta!. 1975). 

Additionally, thermal alteration, a technique in stone tool production, reached its peak 
during the Middle to Late Archaic periods. This technique was usually used in late stage 
tool production (Purdy 1971, 1981:78). However, Austin and Ste. Claire (1982:101-106) 
observed that, at the Tampa Palms site in Hillsborough County, very few thinning flakes 
were thermally altered. They noted that at this and other Archaic sites in the region, 
thermal alteration and the presence of silicified coral were correlated (Austin and Ste. 
Claire 1982:104; Daniel and Wisenbaker 1981, 1987). It is apparent that there was a 
preference for thermally altered coral for technological and aesthetic reasons; not only is 
it more easily worked, but also it may have been valued for its color and luster (Purdy 
1971; Austin and Ste. Claire 1982:104). At the Harney Flats site, Daniel and Wisenbaker 
(1987:33-34) found a Middle Archaic component with corresponding increases in the 
amounts of silicified coral and heat-treated lithic material. 

Middle Archaic settlement patterns are believed to have followed the Early Archaic 
patterns until after circa 3000 BC, when settlement patterns shifted toward coastal and 
riverine resources. Daniel (1985:265) postulated that a seasonal dichotomy existed 
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between upland and lowland Middle Archaic sites in the Central Peninsular Gulf Coast 
archaeological area. According to his model, aggregate base camps were located along 
the upland boundaries of the Polk Uplands and were occupied during the fall and winter 
months. These upland sites are thought to be larger and contain a greater variety of 
functionally defined tools. These sites should also contain tools related to "maintenance" 
activities. 

Dispersed residential camps were occupied in the Coastal Lowlands physiographic zone 
during the summer months. Daniel (1985) predicted these lowland sites would be smaller, 
more numerous, and exhibit a smaller number, and a more limited variety, of tool types. 
These sites are thought to contain tools related to "subsistence" activities. The lack of 
tool forms at these sites may also reflect an orientation towards activities that did not 
require the use of stone tools. 

Middle Archaic sites are found in a variety of locations, including, for the first time, 
freshwater shell middens along the St. Johns River and the Atlantic Lagoon. Middle 
Archaic sites have been found in the Hillsborough River drainage northeast of Tampa 
Bay, along the southwestern Florida coast, and in South Florida locales such as Little Salt 
Spring in Sarasota County. In addition, Middle Archaic sites occurred throughout the 
forests of the interior of northern Florida (Milanich 1994:76). 

Three common types of Middle Archaic sites are known in Florida (Bullen and Dolan 
1959; Purdy 1975). The first are small, special-use camps, which appear archaeologically 
as scatters of lithic waste flakes and tools such as scrapers, points, and knives. These sites 
are numerous in river basins and along wetlands and probably represent sites of tool 
repair and food processing during hunting and gathering excursions (Milanich 1994:78). 

The second common site type is the large base camp. This type of site may cover several 
acres or more, and contains several thousand or more lithic waste flakes and tools. A 
good example of this type of site is the Senator Edwards site in Marion County (Purdy 
1975; Purdy and Beach 1980). One implication of this type of site is that a greater variety 
of tools were being used in this period than in the preceding one. It is possible that a more 
sedentary way oflife led to the development of more specialized tools. Some of the tools 
indicate woodworking activity, possibly related to constructing more permanent houses 
(Milanich 1994:78-79). 

The third common type of site is the quarry-related site that occurs in localities of chert 
outcrops. Chert deposits often outcrop along rivers or around lakes and wetlands as 
erosion cuts through the soil to the underlying limestone bed. The resulting outcrops 
provided opportunities for native peoples to quarry this raw material for stone tool 
production. Some of these sites have also produced evidence of late period tool 
production, including large flake blanks, bifacial thinning flakes, blades, and unifacial 
and bifacial tools (Milanich 1994:78-79; Purdy 1975). 

Recently, a new site type has been identified in Hillsborough County. The West William 
site (8HI509) was identified as containing deposits of faunal remains, pit features, and 
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structural remains, while lacking in the typical tool pattern commonly associated with 
upland sites (Austin et al. 2001:10). With these features, Austin et al. (2001:10) 
hypothesized that the site represents a seasonal congregation camp for the purpose of 
"social interaction, ceremonial feasting, and/or mate exchange." 

Other less common site types include cave camps in northern Florida and wetland 
cemeteries. Examples of the latter site type include the slough burials at Little Salt Spring 
in Sarasota County (Clausen et a!. 1979), the pond burials at the Bay West site in Collier 
County (Beriault et al. 1981 ), and the Republic Grove site in Hardee County (Wharton, 
Ballo, and Hope 1981 ). Like the Windover site of the Early Archaic peoples, these sites 
provide a glimpse of the range of objects used by Middle Archaic peoples such as antler, 
wood, and bone tools not preserved on land sites (Milanich 1994:82). 

Although most of the Early and Middle Archaic cemeteries throughout peninsular Florida 
appear to have used aquatic environments, at least two exceptions are noted: the Tick 
Island and Gauthier sites. Interments at the Tick Island site, located in the St. Johns River 
basin, were made in an existing freshwater shell midden subsequently covered with a 
mound of sand (Bullen 1962). Over time, this process was repeated as other groups were 
interred. Later, post-Middle Archaic people re-used the site, depositing shell refuse on 
top of the burial area (A.K. Bullen 1972:166; Jahn and Bullen 1978). 

The other unique Middle Archaic burial site is the Gauthier site, located in Brevard 
County about six miles from the coast. Interments were made by creating a shallow 
depression in the soil and laying bodies in it, at times, one on top of another. Artifacts 
found with the flexed burials include limestone throwing-stick weights, antler "triggers" 
from throwing sticks, projectile points, tubular Busycon shell beads, ornaments of bone, 
and worked shark teeth that had probably been hafted and used as knives or scrapers 
(Carr and Jones 1981). 

Both of the sites described above contained artifacts securely dating the sites to the 
Middle Archaic period. It is possible that these two sites represent the development of 
new burial patterns which correlated with the end of the Middle Archaic period, at which 
time pond burials fell into disuse and were replaced with the new burial patterns 
(Milanich 1994:84). 

Mount Taylor Culture 
By 4000 BC, Archaic hunter/gatherers were spending much of the year in villages along 
the St. Johns River and its tributaries. This phase of Middle Archaic development, known 
as the Mount Taylor Culture after the site type in Volusia County (Goggin 1952), is 
characterized by the dietary importance of freshwater snails (Cumbaa 1976) and the use 
of stemmed projectile points with triangular blades, as well as bone points and tools. 
Excavations at the Tick Island site, also in Volusia County, revealed a mass burial in a 
midden perhaps associated with a charnel house, an early instance of such a burial pattern 
(Jahn and Bullen 1978). While the exact beginning of the period is still unclear, it 
believed to start within the Middle Archaic period (Milanich 1994). Milanich (1994) 
notes that there may not be a difference between Mount Taylor and the later Orange 
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periods and that Mount Taylor should be used in association with the Middle Archaic 
period and the preceramic period of the Late Archaic. 

Late Archaic Period (3,000-500 BC) 
After 3000 BC, there was a general shift in settlement and subsistence patterns 
emphasizing a greater use of wetland and marine food resources than in previous periods. 
This shift was related to the natural development of food-rich wetland habitats in river 
valleys and along the Atlantic and Gulf coasts (Bense 1994). By the Late Archaic period, 
a regionalization of precontact cultures began to occur as human populations became 
adapted to specific environmental zones. Based on current evidence, it appears that 
relatively large numbers of Late Archaic peoples lived in some regions of the state but 
not in others. For example, large sites of this period are uncommon in the interior 
highland forests of northwestern Florida and northern peninsular Florida, regions where 
Middle Archaic sites are common. The few Late Archaic sites found in these areas are 
either small artifact scatters or components in sites containing artifacts from several other 
periods. This dearth of sites in the interior forests suggests that non-wetland locales either 
were not inhabited year-round or were only inhabited by small populations (Milanich 
1994:87). 

Extensive Late Archaic middens are found along the northeastern coast inland waterway 
from Flagler County north, along the coast of southwestern Florida from Charlotte 
Harbor south into the Ten Thousand Islands, and in the braided river-marsh system of the 
central St. Johns River, especially south of Lake George. The importance of the wetlands 
in these regions to precontact settlements was probably duplicated in other coastal 
regions, especially the Central Peninsular Gulf Coast and the Northwest (Milanich 
1994:85). However, in many of these coastal areas, such as Tampa Bay, many of the Late 
Archaic sites are inundated (Warren 1964, 1970; Warren and Bullen 1965; Goodyear and 
Warren 1972; Goodyear eta!. 1980). 

Orange Period 
By about 2000 BC or slightly earlier, the firing of clay pottery was either invented in 
Florida or the technique diffused from coastal Georgia and South Carolina, where early 
dates for pottery have been obtained (Milanich 1994:86). At one time, it was thought that 
the earliest pottery-manufacturing culture in Florida was the Orange culture of the St. 
Johns region in northeast Florida. But additional evidence from southwest Florida 
indicates fired clay pottery from northeastern and southwestern Florida is comparable to 
the early dates from sites in Georgia and South Carolina (Division of Archives 1970; 
Cockrelll970; Widmer 1974; McMichaell982; Russo 1991). 

The earliest ceramics in Florida were tempered with plant fibers such as palmetto fiber or 
Spanish moss. The first use of pottery is· well dated to the period from circa 2000 BC to 
I 000 BC, making fiber-tempered pottery a convenient horizon across the state. Although 
at first undecorated, various techniques were used to apply surface decoration, starting 
sometime around 1650 BC, providing an important tool for differentiating sites dating to 
the second half of the Late Archaic, known as the Orange Period (2000-500 BC) 
(Milanich 1994:86, 94). Table 2 illustrates the Orange Period ceramic chronology. 
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However, recent data from sites in northeastern Florida suggests a revised Orange period 
chronology (Sassaman 2003:5-14). Sassaman (2003:9) indicates that " ... the four major 
subperiods of Bullen's sequence (i.e., Orange 1-4) collapse down into one (Orange 1)." 
This revised chronology suggests that variations in Orange period ceramic paste, form, 
and decoration do not represent temporal changes. 

Riverine middens in the East and Central cultural region have produced artifacts that 
illustrate aspects of Late Archaic subsistence technology, such as the throwing stick, use 
of which is indicated by the presence of steatite throwing-stick weights and stemmed 
projectile points. Russo (1992: 198) suggests that, along the coast, fine-mesh nets were 
also used to catch fish from the estuarine tidal creeks. Also common in these midden sites 
were picks and hammers made of shell, pins, points, and other tools made of bone 
(Milanich 1994:92-93). 

Recently, a cluster of unique Late Archaic sites was identified in Pasco County 
(Estabrook et a!. 2001). The sites within this cluster, referred to as the Enclave sites, 
contain freshwater midden remains and represent a rarely seen inland site type. The 
evidence recovered indicates a heavy reliance on aquatic resources and suggests that 
coastal dietary practices were carried into the interior (Estabrook eta!. 2001 ). 

As more research is completed and regional differences among Late Archaic peoples in 
Florida are recognized, it is apparent that specific regional manifestations must be 
defined. These manifestations will undoubtedly be recognized as closely linked to the 
post-500 BC regional cultures of the Formative period discussed below. 

Formative and Mississippian Periods (500 BC-AD 1513) 

Changes in pottery and technology occurred in Florida during the Late Archaic period, 
also known as the Florida Transitional period; these changes mark the beginning of the 
Formative period. Fiber-tempered wares were replaced by sand-tempered, limestone
tempered, and chalky temperless ceramics and three different projectile point styles 
(basally-notched, comer-notched, and stemmed) occur in relatively contemporaneous 
contexts. This profusion of ceramic and tool traditions suggests population movement 
and social interaction between culture areas. 

Mississippian cultural development began in the central Mississippi Valley around AD 
750 and was adopted by cultures in Florida between AD 800 and AD 1000. It was 
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characterized by elaborate community developments including truncated pyramidal 
mounds, large plazas, and a chiefdom-level of socio-political organization. Other 
distinctive traits include small, triangular-shaped projectile points, the use of the bow, 
religious ceremonialism, increased territoriality and warfare, and, in some areas, 
development of agriculture (Milanich 1994:355-412). 

East and Central Cultural Region 
East and Central Florida is a region composed of the lower and central portions of the St. 
Johns River, its tributaries, adjacent portions of the coastal barrier-salt marsh-lagoon 
system, and the Central Florida Lake District. These areas were occupied during the 
Formative period by what archaeologists call the St. Johns cultures. The early St. Johns I 
and II cultures developed out of the Orange culture of the Late Archaic period. In 
general, there was great continuity in this region from the time of the Orange Period 
peoples to the time of the various eastern Timucuan-speaking groups who lived there in 
the colonial period (Milanich 1994). A chronology for the St. Johns culture sequence is 
shown in Table 3. The dates for these periods, it should be noted, correspond with other 
chronologies in northern Florida. This is due to shared traits among the groups of 
northern and eastern Florida. Primarily, ceramic changes, on which archaeologists base 
their chronologies, spread across northern Florida at approximately the same time. Also, 
the same pre-Columbian developments that influenced other cultures in the Southeast 
also affected the St. Johns cultures (Milanich 1994). 

On the east coast of the Florida peninsula, a set of seasonality and settlement models have 
been forwarded based on studies performed on midden deposits on the St. Johns River 
and its associated estuary systems (Cumbaa 1976; Sigler-Eisenberg 1985; Sigler
Eisenberg and Russo 1986; Russo 1988; see also Ste. Claire 1990). These studies indicate 
that different forms of residential mobility can be suggested for different environmental 
areas and that the St. Johns peoples, like their Archaic predecessors, adapted to year
round exploitation of coastal environments. They continued to live along the St. Johns 
River and its tributaries, such as the Oklawaha River, down to western Brevard County, 
along the coastal lagoons and barrier islands, and around the numerous lakes near the St. 
Johns River and those in Orange, Lake and northern Osceola counties (Milanich 
1994:254). 

Throughout the East and Central region, archaeological surveys and excavations have 
demonstrated that Orange Period and St. Johns I period components are found in the 
same locales, often at the same site (e.g., Bullen and Griffin 1952; Goggin 1952; Jahn 

32 



Cultural Resource Assessment Survey for the SR 528 PD&E Study 
Brevard and Orange Counties 

February 2005 

and Bullen 1978; Newman and Weisman 1992; Russo, Cordell, and Ruhl 1992; Wayne 
and Dickinson 1993; Weisman 1993 ). This continuity is illustrated in a study by James 
Miller (1991:155, 172), who plotted locations of all known Orange and St. Johns I sites 
on the St. Johns River from Lake George north. Miller's study also demonstrated similar 
settlement continuity between the St. Johns I and St. Johns II cultures (1991:172, 176). 
Such continuity is to be expected in a region where wetlands were so important (Milanich 
1994:255). 

Another trend observable in this region is a general population increase from the Orange 
Period into the St. Johns II period. Such an increase is strongly suggested by indices 
calculated by Miller that chart numbers of sites per century per period (Miller 1991:152, 
180). These indices are especially suggestive of population increase during the St. Johns 
lib period when agriculture is thought to have been important to local native economies. 
After about AD 1050, at least some of the St. Johns lib period groups living along the St. 
Johns River developed complex socio-political structures similar to those of the 
contemporary Fort Walton, Pensacola, and Safety Harbor cultures of the Mississippian 
period (Milanich 1994:255-257). 

Few St. Johns I period habitation sites have been extensively studied. However, evidence 
from several sites strongly suggest that year-round St. Johns settlements were present in 
the coastal zone and that such sites were often adjacent to special-use camps (Russo eta!. 
1989; Russo, Cordell, and Ruhl 1992). The tools and other St. Johns I period artifacts 
associated with these sites were similar to those found associated with Orange Period 
sites. Examples include bone and shell tools, net weights, stone plummets, bottle gourd 
containers, distinctive chalky St. Johns ceramic wares, and occasional sand-tempered 
plain ceramics. Although surface decoration occurs on some of the St. Johns wares, the 
trend over time is for fewer decorated sherds during this period (Milanich 1994:257-
264). 

Constructed sand burial mounds are present during the St. Johns I period, prior to AD 
100. Goggin (1952) describes these mounds as low rises or truncated cones usually less 
than four feet high, although a few are almost 10 feet high. Deposits of red ochre or a 
similar mineral were often placed in these mounds. Primary flexed, extended, and 
secondary bundle interments are known in this period, the latter indicating the use of a 
charnel house (Milanich 1994:260). 

After AD 100, new ideas appear to have entered the region along with exotic items. Such 
objects, placed in caches in mounds or with individual burials, included mica and galena, 
copper-covered animal bones, wooden effigies, greenstone celts, quartz plummets, 
copper discs, copper earspools, and effigy pipes. Locally made Dunns Creek Red and St. 
Johns Plain and St. Johns Check Stamped vessels were placed in the mounds (Milanich 
1994:262). 

The St. Johns Ia period mounds tended to be larger than those of the earlier St. Johns I 
period, and all are constructed in the shape of truncated cones. In later mounds of this 
period, Swift Creek Complicated Stamped vessels are also found. Log tombs containing 
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numerous burials were found in two St. Johns Ia period sites (Bullen et al. 1967; LaFond 
1972, 1983). 

During the St. Johns Ib period, the diffusion of Weeden Island rituals and beliefs into the 
region is reflected in the types of exogenous ceramics found in the mounds. Additionally, 
some mounds contain vessels made with St. Johns chalky paste but in Weeden Island 
shapes and decorated with Weeden Island motifs. These copies of Weeden Island vessels 
sometimes depict animals, such as a duck effigy and other ceramics found in a mound at 
Tick Island (Goggin 1952:100; Moore 1894a: 58-63). By the end of the St. Johns Ib 
period, circa AD 750, native groups were living in villages and practicing horticulture, as 
was common throughout Florida at this time (Milanich 1994:262). 

The appearance of St. Johns Check Stamped pottery marks the beginning of the St. Johns 
Ila period. Although significant continuity exists between the St. Johns I and II periods, 
there is an increase in the number of sites or St. Johns II components within sites. 
Population increases in at least some locales within the St. Johns drainage resulted in the 
development of a more complex socio-political organization, much like that of 
contemporary Mississippian cultures to the north and northwest. There is evidence that at 
least one of the St. Johns lib period mound sites interpreted as the center of a chiefdom 
was still occupied when European influences first reached Florida (Milanich 1994:263). 

Subsistence practices among the St. Johns II peoples were very similar to those of the St. 
Johns I period. Evidence from two St. Johns lib sites provided evidence of the use of 
maize, gourds, squash, acorns, hickory nuts, cabbage palm, may pop, grape, and saw 
palmetto, among other plants (Newsom 1986, 1987; Purdy 1991). Faunal samples from 
excavations at Hontoon Island (Wing and McKean 1987) were dominated by freshwater 
species such as snail, catfish, gar, bass, mullet, aquatic turtle, and alligator, as well as 
terrestrial species such as ducks, geese, gopher tortoise, rabbit, deer, and turkey. Most 
popular in the meat diet were freshwater snail, catfish, pond turtle, and gopher tortoise. 
All of the latter species could be taken with simple and efficient technologies: gathering 
snails and gopher tortoises by hand, using hook and line or nets for catfish, and catching 
turtles with traps or by hand (Milanich 1994:266). 

Currently, knowledge of St. Johns II political and ceremonial life comes almost entirely 
from mounds excavated by Clarence B. Moore (1894a, 1894b, 1896a, 1896b, and 1896c). 
His reports suggest that St. Johns II a period mounds tend to be larger than those of the St. 
Johns I period, and that they continued to be used for kin-based interments. Some of 
these mounds had associated causeways (Bartram 1928: I 01-1 02;Goggin 1952:55; 
Laudonniere 1975:115, 137; Newsom 1986). 

Archaeological evidence does suggest that Mississippian cultures did have some 
influence on St. Johns lib peoples, and some artifacts similar to those from Mississippian 
mounds have been recovered from sites in the St. Johns region during this period (Moore 
1894a, 1894b; Brown 1985). Artifacts recovered from such mounds have included 
"killed" Busycon shells, greenstone celts, spatulate greenstone celts, ceramic biconical 
tubes, ceramic plant and animal effigy vessels, a limestone earspool with copper sheeting, 
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a copper breast plate with "forked eye" motifs, a large wooden owl carving, and wooden 
carvings of an otter and a pelican (Moore 1894a; Bullen 1955:61; Purdy 1991:110, 119-
120). 

The St. Johns lib is generally characterized by the appearance of some southeastern 
Mississippian traits, presumably resulting from socio-religious interaction with the Fort 
Walton and Safety Harbor cultures of Florida. During the St. Johns lib period, at least 
some of the mounds were used as tombs for elite individuals. This suggests that areas in 
which these mounds are located had the largest populations and the most efficient 
economies, further indicating that chiefdoms may have replaced the former "big-man" 
societies. However, as was the case in the Central Peninsular Gulf Coast region, it is 
likely that agriculture was never as important in the East and Central region as it was for 
Mississippian societies due to the reliance of the St. Johns peoples on coastal and wetland 
food resources (Milanich 1994:268). 

Archaeological evidence does suggest that Mississippian cultures did have some 
influence on St. Johns lib peoples, and some artifacts similar to those from Mississippian 
mounds have been recovered from sites in the St. Johns region during this period (Moore 
1894a, 1894b; Brown 1985). Artifacts recovered from such mounds have included 
"killed" Busycon shells, greenstone celts, spatulate greenstone celts, ceramic biconical 
tubes, ceramic plant and animal effigy vessels, a limestone earspool with copper sheeting, 
a copper breast plate with "forked eye" motifs, a large wooden owl carving, and wooden 
carvings of an otter and a pelican (Moore 1894a; Bullen 1955:61; Purdy 1991:110, 119-
120). 

The St. Johns lie period is marked by the introduction of European artifacts in some 
mounds. Ethnohistoric accounts describe the native tribes who lived in the area as the 
Acuera of the Eastern Timucua (Deagan 1978). Gathering, hunting, and shellfish 
collecting continued as the primary subsistence mode supplemented by the cultivation of 
com, beans, tobacco, and other crops. Villages were located near freshwater streams or 
lakes and were ruled by a chief. The Fort Mason Mound on the Oklawaha River 
contained European trade goods in association with burials (Moore 1896; Deagan 1978), 
and is currently the only mound known to have been used by the Acuera. Other, similar 
sites have been found in Osceola County, including the Southport Mound (Mitchem, 
Austin, and Mitchell 1998) and the Beehive Hill mound (Janus Research 2000), both of 
which are believed to be associated with the Mayaca. 

Regional Variants: St. Mary's and Indian River 
The St. Johns region was not a single, homogenous culture area. Regions of ceramic 
transitions have been documented on its northern and southern borders: the St. Mary's 
variant to the north and the Indian River zone to the south. Research has indicated that 
there is a ceramic complex related to that of the Savannah culture to the north (in present
day Georgia), which existed during the Formative period and was centered in the marsh
barrier island-estuary region at the mouth of the St. Johns River (Bullen and Griffin 
1952; Sears 1957; Lee et al. 1984; Saunders 1987; Russo 1992). 
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The St. Marys region is defined as the coastal area extending from the Satilla River in 
Georgia to below the mouth of the St. Johns River in Florida, bisected by the St. Marys 
River along the Georgia-Florida border (Russo 1992). The St. Marys region bears an 
assortment of artifacts that reflects the area's overlapping, inter-regional cultural 
occupations and influences. Russo asserts that in terms of ceramic chronology, 
subsistence and settlement practices, the St. Marys culture area is representative of not 
competing or blending cultures, but rather a unique group of people who differ culturally 
from their neighbors (Russo 1992: 120). These groups differ from the surrounding groups 
in their pre-ceramic occupation of the coastal zone, their more complex and permanent 
Orange Period settlement patterns, and their manufacture of Colorinda and charcoal
tempered ceramics (Sears 1957, 1959; Ashley 1992; Russo 1992:120). 

The oldest site associated with the St. Marys region is the Spencer's Midden site, which 
lies on the western edge of the City of Atlantic Beach. This site is a coquina/oyster shell 
midden approximately 50 m in length and more than I m deep. No ceramics were 
recovered from this site, but the property owner collected two archaic stemmed points 
near the midden. The radiocarbon age of 3620 BC (5570 BP) makes it the oldest known 
coastal midden on the southeastern seaboard. Zooarchaeological evidence associated with 
this midden suggests multiple seasonal occupations, probably year-round occupation, 
centering on the collection of oyster, coquina, and small estuarine fish (Russo 1992). 

During the St. Johns Period, the St. Johns area south of the St. Marys area is defined by 
the dominance of St. Johns Plain wares and some Dunn's Creek Red ceramics. Later 
during this period, there arises the evidence of trade wares in burial contexts, such as 
Hopewellian items. Still later during this period, Swift Creek and Weeden Island pottery 
makes an appearance. It is believed that during this time the St. Johns I people subscribed 
to a settlement pattern that shifted from the central St. Johns River valley towards the 
coast. Goggin believed that this shift from riverine to estuarine resources came about 
because of the increase in sea level, which resulted in the development of estuaries, 
making resources such as oyster and other shellfish and estuary items sustainable 
resources. Horticulture also is hypothesized for this period (Russo 1992). 

It is unknown whether the St. Marys region follows this settlement pattern. It is known 
that the St. Marys region varies slightly in the ceramic artifacts associated with its 
mounds during this period. As opposed to St. Johns wares being the most abundant 
ceramic, sand-tempered plain wares are most abundant at a ratio of 34% sand-tempered 
plain wares versus 17% St. Johns Plain wares. Russo believes the increase in sand
tempered plain wares is indicative of other non-St. Johns groups influencing the St. 
Marys region. The St. Marys region differs ecologically from the other parts of the north 
and central east coast of Florida in that there are more extensive estuaries in this region. 
Vernon has suggested that Deptford peoples, who were dependent on aquatic resources, 
may have moved into the St. Marys area. Russo believes that some St. Johns I mounds 
identified by Goggin in 1952 may more accurately be classified as Deptford (Russo 
1992). 
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Swift Creek wares have been found in burial mounds within the St. Marys region. 
Recently, archaeologists have identified Swift Creek sites and Swift Creek components 
from midden sites in this region. In these sites, plain ceramics are the dominant type with 
St. Johns, Deptford, and Swift Creek Complicated Stamped wares as a minority. Sears 
referred to this as the "plain sand-tempered" period (Sears 1957 in Russo 1992: 115). 
Plain ceramics, when found in association with Swift Creek wares, were likely 
manufactured by Swift Creek potters. Colorinda is another ceramic associated with the 
St. Marys region. Colorinda is a sandy paste ware tempered with crushed St. Johns 
sherds. Sears (1957, 1959) identified this type as a local, separate and unique ceramic 
type associated with the St. Marys region. Sears (1957, 1959) asserts that this pottery 
type is the result of influence from Wilmington cultures found in Georgia. A radiocarbon 
date associated with the Colorinda wares at the Coffee Mound (8DU7472) indicates that 
these wares are contemporary with the St. Johns Ib period. In addition, it has been 
suggested that the charcoal-tempered wares found in St. Marys sites may be associated 
with Swift Creek ceramics (Russo 1992, Sears 1957, 1959). 

Many St. Mary's variant sites contain mixtures of St. Johns and Savannah or other typical 
Georgia ceramics (Larson 1958; Smith eta!. 1981; Saunders eta! 1985). This suggests 
that this area was a transition zone in which inhabitants produced the same types of 
ceramics as their neighbors to the north and south (Milanich 1994:249). During the St. 
Johns I and II periods, the people of the St. Mary's region probably used their coastal 
habitats in much the same way as the contemporaneous populations of coastal Georgia, 
including cultivating maize after about AD 1200 or earlier (Lee eta!. 1984). 

South of the St. Marys region, St. Johns II sites are dominated by St. Johns Plain and St. 
Johns Check Stamped wares. North of the St. Marys region, Savannah sites are 
dominated by sand-tempered, cord-marked and plain wares. In addition to a transitional 
zone, it has been suggested that there have been separated occupations in the area by 
Savannah and St. Johns peoples at different times, close enough in time to appear almost 
archaeologically invisible. Although both St. Johns and Savannah pottery types are found 
almost equally in the St. Marys region, another unique pottery type is also recovered, a 
plain unnamed "gritty ware" and similar cord-marked sherds of this type. This gritty ware 
has been considered as possibly indicative of the St. Marys region as a unique cultural 
entity (Russo 1992:119). 

Recent studies of sand-tempered, cord-marked pottery in northeastern Florida and 
southeastern Georgia have indicated differences in ceramics formerly included under the 
designation of Savannah Fine Cord Marked pottery (Ashley and Rolland 2002). Ashley 
and Rolland have determined that a new type should be defined for the thin, sand
tempered, cord-marked ware that they believe was manufactured by Ocmulgee 
immigrants that moved into northeastern Florida sometime after AD 1250. They propose 
that this new type, which they call St. Marys Cordmarked, was produced locally in 
northeastern Florida and southeastern Georgia from AD 1250 to sometime after AD 
1500. This new type is distinguished from the gritty Savannah Cord Marked pottery that 
was produced in the traditional Ocmulgee and Savannah heartlands to the north (Ashley 
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and Rolland 2002:25). The following cultural chronology is representative of the 
blending of the northern and southern influences affecting the St. Marys region. 

Site types and settlement patterns also show distinctions between the St. Marys region 
and surrounding cultural regions. Shell midden sites are numerous in the area. According 
to Russo (1992), there is a clinal distribution of sites with more Savannah-like sites 
located to the north, more St. Johns-like sites located to the south, and a mixture in 
between. Exceptions do occur but are relatively rare. The large mounded middens 
characteristic of the St. Johns heartland and dating to St. Johns II are non-existent. The 
mounded middens located in the region are of an earlier date. It also appears that the St. 
Marys region relied less on com production than either the Savannah or St. Johns peoples 
(Lee et a!. 1984 ). 

In general, three perspectives of cultural development are given for the St. Marys region. 
The first perspective indicates that this region is a border area in which competing 
cultures from east central Florida and coastal Georgia won and lost territory in a poorly 
understood chronological sequence. The second perspective indicates that the St. Marys 
region was a transitional area in which influence from neighboring regions manifested in 
ceramics and other artifacts, subsistence practices, and settlement patterns. The third 
perspective asserts that the St. Marys culture area is a unique culture from those 
surrounding it (Russo 1992: 120). 

The period of contact and missionization is distinguished archaeologically in the St. 
Marys region by the presence of European ceramics and San Marcos wares. The San 
Marcos wares are believed to be associated with the Guale natives who moved down 
from Georgia during the mid-1600s. However, early contact period sites most likely 
contain a majority of Savannah or St. Johns wares of local Timucuan groups. 
Linguistically similar groups occupied the St. Marys region, but these groups maintained 
their cultural identity by using differing ceramics. The dichotomy of St. Johns and 
Savannah wares that preceded contact continued at least through the early part of the 
contact period. Consequently, some post-contact sites are difficult to distinguish from 
their precontact neighbors. There is, however, a general trend for the more northern 
Georgian populations to move into this area (Russo 1992). 

The two main historic groups in the area are the Timucua and the Guale. The Timucua 
are a group of people who spoke a related language. In the early sixteenth century, native 
groups who spoke dialects of this language occupied the northern third of Florida from 
the Aucilla River east to the Atlantic Ocean and south though Marion County if not 
farther. Timucua speakers also lived in southern Georgia. The distribution of these 
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speakers within Georgia is not known for certain, but historic documents indicate that the 
boundary can be drawn as far north as Altamaha River and as far inland as Valdosta 
(Milanich 1995:80). 

The Timucuan language is known through the efforts of a Franciscan priest, Father 
Francisco Pareja, who wanted to record the language in order to teach incoming 
missionaries. Father Pareja served at the mission of San Juan del Puerto on Fort George 
Island north of Jacksonville during the late sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries. 
Generally, the Timucuan-speaking groups are divided into western and eastern divisions. 
The eastern groups lived from the St. Johns River east, to the Atlantic Ocean, including 
Georgia. The western Timucuan groups lived west from the St. Johns River across 
southern Georgia and northern Florida. All the Timucuan groups relied on plant 
cultivation for at least a portion of their diet. It is possible that the western groups may 
have relied more heavily upon cultivation due to the absence of other abundant 
subsistence areas such as estuaries. 

The Guale Indians are a group associated with southern coastal Georgia. From St. Simons 
Island to St. Augustine was an area occupied by Timucuan-speaking natives. This area 
was sometimes referred to as San Pedro, or Mocama, meaning "salt water." During the 
seventeenth century, this area would be included in the area known as Guale, named for 
the natives who lived along the Georgian coast (Milanich 1995:169-170). Laudonniere 
(1975) was a Frenchman who recorded an account that indicates the Timucuan of the 
contact period practiced a form of settlement in which the groups moved away from the 
coast to the interior forest to hunt during winter and fall. Later, missionization would 
discourage any nomadic behavior, but Larson (1978) has noted similar behavior among 
the Guale (Russo 1992:120). 

The Guale, during later periods, became more sedentary, settling as permanent residents 
along the coast and supplementing their com horticulture with shellfish exploitation. 
Larson (1978) suggests that large-scale fishing using weirs and nets was not viable due to 
high tidal action along the southern Georgia coast. He suggests that this is the reason 
horticulture remained an important part of the Guale subsistence strategy. When the 
Guale moved south into the St. Marys region, it is likely that fishing activities increased 
with the presence of exploitable estuarine environments. The site from Kings Bay 
indicates heavy reliance on estuarine subsistence during this period, as in earlier periods. 
This subsistence strategy would probably change dramatically after missionization 
occurred (Russo 1992:120). 

The Indian River transition zone, located in the Indian River area at the southern end of 
the St. Johns region in Brevard, Indian River, and St. Lucie counties, encompasses the 
Indian River (a coastal lagoon) from near Merritt Island south to St. Lucie Inlet. It 
includes wet marshlands, the braided stream system, and the lakes that comprise the St. 
Johns River basin 10 to 20 miles inland from the coast. Settlement patterns are indicated 
to have consisted of more permanent habitations along the marshes of the St. Johns River 
basin with special-use camps both inland and along the coast (Milanich 1994:249-254). 
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Although there is a specific chronology assigned to this region (Rouse 1951 ), it mirrors 
the St. Johns sequence and so will not be reproduced here to avoid confusion. Although 
St. Johns ceramics are present in the region, there are also significant amounts of sand
tempered plain wares, which Rouse (1951) and other researchers (e.g., Ferguson 1951) 
originally called Glades Plain or Belle Glade Plain, attempting to demonstrate affinities 
to South Florida assemblages and cultures (Milanich 1994:250). More recent analysis of 
Indian River region ceramics has shown that both the St. Johns and sand-tempered 
pottery are made from local clay sources (Espenshade 1983 ), suggesting that one group 
made both wares. Ann Cordell's (in Sigler-Eisenberg et a!. 1985:118-134) analysis of 
pottery samples from several sites in southern Brevard County has demonstrated 
continuity in ceramic manufacturing from the Orange Period into the equivalent of the St. 
Johns II period. 
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HISTORICAL OVERVIEW 

The intent of this section is to identify the possible locations of any resources within the 
cultural assessment project area and to provide a background for the determination of 
their historical potential. To this end, books, maps, and manuscripts located at the 
University of South Florida Special Collections Department, Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection, Division of State Lands, Florida Historical Society, Alma 
Clyde Field Library of Florida History, Central Brevard Public Library and Reference 
Center, and Janus Research were examined, and interviews with local informants were 
conducted. 

European Contact and Colonial Period (ca. 1513-1821) 

The arrival of the Spanish during the early 1500s initiated a period of profound social and 
cultural upheaval among the indigenous cultures inhabiting the state. Many traditional 
ways oflife were destroyed or abandoned, while the remaining cultures were modified by 
the acquisition of Spanish traits and adaptation to the presence of a new and dominant 
culture. 

The earliest contact between the native populations and the Europeans consisted of slave 
hunting expeditions. "Slaving expeditions," which provided workers for the mines of 
Hispaniola and Cuba, were not recorded in official documents as the Spanish Crown 
prohibited the enslavement of Caribbean natives. Evidence of these slave raids comes 
from the familiarity with the Florida coast stated by navigators of the earliest official 
coastal reconnaissance surveys (Cabeza de Vaca 1542:Chapter 4). The hostile response of 
the native population to expeditions during the 1520s may confirm this hypothesis. 

Official credit for the discovery of Florida belongs to Juan Ponce de Leon, whose voyage 
of 1513 took him along the eastern coast of the peninsula. He is believed to have sailed as 
far north as the mouth of the St. Johns River before turning south, stopping in the 
Melbourne Beach area in April of that year. The expedition then sailed southward, to 
Biscayne Bay and followed the Florida Keys, making contact with the local Tequesta 
people en route before turning to the northwest, where they encountered the Calusa 
people along the southwestern Gulf Coast. Other Spanish explorers followed Juan Ponce 
de Leon, and over the next 50 years, the Spanish government and private individuals 
financed expeditions hoping to establish a colony in "La Florida" (Tebeau 1971 :21 ). 

Three Native American ethnic groups inhabited eastern central Florida at the time of 
Spanish contact: the Ais, the Mayaca, and the Jororo. The Ais lived on present-day 
Merritt Island and along the Atlantic Coast, and they were closely involved with the 
Spanish. They inhabited the coastal strand and Indian River areas at this time. They 
apparently mixed the indigenous hunting/gathering/fishing economy with the salvaging 
of Spanish shipwrecks (Milanich 1994:64-65). The Mayaca and Jororo peoples occupied 
an area from north central Florida to as far south as Lake Okeechobee (Mitchem et a!. 
1998). 

41 



Cultural Resource Assessment Survey for the SR 528 PD&E Study 
Brevard and Orange Counties 

February 2005 

The Ais lived under a chiefdom, consisting of towns with individual leaders who were all 
under the control of a paramount chief referred to as Ais (Milanich 1995:66). The main 
town of the Ais was located on the barrier island a little to the north of the Fort Pierce 
Inlet in Indian River County. This town was known as "Ais" during early Spanish 
contact. However, Jonathan Dickinson, an Englishman who stopped briefly among the 
Ais in 1696, called the main Ais town Jece (Andrews and Andrews 1985). 

In 1565, King Philip II of Spain licensed Pedro Menendez de Aviles to establish a 
settlement in St. Augustine, Florida. Between 1565-1566, Menendez sailed along the 
Florida coast placing crosses at various locations and leaving Spaniards "of marked 
religious zeal" to introduce Christianity to the Native American people (Gannon 
1965:29). Settlements with associated missions were established at St. Augustine, San 
Mateo (Ft. Caroline) and Santa Elena, and smaller outposts and missions were located in 
Ais, Tequesta, Calusa, and Tocobaga territory (Gannon 1965:29). 

The Mayaca people, along with the Jororo, were first mentioned in Spanish documents 
from the 1560s; Franciscan friars were working among them as early as the 1590s, but a 
formal mission was not established until about 1655 (Mitchem et al. 1998). It appeared 
on the 1655 list of missions as San Salbador de Mayaca (Hann 1996: 178). In 1689, a 
mission to the Mayaca was listed as San Antonio de Mayaca, which consisted of a 
population of 30 families (Hann 1996:264). The Mayaca people were listed as part of the 
"Province of Timuqua," although there is solid evidence that the Mayaca were not 
Timucua-speakers, but spoke their own language (Hann 1996:264). The Jororo people, 
also Mayaca-speakers, apparently did not occupy the region until the late 1600s (Hann 
1996:244; Mitchem et al. 1998). 

In 1567, Brother Francisco Villareal was sent to one of the large Tequesta villages 
located on Biscayne Bay. In 1568, a skirmish between the Spanish soldiers and the 
Tequesta Indians temporarily closed the mission. By the end of 1568, the Tequesta were 
willing to reopen the mission, largely due to the work of Don Diego, a Tequesta who had 
visited Spain. Despite zealous attempts, the native groups in Florida continued to resist 
conversion and in 1572 Jesuit authorities decided to abandon their missionary efforts in 
Florida. 

Undaunted, Menendez turned his attention to another order, the Franciscans, and 
entreated them to send priests. The Franciscan mission effort was most successful in the 
northern areas of Florida. One possible reason may have been differences in Native 
American settlement patterns and economies among varying regions. According to 
Milanich (1978:68), the failure of the Spanish missions among the southern Florida 
native populations was due partially to the groups' subsistence pattern, which required 
seasonal movement for maximum resource exploitation. Consequently, for the remainder 
of the First Spanish period (1565-1763), the project area was virtually ignored as the 
Spanish concentrated their efforts in the northern half of the peninsula. 

Another attempt to build a mission in southeastern Florida took place nearly 150 years 
after the establishment of St. Augustine. Because it was in Spain's best interest to 
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maintain control along the Florida coastline and alliances with the native groups 
inhabiting the coast, a missionary effort was supported in the Biscayne Bay area (Parks 
1982:55-Q5). Father Joseph Maria Monaco and Joseph Xavier Alana were sent from 
Cuba in 1743, and arrived at a Native American village located at the mouth of the 
Miami River. The village did not appear any more receptive towards accepting 
Christianity than before. After Joseph Xavier Alana conveyed this to the Governor of 
Cuba, the mission was closed, and the fort they had erected was destroyed to prevent its 
fall into hostile hands (Parks 1982:55-Q5). Although the Spanish were resigned to the 
fact that missionization and settlement of southern Florida came at too high a price, they 
did strive to maintain good relations with the various native peoples who inhabited in the 
area. 

The Ais population along the Indian River suffered a sharp decline in the early eighteenth 
century. One main reason for this decline is undoubtedly diseases introduced by 
Europeans. Another significant factor is related to the destruction of the Spanish mission 
system in northern Florida. The removal of this protective barrier allowed Creeks, 
Y amassee and other English-armed Indians uncontested access to almost all of Florida. 
The "English Indians" made frequent raids deep into southern Florida, killing many and 
carrying even more to Charleston where they were sold to the English as slaves (Hann 
1991). By the time of the 1715 Spanish treasure fleet wreck, the Ais were barely in 
evidence. At this time, the Spanish encountered a small fishing party of Ais, and traded 
for insignificant amounts of fish and game (Dickel 1992). Because the drastically
reduced Ais population could offer little help to the treasure fleet wreck survivors, the 
governor at St. Augustine sent mission Yamassee and possibly Guali to forage for them 
(Burgess and Clausen 1982:46-57). 

After this point, the Ais, like the Jobe and Jeaga to their south, largely disappear from 
recorded history. It is likely that they were virtually extinct or at least well on the way to 
extinction by the time the British took possession of Florida in 1763. Although Swanton 
(1946:85) suggests that the Ais may have taken refuge in southern Florida or fled to Cuba 
when the Spanish ceded Florida to Britain, to date no documents have been identified 
which specifically mention any people called "Ais" during this period. 

By the beginning of the eighteenth century, the Native American population of Florida, 
including southern Florida, had declined considerably as a result of disease, slave raids, 
intertribal warfare, and attacks from English-aided Creek, and other, Indians (Wright 
1986:218; Tebeau 1966:37; Steele 1992:11). In 1740, Gen. James Oglethorpe, with the 
aid of Creek warriors from several different towns, Jed an attack on St. Augustine 
(Tebeau 1971 :68; Steele 1992:11 ). Shortly after this attack, Cowkeeper, the Oconee 
chief, led 130 families from the Hitchiti-speaking, Lower Creek towns of Apalachicola, 
Chiaha, Oconee, and Sawokli to Payne's Prairie, just south of the present-day town of 
Gainesville (Swanton 1946; Steele 1992: 11). 

The next significant migration of Creeks into the largely depopulated Florida peninsula 
occurred after 1755. Two new settlements of Lower Creeks were established at 
Tallahassee and the southwestern comer of Lake Miccosukki, in present-day Jefferson 
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County. Hitchiti was the main language spoken at these new settlements and eventually, 
the terms "Hitchiti" and "Mikasuki" became synonymous for the same language and/or 
peoples who spoke this language (Swanton 1946; Steele 1992: 12; Tiger and Kersey 
2002:7). The Alachua band, led by Cowkeeper and his descendents, eventually came to 
be known as "Seminoles." Unless directly affected, the Seminoles were usually 
indifferent to British and early United States politics, preferring to deal with these nations 
either not at all, or on their own terms instead of as part of the Creek confederacy (Steele 
1992:11-16). 

Throughout the second half of the eighteenth century, Lower Creek settlement of 
northern Florida increased. Eventually, at least one band of Musco gee-speaking Upper 
Creeks also immigrated to Florida. Their main settlement was north of modern-day 
Tampa at Chuckachatti, also known as New Eufala, among other names. This town was 
established sometime in the 1760s. Upper Creeks made additional migrations to Florida 
during and after the American Revolution. These migrations were due to several factors, 
including the expansion of white settlement, farming, and hunting in Georgia, as well as 
the allure provided by the prosperity of the Alachua Seminoles (Weisman 1989:69-74; 
Steele 1992:16-21). 

By the 1790s, the town of Mickasuky and the adjacent villages had become a center of 
pro-British, anti-U.S. activities. Hitchiti-speaking Lower Creeks, Muscogee-speaking 
Upper Creeks, and escaped black slaves all found haven at this settlement. The growing 
threat posed to the U.S. by this town led to its destruction by U.S. forces in 1818 (Steele 
in Pepe, Steele, and Carr 1998:65). 

During the eighteenth century, Cuban fishermen had established seasonal fishing camps 
or ranchos along the Gulf coast. These fishermen were engaged in catching mullet and 
drying them for sale in the Havana markets. By the early nineteenth century, Native 
Americans were often employed as workers in these "ranchos pescados," which is 
probably why they were called "Spanish Indians" in Anglo-American documents (Wright 
1986:219). The origins and ethnicity of these "Spanish Indians" is not clear and has been 
a matter of considerable historical debate. 

In 1803, Georgia native John H. Mcintosh received a land grant from the Spanish Crown 
for present-day Merritt Island, with the intent to move his family and 250 slaves there. 
Mcintosh never made it to the island, sending in his place a man named Merritt. Merritt 
laid out a large citrus grove on the island (Historic Property Associates, Inc. 1991 :4-5). 

The relatively small numbers of Native Americans in Florida at the end of the eighteenth 
century were increased dramatically as a result of the Creek Rebellion of 1813-1814. 
This rebellion was part of a larger nativisitic movement that swept through the Southeast 
in the first two decades of the nineteenth century. Its main proponent was the great 
Shawnee leader, Tecumseh. 

Tecumseh organized many Creek, and other native towns in the Southeast, against the 
encroachment of white civilization and culture. He taught that the white invaders could 
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be driven away through a combination of intertribal solidarity and a return to native 
religion and culture. Among the Creeks, his teachings were adhered to most strongly 
among the mostly Muscogee-speaking Upper Creeks, although a few mostly 
Hitchiti/Mikasuki-speaking Lower Creek towns also were converted. Creek adherents of 
this movement were known by Anglo-Americans as "Red Sticks." 

The Red Sticks rose up in rebellion against white settlements, mostly in Alabama and 
Georgia, during 1813 and 1814. The rebellion was eventually crushed by a combination 
of U.S. troops and pro-U.S. Cherokee under the command of General Andrew Jackson at 
the Battle of Horseshoe Bend in March of 1814. More Native Americans died in this 
battle than any other in the history of the United States. This defeat and the harsh 
conditions Jackson forced on the Creeks through the subsequent Treaty of Fort Jackson 
led to a massive migration of Creek refugees into Florida. It is safe to say that by 1820, 
two-thirds of the native population of Florida consisted of recent refugees of the Creek 
War, many of whom were Red Sticks with strong anti-U.S. sentiments (Martin 1991; 
Steele in Pepe, Steele, and Carr 1998 51-53). 

By the end of the eighteenth century, the Seminoles had become the dominant Native 
American group in the state. Groups of fugitive African-American slaves also had settled 
among the Seminoles by the early nineteenth century (Brown 1991 :5-19). Armed conflict 
with pioneers, homesteaders, and eventually the United States Army resulted in the 
removal of most of the Seminoles from Florida. This action forced the withdrawal of the 
remaining Seminole population to the harsh environment of the Everglades and Big 
Cypress Swamp by the late nineteenth century. 

The Territorial and Statehood Period (1821-1860) 

In 1821, after several years of negotiations with Spain, the U.S. acquired Florida as a 
territory. The population of the territory at that time was still centered in the northern 
areas around Pensacola, St. Augustine, and Tallahassee, although by the mid-1820s a few 
scattered plantations were recorded on the southwest Gulf Coast, as far south as Marco 
Island. These plantations generally were owned by European-American settlers and 
employed Native Americans and escaped slaves (Tebeau 1966:33-34). 

Although generally indifferent to the United States, after the Creek War, the original 
Alachua band of Seminoles soon found themselves outnumbered by strongly anti-U.S. 
Creeks. Some of these dissidents spoke Hitchiti/Mickasuky, whereas others spoke 
Muscogee. However, by 1828, it seems that many Anglo-Americans had come to call all 
dissident native groups in Florida "Mickasuky," regardless of the language spoken 
(Steele in Pepe, Steele and Carr 1998:65). On the other hand, many Anglo-Americans 
began, or continued, to call all Native Americans in Florida by the term Seminoles, no 
matter their origins, native language, or political leanings. 

As more European-American settlers moved into the region, conflicts arose with the 
Seminoles over available land. Pressure was brought to bear upon the government to 
remove the Seminoles from northern Florida and relocate them farther south. The Treaty 
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of Moultrie Creek (1823) restricted the Seminole people to approximately four million 
acres of land in the middle of the state, running south from Micanopy to just north of the 
Peace River (Mahon 1967:Rear foldout map). This treaty was unpopular with the 
Seminoles, as they were reluctant to move from their established homes to an area they 
felt could not be cultivated. Equally unpopular were the later treaties of Payne's Landing 
(1832) and Fort Gibson (1833), which called for Seminole emigration to the western 
territories (Mahon 1967:75-76, 82-83). These treaties fostered Seminole resentment of 
settlers that would culminate in the Second Seminole War in 1835. 

Mosquito Inlet provided a safe harbor and access to rich hammock lands for ambitious 
pioneers during the 1820s. The most notable newcomer to the Brevard County area was 
Thomas H. Dummett and his family. Dummett's oldest son, Douglas, introduced a new 
industry to the Indian River area when he planted large stands of citrus trees (Eriksen 
1994:31 ). The Dummetts observed many wild citrus trees when they first settled, most of 
them having been spread by Native Americans and early Spanish settlers. Some, 
however, were the organized effort of Turnbull's colonists at New Smyrna during the 
British occupation (Rouse 1951 :265-273). Through experimentation with grafting, along 
with the mild lagoon climate, Dummett's groves were able to survive the record-setting 
1835 freeze that killed groves throughout the territory (Eriksen 1994:31). By 1865, 
Dununett's Indian River oranges were world famous. He began sharing his grafting and 
cultivation technology with many of the post-war settlers in the Indian River area and, by 
the late 1800s, his techniques had spread southward along the Indian River Lagoon. No 
individual has provided Brevard County with a more long-lasting and profitable 
enterprise (Eriksen 1994:33). 

During the Second Seminole War, the area around Lake Tohopekaliga was a Seminole 
stronghold. They kept their cattle in the woods around the lake and retreated into the 
cypress swamp west of the lake at any approach of soldiers (Mahon 1967; Sprague 1964). 
Tohopekaliga means "Fort Site" and the lake was so named because the islands within 
the lake housed the forts and stockades of the Seminoles (Moore-Willson 1935:29). 

In January of 1837, General Jesup's men encountered the Seminoles near the "Great 
Cypress Swamp." The soldiers drove the Indians into the swamp, across the 
"Hatcheelusteell" and into even more dense swamp (Sprague 1964:172). On January 281

h, 

the army "moved forward and occupied a strong position on Lake Tohopekaliga, within a 
few miles of the point at which the Cypress Swamp approaches it, where several hundred 
head of cattle were taken" (Sprague 1964:172). Hetherington (1980:3), citing Major 
Edward Keenan, a "noted authority on the Seminole Wars," believes that General Jesup's 
base camp was located near the present -day Kissimmee Airport. The "Great Cypress 
Swamp" and "Hatcheelusteell Creek" referred to by Sprague (1964) are now called 
Reedy Creek Swamp and Reedy Creek (MacKay and Blake 1839; Mahon 1967:Rear fold 
out map; USGS Lake Tohopekaliga Quadrangle Map 1953; Hetherington 1980:3). 

In February 1837, Lt. Col. A. W. Fanning and his men were sent up the St. Johns River 
aboard the steamer Santee to search for the Seminole leader, King Philip. On February 8, 
1837, Fanning and his men engaged the Seminoles in a small skirmish at Lake Monroe. 
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Captain Charles Mellon was killed in the fighting and 15 soldiers were wounded 
(Sprague 1964: 189). Later, a fort was built on the site and named Fort Mellon in honor of 
the fallen officer. 

Fort Mellon, located near present-day Sanford, was the principal military installation in 
the east central Florida area during the Second Seminole War. Other smaller installations 
included Fort Maitland near Lake Apopka; Fort Gatlin located between Lakes Mary, 
Jennie Jewel, and Gatlin; and Forts Lane, Christmas and Taylor along the western side of 
the St. Johns River (Mahon 1967). Orlando later developed around Fort Gatlin (Federal 
Writers' Project 1984:223). Although various stories exist, it is believed that the city was 
named after a Seminole War soldier, Orlando Reeves, who died near Lake Eola in 1835. 

At the beginning of the Second Seminole War, the conflict was centered near the 
Withlacoochee region. In 1838, U.S. troops moved south to pursue the retreating 
Seminoles into the Lake Okeechobee and Everglades regions. Colonel Zachary Taylor 
was sent to the area between the Kissimmee River and Peace Creek. Colonel Persifor 
Smith and his volunteers were dispatched to the Caloosahatchee River, and U.S. Navy Lt. 
Levi N. Powell was assigned the task of penetrating the Everglades (Mahon 1967:219-
220). Powell's detachment had several skirmishes with Seminole people near Jupiter 
Inlet. It is probable that these Seminoles were descendents of the original Alachua band 
of Seminoles (Steele in Pepe, Steele and Carr 1998:66). Powell established a depot on the 
Miami River and erected Fort Dallas in the approximate location of present-day 
downtown Miami. For three months, Fort Dallas was a base of operations as Powell led 
his men into the Everglades in search of the Seminoles (Gaby 1993:47). 

The Second Seminole War had a deleterious effect on new settlement in Florida. To 
encourage settlement in the middle portion of the territory after the war, the Armed 
Occupation Act of 1842 offered settlers 160 acres of land at no cost, provided they built a 
house, cleared five acres, planted crops, and resided on the land for five years. Any head 
of a family, or single man over 18 years of age and able to bear arms, was eligible to 
receive a homestead. This act, plus the end of the Second Seminole War, created a small 
wave of immigration by Anglo-American pioneers to central Florida. Most of these 
immigrants were Anglo-American farmers and cattle ranchers, or "crackers," from the 
southeastern United States (Gaby 1993). In the early 1840s, a small group of pioneers 
settled in the areas around Lake Monroe, south of Econlockhatchee Creek and among the 
numerous lakes nearby. 

Another result of the war was the creation of the Township and Range system when the 
first surveys of Florida began in 1835. Around this time, a trail linking military forts 
called the Hernandez Trail was opened and supply depots such as Fort Christmas and 
Fort Pierce were established (Eriksen 1994:28). A section of this trail ran through 
Brevard County approximately one half-mile west of present-day U.S. Highway I. This 
trail, called the Hernandez Trail in honor of General Joseph Hernandez, was laid out in 
1838 and extended for a distance of 25-30 miles from the Indian River to the headwaters 
of the St. Johns River. 

47 



Cultural Resource Assessment Survey for the SR 528 PD&E Study 
Brevard and Orange Counties 

February 2005 

An early steamboat, possibly the first to test the Indian River, was employed to transport 
troops south of Fort Pierce. Plans were suggested for a canal in place of the Haulover 
road, the ancient crossing of the Ais and Timucuan, to create a direct water route from 
Mosquito Lagoon to the Indian River Lagoon (Eriksen 1994:28). 

In 1842, Aaron Jernigan, a cattleman from Georgia, took advantage of the Armed 
Occupation Act and settled in the vicinity of Fort Gatlin. He acquired I ,200 acres of land 
on the west and north sides of Lake Holden (Bacon 1975:3). When the army abandoned 
Fort Gatlin in 1848, Jernigan built a small stockade near his homestead on the west side 
of Lake Holden as a measure of protection for his family and other settlers in the region. 
The small settlement that grew around his homestead was eventually called Jernigan. On 
May 30, 1850, a post office was established at the settlement (Federal Writers' Project 
1984:223-224). 

The rapid growth of population in Central Florida created the need for smaller political 
jurisdictions. In 1845, the same year that Florida was admitted into the Union, the poorly 
conceived name of Mosquito County was changed to Orange County. New boundaries 
were established to encompass present-day Seminole and Volusia counties and parts of 
Brevard, Flagler, and Lake counties (Historic Property Associates, Inc. 1995). In 1850, 
the population of the area that would later become Brevard County stood at 139. At the 
time of the census, the area was part of St. Lucie County, and in 1851, it became a part of 
Volusia County. On January 6, 1855, that portion of land stretching along the coast 
became Brevard County (Horton n.d.). 

During the 1850s, settlers in Central and South Florida were plagued with periodic 
attacks by the remaining Seminoles. These outbreaks of hostility forced many of the new 
residents to leave their farms and dissuaded others from establishing homesteads. By 
1858, the Seminoles no longer resided in Central Florida and settlers began to immigrate 
to the area in appreciable numbers. Steamboats flourished along the St. Johns River and a 
viable trade network was established. The site of old Fort Mellon became a trading post 
named Mellonville (Federal Writers' Project 1984:360). 

Several decades prior to the Civil War, new settlers moved into the lands around Lake 
Apopka and the smaller lakes in the central portion of the county near Orlando. The 
settlements that were established during this time include Apopka, Beulah, Christmas, 
Oakland, Ocoee, Orlando, and Winter Garden (Historic Property Associates, Inc. 
1995:3). 

Around 1850, John R. Worthington built the first log house at the location of present-day 
downtown Orlando. The influx of new settlers in the region during this period cultivated 
an increased demand for manufactured goods. Worthington operated a trading post from 
his house to sell these new settlers the supplies they wanted, thereby becoming the first 
merchant in the Orlando area. Worthington had his merchandise hauled by ox-team from 
Mellonville on the St. Johns River, where it arrived by boat from Jacksonville. 
Worthington also operated a sawmill, grist mill, and cotton gin (Bacon 1975:1 0). 
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In December of 1855, the Third Seminole War erupted when Seminoles ambushed a 
small reconnaissance party commanded by Lieutenant George L. Harstuff near Fort 
Myers. Word of the massacre spread across the frontier, and the people of Volusia and 
Brevard Counties wanted to organize a mounted volunteer company for local protection. 
Their plans were still maturing when the Seminoles killed the Shine family near New 
Smyrna in December of 1856. However, the presence of the American military at the city 
of Enterprise and Fort Capron convinced the Seminoles to confine their forays to the 
settlements near the Everglades. The war finally ended in 1858 when Chief Billy 
Bowlegs and 164 of his followers agreed to move west. As others soon followed, only a 
remnant of the Seminole nation remained in hiding in the impenetrable Everglades 
(Schene 1976:62). 

Civil War and Post War Period (1860--1898) 

With the beginning of the Civil War, cattle were needed to help feed the Confederate 
Army. Herds from as far south as central Florida were driven to railheads near the 
Georgia border. However, cattle ranchers discovered they could sell their herds in Cuba 
for a greater profit and began dealing with blockade-runners. The Union attempted to 
stop all shipping from Florida ports, but blockade-runners were too abundant. Cattle 
ranchers from all over Florida drove their cattle to Punta Rassa to be shipped to Cuba for 
payment in Spanish gold. Jacob Summerlin, a successful cattle rancher from the Fort 
Meade area, gave up his contract with the Confederate government to supply cattle and in 
1863 teamed up with James McKay from the Tampa area. McKay, a successful and 
daring blockade-runner, supplied the schooners and Summerlin the cattle. It is not known 
how many cattle were shipped from the port during the Civil War. However, after the war 
as cattle continued to be shipped, it is reported that in the decade between 1870 and 1879, 
more than 165,000 head were shipped (Grismer 1949). A study of pertinent historic 
sources indicates that events concerning the Second Seminole War, the Armed 
Occupation Act of 1842, and early cattle ranching, naval stores, and timber industries 
occurred within the west Orlando/Lake Buena Vista area. On the eastern coast, Mosquito 
Inlet became widely known as an opportune place to penetrate the blockade. After the 
goods were landed, they could be transported overland to interior locations, largely 
without interference from Union troops (Schene 1976:67). 

Following the Civil War, the Homestead Acts of 1866 and 1876 provided additional 
incentive for settlers to come to the Orlando area. The Act of 1866 gave Union-loyal 
African-Americans and southerners the opportunity to receive SO-acre tracts in Florida 
and the other four public land states. Former Confederates, however, were ineligible to 
receive homesteads until the Act of 1876 (Tebeau 1971:266, 294). 

Thomas H. Sanders, born in 1841, arrived at Merritt Island in Brevard County from 
Georgia in 1869 (Stone 1988:23). Sanders, who served in the JO'h Georgia Regiment in 
the Confederate Army, donated land for a cemetery on the west side of Merritt Island 
near present-day SR 528 and the Canaveral Barge Canal (Wentworth 2000:55). Other 
early Merritt Island families included the LaRoches, Porchers, and Fields. James 
LaRoche and his seven sons moved to Merritt Island sometime prior to 1876, and they 
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planted large tracts of orange groves on the island. Edward Porcher and his wife Bymina 
Peck were instrumental in the founding of St. Luke's Episcopal Church in Courtenay in 
1879 (Stone 1988:23). 

John R. and Samuel J. Field first visited Merritt Island in 1866, and they returned with 
their families two years later to settle Indianola. John Field homesteaded a tract of land 
along the current Field Manor Drive and established a plantation of citrus, sugar cane, 
tobacco, and vegetables. In 1881, he built a two-story house that is now listed in the 
NRHP as the J.R. Field Homestead, at 750 Field Manor Drive. This residence may be the 
oldest extant building on the island. Samuel Field homesteaded near present-day 
Indianola Drive, where he planted citrus, banana, and peach trees (Historic Property 
Associates, Inc. 1991:6). 

Settlers who homesteaded the Indian River area during the late 1860s and 1870s relied on 
sailboats for supplies and outside contacts. However, by 1880, the population had grown 
so much that steamboat operators could make a profit. Between 1880 and 1899, more 
than 25 steamboat companies set up on the Indian River and brought dozens of steamers 
to Brevard County. The steamboat industry contributed much to the development of 
Brevard County by hauling finished lumber into the area for homes and transported the 
region's export crops to Titusville where they could then be moved by railroad to 
northern markets (Eriksen 1994:94-98). 

In 1879-1880, George Barbour accompanied Senator Seth French on a tour of the 
southern and middle regions of Florida. Traveling by steamboat, the party made their way 
along the St. Johns River, arriving at Titusville and the Indian River. They visited 
Titusville, which at that time was county seat of Brevard County and was home to 
approximately 150 residents. At this time, there were 343 registered voters in Brevard 
County (Stone 1988:22). Rockledge, which derives its name from a formation of coquina 
rock along the shore, came into existence in 1873 and is the oldest resort town on the East 
Coast. At the time of Barbour and French's visit, it had approximately 140 residents 
(Barbour 1964:30-37). As travelers such as Barbour returned to the North praising 
Florida's climate and hunting and fishing resources, more people began to visit the 
region. Many of them returned to settle land and build homes and farms. 

In the 1880s, interest in the resources of southern Florida increased due to people like 
Hamilton Disston and Henry B. Plant. By 1881, the State of Florida faced a financial 
crisis involving a title to public lands. On the eve of the Civil War, land had been pledged 
by the Internal Improvement Fund to underwrite railroad bonds. After the War, when the 
railroads failed, the land reverted to the State. Almost $1 million was needed by the state 
to pay in full the principal and accumulated interest on the debt, thereby giving clear title. 

Disston, son of a wealthy Philadelphia industrialist, contracted with the State of Florida 
in two large land deals: the Disston Drainage Contract and the Disston Land Purchase. 
The Drainage Contract was an agreement between Disston and the State in which Disston 
and his associates agreed to drain and reclaim all overflow lands south of present day 
Orlando and east of the Peace River in exchange for one-half the acreage that could be 
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reclaimed and made fit for cultivation. Disston agreed to purchase Internal Improvement 
Fund Lands at $0.25 an acre to satisfy the indebtedness of the fund. A contract was 
signed on June 1, 1881 for the sale of 4,000,000 acres for the sum of $1 million, the 
estimated debt owed by the Improvement Fund. Disston was allowed to select tracts of 
land in lots of 10,000 acres, up to 3,500,000 acres. The remainder was to be selected in 
tracts of 640 acres (Davis 1938:206-207). Before he could fulfill his obligation, Disston 
sold half of this contract to a British concern, the Florida Land and Mortgage Company, 
headed by Sir Edward James Reed (Tischendorf 1954:123). 

Disston changed Florida from a wilderness of swamps, heat, and mosquitoes into an area 
ripe for investment. This enabled Henry B. Plant to move forward with his plans to open 
the western coast of Florida with a railroad-steamship operation called the Jacksonville, 
Tampa & Key West Railway. Through the Plant Investment Company, he bought up 
defunct rail lines such as the Silver Springs, Ocala & Gulf Railroad, Florida Transit and 
Peninsular Railroad, South Florida Railroad, and Florida Southern Railroad to establish 
his operation (Mann 1983:68; Harner 1973:18-23). In 1902, Henry Plant sold all of his 
Florida holdings to the Atlantic Coast Line, which would become the backbone trunkline 
of the southeast (Mann 1983 :68). 

During 1881 and 1882, channels were dug between the lake systems to the north and the 
Kissimmee River (Tebeau 1971:288). The Atlantic and Gulf Coast Canal and 
Okeechobee Land Company was responsible for opening up Lake Okeechobee to the 
Gulf of Mexico by dredging a channel to the Caloosahatchee River. Disston and his 
associates received 1,652,711 acres of land under the Drainage Contract, although they 
probably never permanently drained more than 50,000 acres (Tebeau 1971 :280). 
Drainage operations began and the Florida Land and Improvement Company and 
Kissimmee Land Company were formed to help fulfill the Drainage Contract 
(Hetherington 1980:6). 

Private land claims between 1881 and 1883 were probably squatters acquiring the land on 
which they lived prior to the land transfers under the Disston Land Purchase contract. 
The flurry of land transfers recorded in the early 1880s was mainly the result of two 
factors: large influxes of people during and as a result of railroad construction, and the 
widespread unpopularity of the Disston Land Purchase and Drainage Contract. Many 
residents resented the $0.25 per acre that Disston paid under the land contract, as they 
were required to pay $1.25 per acre under the terms of the Homestead Act of 1876. 
Claims also were made that Disston was receiving title to lands that were not swamplands 
or wetlands (Tebeau 1971 :278). Many residents bought up the higher, better-drained 
parcels of land for speculation, knowing that the surrounding wetlands and flatwoods 
would be deeded to Disston under the Land Purchase contract. Many hoped that their 
more desirable land purchases would increase in value. 

In the early 1880s, railroads made the previously isolated area of central Florida 
accessible to tourists and prospective settlers. Many communities located in present-day 
Orange County began as "whistle stops" on the numerous rail lines constructed during 
the last two decades of the nineteenth century. The availability of vast expanses of cheap, 
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fertile land, combined with a subtropical climate and readily accessible fresh water, 
attracted thousands of settlers from the North. Orlando, Winter Garden, Winter Park, and 
Apopka came to be the dominant population centers while the surrounding areas were 
reserved for farm and grove land (Historic Property Associates, Inc. 1995). 

In August 1881, at the same time Disston's companies were beginning their work, the 
legislature granted a state charter to the privately owned Florida Coast Line Canal & 
Transportation Company to construct a continuous waterway from the St. Johns River to 
Miami; the intracoastal channel would provide a sheltered, inland passage for shallow
draft vessels. The charter granted the company 3,840 acres of land for every mile of canal 
built. Construction began in 1883 on a 5-foot-deep, 50-foot-wide, intracoastal channel 
connecting coastal bays, rivers, and lakes (Buker 1975:117). Although the canal company 
dredged almost continuously from 1883 until the 268-mile channel was completed in 
1912, the firm's waterway operations were never successful. While the channel was still 
under construction, the company faced a formidable challenge from competing 
transportation interests expanding into South Florida (Buker 1975:120). 

Samuel Field became the first postmaster of Indianola, which was just south of Courtenay 
in Brevard County, in 1887. Mail was delivered twice a week by steamers traveling down 
the Indian River. The community was prosperous and had two stores, a church, a school, 
and a club house by the 1890s. 

The historic plat maps for Township 23 South, Range 33 East (Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection [FDEP] 1845); Township 23 South, Range 34 East (FDEP 
1852); Township 23 South, Range 35 East (FDEP 1846); Township 24 South, Range 35 
East (1845); Township 24 South, Range 36 East (FDEP 1859); and Township 24 South, 
Range 37 East (FDEP 1859) were reviewed (Figure 4). No military forts, roads, 
encampments, battlefields, homesteads, or historical Native American villages or trails 
were located within a mile of the project study area. 

A review of the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) Tract Book 
Records (n.d.) indicates that settlement in the region began in the late nineteenth century 
and increased dramatically in the early years of the twentieth century. Much of the land in 
this area was purchased by the Florida Coast Line Canal and Transportation Company 
(Table 5). 
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February 4, 

In Brevard County, B. C. Willard built the first house in Cocoa, which was originally 
known as Indian River City, in 1881-1882. Canaveral, settled in 1856 by Wilson and 
Barnharn, had 30 to 40 families residing there by 1875. Pineda was settled in after 1880 
and was originally called Hartland. During the 1890s, the community of Melbourne 
Beach was developed, and the Beaujean family built a bathhouse and small push-car 
railroad to the beach. On the riverside, a substantial pier was built near present -day Ocean 
Avenue pier to lure tourists and visitors from Melbourne. Cocoa was incorporated in 
1895 (Thomas 1983:7, 20). 

The most influential developer of the eastern coast of Florida was Henry Morrison 
Flagler. A partner of John D. Rockefeller in the Standard Oil Company, he was already a 
wealthy man when he first visited Florida in 1878. During a visit in 1883, Flagler 
initiated his plans for an enterprise of new hotels and a railroad. His interest was first 
centered on the St. Augustine area, but he later expanded farther south. In February of 
1893, Flagler's railroad arrived in Titusville, and by June of the same year, it was 
extended to Eau Gallie. By January of 1894, a person could travel the entire length of 
Brevard County by railroad (Tebeau 1971:284; Hellier 1965:261). The establishment of 
Flagler's railroad system marked the end of the steamboat era, although at least 25 Indian 
River steamboat companies carne into existence after 1893 (Hopwood 1986:46). 

In 1893, the South Florida Railroad was purchased by Henry B. Plant, partly as a means 
to move in on the territory of the Florida Southern Railroad, which was split in half and 
partially encircled by the South Florida Railroad. The Florida Southern Railroad was 
associated with the Jacksonville, Tampa & Key West (JTKW) System owned by Henry 
Flagler. As previously discussed, Plant had been buying up smaller, defunct rail lines to 
form his Savannah, Florida, and Western Railway System to compete with Flagler's 
JTKW System. After the JTKW System was dissolved and then bought by Plant on April 
3, 1899, the Florida Southern Railroad Company, unable to compete by itself against 
Plant's railroad empire, sold to the Plant Investment Company that same year (Mann 
1983 :66-68). 
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Another important system was the Florida Midland Railroad, which was organized in 
1883 and constructed through Apopka in 1886. By 1890, this railroad ran across 
Seminole, Orange, and Osceola counties. It ran north to south through Apopka, with the 
roadbed extending along Forest Avenue and curving off to the northeast near the Apopka 
Cemetery, and through communities such as Clarcona, Gotha, Ocoee, and Windermere 
(Historic Property Associates, Inc. 1995). The Florida Midland Railroad crossed the 
South Florida Railroad at the intersection of Forest Avenue and Eighth Street in Apopka. 
Supported by two railroad systems, Apopka was an important railroad head. In addition, 
its proximity to Orlando, which by 1890 had gained a reputation as the most significant 
shipping point for oranges in the state, made Apopka an important city in Orange County 
(Pettengill1952:55, 85; Shofner 1982:71-74). 

The Florida Midland Railroad went bankrupt in 1891 and was acquired five years later by 
Henry Plant's Savannah, Florida, and Western Railway System. The Tavares and Gulf 
Railroad, which had a long run as an independent line within Orange County, connected 
Tavares and Clermont in Lake County. This line extended east to Winter Garden in 1889 
and reached Ocoee in 1913 (Historic Property Associates, Inc. 1995). 

The railroad provided impetus to new commerce and trade. However, economic 
prosperity received a setback in December 1894 and February 1895 when Florida 
experienced two disastrous freezes that wiped out citrus and vegetable crops. Most of the 
groves along the Indian River were destroyed and some farmers never recovered and left 
the area. 

The lumber industry also emerged as an important component of the local economy in the 
1880s. Lumber was primarily used for buildings, railroad cross ties, and crates for citrus 
and vegetables. Small logging roads were extended into pine forests and by 1885, 
approximately 15 saw mills operated in northwestern Orange County, with many of those 
in Apopka. Amos Starbird operated one of the largest mills in the city, located at the 
junction of the Florida Midland Railroad and the Tavares, Orlando, and Atlantic 
Railroad. Starbird's mill later became the Consumer's Lumber and Veneer Company 
(Shofner 1982:100-101; Blackman 1927:156-157). 

Citrus production was the main industry in the Orange County area until the winter of 
1894-1895. During this period, the "Great Freeze" devastated many citrus crops causing 
many settlers to return to the north. Those that chose to stay and replant their groves 
slowly regained their prosperity in the citrus business. This catastrophe led to the decline 
in population from 12,584 in 1890 to 11,374 in 1900 (Robison and Andrews 1995:183). 
In Apopka, the bank closed and newspapers ceased publication as a result of the 
economic recession. Although the community was hailed in 1897 as the "Metropolis of 
West Orange," subdivision and construction activity remained lethargic, and it was nearly 
a decade before citrus trees produced at levels set in the early 1890s (Historic Property 
Associates, Inc. 1992:1, 8). 
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Spanish-American War Period/Turn-of-the-Century (1898--1916) 

At the tum-of-the-century, Florida's history was marked by the outbreak of the Spanish
American War in 1898. As Florida is the closest state to Cuba, American troops were 
stationed and deployed from the state's coastal cities. Harbors in Tampa, Pensacola, and 
Key West were improved as ships were launched with troops and supplies. Although 
short in duration, "The Splendid Little War" left its mark in the form of improved 
harbors, expanded railroads, and military installations (Miller 1990). 

In 1900, George Washington Hopkins purchased 104,000 acres in Brevard County for his 
lumbering operations, and his Union Cypress Mill was located south of Crane Creek 
(Kjerulft 1972: 14-15). 

In 1904, Governor Napoleon Bonaparte Broward initiated significant reforms in Florida 
politics. Several of Broward's major issues included the Everglades drainage project, 
railroad regulation, and the construction of roads. During this time, railroads were 
constructed throughout the state and automobile use became more prevalent. Improved 
transportation in the state opened lines to export Florida's agricultural and industrial 
products. Between 1900 and 1910, the state population increased from 528,542 residents 
to 752,619. The creation of St. Lucie and Palm Beach Counties is a testament to the 
increasing volume of people moving to the east coast of the state (Miller 1990). 

Rapid and widespread growth was the theme of this period in Florida history. Thousands 
of miles of railroad tracks were laid including the Florida East Coast, Atlantic Coast Line, 
and Seaboard Air Line railroads. While agriculture, especially the citrus industry, was the 
backbone of the Florida economy, manufacturing and industry grew during the beginning 
of the century. Fertilizer production, boat building, and lumber and timber products were 
strong secondary industries (Weaver eta!. 1996:3). 

The Dixie Highway, which traveled along the west bank of Florida and eventually 
extended as far north as Ontario, Canada, reached Cocoa in 1915. This road allowed 
northerners easily to reach the warmer Florida climate during the winter tourist season. 
By 1920, Brevard County acquired many simple yet modem amenities, including the 
construction of water towers, sewer systems, and drainage districts involving systems of 
drainage canals and ditches. With the invention of the automobile and the subsequent 
development of a system for mass-production by Ford in 1913, George W. Hopkins, a 
resident of Eau Gallie, builder of the Union Cypress railroad and founder of the Union 
Cypress Company, became one of the first proponents of a dependable transportation 
route through western Brevard County. In 1916, Hopkins wrote to the county 
commissioners to advise them on the best route through his land for a highway to St. 
Cloud. His foresight established the route of the Melbourne-Kissimmee highway, 
although it would be many years before this highway was operable and open to the 
general public (Eriksen 1994: 148-150). 

During the first part of the twentieth century, Orange County reestablished itself as the 
dominant area of the citrus industry. By 1910, approximately 500,000 boxes of oranges 
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were shipped annually, making the county the state's leading citrus producer. The Florida 
Citrus Exchange was started in 1909 as a response to the growing industry. Exchanges 
also were established in communities such as Apopka, Ocoee, Orlando, Tildenville, 
Windermere, and Winter Garden. Numerous citrus and vegetable packinghouses dotted 
the area around these communities. (Historic Property Associates, Inc. 1995:6). 

At this time, Orange County also began building numerous hard-paved roads. In 1910, 
the Board of County Commissioners initiated a bond issue for $1 million to construct 
brick roads. This bond was not approved by the county voters, but another bond for 
$600,000 was passed in 1913 that allowed for the construction of roads connecting 
Orlando to Oakland, Maitland, Christmas, and Taft, and connecting Windermere to 
Ocoee (Historic Property Associates, Inc. 1995 :7). 

World War I and Aftermath Period (1917-1920) 

The World War I and Aftermath period of Florida's history began with the U.S. entry 
into World War I in 1917. Wartime activity required several training facilities to be set up 
throughout the state. Protecting the coastlines was a priority at this time. Although the 
conflict only lasted until November of 1918, the economy was boosted by the war, 
especially shipbuilding. The war brought industrialization to port cities such as Tampa 
and Jacksonville, where ships were built. These cities also functioned as supply depots 
and embarkation points. An indirect economic benefit of the war was an increase in 
agricultural production such as beef, vegetables, and cotton (Miller 1990). 

While Florida industrialization and agriculture flourished, immigration and housing 
development slowed during the war. Tourism increased, due to the war in Europe, which 
forced Americans to vacation domestically. Railroad construction resumed at the 
conclusion of the war. Tycoons such as Henry Flagler and Henry Plant were building the 
hotels and railroads for people desiring winter vacations in sunny Florida. These 
magnates took an interest in the promotion of and improvements in Florida in an effort to 
bring in more tourist dollars (Miller 1990). The end of the war marked a slight increase in 
population, and Flagler and Okeechobee counties were created '!t this time. 

The first wooden toll bridge connecting Merritt Island to the mainland in Broward 
County opened in 1917. This bridge linked the communities of Cocoa and Merritt, a town 
three miles south of Indianola, and spawned a significant amount of development on 
Merritt Island (Drake and Moss 1997: 184). The population of Merritt Island grew to 
1,018 by 1920. Bridge construction to Cocoa Beach began in 1920, and the first bridge 
across the Banana River was completed in 1922. This bridge was used heavily when the 
Cocoa Beach Casino opened later that year. Gus Edwards founded the City of Cocoa 
Beach in 1925, and the city commission held its first meeting at the casino (City of Cocoa 
Beach n.d.). 
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Florida Boom Period (1920-1930) 

After World War I, Florida experienced unprecedented growth. Many people relocated to 
Florida during the war to work in wartime industries or were stationed in the state as 
soldiers. Bank deposits increased, real estate companies opened in many cities, and state 
and county road systems expanded quickly. Earlier land reclamation projects created 
thousands of new acres of land to be developed. Real estate activity increased steadily 
after the war's end and drove up property values. Prices on lots were inflated to appear 
more enticing to out-of-state buyers. Every city and town in Florida had new subdivisions 
platted and lots were selling and reselling for quick profits. Southeastern Florida, 
including cities such as Miami and Palm Beach, experienced the most activity, although 
the boom affected most communities in central and South Florida (Weaver et a!. 1996:3). 

The population in Orange County grew from 19,890 to 38,325 between 1920 and 1925, 
while the population of Apopka increased from 798 to 1,001 between the same years 
(Nolan 1984; United States Bureau of the Census 1930:21 0). Agricultural development 
included the expansion of citrus groves and the establishment of the ornamental fern 
industry (Historic Property Associates, Inc. 1995: 17). 

Road construction became a statewide concern as it shifted from a local to a state 
function. These new roads made even remote areas of the state accessible and allowed the 
boom to spread. Apparently, up to 20,000 people were arriving in the state on a daily 
basis. Besides the inexpensive property, Florida's legislative prohibition on income and 
inheritance taxes also encouraged more people to move to the state. 

By 1920, Brevard County population had increased to more than 8,500, a 90 percent rise 
from the 1910 figure of 4,717 people. In the same year, Melbourne had a population of 
533 people. The improved road system brought an ever-growing procession of tourists 
into the county, and many of these tourists stayed to reside there. Brevard County's 
increasing population and construction boom, which peaked in 1925, owed much to the 
promotional literature issued by government officials and private entrepreneurs. Any 
small town along the new highways provided a place to camp for the streams of tourists. 
One well-known campsite, the Midway Tourist Camp in Melbourne, maintained riverside 
cottages and tent/trailer spaces for approximately 800 guests (Eriksen 1994:163-164). 
Other developments included the surveying and incorporation of the Crane Creek 
Drainage District and Melbourne Tillman District. The Crane Creek Drainage District 
covered the lowlands west of Melbourne (Eriksen 1994: 165). 

Development in Orange County also reflected the intense growth of the period. During 
the land boom of the 1920s, rising property values in Orange County prompted the 
establishment of new subdivisions. New residential construction was occurring in the 
areas surrounding Lake Lucerne and Lake Cherokee. Indicative of the successful 
construction industry, building permits in Orlando during 1925 totaled $8.6 million 
(Robison and Andrews 1995 :244). The influx of winter visitors, prospective land buyers, 
and success of the citrus industry created an atmosphere of development and expansion. 
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Large groves, busy packinghouses, and influential grove owners contributed to the 
economic boom that was pervasive in the area. 

The Boom period began to decline in August 1925, when the Florida East Coast Railway 
placed an embargo on freight shipments to southern Florida. Ports and rail terminals were 
overflowing with unused building materials. In addition, northern newspapers published 
reports of fraudulent land deals in Florida. In 1926 and 1928, two hurricanes hit 
southeastern Florida killing hundreds of people and destroying thousands of buildings. 
The collapse of the real estate market and the subsequent hurricane damage effectively 
ended the boom in southern Florida (Weaver eta!. 1996:4). Many South Florida residents 
fled northward into Brevard County (Eriksen 1994:173). The recession was made worse 
by the 1929 Mediterranean fruit fly infestation that devastated citrus groves throughout 
the state (Weaver eta!. 1996:4). 

Despite these problems, communities with oceanfront casinos flourished in Brevard 
County. During the late 1920s, several airports or "landing fields" were established in 
Melbourne, Cocoa, and Titusville, primarily for the use of planes in the airmail service 
(Eriksen 1994:164). In 1928, the airfield at Melbourne was chosen as the site of the 
county's first public airport. The choice was practical more than political; the Melbourne 
field was an ideal refueling spot for airmail flights, as it was midway between 
Jacksonville and Miami. At first, this airport was an open field with "MELBOURNE" 
painted on the roof of a nearby warehouse (Eriksen 1994: 176). 

By the time the stock market collapsed in 1929, Florida was already suffering from an 
economic depression. Construction activity halted and industry dramatically declined. 
Subdivisions platted several years earlier remained undeveloped and lots were occupied 
by partially finished buildings. While the national economy was in shock from the crash, 
however, Brevard County residents remained optimistic and did not seem to be 
immediately affected. In anticipation of an improved economy, local theater owners 
installed "phototone machines" in their movie houses so they could feature the first 
talking movies (Eriksen 1994: 177). 

Depression and New Deal Period (1930-1940) 

As previously discussed, there were several causes for the economic depression in 
Florida, including the grossly inflated real estate market, the hurricanes, and fruit fly 
infestation. During the Great Depression, Florida suffered significantly. Between 1929 
and 1933, 148 state and national banks collapsed, more than half of the state's teachers 
were owed back pay, and one in four residents was receiving public relief (Miller 1990). 

As a result of hard economic times, President Franklin D. Roosevelt initiated several 
national relief programs. Important New Deal-era programs in Florida were the Civilian 
Conservation Corps (CCC), and the Civil Works Administration (CWA), later renamed 
the Works Progress Administration (WPA). The WPA provided jobs for professional 
workers and laborers, whose work included the construction or improvement of many 
roads, public buildings, parks, and airports in Florida. The CCC improved and preserved 

61 



Cultural Resource Assessment Survey for the SR 528 PD&E Study 
Brevard and Orange Counties 

February 2005 

forests, parks, and agricultural lands (Miller 1990). Projects in Orange County included 
platting of three new residential subdivisions and the construction of a new city hall and a 
municipal auditorium in Apopka, a fire station in Winter Garden, and a woman's club in 
Ocoee (Historic Property Associates, Inc. 1995:10). During the latter half of the 1930s, 
Orange County began to see an increase in citrus production, and was again the leading 
producer in the state. 

In 1933, the CW A began construction of the Melbourne Eau Gallie Airport, presently 
known as the Melbourne Regional Airport. Melbourne had been granted the right to build 
an airport on its northern boundary with Eau Gallie by the Legislature in 1929, and the 
CW A provided the laborers needed to clear saw palmettos from the site to create a 
landing field. In 1935, Federal funding was received for the project, I 0 acres were 
cleared and planted with grasses provided by local homeowners, and a small hanger was 
built and boundary lights were installed. The new facility was considered one of the 
better airports on Florida's eastern coast and the WPA formally dedicated the Melbourne 
airport in 193 7. It continued to receive funding for improvements such as the new radio 
towers installed in 1938. Several years later, the Navy announced plans to invest $3 
million in the airfield to create the Melbourne Naval Air Station (Eriksen 1994: 184-189). 

Most of the state's economy was affected by the Depression. Beef and citrus production 
declined, manufacturing slowed, and development projects were stopped. Even the 
railroad industry felt the pressures of the 1930s; service was greatly reduced and 
personnel were laid off. In addition, the increasing use of the automobile lessened the 
demand for travel by rail. Despite the Depression, tourism remained an integral part of 
the Florida economy during this period. New highways made automobile travel to Florida 
easy and affordable, and more middle-class families were able to vacation in the 
"Sunshine State" (Eriksen 1994, Miller 1990). 

World War II and the Post-War Period (1940-1950) 

From the end of the Great Depression until after the close of the post-war era, Florida's 
history was inextricably bound with World War II and its aftermath. It became one of the 
nation's major training grounds for the various military branches including the Army, 
Navy, and Air Force. Prior to this time, tourism had been the state's major industry and it 
was brought to a halt as tourist and civilian facilities, such as hotels and private homes, 
were placed into wartime service. The influx of thousands of service members and their 
families increased industrial and agricultural production in Florida, and also introduced 
these new residents to the warm weather and tropical beauty of Florida. Several ancillary 
battalions were stationed in Orange County during the war, including the 351 '' Coast 
Artillery Search Light Battalion and the 101

h Anti-Aircraft Automatic Weapons Group 
(Tebeau 1971:416-419; Sanborn Map Company 1945; Shofner 1982:259-260). The 
Orlando municipal airport was converted into the Orlando Army Air Base. The Pine 
Castle Army Air Field also was established. 

Railroads once again profited, since service members, military goods, and materials 
needed to be transported. However, airplanes were now becoming the new form of 

62 



Cultural Resource Assessment Survey for the SR 528 PD&E Study 
Brevard and Orange Counties 

February 2005 

transportation, and Florida became a major airline destination. The highway system also 
was being expanded at this time. The State Road Department constructed I ,560 miles of 
highway during the war era (Miller 1990). 

In 1939, the Banana River Naval Air Station was constructed at Cape Canaveral because 
of the oncoming threat of war, therefore increasing the amount of traffic that came and 
went from the island. The bridge that was built in 1922 was in a state of disrepair and 
could no longer handle the growing amount of traffic, leading the State Road Department 
in 1940 to authorize dredging the causeway and installing a concrete bridge and steel 
span in the center. The dredging went along as scheduled, however, before the center 
span could be built, World War II broke out and steel was diverted to military purposes 
(The Star-Advocate 1980:42). 

In October 1940, the county and city governments began to receive large sums of Federal 
money for road and airport improvements. Melbourne received more than $212,000 to 
expand its airport's administrative building and runways. In order to bolster defenses 
against German U-boat attacks in eastern Florida, the Navy selected Melbourne as the 
only likely site for a second air base in Brevard County and, in mid-1942, the Melbourne 
Eau Ga1lie Airport was converted into the Melbourne Naval Air Station. After $5 million 
expenditure for improvements, the Navy activated the insta11ation on October 20, 1942. 
This insta11ation was used as a training center where student pilots received on-the
ground experience in "Link trainers," and then practiced landings at runways west of 
Malabar and Valkaria (Eriksen 1994: 193-199). 

At the conclusion of World War II, Florida's economy was almost fu11y recovered. 
Tourism quickly rebounded and became the major source of the state's economy. 
Additiona11y, former military personnel found the local climate amiable and remained in 
Florida permanently after the war. These new residents greatly increased the population 
in the 1940s. 

In 1945, the US Congress approved the construction of Port Canaveral, as part of the 
Rivers and Harbors Improvement Program. With the proviso that the funds be matched 
loca11y, Congress appropriated $830,000 for the construction of the port. On December 1, 
1947, the Canaveral Port Authority issued $1,365,999 in bonds for the construction of the 
harbor, channel, and barge canal (Canaveral Port Authority 2003:2-3). 

Modern Period (1950-Present) 

A dredge began cutting a path east from the middle of the Indian River to the Port 
Canaveral site on June 6, 1950. Most of the dredged soil was used to construct the 
Bennett Causeway, which was dedicated in 1963 (Canaveral Port Authority 2003:3). Port 
Canaveral was dedicated on November 4, 1953. Colonel Noah Butt, former speaker of 
the Florida House of Representatives, was the Chairman of the Canaveral Port Authority, 
and Senator Spessard L. Holland was the speaker. The USS McClelland (DE750) was 
moored at the west marginal wharf for an open house (Community Educators Credit 
Union 2003). The Canaveral Lock at the port was dedicated over a decade later, in 1965. 
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Following World War II, many people stationed nearby remained in Orange County, and 
the area experienced a population increase at that time. Subsequently, the county 
experienced a post-war economic boom as large numbers of people began seeking 
permanent residence. As veterans resided in the area in the late 1940s and early 1950s, 
new housing focused on the development of masonry tract homes in new subdivisions on 
land that had once been the outskirts of Orlando. 

The 1956 Highway Act initiated a plan for 41,500 miles of interstate highway throughout 
the country. Interstate 4, which was constructed in the late-1950s and early-1960s, was 
part of the plan. Completed in 1965, it passed through downtown Orlando, connecting 
Tampa to Daytona. I -4 quickly served as the beltway across central Florida, providing 
access to both coasts and many tourist attractions. After Walt Disney World opened in 
1971, growth and development along I-4 exploded. Between 1960 and 1980, Orange 
County's population increased by 80 percent. 

The first section of the Martin Andersen Beeline Expressway, running from the site of the 
McCoy Jetport (present-day Orlando International Airport) to SR 520, opened in 1967 
(Orlando Sentinel n.d.[1967]). The Beeline Expressway, along with the East-West 
Expressway in Orlando, was intended to be completed by the opening of Walt Disney 
World in Orlando in 1971 (Orlando Sentinel n.d.[l968]). The 1967 Florida legislature 
approved $93 million in bonds to finance the extension of the Beeline Expressway and 
widen the Bennett Causeway, which runs between Port Canaveral and Merritt Island. 
Construction on the expressway was delayed due to a number of reasons, including fiscal 
inflation, local politics, changes to the state constitution, governmental reorganization, 
and infringement on the habitat of the dusky seaside sparrow. An additional $33 million 
in bonds was raised to construct the eastern extension to the Bennett Causeway, which 
was completed in 1974 (Shofuer 2001 :46-47). 
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BACKGROUND RBSBARCH 

This section provides background information on the prehistory 
and history of the region that includes the Magnolia Ranch project 
site. 

CUltural Prehistory 

Aboriginal peoples have inhabited Florida for at least 14,000 
years. The earliest cultural stages are pan-Florida in extent 
while later cultures exhibited differing cultural traits in the 
various archaeological areas of the state. Jerald Milanich and 
Charles Fairbanks (l980:Table 1 and Table 2) have synthesized the 
earlier work of John Goggin ( 194 7, 1949, 1952) , Irving Rouse 
(1951), Ripley Bullen (1972), and others in East and Central 
Florida. Their chronology will be followed in this brief overview, 
augmented with new information from a recent synthesis by Russo 
(1988, 1989). This prehistoric overview will serve as a framework 
for understanding and evaluating any sites located by the survey. 

The Magnolia Ranch development site is located in the East and 
central Lakes archaeological region (Figure 2) as defined by 
Milanich and Fairbanks (1980:22). The area was occupied prehis
torically by aboriginal groups sharing similar customs, traditions 
and technologies. Although regional variations in cultural 
practices existed, there are enough similarities between these 
different groups to enable archaeologists to classify the region as 
a single area (Russo 1989a). 

The East and Central Lakes archaeological region extends from 
the St. Mary's River on the north to the vicinity of Vero Beach on 
the Atlantic coast, and includes the st. Johns River drainage 
system and most of the coastal lagoon. Although the southern 
interior boundary is rather vague, recent investigations (Austin 
and Piper 1986) suggest that it is north of Lake Arbuckle in the 
vicinity of east-central Polk County. 
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Figure 2: Map of the East and Central Lakes Archaeological region (after . 
Milanich and Fair,?anks 1980: 22) . 
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Palao-Jn4ian stage 

The earliest stage of prehistoric cultural development, the 
Paleo-Indian, dates from the time humans first arrived in Florida 
until about 6500 B.C. The climate of the region was cooler and 
drier than at present and the level of the sea was as much as 35 
meters (115.5 feet) lower (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980:37}. The 
greatest density of known Paleo-Indian sites in Florida is 
associated with rivers in the north-central part of the state, 
although rising sea levels have probably inundated early coastal 
sites making their discovery difficult (Rouse 1951:21-30~ Scholl n 
Al· 1969~ Ruppe 1980}. 

The prevailing view of Paleo-Indian existence, based on the 
uniformity of the known tool kit and the small size of many of the 
known sites, is that of a nomadic lifestyle with subsistence 
activities based on hunting and gathering (Milanich and Fairbanks 
1980:35-42). Recent excavations in Hillsborough County, however, 
have contributed to the development of increasingly sophisticated 
models of early hunter-gatherer settlement (e.g. Daniel 1985~ 

r- Chance 1983) which take into account the adaptive responses of 
' 

-
-

-
,.... 

-

human populations to both short and long term environmental 
change. These models suggest that some Paleo-Indian groups may 
have practiced a more sedentary lifestyle than had previously been 
believed (Daniel 1985:264}. 

Two controversial early aboriginal sites are located on the 
coastal strand southeast of the project area, 8-Ir-9 in Vero Beach 
and 8-Br-44 in Melbourne. At ·both sites human remains were 
reported in association with the bones of extinct Pleistocene 
animals (Gidley and Loomis 1926~ Sellards 1940), but the associa
tion was disputed by Hrdlicka (1907, 1918) and later by Rouse 
(1950, 1951:223) who felt the human remains were intrusive into the 
Pleistocene stratum. 
(Stewart in Milanich 

More recent examination of the human crania 
and Fairbanks 1980:5) and comparisons with 

those from the warm Mineral Springs site in Sarasota County seem to 
support a Paleo-Indian period date for the Vero and Melbourne finds 
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(Cockrell and Murphy 1978: 7-8), although a final determination 
- cannot as yet be made. 

-

-

one Paleo-Indian site has been excavated in the region. A 
Paleo-Indian tool assemblage including lanceolate-shaped projectile 
points has been recovered from the Lake Hell 'n Blazes site located 
near the headwaters of the st. Johns River (Edwards 1954). 
Isolated finds of lanceolate-shaped projectile points have been 
reported in the region including a Suwanee projectile point re-
covered during dredging of Soldiers Creek in Seminole County 
(Stewart and Dreves 1980). 

The relative lack of Paleo-Indian sites in East Central 
Florida has been linked to environmental constraints imposed by a 
lower sea level and drier climate, or to subsequent rising sea 
levels that may have inundated or destroyed early coastal sites. 

Archaic stage 

The Archaic stage of cultural development was characterized by 
a shift in adaptive strategies stimulated by the onset of the 
Holocene and the establishment of increasingly modern climate and 
biota. It is generally believed to have begun in Florida around 
6500 B.C. (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980:48). This stage is further 
characterized by an efficient, seasonal exploitation of a wider 
range of food resources. including deer and other small game, 

- hardwood nuts, and mollusks, and a larger but less carefully worked 
tool kit. Archaic Indian groups are thought to have utilized a 
more restricted territory than their Paleo-Indian predecessors, 
with some groups leading at least a semi-sedentary existence. 
Archaic site types include base camps, hunting camps, butchering 
sites, quarries, and cemeteries. An early Archaic component is 
present at the Zellwood site on the shore of Lake Apopka (Dreves 
1974) and at the Nalcrest site at Lake weohyakapka in Polk County 
(Bullen and Beilman 1973). 

An important early Archaic site in East-Central Florida is the 
Windover site near Titusville in Brevard County. This site 
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consists of a prehistoric cemetery in a small pond and is the most 
thoroughly excavated early site in East-Central Florida. In 
addition to well preserved human remains; normally perishable items 
of bone, wood, shell and fabric were also preserved. Radiocarbon 
dates indicate that the interments were made approximately 8000 

years ago (Doran and Dickel 1988). 

Mount Tavlor Phase: By 4000 B.C. Archaic hunter/gatherers 
were spending much of the year in villages along the st. Johns 
River and its tributaries. This phase of Archaic development, 
known as the Mount Taylor phase after the type site in Volusia 

~ County (Goggin 1952), is characterized by the dietary importance of 
freshwater snails (Cumbaa 1976), and the use of stemmed projectile 
points with triangular blades, as well as bone points and tools. 

-

-
-
-

Excavations at the Tick Island site, also in Vol usia County, 
revealed a mass burial in a midden perhaps associated with a 
charnel house, an early instance of such a burial pattern (Jahn and 
Bullen 1978). The Hunter's Creek site in Orange County, is an 
important Archaic period site located near the project area 
(Stewart 1987). 

Recent surveys and excavations suggest that middle Archaic 
peoples wer~ also exploiting coastal resources to a greater degree 
than previously believed (Ste. Claire 1989). The Gautier site, a 
village and cemetery complex near Cocoa Beach in Brevard County 
probably represents a long term occupation during the Middle and 
Late Archaic periods (Carr 1981; Sigler-Ei~enberg 1984). 

orange Phase: The introduction of a crude fiber-tempered 
pottery into the artifact assemblage of the Archaic aboriginals 
marks the beginning of the Orange phase around 2000 B.c. The tool 
assemblage of the Orange phase resembles that of the Mount Taylor 
phase with the addition of pottery and eyidence of basketry and 
matting as seen in the impressions on clay pot bottoms (Milanich 
and Fairbanks 1980:155). 

The basic hunting-foraging subsistence pattern of the Archaic 
stage continued, with a shift to marine shellfish occurring as the 
snail beds were gradually depleted. By Orange III times, 
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ca. 1450-1250 B.C., occupation of the Atlantic Coastal strand had 
increased significantly and this shift in prehistoric settlement 
and subsistence strategies is documented at the.Summer Haven site 
in St. Johns county and the Cotten site in Volusia County (Bullen 
and Bullen 1961; Bullen 1972; Griffin and Smith 1954). Other sites 
containing an Orange component include the Duda Ranch Mound, 
Bluffton and Sunday Bluff sites along the st. Johns River (Knoderer 
1972; Bullen 1955, 1969, 1972), and the Alexander Springs Midden, 
Silver Glen Springs site and Aston Midden in the interior (FMSF). 

rorm,atiy• st;aq• 

During the late Orange phase, also known as the Florida 
Transitional Period (1200-500 B.C.), changes in pottery and 
technology occurred in Florida which mark the beginning of the 
Formative Stage. A decline in the use of fibers and an increase in 
the use of sand as a tempering agent in ceramics occurred during 
this period. The temperless st. Johns ceramic series also begins 
to appear at this time, and three different projectile point 
styles, basally-notched, corner-notched, and stemmed, all occur in 
relatively contemporaneous contexts. This profusion of ceramic and 
tool traditions is suggestive of population movement and social 
interaction between culture areas. 
possible utilization of cultigens 
1980:155). 

Other changes include the 
(Milanich and Fairbanks 

St. Jobns culture Sequence: Milanich and Fairbanks (1980:20) 
state that "The Formative stage, denoting a beginning of formal, 
settled communities, with the gradual development of more complex 
forms of political and religious community organization, is marked 
by a great deal more regional diversity than the earlier stages". 
This regional diversity, due primarily to local adaptation to 
varied ecological conditions within the state, has traditionally 
been described in terms of cultural periods based on variations in 
ceramic types. The ceramic tradition for Central and East Florida 
is known as the St. Johns cultural tradition and is divided into 
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the following periods: St. Johns I (500 B.C.-A.D. 100), St. Johns 
Ia (A.D. 100-500), St. Johns Ib (A.D. 500-800), St. Johns IIa 
(A.D. 800-1300), st. John's IIb (A.D. 1300-1513), and st. John's 
IIc (A.D. 1513-1565). 

It has been assumed that the basic settlement and subsistence 
pattern of seasonal movement between the coast and river valley 
established during the orange phase continued during the early st. 
Johns period. oysters, thought to be newly abundant in the coastal 
lagoons because of rising sea levels, joined coquinas as a major 
dietary staple during St. Johns I times. However, recent excava
tions at the Edgewater Landings sites by Russo et al. (1989) 
suggest that St. Johns peoples may have inhabited the coast on a 
more permanent basis. Limited horticulture is also assumed 
(Milanich and Fairbanks 1980: 157-160; Martinez 1977: 15) , but as 
Russo ( 1989: 109) notes, there is no convincing evidence for 
prehistoric agriculture in East-Central Florida ·despite concerted 
attempts to look for it. 

Low burial mounds appear for the first time during st. Johns 
I. The pottery is the temperless St. Johns ware, both plain and 

- incised, constructed by the coil method. The presence of ceramics 
diagnostic of the Deptford culture indicates interaction with 
contemporaneous groups living on the west coast. 

.-

-

The St. Johns Ia period is marked by the appearance of 
Hopewellian-Yent objects in burial mounds. st. Johns Plain and 
ounns Creek Red are common pottery types with Swift Creek ceramic 
attributes replacing Deptford ones toward the end of the period. 
Excavations at the Ross Hammock mound in Volusia County provided 
information on mound construction and burial practices (Bullen ~ 
.u. 1967). 

Interaction with Weeden Island cultures to the northwest 
during the St. Johns Ib period is apparent from the occurrence of 
Weeden Island pottery in burial mounds. Village pottery appears to 
be limited to St. Johns plain ware although few village sites have 
been excavated. 

The diagnostic marker for the St. Johns IIa period is 
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St. Johns check-stamped pottery. B~rial mo~nds are common and the 
most extensive occ~pation of the coastal lagoons occ~rred d~ring 
this time. Contin~ed interaction with the Weeden Island c~lt~res 
is evidenced by late Weeden Island pottery types andjor copies 
recovered from some mo~nds (Ro~se 1951:254: Milanich and Fairbanks 
1980:148, 159). Excavated sites of this period incl~de the Walker 
Point Mo~d in Nassa~ Co~ty (Hemmings and Oeagan 1973) and the 
Grant Mo~nd (Benton 1981). The latter site has added significantly 
to o~r knowledge of b~rial ceremonialism and village life d~ring 
this time. 

St. Johns IIb, the late prehistoric period, is characterized 
- by the appearance of some so~theastern Mississippian traits, 

pres~bly res~lting from socio-religio~s interaction with the 

-
-

-

Ft. Walton and Safety Harbor c~lt~res of Florida. Large ceremonial 
sites, s~ch as the Mt. Royal, Shields and Th~rsby mo~nds, located 
along the st. Johns River were excavated by C.B. Moore (1894a, 
1894b) in the 1890's and s~sequently interpreted by Goggin 
(1952). Habitation sites dating~ this period have been reported 
near Lake Mizell (Swindell et al. 1977). The ~se of st. Johns 
check-stamped pottery contin~ed with trade wares and So~thern ~lt 
objects occ~rring in mo~ds. 

st. Johns IIc is the designation for the contact or proto
historic period which is marked by the introd~ction of E~ropean 
artifacts in some of the mo~nds. Ethnohistoric acco~nts describe 
the historic tribes who lived in the area as the Ac~era of the 
Eastern Tim~~a (Deagan 1978). H~nting, gathering and shellfish 
collecting contin~ed as the primary s~sistence mode s~pplemented 
by the ~ltivation of corn, beans, tobacco and other crops. 
Villages were located near freshwater streams or lakes and were 
~led over by a chief. Research has revealed only one mo~nd ~sed 
by the Ac~era, the Ft. Mason Mo~nd on the Oklawaha River, which 
contains E~ropean trade goods in association with the b~rials 

(Moore 1896: Deagan 1978). 
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Aeeulturatiye stage 

The arrival of the Spanish during the early 1500's initiated 
a period of profound social and cultural upheaval among the 

-- indigenous aboriginal cultures inhabiting the state. Many tradi
tional ways of life were destroyed or abandoned, while the 
remaining cultures were modified by the acquisition of Spanish 
traits and adaptation to the presence of a new and dominant 
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culture. 
The Spanish established two missions in the area during the 

early 17th century but these were probably abandoned during the 
Western Timucuan rebellion of 1656 (Deagan 1978). Repeated 
conflicts with the Europeans and exposure to European diseases 
resulted in the decimation of Timucuan culture by the end of the 
17th century. 

By the early 18th century, groups of Creek Indians who came to 
be known as Seminoles moved into Florida to escape the political 
and population pressures of the expanding American frontier. It is 
suspected that the village site occupied by the Seminole chief 
Osceola and his followers in 1836 was recently located in Citrus 
County near the east side of Tsala Apopka Lake. seminole artifacts 
were also recovered from the Mizell site (8-0r-14) near Lake Mizell 
and the South Indian Fields (8-Br-23) in Brevard County. 

Historical Review 

The purpose of the historical documentary research was to 
provide expectations concerning historic period archaeological 
sites and their possible local and regional significance, and to 
serve as a guide to the field investigations. To that end books, 
maps and manuscripts located at the University of South Florida 
Special Collections Department~ Florida Department of Natural 
Resources, Division of State Lands~ and Piper Archaeological 
Research, Inc. were 
conducted with local 
area. 

examined. Personal interviews were also 
informants knowledgeable about the project 



12 

Early settlements during the Spanish and British Periods were 
- focused in the northern half of the peninsula. The area which 

today contains southern orange County and northern Osceola County 
was not settled until relatively late in the 19th century. A few 
cattlemen, attracted by the pasturage of the Kissimmee region, came 
to the area during the latter part of the Second Spanish Period 
(ca. 1813-1821) but did not establish permanent settlements 
(Federal Writers' Project 1984:364-365). Throughout the first half 

r- of the 19th century this area was primarily occupied by the 
Seminole Indians. The Seminoles, originally part of the Creek 
nation, moved from Georgia into Florida during the 18th century, 
filling a void left by the area's decimated aboriginal population. 

-

-
..... 

I 

-

.-

-

-

It was not until after the seminole Wars and the Indian's retreat 
into the Everglades, that more cattlemen and settlers began to come 
to the area. 

The Orlando/Kissimmee area was contained within the boundaries 
of the Seminole reservation as established by the Treaty of 
Moultrie Creek in 1823 (Mahon l967:Rear fold-out map). This treaty 
restricted the Seminoles to 4, 032,940 acres in the middle of 
Florida, running south from Micanopy ~o just north of the Peace 
River (Mahon 1967:50). This treaty was unpopular with the 
Seminoles, many of whom felt that the land within the new reserva
tion was not well suited for cultivation, and marked the beginning 
of years of starvation and conflicts with white settlers. 

In 1832 the U.S. Government decided that the best solution to 
the "Seminole problem" would be to deport them from Florida 
entirely. The Treaty of Payne's Landing ( 1832) and Treaty of 
Ft. Gibson (1833) were created to achieve that end. Both of these 
treaties were extremely unpopular with the Seminoles and led to 
increased resentment and outbreaks of hostility which finally 
culminated in the Second Seminole War in 1835 (Mahon 
1967:75-76:82-83). 

Fort Mellon, located near present-day Sanford, was the 
principal military installation in the Orlando/East Central Florida 
area during the Second Seminole War. Other smaller facilities 
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included Ft. Maitland and Ft. Gatlin near Lake Apopka, and Forts 
- Lane, Christmas and Taylor along the western side of the st. Johns 

River (McKay and Blake 18391 Mahon 1967). 

-
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The area around Lake Tohopekaliga was a Seminole stronghold 
during the Second Seminole War. The Seminole's kept their cattle 
in the woods around the lake and retreated into the cypress swamp 
west of the lake at the approach of soldiers (Mahon 19671 Spraque 
19641 Moore-Willson 1935). Tohopekaliga means "Fort Site" and the 
lake was so named because the islands within the lake housed the 
forts and stockades of the Seminoles (Moore-Willson 1935:39). 
Spraque (1964:258) reports that Coacoochee, or Wildcat, at one time 
resided on one of the lake's islands. In January 1837 General 
Jesup 1 s men encountered the Seminoles 
Swamp" and drove them into dense swamp. 

near the "Great Cypress 
On the 28th of January the 

army "moved forward and occupied a strong position on Tohope-ka
-liga Lake" where several hundred head of cattle were confiscated 
by Jesup (Spraque 1964:172). 

Jesup's route took him along the west side of Lake Apopka and 
Lake Tohopekaliga, well outside the survey area (McKay and Blake 
1839) • The government plat maps of Townships 23 and 24 South, 
Range 32 East (Florida Department of Natural Resources [Fla. DNR] 
l848a, b) does not indicate the presence of any Indian or military 
trails within the project area. In fact, none are present in 

I 

either township. There are also no homesteads indicated. Land 
within the townships is described as containing primarily 3rd rate 
pine and saw palmetto as well as cypress swamp (Loring 1845) • 

The Second Seminole War had a deleterious effect on new 
settlement in Florida, especially in areas such as Orange and 
Osceola Counties where the Seminoles were entrenched. In an effort 

to encourage settlement in the middle portion of the territory 
after the war, the Armed Occupation Act was passed in 1842. The 
act made available for homesteading 200, 000 acres outside the 

- already developed areas south of Gainesville to the Peace River. 
Coastal lands and areas within a two mile radius of forts were 

,.... excluded. Any head of a family or single man over eighteen able to 

-
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bear arms was eligible to receive a homestead of 160 acres if he 
agreed to cultivate at least five acres of land, build a dwelling 
and live on the property for five years (Tebeau 1971:149). Later, 
the Homestead Acts of 1866 and 1876 were passed as a further 
incentive to settlers. The 1866 Act gave freedmen and "loyal 
whites" the opportunity to receive 80 acre tracts in Florida and 
the other four public land states. Former Confederates, however, 
were not eligible to receive homesteads until the Act of 1866, when 
for the next 12 years the same lands were open to unrestricted sale 
(Tebeau 1971:266, 294). 

In 1842 a cattleman from Georgia named Aaron Jernigan settled 
in the area of Ft. Gatlin. The army abandoned Ft. Gatlin in 1848 
and Jernigan built a small stockade on the west side of Lake Holden 
as a measure of protection for settlers. The small settlement 
which grew up around it eventually came to be called Jernigan, and 
later Orlando (Gore 1949; Florida Writer's Project 1984:223-224). 

The cattle industry dominated the Orlando/Kissimmee area until 
the 1870's when the cultivation of citrus was introduced. More 
efficient transportation was needed to get the fruit to market and 
railroads responded by extending rail lines into the Orlando area. 
On May 21, 1883 the State of Florida sold all the land in Sections 
32, 33 and 34, T23S, R32E and sections 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 18 and 
all but the NW/NW of Section 4, T24S, R32E to Florida Southern 
Railroad (Fla. DNR n.d.). The NW/NW of Section 4 was sold to John 
E. Story on July 12, 1875. 

In the 1890's the State and railroad companies sold land in 
the Orlando vicinity to English buyers for nominal sums (approx
imately $1.00 an acre), who used it for the cultivation of citrus 
(Federal Writer's Project 1984:224). The closest village to the 
project area, Narcoosee (Osceola County), was settled in the 
mid-1880 1 s by Englishmen who 11all expected to find comfortable 
living and cash for their cultivation of oranges" (Morris 
1974:107). 

Although a disastrous freeze hit Florida during the winter of 
1894-1895 virtually wiping out the citrus industry, the farmers in 
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the Orlando region recovered and economic growth continued. Those 
cattlemen who were formally in Orlando moved south to Kissimmee and 
that area became known as the "cow capital". In the early 1900's 
the timber resources of central Florida began to be exploited and 
land in and around the project area was used in this endeavor. 
East of the project area in T24S, R29E, a large turpentine 
operation was run by M. M. Smith in the late 19th century and a 
small settlement called Smithville was established (Daniel and de 
la Fuente 1981:52). 

Turpentine operations were in effect on the project tract 
during the first half of the 20th century. A system of tramways 
facilitated the movement of pine resin and timber to the main 
processing station and sawmill at Holopaw in Osceola County (Leo 
Farout, personal communication). 

Just outside the project area, at the east end of Wewahoottee 
Road, there once existed the small settlement of Wewahootee which 
consisted of a water tank, a post office and a few scattered 
homesteads. Wewahootee in the Creek language means "water house" 
and the Florida East Coast Railroad operated a water tank there 
when the settlement was established (Bloodworth and Morris 
1.978:1.03). The post office was established in 1.933 and was 
decommissioned in 1.943 (Bradley and Hanlock 1.962), however the name 
Wewahootee remained on maps as late as 1.960 (USDA 1.960). 
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CULTURE HISTORY 
 

PREHISTORIC CONTEXT 
 
Paleoindian Stage (12,000 to 7500 B.C.) 
 

Paleoindians were the first native inhabitants of Florida and are estimated to have 
entered the area approximately 10,000 BC.  In the southeastern United States, the 
Paleoindian Stage lasts from approximately 10,000 to 7500 BC.  The environment of 
Florida at that time was markedly different from the modern environment.  Consequently, 
Paleoindian settlement and subsistence strategies are quite different from those used by 
later aboriginal inhabitants of Florida.  Characteristics of the Paleoindian Stage include a 
nomadic settlement pattern, subsistence that included large-game mammals in addition to 
small-game hunting and gathering, and an absence of pottery.  Paleoindian archaeological 
sites are generally defined solely on the basis of recovered lithic remains.  The recovery 
of organic materials from paleo-components in waterlogged Paleoindian sites in Florida 
such as the Page/Ladson and the Little Salt Springs sites have greatly increased our 
understanding of this period; however, these sites are not very common and many 
questions remain about the Paleoindians. 
 

Some of the earliest evidence for human occupation in south Florida comes from 
two sites in Sarasota County:  Little Salt Springs and Warm Mineral Springs. These sites 
can be interpreted as sporadic hunting and gathering sites.  The main area of human 
occupation would likely have occurred along what is now a submerged coastline (Griffin 
1988).  The climate during this time, however, was vastly different than today.  Too dry 
to even support scrub oak, the inland areas of South Florida may have been “an area of 
high winds and shifting dunes, uninviting to human habitation” (Griffin 1988:129). 

 
The environment in Florida during the Paleoindian Stage was so different because 

of lowered sea levels and a more arid climate. Pollen and charcoal samples recovered in 
cores taken from the bottoms of Lake Sheeler near Gainesville and Lake Tulane near 
Avon Park provide information on the local environment during the Paleoindian period 
(Watts and Hansen 1988).  Between 13,000 and 10,000 BC, the dominant natural 
community was mesic broad-leafed forest.  Water levels were as much as 26 meters 
below present.  Warm summers and cool winters characterized the climate, and the 
frequency of natural fire was low.  A significant result of lower sea levels was an 
increased land mass, about twice the size of present-day Florida.  According to Milanich 
(1994:38) “about half of the land exposed 12,000 years ago is now inundated continental 
shelf.”  
 

Many modern inland rivers, lakes, springs, marshes, and wet prairies were almost 
nonexistent at this time.  Fresh water was supplied by limestone-bottomed catchments 
such as water holes, lakes, and prairies, and very deep sinkholes.  The presence of karst 
topography on which sinkholes formed is an indicator of potential Paleoindian 
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settlements. Climatically, Florida was much cooler and drier than today.  The resulting 
vegetation included plant species that thrive in dry areas, such as scrub oaks, pine, open 
grassy prairies, and savannas. 
 

The major settlement theory concerning Paleoindians was first put forth by Neill 
(1964), and later given substance through extensive recording and analysis of Paleoindian 
sites by Dunbar and Webb (Dunbar 1983, 1991; Dunbar et al. 1989; Webb et al. 1984).  
Neill’s “oasis” model is based on the fact that limited water sources existed at this time.  
As such, the few that did exist would have been crucial to animals in the area for drinking 
water.  For Paleoindian populations, these watering holes would have provided easy and 
dependable access to game, as well as to fresh water for themselves. 
 

The oasis model has been substantiated by evidence of hunting and butchering 
activities near former water holes and other perched water sources, in the Tertiary 
limestone (karst) regions of Florida.  Indeed, the majority of Suwannee and Clovis 
projectile points - the most diagnostic type of Paleoindian tools - have been found more 
commonly in Tertiary limestone regions (Dunbar and Waller 1983).  Research by Carr 
(1986) has uncovered a filled-in solution hole and corresponding Early Archaic and 
Paleoindian site in southern Florida, the Cutler Fossil Site, which extends the area of 
settlement while still supporting the oasis model.  This evidence also raises the possibility 
of more early sites along the Atlantic coastline (Griffin 1988). 
 

In general, Paleoindian settlement followed a seasonal model.  Settlement was 
probably determined more by availability of lithic resources and water than by 
availability of floral and faunal resources.  Over time, the distribution of both of these 
resource types influenced settlement patterns.  By the Middle Paleoindian period, 
settlement may have been more territorial, perhaps as a result of decreased resources and 
concomitant increased population (Anderson 1996). 
 

Primarily through excavations at waterlogged sites in Florida, such as a paleo-
component at the Page/Ladson site in Jefferson County, the subsistence of Paleoindians 
has been reconstructed (Dunbar et al. 1989).  Both extinct and modern species seem to 
have made up the diet.  Most of the extinct species were large mammals such as sloth, 
tapir, horse, camelids, and mammoth.  Some smaller extinct animals were also consumed.  
Modern species in the diet included deer, fish, turtles, shellfish, gopher tortoise, 
diamondback rattlesnake, raccoon, opossum, rabbit, muskrat, and wood ibis.  In addition, 
panthers and frogs have been recovered from Paleoindian sites.  
 

The archaeological evidence suggests that Paleoindian cultures subsisted on both 
large and small game mammals.  In addition to food, these animals were used for their 
furs and for tools.  So far, there is little evidence of extensive reliance on coastal 
resources; however, coastal areas from the Paleoindian Stage would now be submerged.  
There have been Paleoindian artifacts recovered from oyster shell deposits along old river 
channels now submerged within Tampa Bay.  Unfortunately, it is difficult to demonstrate 
that these represent culturally deposited middens given that the artifacts were found 
within private dredging spoil piles rather than controlled underwater archaeological 
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excavation (Goodyear 1999; Goodyear and Warren 1972; Warren 1964).  It is likely that 
Paleoindians utilized plant foods extensively as well.  Meltzer (1988; Meltzer and Smith 
1986) argues for a generalized foraging subsistence strategy among Paleoindians within 
unglaciated eastern North America.  His argument is based on ecology and ethnographic 
analogies in addition to comparison of Paleoindian tool kits and site distribution between 
major regions of North America.  
 

Paleoindian sites in Florida are generally located on acidic soils.  Because of this, 
and their age, artifacts besides lithics are rarely recovered, unless the site is submerged.  
As a result, the Paleoindian tool kit is the most characteristic and identifiable clue to their 
culture.  In general, most Paleoindian tools are made from stone and are unifacial.  
Because of the limits of a mobile lifestyle, these tools likely served multiple purposes. 
 

Lanceolate points are the most characteristic artifacts of the Paleoindian stage.  
These long, thin, bifacial blade-like points were sometimes hafted to ivory foreshafts, 
which were in turn attached to wooden spear shafts (Milanich 1994).  Paleoindian hafted 
points and blades are characterized by basal thinning, which was sometimes achieved by 
removing a long flake from the base of the point upward.  This practice is also referred to 
as fluting and was probably done in order to make the implement thinner at the haft and 
therefore easier to attach to a shaft or handle.  Fluting was typically carried out early in 
the manufacture sequence as evidenced by flake scars that superimpose the flute scars 
(Goodyear and Warren 1972).  While fluted points are typically associated with 
Paleoindian lithic technology, the practice is not commonly encountered on Paleoindian 
points recovered in Florida. 
 

The basal edges and lateral margins of Paleoindian lanceolate forms also typically 
exhibit abrading and smoothing.  This was probably done to reduce the possibility of the 
sharp edges of the implement from cutting the lashing that held it in the haft (Powell 
1990).  It should also be noted that much of the edge smoothing found on the basal areas 
of lithic tools could have also been caused by haft-wear.  While basal grinding continued 
into the Early Archaic, this attribute is for the most part limited to the Paleoindian and 
Early Archaic periods. 
 

Of the lanceolate forms, the Suwannee point is the most widely recognized in 
Florida.  As described by Bullen (1975:55), it is “slightly waisted” with a concave base, 
basal ears, and basal grinding on the bottom and waisted parts of the sides.  The 
Suwannee is typically not fluted.  Clovis points, indicative of Paleoindians throughout 
most of North America, are rarely recovered in Florida. 
 

In addition to the above points, other tools in the Paleoindian tool kit include 
cores, bifacial knives, and oval ground stone weights, or bolas, which are thought to have 
been attached by thongs and thrown to bring down game such as water birds (Neill 1971; 
Purdy 1981).  Bone tools include the double-pointed point, which may have functioned as 
pins to hold back tissue while animals were butchered (Waller 1976).  
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Toward the end of the Paleoindian Stage, large lanceolate points such as 
Suwannee disappear from the archaeological record and are replaced by smaller points 
such as the Greenbrier (Bullen 1975; Powell 1990).  In addition, side-notched points such 
as Dalton and Hardaway appear.  Such points may have replaced earlier lanceolate 
points, or they may have been in use concurrently.  Side-notched points may have also 
functioned more as hafted knives rather than projectile points.  In general, the smaller 
side-notched points are interpreted as a result of changes in environment and the 
subsequent shift from the hunting of large Pleistocene animals to smaller game such as 
deer.  Towards this end, these smaller notched point forms were probably fitted to shafts 
that were propelled either by hand or with the aid of an atlatl. 
 

Archaic Stage (7500 to 500 B.C.) 
 

The Archaic Stage occurred from about 7500 to 500 BC and is associated with the 
Holocene geologic epoch.  After the demise of some types of Pleistocene fauna, human 
subsistence strategies became more diverse and included new plant, animal, and aquatic 
species.  These changes are seen in the way stone tools changed through time.  Smaller 
side-notched spear points or knives replaced the large multifunctional lanceolate-shaped 
spear points used during the Paleoindian Stage.  These smaller tools were designed to be 
thrown or launched with a spear thrower (atlatl), or hafted to a handle and used as a knife. 
 

These changes in the way people lived were due in large part to the physiographic 
and climatic changes occurring in Florida.  As a result, subsistence and settlement 
patterns of the Archaic hunting and gathering groups also changed.  People began to live 
in larger groups, use different types of stone tools, and inhabit more of what is now 
Florida.  While the atlatl was developed during the Archaic, pottery and the bow and 
arrow had yet to be invented in North America.  These two major innovations would 
come later during the Transitional period.  It is important to note that these changes in 
material culture, social organization, and settlement and subsistence did not occur 
quickly.  As Milanich (1994) points out, the changes that are visible in the archaeological 
record took place over many generations and were the result of shifting adaptations to a 
gradually changing environment. 
 

The Early Archaic (7500 to 5000 BC) represented a continuation of the 
Paleoindian occupation of Florida and occurred during a time of rising sea levels, a 
gradual warming trend with less arid conditions, and the spread of oak hardwood forests 
and hammocks.  An obvious difference between the Paleoindian and Early Archaic is the 
shift from lanceolate blade-like points like Suwannee and Simpson points to smaller side-
notched and stemmed projectile points/knife forms such as the Bolen and Kirk clusters. 
 

Subsistence and settlement patterns also became more diversified during the Early 
Archaic.  The shift in how people lived is reflected in the location of archaeological sites 
from this time period across the landscape.  In general terms, subsistence and settlement 
patterns became more diversified during the Early Archaic, perhaps as a result of a shift 
in climate.  
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While thermal alteration of chert occurred for the first time during this period, the 
practice was limited (Powell 1990).  Alternate beveling of the cutting edges of stone tools 
was a common practice and is interpreted as evidence of resharpening of lateral margins 
by pressure flaking.  Evidence suggests that the wooden shaft would typically be held in 
the left hand while the right side of the actual point was resharpened with the right hand.  
This process resulted in the removal of flakes in a downward motion from one lateral 
margin, then when the point was flipped over, flakes would be removed from the 
opposite lateral margin in the same fashion.  This method of resharpening results in 
beveled margins that appear as unifacially resharpened edges that occur on opposite sides 
of the implement. 
 

Debate continues among southeastern archaeologists about whether to place early 
side-notched forms such as the Bolen in the Late Paleoindian or Early Archaic period.  
This is largely the result of conflicting evidence from archaeological sites in Florida and 
the Southeastern Coastal Plain.  Milanich (1994) and Purdy (1981) both describe Bolens 
as Late Paleoindian period implements, and these points were recovered in association 
with lanceolate Suwannee and Simpson forms at the Harney Flats site in Hillsborough 
County (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987).  Other archaeologists, however, assign the Bolen 
to the Early Archaic (Goodyear 1982, 1999; Tesar 1994; Tuck 1974; Widmer 1988). 
 

Numerous small Early Archaic special activity and campsites have been located 
throughout the Central Florida Highlands (Milanich 1994; Milanich and Fairbanks 1980).  
Tesar (1994) summarizes the Early Archaic as being characterized by relatively large 
base camps that were occupied at least semi-permanently and smaller seasonal camps and 
special use sites.  These sites are often located near “ecotonal breaks” with dependable 
sources of freshwater nearby.  Because these sites were typically in desirable locations, 
they were also sometimes reoccupied during later periods. 
 

Paleoindian and Early Archaic artifacts are sometimes recovered in association 
with each other; however, overall Early Archaic settlement patterns appear to be more 
widespread than those of the Paleoindian Stage.  This expansion in settlement patterns is 
probably due in part to the warming trend and increase in precipitation that occurred at 
the close of the Pleistocene. Early Archaic people also began to utilize coastal and 
riverine environments more heavily.  However, as Milanich (1994) points out, our lack of 
knowledge about the full range of Early Archaic tools (lithic and bone) stems from the 
scarcity of artifact collections from professionally excavated sites. 
 

As populations grew and the climate continued to become more like modern 
conditions, Archaic groups began to become more diversified.  They slowly moved into 
previously unoccupied environmental niches and began producing stone tools that tended 
to be stemmed rather than notched.  This diversification is seen in the types of stone tools 
produced, the exploitation of shellfish resources, and in the increase of archaeological 
sites that date to this time period.  Archaeologists refer to this period as the Middle 
Archaic period (5500-3000 BC). 
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The Middle Archaic experienced a change in climate from the previous period.  
The Middle Archaic experienced more moisture and access to more water resources.  
This encouraged an intrusion of mixed pine and oak into the hardwood forest.  As 
conditions became wetter after 6500 BC (Watts and Hansen 1988), large river systems 
and wetlands developed and people began to exploit the resources associated with these 
habitats (mainly freshwater shellfish).  This trend toward more sedentary occupations and 
more circumscribed territories continued into the Late Archaic, as conditions became 
more similar to the modern environment.  Milanich (1994) points out that Middle Archaic 
sites are found in a variety of locations around Florida including wetland systems.  In 
sum, Middle Archaic habitation sites increased in size and the density of artifacts, and for 
the first time include large shell middens. 
 

Lithic technology during the Middle Archaic is centered on the stemmed point.  
Few, if any Middle Archaic point types in Florida are side-notched.  Stem configurations 
vary and some are no more than protrusions that extend from the basal region of the tool 
(e.g., Brier Creek or Morrow Mountain cluster).  Other stem configurations are well 
formed and extend as obvious hafting attachments (e.g., the Newnan cluster).  Alternate 
beveling of points was still practiced but to a lesser degree than during the Early Archaic 
period. 
 

While basal grinding is seldom found on Middle Archaic forms, the use of 
thermal alteration increased during this time.  Heat-treated chert is commonplace at 
Middle Archaic sites in Florida.  Although the thermal alteration of chert took place 
throughout the Archaic, this practice appears to have peaked during the Middle Archaic 
(Ste. Claire 1987). 
 

The Late Archaic (3000-500 BC) is characterized by the emergence of modern 
environmental conditions in Florida as major wetland systems developed (Watts and 
Hansen 1988:Table 3).  Deposits from Lake Sheeler suggest that the dominant natural 
community was pine forests interspersed with swamps.  Water levels were high and 
forest fires frequent during this time. 
 

Due to the increase in wetland environments, a settlement and subsistence shift 
occurred emphasizing a greater use of marine, riverine, and wetland resources.  While 
people did not necessarily occupy different environmental zones during this time, the use 
of shellfish intensified.  Large shell middens that date to the Late Archaic are found 
throughout the state. This is thought to be the result of a reliance on riverine and coastal 
wetland resources.  Extensive middens dating to the Late Archaic are found along the 
coast and inland waterways in many coastal areas of Florida, including Flagler County 
and north, Charlotte Harbor and south, and along the inland waterways of the St. Johns 
River.  Although not apparent, many coastal areas not mentioned likely share the number 
and occurrence of Late Archaic sites; however, these areas, such as Tampa Bay, are 
thought to be inundated by rising sea levels, or anthropomorphic ecological changes 
(Warren 1970; Warren and Bullen 1965).  
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While many, if not most, of the same cultural traits were carried over from the 
Middle into the Late Archaic, certain developments separate the two periods.  In 
particular, it is the use of steatite cooking vessels and the development of fiber-tempered 
pottery that are unique to the Late Archaic (Milanich 1994; Powell 1990). 
 

The earliest ceramics in Florida are distinctively tempered with plant fibers and 
were developed ca. 2000 BC.  This technology may have arisen independently in Florida, 
or diffused south from Georgia or South Carolina where earlier dates for fiber-tempered 
pottery have been obtained.  Regardless of their origin, the earliest fiber-tempered wares 
were undecorated.  By 1650 BC decorative techniques were used in their manufacture, 
including geometric shapes and punctuations.  It is the advent of this fiber-tempered 
pottery that is associated with the Orange period cultures (Milanich 1994).  The Orange 
period lasted from approximately 1650 BC to 500 BC.  
  

The Orange ceramic tradition stretched along the Atlantic Coast between southern 
South Carolina and northern Florida.  Orange Fiber-Tempered ceramics were first 
described by James Griffin (1945) and are considered among the earliest pottery types in 
North America.  While fiber-tempered pottery is found throughout Florida, it is primarily 
recovered in eastern and central portions of the state.  Orange Incised is recognizable by 
distinctive rectilinear incised and punctated designs that cover much of the exterior of the 
pot.  Orange Plain is a variant that occurs on the same paste as Orange Incised; however, 
these wares are undecorated. 
 

This pottery was hypothesized to exhibit changes in design and motif that 
designate different subperiods.  The later subperiod, 1250-1000 BC, represents the 
introduction of sand into the ceramics as temper, as well as the introduction of the coiling 
method of manufacturing clay pots (Sassaman 1993).  However, more recent work by 
Sassaman has rejected the claim the Orange period can be further broken down into 
subperiods based on decorative techniques applied to the exterior of the fiber-tempered 
ceramics.  Recently, Sassaman has dated soot from the exterior of incised pottery that has 
produced dates as early as those extant for plain ceramics.  Thus a cultural and not 
chronological explanation is hypothesized for the difference in Orange Plain and Orange 
Incised wares.  In essence, the pottery manufactured with incisions tends to be thick, 
spiculate, tall, and used over fires, while the plain wares tend to be thin, non-spiculate, 
and never used over fire (Sassaman 2003).  Thus, it appears that the difference between 
incised fiber-tempered wares and plain fiber-tempered wares is that the incised wares are 
for cooking over open flame, while the plain are not. 
 

Another early fiber-tempered ceramic culture is hypothesized for the area that 
extends from the Gulf coast to the Orange series on the eastern coast.  Called the 
Norwood culture, more resent research questions the necessity or validity of separating 
the fiber-tempered ceramic period into two cultures (Milanich 1994).  
 

As the Late Archaic period progressed, more and more sand was added as a 
tempering agent for the clay used to make pottery.  Eventually, this technique replaced 
the practice of using plant fibers as a tempering agent.  Early sand and grit-tempered 
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pottery in north Florida was produced by the Deptford culture.  Another dominant pottery 
tradition is called St. Johns ware.  St. Johns pottery relies on microscopic sponge 
spicules, or endoskeletons, as temper.  Although some sand was added to this pottery, St. 
Johns ware lacks the fiber, sand, and grit temper that is typical of other prehistoric 
pottery.  Previously this pottery tradition was believed to follow in sequence the Orange 
fiber-tempered pottery tradition.  However, recent work by Sassaman (2003) provides 
evidence that the Orange pottery sequence should be revised.  According to Sassaman, 
the Orange periods (1-4) can effectively be condensed into one period, Orange 1. Soot 
samples dated from the exterior of Orange Incised pottery believed to date to the Orange 
3 period have resulted in Orange 1 (4000-3650 radiocarbon years before present) period 
dates.  Therefore the Orange 1 period also saw manufacture of incised as well as plain 
pottery, particularly in the middle St. Johns Valley and along the northeast coast of 
Florida.  In addition, work by Cordell discussed by Sassaman (2003), also indicates the 
prevalence of speculate paste sherds, typical of the St. Johns manufacturing technique, 
present in Orange 1 period contexts.  This evidence suggests that the advent of the St. 
Johns ceramic tradition occurred simultaneously with the very first pottery production 
during the Orange 1 period (ca. 4000 radiocarbon years before present) and extended 
beyond the Late Archaic period throughout the pre-contact period until the demise of the 
manufacturing culture.  
 

Late Archaic sites, mainly extensive Archaic shell middens, are present along the 
coast of southwest Florida.  Excavations resulted in the identification of Late Archaic 
middens on Useppa Island and Horr’s Island in the 1980s (McMichael 1982).  Marco 
Island also has several sites associated with the Late Archaic (Milanich 1994).  The Late 
Archaic populations utilized all available resources along the coastline of Florida.  The 
efficiency with which food was collected along the coast and other waterways allowed 
the populations of this period to become sedentary, and thus encouraging their social and 
cultural systems to become elaborated.  By approximately 3000 BC it is believed that 
coastal and riverine cultures were characterized by “greater cultural complexity, 
sedentism, and regionalization.” (Milanich 1994:104). 
 

The general trend of the Late Archaic can be summarized as a shift towards large 
relatively permanent villages.  Regional cultures continued to develop during this time 
and several examples of localized Late Archaic groups include Mount Taylor and Orange 
in northeast and east Florida, and the Elliot’s Point Complex in northwest Florida. 
 

Woodland Stage (500 B.C. to A.D. 1765) 
 
 Following the Late Archaic period, cultures associated with the Woodland Stage 
emerged.  Woodland cultures can be briefly described as developing more regionalization than 
those during the preceding Archaic Stage.  The current project area runs along the east coast of 
Florida and passes through two distinct archaeological regions, as described by archaeologists 
(Milanich 1994).  These two archaeological regions are the East and Central and the Glades 
regions (Figure 2).   
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Figure 2.  Post-500 B.C. archaeological regions of Florida (from Milanich 1994:xix). 
 
 
East and Central Florida Region.  The East and Central archaeological region of 

Florida is one of the largest archaeological regions found in the state.  Although the area 
encompasses land that stretches from the eastern boundary with northern Georgia to the 
northern boundary of the Kissimmee River drainage (approximately the southern Indian 
River County boundary) and from the east coast of Florida to within 30 miles of Tampa 
Bay, the archaeological region is not a reflection of a unified culture area.  Rather, it is an 
area that encompasses at least four distinct culture variations.  Seven cultural regions 
border the extensive East and Central archaeological region creating distinct cultural 
areas within the region based on the mixing of archaeological traditions with neighboring 
culture areas.  The primary trait by which this archaeological region is distinguished is 
the presence of St. Johns pottery.  The four cultural areas found within the East and 
Central archaeological region include the St. Johns Heartland, Northeast Coastal Florida, 
Indian River Area, and the Central Lakes District (Russo 1992).  The current project area 
exists within two of these, the St. Johns Heartland and the Indian River Area. 
 

These four cultural areas have the presence of St. Johns pottery in common.  The 
chronology for St. Johns pottery is divided into two parts, St. Johns I (500 B.C.–A.D. 
800) and St. Johns II (A.D. 800-1565).  The inception of the St. Johns II period is marked 
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by the production of St. Johns Check-stamped, and the terminus of this period is marked 
by the arrival of the Spanish.  The two St. Johns periods are further subdivided based on 
adoption of incising techniques, red-slipping and the presence of trade wares. 
 

St. Johns Heartland.  The St. Johns Heartland encompasses an area that 
stretches from the mouth of the St. Johns River on the Atlantic Coast west to Lake 
Harney and south to the Indian River.  The culture along this thin strip of area along the 
Atlantic Coast was initially believed to have arisen out of the earlier Late Archaic Orange 
culture period (Bullen 1972; Rouse 1951).  With Sassaman’s (2003) work indicating that 
St. Johns wares may occur simultaneously with Orange fiber or semi-fiber tempered 
wares, this may indicate that the St. Johns wares occurred earlier than previously 
believed. Regardless, the St. Johns wares show a continuity of design similar to the 
Orange incised wares.  In general, St. Johns plain wares are common both temporally and 
spatially. Linear incisions are common in the early and late types.  Dunns Creek Red is a 
red-filmed St. Johns type.  Exotic wares are also located within burial contexts, these 
types include Deptford, Glades, Belle Glade, Swift Creek Complicated Stamped, Weeden 
Island, Savannah Cord Marked, Safety Harbor, and Fort Walton types. 
 

Few if any chert outcroppings are located along this portion of the Atlantic coast, 
as a result, there are fewer lithic materials, resulting in a lack of a formal projectile point 
chronology for the area.  Although chert is rare, some soft limestone is common, and 
limestone abraders are found throughout the area. In addition exotic steatite vessels are 
found in mortuary contexts.  Due to the paucity of lithic material, coastal St. Johns 
peoples used bone and shell for tool and ornamental manufacture.  Shellfish species were 
often used to create adzes, dippers cups, and terrestrial faunal bones were used for tools 
such as awls and ornamental objects such as pins and beads.  The settlement patterns of 
the area include shell middens and mounds along the coast and less dense inland artifact 
scatters.  
 

Indian River Area.  Goggin (1952) and Rouse (1951) believed that the Indian 
River area, from its northern headwaters to its southern boundary near the St. Lucie Inlet, 
was remarkably different than the St. Johns heartland area found to the north.  The lack of 
corn production and different social linguistic and religious customs were observed by 
the initial Spanish observers who came to the area.  Archaeologically, this area is 
differentiated by an increase in sand-tempered pottery. Rouse (1951) gave this area a 
slightly different chronology termed Malabar and separated this chronology into two 
parts, Malabar I and Malabar II, based on similar variations as those found within the St. 
Johns heartland area.  Due to the lack of differentiation found archaeologically, many 
archaeologists did not follow Rouse’s example and grouped this area as a variation of the 
St. Johns culture region.  In general differences extend to burial practices and site types.  
Although snails are the common midden type located in the heartland, mussels are the 
preferred shellfish midden located in the Indian River area.  In addition, evidence 
suggests (Russo 1986) that the Indian River people inhabited inland areas during winter 
months, unlike those groups located to the north.   
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 Glades Region.  The Glades region includes coastal portions of St. Lucie, 
Martin, Palm Beach, Broward, Miami-Dade, and Monroe counties and most of Collier 
County.  This area is bordered by the St. Johns/Malabar cultures to the northeast and the 
Caloosahatchee culture to the northwest.  The Okeechobee Basin culture is present to the 
northwest and north-central of the Glades area, but is excluded from the Glades region.  
Researchers have divided the Glades area into differing culture regions.  In general the 
Glades region can be divided into three geographical districts or culture areas, the East 
Okeechobee, the Ten Thousand Islands, and the Everglades.  The current project area lies 
within the Everglades culture area. 
 
 The most dominant feature of the Glades region is the Everglades.  The large 
marsh is mostly covered by sawgrass punctuated by higher ground or tree islands, called 
hammocks.  The Big Cypress Swamp is another major physiographic and environmental 
area in the Glades regions.  Coastal areas are dominated by estuaries, and saltwater 
marshes, and mangroves (Kozuch 1992). 
 
 Because the underlying rock of the area is porous limestone, and no chert 
outcrops exist in this region, lithic artifacts are fairly rare, in particular on the southeast 
coast.  If chert is recovered from the Glades area, it is likely to have been imported, or 
traded from another area, such as the Tampa Bay area, where chert outcrops are 
numerous.  Although chert artifacts are rare, limestone artifacts due exist, such as 
plummets, grooved pebbles, net sinkers, and hammerstones.  Shell an abundant resource 
along the coast, is often even more dominant than limestone in the artifact assemblages 
from the area.  The heavy stones such as Busycon, Strombus, and Pleuroploca (whelks 
and conchs) were the most common types to be used for the manufacture of picks, adzes, 
celts, chisels, awles, gouges, knives, scrapers, cups, saucers, dippers, and spoons.  
Smaller bivalves are thought to be used for smaller items such as net weights, sinkers, 
and on occasion, beads (Kozuch 1992).  Bone tools, often made of deer bone or antler, 
were also common in inland sites.  It is also known that prehistoric people used wood and 
plant fibers for cordage and decorative items through excavations at the Key Marco site 
where preservation in anaerobic muck was excellent. 
 
 As would be expected, settlement and subsistence had much to do with the local 
environment of the area.  The coastal areas were capable of sustaining large populations 
with the abundant harvesting of shellfish, resulting in large shell middens at habitations 
sites along the coast.  Inland sites are typically exhibited as earthen middens and indicate 
a subsistence heavily based on fish, mammals and reptiles, readily available in the inland 
environments. 
 
 The Glades area is divided into three temporal periods, with subsequent 
subperiods, including the Glades I (early and late), Glades II (a, b, and c) and Glades III 
(a and b).  These periods and subperiods are based on ceramic seriation and the 
presence/absence of certain decorated ceramic wares.   
 

Beginning with Glades I early (500 BC – AD 500), this period is marked by the 
predominance of pottery types that are undecorated, by Glades I late (AD 500-750), 
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decorative wares appear and include types such as Sanibel incised, Cane Patch incised 
and Fort Drum incised.  Glades II a (AD 750-900) also is marked by incised wares such 
as Key Largo incised, Opa Locka incised, and Miami incised.  Glades II b (AD 900-
1100) is marked by the appearance of Matecumbe incised and vessel shapes are 
predominantly bowl-types.  Glades II c (AD 1100-1200) exhibits a decrease in 
decoration, although some decorative wares exist, such as Plantation Pinched wares.  
Glades III a (AD 1200-1400) exhibit decorative wares such as Surfside Incised, Safety 
Harbor incised, and St. Johns Check Stamped.  Glades III b (AD 1400-1513) marks a 
time when there are few decorated ceramics, with the exception of lightly decorated 
Glades tooled rims.  Throughout all periods the pervasive sand-tempered plain is also 
present (Griffin 1988; Milanich 1994).   
 

HISTORIC CONTEXT 
 
 At the time of the arrival of the first Europeans, the east coast of Florida was 
populated by several different Native American groups.  The Indians living in 
northeastern Florida along the St. Johns River were Timucua, that is, they spoke a dialect 
of the language the Spaniards called Timucua.  Although Timucuan groups had spread 
across northern Florida and into southern Georgia, they were not a unified group. Various 
dialects represent different cultures that probably never considered themselves a single 
entity (Milanich 1995). These people lived at least some of the time in medium-sized 
sedentary villages and their subsistence relied, at least in part, on agriculture. Cultivated 
products included corn, beans, and squash. The Indians also relied heavily on marine life 
and shellfish. Life continued in a fashion very similar to the previous St. Johns II period 
with a gradual population loss and cultural changes caused by increasing contact with 
Europeans and European disease.  
 
 The Indian River area at this time was occupied by the Ais, and the area 
immediately south of this was occupied by the related Jeaga.  There is ethnohistoric 
evidence to suggest a vassal or similar type relationship between the cacique (chief) of 
the Jeaga and the Ais (Andrews and Andrews 1985).  The Ais and Jeaga subsisted 
primarily by hunting, fishing, and gathering, with a large portion of their diet composed 
of oysters and other shellfish, fish, turtles, palm berries, and sea grapes.  The Ais 
population density was greatest along the estuaries, rather than on the beaches (Dickel 
1992).  Similar to the Calusa of southwestern Florida, the Ais had a complex 
sociopolitical system with a paramount chief, who held power over local village chiefs.  
Tribal alliances were often cemented by rather tenuous elite marriages, and as 
marriages dissolved, alliances ceased as well.  Rouse (1951) asserts that the Jeaga and 
the Ais are linguistically linked to the Calusa, and share more in common with their south 
Florida neighbors than the Timicuan tribes to the north.  “Their culture was of the south 
Florida type, and their language belonged to the Calusa group.  Politically too, their 
friendly relationships were almost entirely to the south of them” (Rouse 1951:34).  
Unlike their more northerly neighbors, the Jeaga and the Ais did not engage in 
horticulture.  In addition, Rouse (1951) asserts that the Ais were not on good terms with 
their Timicuan neighbors to the north, nor their Mayami neighbors to the west. 
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 The first recorded European to reach Florida was Juan Ponce de Leon who landed 
on the east coast near St. Augustine in 1513.  Panfilo de Narvaez followed him in 1528, 
landing near Tampa Bay and trekking into the interior of Florida reaching the Apalachee 
region of west Florida.  Hernando de Soto landed near Tampa Bay in 1539 and proceeded 
to march inland through Florida in search of gold.  The de Soto trail, as reconstructed, 
headed north from the village of Ocale (approximately 25 miles southwest of present day 
Ocala) to the west of Gainesville, in the area of the San Felasco Hammock that was 
inhabited by Potano and Utina bands of Timucua Indians.  From there, de Soto continued 
north into Georgia (Milanich and Hudson 1993). 
 
 In 1522 a flota, or convoy system, had been implemented to provide protection 
for ships bound to Spain from the colonies.  By this time the sailing directions provided 
for the flota to follow the Gulf Stream northward, along the east coast of Florida, until 
turning east off the Carolinas and following the trade winds past Bermuda and onward to 
Spain.  Although there had been previous attempts by the Spanish to establish colonies on 
the mainland, events in Europe were soon to provide an impetus for another, more 
determined effort to secure a base in Florida. 

 
 With the Protestant Reformation came the opportunity for non-Catholic interests 
to ignore the papal bulls of demarcation that had created a virtual Spanish monopoly in 
the Caribbean basin.  Circumvention of these papal ordinances provided non-Catholic 
countries, such as England, Holland, and France, with a legal basis for moving into areas 
that heretofore had been the sole province of the Spanish Crown.  These incursions 
threatened the maritime trade between Spain and her colonies, both by direct intervention 
and economic competition. 

 
 On May 1, 1562 French Protestants under the command of Jean Ribault found and 
explored a large river in the northern reaches of the Florida peninsula.  Within a year the 
French successfully established Fort Caroline on what is today the St. Johns River, which 
they called the River of May.  In 1564 an additional force of three hundred French 
Protestants joined the garrison already in place, and a foothold for the French was 
secured on the Florida mainland.  This French presence created a strong threat to the 
Spanish shipping that had to follow the Gulf Stream and pass through the Bahamas 
Channel between the mainland and the Bahamas Islands (Franklin and Morris 1996). 
 
 The colony suffered from lack of supplies and poor relations with the local 
Indians.  Jean Ribault was sent from France with supplies and a contingent of 600 
soldiers and settlers to reinforce the fort (Tebeau 1971).  The French and Spanish were in 
direct competition for Florida and the Spanish king, Phillip II, sent Admiral Pedro 
Menendez de Aviles to destroy Fort Caroline and reclaim the land for Spain. 
 
 Menendez established a base to the south of St. Augustine and continued to 
periodically attack the French.  In response, Ribault formulated a plan to attack St. 
Augustine from the sea and organized a group of French ships to carry this out.  The 
ships ran aground during a hurricane at Matanzas Inlet to the south of St. Augustine.  
With 500 soldiers, Menendez took advantage of the loss of the French fleet and attacked 
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the poorly defended colony at Fort Caroline on September 20, 1565.  Almost all of the 
settlers were massacred except for approximately 60 women and children who were 
captured (Gannon 2003).  About fifty other settlers escaped Menendez and sailed for 
France.  Fort Caroline was claimed by the Spanish and renamed San Mateo (Milanich 
and Hudson 1993). 
 
 Menendez then turned south and engaged the shipwrecked French fleet, Ribault 
among them, at Matanzas Inlet.  The French surrendered, but Menendez, believing they 
were heretics and faced with the problem of caring for about 350 prisoners, killed all but 
those professing to be Catholic or a musician.  To secure the northern boundaries of 
Spanish La Florida against any further invasions from other colonial powers, a small 
town was settled at Santa Elena on the coast of South Carolina.  The St. Augustine 
settlement was maintained and a string of Spanish missions were established west across 
Florida towards Tallahassee (Tebeau 1971). 
 
 Menendez went on to found the city of St. Augustine in 1565.  Chosen for its 
strategic location, St. Augustine existed as a military outpost and as a base for 
missionaries, who worked at converting the native population to Catholicism.  Military 
operations took place in the form of land patrols to keep other colonial powers (such as 
France and Britain) from infringing on the Spanish claim.  Spanish military ships also 
used St. Augustine as a base of operations for protecting the gold-laden ships that passed 
through the Florida Straits en route to Spain from Mexico and South America. 
 
 In an effort to convert the local Indians and recruit Native American labors for 
Spanish projects such as the construction of the fort in St. Augustine, Menedez instituted 
a mission system across north Florida in 1565 (Hann 1996; Milanich and Hudson 1993).  
Timucuan villages were targeted for the construction of missions and accounts of both 
mission and Indian life were included in Spanish documents throughout the seventeenth 
century.  These accounts mention skirmishes between native groups and the Spanish, 
disease epidemics, and the decline of indigenous populations (Buchholz 1929; Gannon 
1965; Johnson 1991; Milanich and Hudson 1993).  
 
 In 1586, Sir Francis Drake, with 2,000 men and 23 heavy war ships, overpowered 
the eighty armed Spanish men defending the Spanish city via a hastily erected wooden 
fort, located at the site of the Castillo de San Marcos.  Drake looted the town and ordered 
it burned.  During the reconstruction of St. Augustine, the Castillo de San Marcos was 
reinforced.  As the number of Timucuan Indians living in this region of Florida had 
sharply declined since the arrival of the Spanish, Guale and Yamassee Indians from the 
Georgia coast and Apalachee Indians from western Florida began to move into the area 
around St. Augustine during the 1600s.  The efforts to Christianize the Timucua, Guale, 
and Apalachee Indians increased through the mission system.  By 1684 the English 
settled in Charleston, South Carolina, and influenced the Indians to overthrow the 
Spanish in Florida (Tebeau 1971).   
 
In their effort to take the town of St. Augustine, the English destroyed the missions north 
of the city in 1702, but failed to take the stone fort.  Like Drake, the English burned St. 
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Augustine.  St. Augustine was rebuilt, however, and by 1708 it was the only remaining 
Spanish mission in Florida. 
 
 After continual struggle for control of the coast, Spain ceded all of Florida to 
England in the Treaty of Paris dated 1763.  The British split Florida into two parts: East 
Florida, with its capital in St. Augustine, and West Florida, with its capital at Pensacola.  
While the Spanish cession caused an immediate rush from Carolina for land to use for 
rice cultivation in the areas above the St. Mary's, the area south of the St. Mary's was for 
the most part ignored, since it was characterized as "dismal swamp"  (Chesnutt 1978:6).  
Yet the area was full of timber to be harvested and cultivated for the production of naval 
stores. 
 
 The American Colonies declared their independence from British rule in 1776.  
According to Coomes (1975), Georgia and South Carolina required their citizens to take a 
strict oath of loyalty to the Revolutionary cause, and this forced loyalists to seek shelter 
in the Province of East Florida.  
 
 Commerce with Charleston and other British colonies also quickly increased as 
the trade restrictions that the Spanish Crown had imposed on the colony were removed 
with the arrival of the British.  A greater emphasis was soon placed on the export of naval 
stores and ships timbers, and the Royal Navy's demand for more vessels was a constant 
consideration as well.  Even the coming of the American Revolution did little to impact 
the export of these products, and in 1782 alone over 20,000 barrels of turpentine were 
exported (Fairbanks 1975). 
 
 The native population had been ravaged by war and disease, which had left much of 
Florida uninhabited by Native Americans by ca. 1750.  This void allowed the Creeks 
from Alabama, Georgia, and the Carolinas to migrate into Florida.  In 1765, these 
migrating Indians were referred to with the Spanish term cimarrone, or "wild" and 
"runaway", in the field notes accompanying de Brahm's 1765 map of Florida. The term 
"seminole" is thought to have derived from this reference (Fernald and Purdum 1992). 
   
 The Seminoles prospered in Florida raising cattle and growing their traditional 
crops of corn, beans, squash, and tobacco, as well as crops such as sweet potatoes and 
melons borrowed from the Spaniards (Fairbanks 1973).  The Seminoles established 
permanent towns from the Apalachicola River to the St. Johns River.  Instead of the 
mission system of the Spanish, the British set up several trading posts in Florida.  
Seminoles traded deer, wild cattle, and furs in exchange for guns, iron tools, cloth, and a 
variety of ornamental jewelry (Fairbanks 1973).  During this time, runaway black slaves 
from the Carolina colonies fled to Florida and sought refuge either in a black colony 
outside St. Augustine, where they were to become farmers and, occasionally, soldiers, or 
in the Seminole settlements in the interior of the colony.  The Seminoles helped the 
runaways form their own settlements, and often prevented slave-catchers from capturing 
them (Fairbanks 1973).   
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 The Spanish continued the British system of controlling the Seminoles through 
trade.  Rum became a common trade good and credit was extended to the Seminoles, who 
were unable to produce enough skins to balance their accounts.  Seminole land was often 
accepted as payment (Fairbanks 1973). 
 
 At the Revolutionary War's end, the British defeat at the hands of the American 
colonists saw a new Treaty of Paris, which returned sovereignty of Florida to the Spanish 
and began the Second Spanish Period.  With the return of the Spanish to East Florida 
came the attempt to reassert Spanish religious and cultural dominance in the region, 
which had adopted a multi-cultural character under British rule.  Although St. Augustine 
returned to its position of a Spanish trade entrypoint, it was no longer an essential 
military position guarding the route of Spanish shipping returning to the Old World.  
Trade also took on a more international aspect, with more vessels entering the harbor 
under foreign flags than under the flag of Spain (Griffin 1983).  The influx of foreign 
nationals into the north Florida region likewise contributed to the continued deterioration 
of Spanish dominance in the area, along with a growing sentiment that the new United 
States should control Florida (Franklin and Morris 1996). 
 
 Indian refugees from the Creek War of 1814 fled to Florida and almost doubled 
the Seminole population.  The new Seminoles were mostly Upper Creeks, originating 
from central Alabama, and spoke the Muskogean language.  The Florida Seminoles spoke 
the Mikasuki language (Fairbanks 1973).  Border conflicts between the Seminole and 
white settlers increased and culminated in 1817 with the First Seminole War.  General 
Andrew Jackson, known to the Seminoles as Sharp Knife, invaded Seminole territory 
killing Indians and burning houses.  This military effort was largely responsible for 
Florida becoming a United States Territory in 1819 with Andrew Jackson as a military 
governor.  Florida became an U.S. territory in 1821.  Landowners who had been granted 
land under Spanish rule were permitted to keep their land.  Governor Jackson organized 
the Territory of Florida into two counties, Escambia and St. Johns, with the legislative 
council meeting in Pensacola in 1822, and in St. Augustine in 1823 (Tebeau 1971).  The 
First Seminole War ended with the Treaty of Moultree Creek in 1823, which stipulated 
that the Seminoles would move to a reservation in the middle of Florida. 

 
 During the territorial period, methods of transportation to connect the coasts to the 
interior became a priority.  In addition to road improvement and new road construction, 
increased travel up inland rivers through the harness of steam power, and the constant 
consideration of a canal to be cut through the state, rail routes began to crisscross the 
state of Florida.  In 1845 Florida became a state, though by 1861 it would again leave the 
Union.   
 
 The Payne's Landing Treaty of 1832 required the Seminoles to relinquish their 
land within three years and move onto reservations in the western United States.  The 
Seminole leader Osceola killed Chief Charley Emathla who had agreed to move his town 
to Oklahoma.  When the three years had expired, 180 Seminoles attacked a column of 
108 men led by Major Francis Dade.  The attack took place near the Withlacoochee River 
near present-day Bushnell while Dade and his men were en route from Ft. Brooke 
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(present-day Tampa) to Ft. King (near present-day Ocala).  The Seminoles left only three 
men alive at the battle and they died within a matter of weeks from their wounds 
(Chamberlin 1995).  With minimal Seminole casualties, the raid was an overwhelming 
victory.  The battle demonstrated to the U.S. Army that the Seminole, when organized, 
represented a considerable military force.  In addition, the victory resulted in the capture 
of over one hundred U.S. Army muskets by the Seminole. 
 
 On the same day as the attack on Dade, Osceola led an assault on Fort King.  
These incidents sparked the Second Seminole War.  The federal forces were confused by 
the Seminole raid-and-run tactics and were unfamiliar with the wooded and swampy 
terrain.  The war spread to the south, in the vicinity of Lake Okeechobee, in the 
Everglades.  In 1837, Osceola was taken prisoner under a white truce flag and brought to 
Fort Marion (Castillo de San Marcos) in St. Augustine.  His fellow Seminole prisoners 
starved themselves until they were able to escape through their cell windows.  Osceola, 
however, contracted malaria and later died in Fort Moultree, South Carolina.  His head 
was removed prior to the burial of his body by the attending physician, Dr. Frederick 
Weeden, and was later brought back to St. Augustine as a personal souvenir (Nolan 
1995).  The war continued until 1842, when several hundred Seminoles were shipped to 
the western territories.  In total, the Second Seminole War cost the United States an 
estimated $40,000,000 and the lives of 1,500 troops. 
 
 The Third and final Seminole War erupted in 1849 when an Everglades army 
surveying party led by Lieutenant Hartsuff happened upon Chief Bowlegs= field of corn, 
beans, pumpkins, and bananas.  The surveyors destroyed the plot and kicked Bowlegs to 
the ground.  The next day Bowlegs returned with his men and severely wounded the 
surveyors in a skirmish.  Because of these events, the Third Seminole War is also referred 
to as Billy Bowleg=s war.  During this period forts were reactivated and war was again 
declared.  By 1858, after a series of sporadic skirmishes, the Third Seminole War ended 
with the shipment of 123 Seminoles to Oklahoma.  However, 100-300 Seminoles who 
evaded capture remained in the Everglades (Fernald and Purdum 1992).  The present-day 
Seminole and Miccosukee Tribes of Florida and the Independent Seminole of Florida are 
direct descendants of the Seminole that could not be forcibly removed during the 
Seminole Wars.  As a result of forced removal, Seminole Indians also now live in Texas 
and Oklahoma. 
 
 During the Civil War, Florida had joined the Confederate States of America.  
Small militia bands formed in 1861 when Florida seceded from the Union.  Many locals 
joined the Confederate Army and later spent their time flushing out Union supporters.  
Florida's primary role in the Civil War was to provide supplies and troops to the 
Confederacy.  In a blockaded south where supplies were difficult to obtain, the 
Confederate Impressment Act collected food supplies including beef, pork, rice and 
potatoes from Floridians that were stored in warehouse depots throughout the state.  Few 
significant battles were fought within the state.  The west coast of Florida was a major 
salt producing area throughout the south during the War Between the States (Dayton 
1986).   
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 In early 1862 Federal forces began to occupy Florida.  Sailors and marines from 
the U.S.S. Hatteras landed at Cedar Key, destroying the wharf and depot.  Cedar Key was 
virtually unprotected since Confederate troops had been sent along the railroad to protect 
Fernandina.  Yet when Federal troops reached Amelia Island on March 3, they found the 
Confederates leaving, and simply took possession of Fort Clinch, St. Mary's, and 
Cumberland Island (Tebeau 1971). 
 
 Coastal communities in Florida continued to be raided and occupied at will by 
Union forces.  Fortunately there were no military objectives in the interior to draw 
attention, and no invasion occurred until 1864 (Tebeau 1971).  Jacksonville was invaded 
and abandoned four separate times.  In April of 1862, as the Confederates withdrew after 
the first invasion, they destroyed eight of their own sawmills, along with four million 
board feet of lumber, an iron foundry, and an ironworks.  Retreating Confederate forces 
followed the tracks inland towards Baldwin, nineteen miles west of Jacksonville, where 
three railway lines converged.  To prevent it falling into enemy hands, the Confederate 
troops pulled up several miles of railroad track along the route (Tebeau 1971). 
 
 During the fourth invasion, Union troops again entered Jacksonville and moved 
towards Baldwin along the rail track route.  Confederate forces withdrew along the track 
of the advance, and finally a definitive battle was fought at Olustee.  The Confederate 
troops retained control of Florida's interior.  
 
 After the Civil War, reconstruction proceeded in Florida at a decidedly slow pace, 
but by the end of the nineteenth century, Florida's population had increased to 
approximately 400,000 people (Marth and Marth 1988).  This was due to homesteading 
acts as well as the citrus, naval stores, lumber, cattle, phosphate, and tourist industries.  
Major railroads were constructed throughout the state during this time.  The railroads 
built by Henry Plant, William Chipley, and Henry Flagler opened up previously 
undeveloped areas of the state.  Freezing temperatures in northern parts of Florida 
encouraged the development of the citrus industry in south Florida, and growers began 
the long process of converting swampland to farmland (Gannon 2003). 
 
 Governor Napoleon Bonaparte Broward brought Progressive politics to Florida at 
the turn of the century, calling for improved education, health standards, natural resource 
protection, development of south Florida, and prison reform, among other issues.  Social 
change occurred rapidly in Florida in the early twentieth century.  Electrical and 
telephone service reached many parts of the state, and commercial goods were more 
accessible (Gannon 2003).  The early twentieth century also saw the beginning of 
prohibition.  Florida's geographical location and miles of coastline made it very attractive 
to smugglers bringing liquor from the Bahamas and other Caribbean islands (Gannon 
1996).   
 
 For Florida, the 1920s were a time of boom and bust, both fueled by real estate 
and land development.  Swelling property prices and land values fed booms in 
transportation, construction, and banking.  The state became a desirable vacation and 
retirement destination.  In 1926, Florida's economy collapsed and bank failures became 
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daily occurrences.  Two major hurricanes in 1926 and 1928 and the arrival of the 
Mediterranean fruit fly in 1929 complicated matters.  Despite the blow to the citrus 
industry, agriculture (fruit and truck farming, cotton, corn, and cattle) remained the 
economic mainstay of the state.  Although real estate and tourism rebounded slightly 
towards the end of the decade, the forward momentum was halted by the stock market 
crash of 1929 (Gannon 1996). 
 
 In sharp contrast to the glamorous lifestyles of the wealthy on Florida's coasts, 
African-American life in Florida for the first half of the twentieth century was defined by 
political and social repression.  Blacks were kept from voting by the Poll Tax and all-
white primaries.  The turpentine industry imposed a type of forced labor on many black 
workers (Gannon 2003).   
 
 New Deal politics and tourism dollars helped during the depression of the 1930s, 
yet Florida's economy benefited from the onset of World War II.  Its temperate climate 
led to its extensive use for training troops, and it was not unheard of to spot German 
submarines off the Atlantic coast.  The development of the highway system that 
accompanied this military growth contributed to a boom in tourism after the war ended.  
Industry and agriculture also rebounded during the 1940s.  Both migrant labor and labor 
unions became more common (Gannon 2003). 
 
 In the second half of the twentieth century, Florida has experienced a tremendous 
influx of population from within the United States and from other countries, including 
Cuba and Haiti.  Cape Canaveral on the Atlantic coast has been the site of many historic 
advances in space exploration.  Tourist attractions bring millions of visitors from around 
the world to Florida every year.  Industry and agriculture continue to thrive in Florida 
today.  
 

Florida East Coast Railway 
 
 One of the most important developments in the history of Florida was the coming 
of the railroads in the late 1800s.  Key among them along the east coast of the state was 
the Florida East Coast Railway (FEC).  This railroad, which in large part spurred the 
growth of southeast Florida by allowing for a great increase in the movement of people 
and goods to and from the area, owed itself to the initiative of Henry M. Flagler.  Making 
his first fortune in 1867 as a founding member of the company that became the Standard 
Oil Company, Flagler did not set out to be a railroad magnate when he first visited 
Florida as a tourist in the winter of 1877-1878 (Bramson 2003).  Due to the poor health of 
his wife, the Flaglers were advised to spend some time in the favorable climate of 
Florida.  They visited Jacksonville, which was about as far south as the railroad extended 
at that time.  After returning to New York, his wife’s condition eventually worsened, and 
she died of tuberculosis in 1881.  In 1883, Flagler remarried, and he and his new wife Ida 
honeymooned in St. Augustine.  The Flaglers fell in love with the city along with the 
beautiful vegetation and pleasing climate and began to spend more and more time away 
from their home on Long Island (Harner 1973; Turner 2003).   
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 While Flagler was infatuated with St. Augustine, he also recognized that the 
lodgings were not to his standard and would never be able to entice wealthy visitors from 
the North (Bramson 2003).  He decided to change this and, in 1885, purchased some land 
on the edge of town and began construction on a luxury hotel named the Ponce de Leon.  
He began construction on a more modest hotel, the Alcazar, across the street before the 
Ponce de Leon was even finished and also purchased the adjacent Casa Monica hotel.  
Construction materials for the hotels were brought in on the existing narrow gauge 
Jacksonville, St. Augustine & Halifax Fiver Railway.  While serviceable for materials, 
this rail line was cheaply built and was known for poor passenger service.  In order to 
meet the exacting standards of Flagler and his future hotel guests, it required upgrading.  
In 1886, Flagler purchased a controlling share of the railroad and set about installing 
standard gauge rails and adding new cars and locomotives.  He even added a bridge over 
the St. Johns River to bypass the ferry service that was fraught with delays (Harner 1973; 
Turner 2003).   
 
 When the Ponce de Leon hotel formally opened in 1888, Flagler and his wife 
made it to the festivities in their private railroad car that traveled between Jacksonville 
and St. Augustine on the railroad Flagler purchased (Harner 1973).  With a railroad to get 
them to Florida and a grand hotel in which to stay, get-rich-quick land speculators 
quickly arrived.  They were thinking of development, and so was Flagler.  But Flagler 
was also interested in the transportation side of development—he wanted to move 
agricultural products out and manufactured products in to Florida, and he wanted people 
to move in both directions on his railroads.  Repeating what he had done before, Flagler 
bought more small railroads, changed them to standard gauge, and put passenger cars on 
them.  For free property along the right of way, Flagler extended the railroad south to 
Rockledge on the Indian River in modern-day Brevard County. The first locomotives 
arrived in Rockledge in February 1893.  The railroad was slowly fulfilling one of its 
goals, which was to reach the newly opened citrus and truck farming lands (Harner 
1973).   
 
 In 1892, the Jacksonville, St. Augustine & Indian River Railway was formed and 
gathered up the various railroads that Flagler had purchased.  It also became a holding 
tank for Flagler’s properties given the new land grant policy in Florida whereby 8,000 
free acres of land were granted for each mile of railroad constructed (Turner 2003).  In 
May 1893, Flagler broke ground for a new luxury hotel, the Royal Poinciana in Palm 
Beach.  The railroad was continued south towards this location reaching Eau Gallie in 
June 1893, Fort Pierce in January 1894, and eventually West Palm Beach in March 1894 
a month after the Royal Poinciana opened (Bramson 2003; Turner 2003).   
 
 Julia Tuttle and William Brickell, large landowners near the Miami River, tried to 
entice Flagler to continue the railroad to Biscayne Bay, but Flagler initially resisted 
because the area was so sparsely populated.  Following the devastating freezes of 1894-
1895 however, which did not affect citrus crops along Biscayne Bay, Flagler was 
convinced.  Construction began south of West Palm Beach towards Miami in September 
1895 (Turner 2003).  That same month, the name of the railroad was formerly changed to 
the Florida East Coast Railway (Bramson 2003).  Early in 1896, Flagler began 
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construction on a new luxury hotel, the Royal Palm, on Biscayne Bay, and the extension 
of the FEC to the Miami River was completed in April 1896.  Owing its growth to the 
coming of the railroad, the city of Miami was incorporated a few months later in July 
1896 (Turner 2003). 
 
 The end of the nineteenth century and early twentieth century saw the further 
expansion of the FEC including acquisition of a line between Enterprise and Titusville, 
extension of the railroad near Jacksonville to Mayport, and extension of the southern 
portion of the line to Homestead.  The most ambitious FEC project was started in 1905 
and was the Key West Extension.  This monumental task involved bridging the expanses 
between individual keys and even adding to the island of Key West itself to create 
enough space to accommodate a railway terminal and docks.  Despite hardships, 
including an October 1906 hurricane that killed almost 150 workers, the Key West 
extension was completed seven years after it began.  The first train arrived at Key West 
on January 22, 1912 with the 82-year-old Henry Flagler on board (Bramson 2003; Turner 
2003).  
 
 During the 1920s boom years in Florida, the FEC saw substantial growth.  New 
locomotives and cars were added, new lines were built, and new stations and other 
facilities were constructed.  A line along the east side of Lake Okeechobee running 
mostly through western Martin County was added.  Most significantly, the mainline 
between Jacksonville and Miami was double tracked to allow for increased traffic.  In 
1926, twelve trains per day operated on the FEC mainline (Bramson 2003; Turner 2003). 
 
 The Depression hit the FEC hard, with bankruptcy declared in 1931.  The 
corporation went into receivership and operated at a much smaller scale.  The FEC 
witnessed ups and downs in revenue as the years progressed as well as legal wrangling 
resulting from the bankruptcy.  It was not until 1961 that the FEC finally emerged from 
bankruptcy as a new corporation under the direction of Edward Ball.  The early 1960s 
also saw labor disputes and strikes that interrupted service.  Although passenger service 
was resumed in 1965 on a limited basis, it was finally suspended in 1968.  After this, the 
FEC focused on freight and piggyback containers.  Revenues increased drastically and 
the $100 million mark was surpassed in 1980 (Bramson 2003; Turner 2003).  The FEC 
currently operates 351 miles of mainline track along the east coast of Florida (Florida 
East Coast Railway, LLC 2009). 
 



 

 

APPENDIX I: 
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Previous Cultural Resource Surveys Conducted Within or Adjacent to the East-West Corridor 
by Survey Number 

Survey 
No. 

Survey Title Author(s) Pub. 
Date 

Relevant 
County 

363 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Proposed Curtis H. 
Stanton Energy Center Railroad 

Daniel, Randy and 
Francisco de la Fuente 

1981 Orange 

469 Improvements to the Orlando 
International Airport 

Browning, William D. 1977 Orange 

2420 CRAS of the Proposed Magnolia 
Ranch Development Site, Orange 
County, Florida 

Piper Archaeology 1990 Orange 

2391 Archaeological Assessment of 
Six Selected Areas in Brevard 
County: a First Generation Model 

Bense, Judith A. and 
John C. Phillips 

1990 Brevard 

2556 CRAS:  International Corporate 
Park, Orange County, Florida 

Richards, Storm L. 1990 Orange 

2835 Historic Properties Survey within 
the City of Cocoa, Florida 

Historic Property 
Associates 

1991 Brevard 

2845 CRAS of the Orlando-Orange 
County Expressway Authority's 
Southern Connector, Orange 
County, Florida. 

Austin, Robert J. and 
Charles Fuhrmeister 

1991 Orange 

2926 CRAS of SR-528/Beeline 
Expressway Interchange at I-95, 
Brevard County, Florida. 

Browning, William D. 1991 Brevard 

7943 CRAS of SR 5 (US 1) from 
Barnes Boulevard to Cidco Road, 
Brevard County 

Southeastern 
Archaeological 
Research 

2001 Brevard 

5250 CRAS for the SR 15 from SR 528 
to CR 506 (Conway Road), PD&E 
Study, Orange County, Florida 

Janus Research 1998 Orange 

5346 A CRAS of SR 520 from I- 95 in 
Brevard County to SR 50 in 
Orange County, Florida 

Johnson, Robert E. 1996 Orange 

7586 Old McCoy Road Modlin, Elaina J. 2000 Orange 

5840 CRAS of the Proposed 
Buccaneer Gas Pipeline, Florida  

Estabrook, Richard W. 2000 Orange and 
Brevard 

6794 CRAS for the I-95 PD&E Study 
from SR 514 to SR 50, Brevard 
County, Florida 

Janus Research 2001 Brevard 

6850 Phase I Cultural Resource 
Survey of Florida Gas 
Transmission Company Phase VI 
Expansion Loop C, Loop D, Loop 
E, Leesburg Lateral Loop, Cape 
Kennedy Lateral Loop, and 
Stanton Lateral 

Pochurek, James and 
Anne V. Stokes 

2001 Orange and 
Brevard 



 

 

Survey 
No. 

Survey Title Author(s) Pub. 
Date 

Relevant 
County 

6962 Cultural Resource Survey of the 
Proposed: Loop E Access Road 
19A (Clay Co.), Stanton Lateral 
Contractor Yard (Orange Co.), 
FGT Phase VI Expansion, 
Kennedy Lateral Loop Contractor 
Yard and Staging Area at M.P. 
3.9 (Brevard Co.), FGT Blanket 
Certificate Authority 

Pochurek, James and 
Anne V. Stokes 

2001 Orange and 
Brevard 

7391 Florida Gas Transmission 
Company Phase VI Expansion 
Project, Cultural Resource 
Survey Report #7 Modification to 
Support Alignment Drawings Rev. 
C & D 

Stokes, Anne V. 2002 Orange 

8398 A CRRS of the Cidco Road 
Tower Site County: Brevard 

Luxon, Tiffany L. 2001 Brevard 

10756 An Archaeological Survey of the 
Proposed Space Needle 
Residential Development, 
Brevard County, Florida 

Penders, Thomas E. 2004 Brevard 

11594 CRAS for the SR 528 PD&E 
Study from SR 520 to the Port 
Canaveral Terminal B 
Interchange, Orange and Brevard 
Counties 

Janus Research 2005 Orange and 
Brevard 

12002 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Beeline and I-95 
Tower in Brevard County, Florida 

Ambrosino, Meghan L 2005 Brevard 

12545 CRAS of the SR 528/SR 524 and 
SR 528/US 1 Interchange 
Reconstruction: Addendum to 
CRAS of the SR 526 PD&E Study 
from SR 520 to Port Canaveral's 
Terminal B Interchange in 
Orange and Brevard County, 
Florida 

Janus Research 2005 Orange and 
Brevard 

13720 CRAS, Randal Park, Orange 
County, Florida 

Dickinson, Martin F., 
Rebecca Klein, and 
Lucy B. Wayne 

2006 Orange 

15961 CRAS of the East Airfield 
Development Area, Orange 
County, Florida 

ACI 2008 Orange 

18373 Historic Structures Assessment 
Survey US 1 from Rosa L. Jones 
Drive to Pine Street and US 1 
from Pine Street to Cidco Road, 
Brevard County, Florida 

Salo, Edward and Ryan 
Vandyke 

2011 Brevard 
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PREVIOUS CULTURAL RESOURCES SURVEYS CONDUCTED 
WITHIN AND ADJACENT TO THE NORTH-SOUTH CORRIDOR 



 

 

Previous Cultural Resources Surveys Conducted Within and Adjacent to the North-South 
Corridor 

Survey 
No. 

Survey Title Author(s) 
Pub. 
Date 

Relevant 
County 

148 Cultural Resource 
Reconnaissance of Hobe Sound 
National Wildlife Refuge, Martin 
County, Florida 

Fryman, Mildred L., 
James J. Miller, and 
David E. Swindell 

1979 Martin 

629 State Project #88505-3601, 
Storm Grove Road from SR 505 
to East of US 1 

Browning, William D. 
and Ross L. Morrell 

1977 Indian River 

638 Gar-Con Development, Inc. Sigler-Lavelle, Brenda 1982 Brevard 

949 CRAS of the proposed St. 
Sebastian Planned Unit 
Development, Indian River 
County, Florida 

Ballo, Janice R., 
Kenneth W. Hardin, and 
Harry M. Piper 

1983 Indian River 

1591 Proposed Milling, Resurfacing, 
and Widening of SR 5/US 1, from 
Indian River County Line South to 
Bridge 940029 over Taylor Creek, 
in St. Lucie County, Florida 

Browning, William D. 
and Melissa G. 
Wiedenfeld 

1988 St. Lucie 

1817 CRAS of the Proposed Sea 
Branch Development Site, Martin 
County, Florida 

Austin, Robert J. and 
Janice R. Ballo 

1987 Martin 

2035 West Palm Beach Survey: First 
Year Final Report 

Miller, Elizabeth L. 1989 Palm Beach 

2149 Report of Supplemental 
Investigation, State Project No. 
70180-1505. 

Browning, William D. 1989 Brevard 

2368 Historic Properties Survey of 
Rockledge, Florida 

Olausen, Stephen A. 1990 Brevard 

2535 Northwood Survey: Final Report Miller, Elizabeth L. 1990 Palm Beach 

2549 Historic District Survey of 
Northwest Area West Palm 
Beach, Florida 

Munnings, Elizabeth S. 1989 Palm Beach 

2670 Historic Properties Survey of the 
City of Vero Beach, Florida 

Historic Property 
Associates 

1990 Indian River 

2686 Cultural Resource Assessment 
Request, Proposed 
Improvements to US 1/SR 5, 
Indian River County, Florida 

Browning, William D. 
and Melissa G. 
Wiedenfeld 

1987 Indian River 

2761 Historic Properties Survey of the 
City of Stuart, Florida 

Historic Property 
Associates 

1991 Martin 

2835 Historic Properties Survey within 
the City of Cocoa, Florida 

Historic Property 
Associates 

1991 Brevard 

2978 Historic Architectural Survey: 
Melbourne, Florida 

Olausen, Stephen A. 1991 Brevard 



 

 

Survey 
No. 

Survey Title Author(s) 
Pub. 
Date 

Relevant 
County 

3095 CRAS of SR 710 from SR 809 
(Military Trail) to SR 5/US 1 in 
Palm Beach County, Florida 

McMurray, Carl 1992 Palm Beach 

3170 An Archaeological Survey of 
Indian River County Florida, AHC 
Tech Report #55 

Archaeological and 
Historical Conservancy 

1992 Indian River 

3312 Historic Properties Survey of Fort 
Pierce, Florida 

Historic Property 
Associates 

1992 St. Lucie 

3439 CRAS of the Proposed Upgrade 
of SR 708 from SR 710 to 
Garden Road and Proposed 
Jurisdictional Change of SR 708 
from C-17 Canal to SR 5/US 1 in 
Palm Beach County 

McMurray, Carl 1992 Palm Beach 

4104 An Archaeological Survey of 
Martin County, Florida 

Carr, Robert S., Linda 
Jester, and Jim Pepe 

1995 Martin 

4130 A Cultural Resource Assessment 
Survey of US 1 From Aurora 
Road to SR 404, Brevard County, 
Florida 

Ashley, Keith H., 
Marsha A. Chance, and 
Greg C. Smith 

1994 Brevard 

4363 Cultural Resource Assessment of 
A Proposed Roadway Expansion 
to SR 5/US 1 from South of Kings 
Highway to North of 4th Street 
(Indian River Boulevard) 

Haiduvan, Richard, 
Scott P. Lewis, and 
Karen Webster Milano 

1995 Indian River 
and St. Lucie 

4444 An Archaeological Assessment of 
the Savannas State Reserve, St. 
Lucie and Martin Counties, 
Florida 

Newman, Christine and 
Ryan J. Wheeler 

1996 St. Lucie and 
Martin 

4818 Historic Architectural Survey of 
Martin County, Florida 

Historic Property 
Associates 

1997 Martin 

4980 Assessment Survey of 
Archaeological Resources, SR 
786/PGA Boulevard Grade 
Separation at SR 811/Dixie 
Highway and Associated Water 
Retention Areas, Palm Beach 
County, Florida 

Lewis, Scott P. 1997 Palm Beach 

5072 Cultural Resource Assessment: A 
Proposed Roadway Resurfacing, 
Re-striping, and Traffic 
Signalization to Northwood Road, 
24th Street, 25th Street, 58th 
Street, and 59th Street, from Dixie 
Highway to SR 5/US 1/Broadway 
Avenue, West Palm Beach, 
Florida 

Milano, Karen Webster 1995 Palm Beach 



 

 

Survey 
No. 

Survey Title Author(s) 
Pub. 
Date 

Relevant 
County 

5092 A CRAS of Study Area M-12 in 
St. Lucie County, Florida 

Ashley, Keith H., 
Marsha A. Chance, and 
Steve Ferrell 

1997 St. Lucie 

5244 A CRAS of the Hobe Sound Land 
Company Laurel Lane Tract, 
Martin County, Florida 

Bland, Myles C.P. 1998 Martin 

5301 Town of Lake Park Historic 
Resources Report 

Janus Research 1998 Palm Beach 

5585 CRAS of Red Stick Golf Club, 
Indian River County, Florida 

Fitts, Mary Beth, Paul L. 
Jones, and Juliet K. 
Tatum 

1999 Indian River 

5928 A Preliminary Archaeological 
Survey of the City of West Palm 
Beach, Florida 

Austin, Robert J. 2000 Palm Beach 

6039 A Phase II Archaeological Survey 
of Martin County, Florida 

Carr, Robert S., Chris 
Eck, and James Pepe 

1998 Martin 

6105 An Archaeological Survey of St. 
Lucie County, Florida 

Carr, Robert S. and Jim 
Pepe 

2000 St. Lucie 

6170 An Archaeological Survey of the 
Dixon-Butts Parcel, Martin 
County, Florida 

Beriault, John G. and 
Robert S. Carr 

2001 Martin 

6850 Phase I Cultural Resource 
Survey of Florida Gas 
Transmission Company Phase VI 
Expansion Loop C, Loop D, Loop 
E, Leesburg Lateral Loop, Cape 
Kennedy Lateral Loop, and 
Stanton Lateral 

Pochurek, James and 
Anne V. Stokes 

2001 Brevard 

6986 Archaeological Resource 
Assessment Survey of the 
Proposed SR 715/Monterey Road 
Expansion from SR 5/US 1 to SR 
A1A, Martin County, Florida 

Lewis, Scott P., Frank 
D. Rodriguez, and 
Karen Webster 

1999 Martin 

7130 A Phase I Cultural Resources 
Survey of the M-8 Dredged 
Material Management Area, St. 
Lucie County, Florida 

Koski, Steven H. and 
Jennifer Langdale 

2001 St. Lucie 

7336 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Proposed 
Melbourne Village Tower 
Location in Brevard County, 
Florida 

Sims, Cynthia L. 2002 Brevard 

7347 A CRAS of the 13th Street 
Realignment Project 

Janus Research 2002 Palm Beach 



 

 

Survey 
No. 

Survey Title Author(s) 
Pub. 
Date 

Relevant 
County 

7374 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Proposed 
Savannah Road Tower Location 
in Martin County, Florida 

Batategas, Juliet T. 2001 Martin 

7546 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Proposed SE Port 
Salerno Tower Location in Martin 
County, Florida 

Batategas, Juliet T. 2002 Martin 

7652 A Cultural Resource 
Reconnaissance of the Proposed 
Jurisdictional Roadway Transfers 
in St. Lucie County, Florida 

Estabrook, Richard W., 
Lisa N. Lamb, and 
Patricia H. Spriggs 

2002 St. Lucie 

7943 CRAS of SR 5/US 1 from Barnes 
Boulevard to Cidco Road, 
Brevard County 

Southeastern 
Archaeological 
Research 

2001 Brevard 

8126 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Proposed Jupiter 
Eyeball Tower Location in Palm 
Beach County, Florida 

Jones, Paul L. and 
Cynthia L. Sims 

2001 Palm Beach 

8127 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Proposed 
Sebastian Tower Location in 
Indian River County, Florida 

Jones, Paul L. and 
Cynthia L. Sims 

2001 Indian River 

8388 CRAS of the Barton Park Manor 
Stormwater Management Area, 
Rockledge, Brevard County, 
Florida 

Penders, Thomas E. 2001 Brevard 

8398 A CRRS of the Cidco Road 
Tower Site County: Brevard 

Luxon, Tiffany L. 2001 Brevard 

8472 A CRAS of the Riviera Beach 
Harbor High School Site, Palm 
Beach County, Florida 

Janus Research 2002 Palm Beach 

8554 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Grant/Palm Bay 
Tower Location in Brevard 
County, Florida 

Sims, Cynthia L. 2001 Brevard 

8557 A CRAS for the SR 5/US 1 PD&E 
Study, Martin County, Florida 

Ambrosino, James N. 2002 Martin 

8594 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Proposed Burns 
Road Tower Location in Palm 
Beach County, Florida 

Jones, Paul L. and 
Audrey Kennedy 

2001 Palm Beach 



 

 

Survey 
No. 

Survey Title Author(s) 
Pub. 
Date 

Relevant 
County 

9061 Phase I Cultural Resource 
Survey and Archaeological 
Inventory of the Onshore Florida 
Portion of the Proposed Seafarer 
U.S. Pipeline System Project in 
Palm Beach and Martin Counties, 
Florida 

Athens, William P., Katy 
Coyle, and Kari Krause 

2003 Martin and 
Palm Beach 

9251 Phase I Cultural Resource 
Survey of the Marie Lakes 
Project, Brevard County, Florida 

Stokes, Anne V. 2003 Brevard 

9286 A Cultural Resource Assessment 
of SR 5/US 1 from 200 Feet 
South of Bridge #940029 to 1600 
Feet North of Bridge #940029 in 
St. Lucie County, Florida 

Nolte, Kelly and Cynthia 
L. Sims 

2003 St. Lucie 

9310 Cultural Resources Survey and 
Inventory of the Seafarer U.S. 
Pipeline System, Inc.'s Proposed 
26-Inch Gas Pipeline, Florida 
State Waters Boundary to the 
Florida Mainland 

Duncan, David, 
Christopher Goodwin, 
and Harley Meier 

2004 Martin and 
Palm Beach 

9317 An Archaeological Assessment of 
Stuart Business Park, Martin 
County, Florida 

Mankowski, Joseph F. 2003 Martin 

9355 A Re-Assessment of Cultural 
Resource Surveys of 16th and 
17th Street from West of 14th 
Avenue to East of SR 5/US 1 in 
Indian River County, Florida 

Nolte, Kelly and Cynthia 
L. Sims 

2003 Indian River 

9478 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Old Fort Park, Fort 
Pierce, Florida 

Carr, Robert S., Alison 
Elgart-Berry, and Tim 
Harrington 

2003 St. Lucie 

9482 Phase I Cultural Resources 
Survey of the O-23 Dredged 
Material Management Area, 
Martin County, Florida 

Koski, Steven, Jennifer 
Langdale, and Pam 
Vojnovski 

2003 Martin 

9684 St. Lucie County Historic 
Resources Survey 

Janus Research 2003 St. Lucie 

9985 A CRAS of the Proposed 
Coconut Cove Development 
Project, St. Lucie County, Florida 

Johnson, Robert E. 2004 St. Lucie 

10174 Section 106 Case Study Report 
for SR 5/US 1 from the South 
Relief Canal to North of Indian 
River Boulevard in Indian River 
County, Florida 

Wheeler, Ryan J. 2004 Indian River 



 

 

Survey 
No. 

Survey Title Author(s) 
Pub. 
Date 

Relevant 
County 

10175 Cultural Resource 
Reconnaissance of SR 5/US 1 
from 6th Avenue to 20th Place, 
Indian River County, Florida 

Sims, Cynthia L. 2004 Indian River 

10207 A CRAS of SR 707 Proposed 
Jurisdictional Roadway Transfer 
from Savanna Road to the 
Jensen Beach Causeway in 
Martin County, Florida 

Knowles, Jeanette and 
Cynthia L. Sims 

2004 Martin 

10258 CRRS and Section 106 Review: 
Vertex-AAAB Cellular Tower 

Scupholm, Carrie 2004 Palm Beach 

10259 CRRS and Section 106 Review: 
Vertex-AAYW Cellular Tower 

Pracht, Jodi. B. and 
Carrie Scupholm 

2004 Palm Beach 

10263 An Intensive CRAS of Boozer 
Tracts A & B, Brevard County, 
Florida 

Handley, Brent M. and 
Ryan O. Sipe 

2004 Brevard 

10603 Assessment of Potential Effects 
Upon Historic Properties: 
Proposed 120-Foot Mancil 
Tractor Wireless 
Telecommunications Tower 
(Houston Cuozzo Group), Martin 
County, Florida 

Parker, Brian T. 2004 Martin 

10690 A Phase I Archaeological Survey 
of the 69th Street Parcel, Indian 
River County, Florida 

Penders, Thomas E. 2004 Indian River 

10698 Assessment of Potential Effects 
Upon Historic Properties: 
Proposed 175-Foot Harris 
Corporation Replacement 
Wireless Telecommunications 
Tower (Verizon Wireless 082530-
1), Brevard County, Florida 

Florida Archaeological 
Consulting, Inc. 

2004 Brevard 

10799 A CRAS of the Proposed Wolf's 
Corner Development Project, St. 
Lucie County, Florida 

Johnson, Robert E. 2004 St. Lucie 

10954 Phase I Cultural Resources 
Survey and Archaeological 
Inventory of the Onshore Florida 
Portion of the Proposed Seafarer 
US Pipeline System Project in 
Palm Beach County, Florida 

Athens, William P., Katy 
Coyle, and Kari Krause 

2003 Palm Beach 

11311 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Bonaventure Tower 
Location in Brevard County, 
Florida 

Sims, Cynthia L. 2005 Brevard 
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11594 CRAS for the SR 528 PD&E 
Study From SR 520 to the Port 
Canaveral Terminal B 
Interchange, Orange and Brevard 
Counties 

Janus Research 2005 Brevard 

11766 A CRRS of the Paladin Shores 
Tract, Brevard County, Florida 

Hadley, Brent M. and 
Christopher T. Savage 

2005 Brevard 

11796 Phase 1 Cultural Resource 
Survey of the Highpointe 
Property, Indian River County, 
Florida 

Stokes, Anne V. 2005 Indian River 

12037 Historic Building Survey of South 
Indian River Drive (CR 707) from 
North of the Jensen Beach 
Causeway to South Citrus 
Avenue, Martin and St. Lucie 
Counties, Florida 

Estabrook, Richard W. 2005 St. Lucie 

12072 Archaeological Assessment and 
Monitoring of the Indian River 
Drive (CR 707) Emergency Road 
Restoration Project, St. Lucie 
County, Florida 

Beriault, John G., 
Robert S. Carr, and 
Ned Gordon 

2005 St. Lucie 

12162 A Cultural Resources 
Assessment of the Pineda 
Causeway Realignment and 
Extension Project, Brevard 
County, Florida 

Causey, Phillip 2005 Brevard 

12189 A CRRS of Clearlake Crossings 
Brevard County, Florida 

Nash, Jennifer L.F. 2005 Brevard 

12392 A CRAS of the Community 
Redevelopment Area County: 
Palm Beach 

Janus Research 2003 Palm Beach 

12545 CRAS of the SR 528/SR 524 and 
SR 528/US 1 Interchange 
Reconstruction: Addendum to 
CRAS of the SR 526 PD&E Study 
from SR 520 to Port Canaveral's 
Terminal B Interchange in 
Orange and Brevard County, 
Florida 

Janus Research 2005 Brevard 

12566 A CRAS of the CR 510 (Wabasso 
Road) PD&E Study form CR 512 
(Fellsmere Road) to Indian River 
Bridge #880052 in Indian River 
County, Florida 

PCI 2005 Indian River 

12732 A CRRS of the Kid Creek Estates 
Tract, Brevard County, Florida 

Arbuthnot, Michael A. 2006 Brevard 
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12928 A CRAS for Roadway 
Improvements of SR 811 
(Alternate A1A) from Donald 
Ross Road to SR 706 (East 
Indiantown Road) in Palm Beach 
County, Florida 

Carty, Thomas, J. 2006 Palm Beach 

12932 Cultural Resource Assessment of 
SR 707 (Dixie Highway) from the 
US 1 Underpass to Savannah 
Road, Martin County, Florida 

Estabrook, Richard W. 2005 Martin 

12949 CRAS of SR 710 From West of 
Australian Avenue to Old Dixie 
Highway (CR 811) Palm Beach 
County, Florida 

Janus Research 2005 Palm Beach 

13217 An Archeological and Historical 
Reconnaissance Survey of the 
Blue Harbour Project Tract, St. 
Lucie County, Florida 

Johnson Robert E. 2006 St. Lucie 

13293 A CRAS of the Proposed Red 
Stick Development Tract, Indian 
River County, Florida 

Johnson Robert E. 2006 Indian River 

13362 Phase 1 Cultural Resource 
Survey of the Indian River 
National Bank and Sebastian 
Medical Project, Indian River 
County, Florida 

Nodine, Bruce 2006 Indian River 

13483 CRRS and Section 106 Review: 
Vertex-AARB Cellular Tower 535 
Park Avenue, Lake Park, Palm 
Beach County, Florida 33403 
Township 42 South, Range 43 
East, Section 21 

Scupholm, Carrie 2004 Palm Beach 

13575 A CRRS of the Universal/TV 27 
West Tract Indian River County, 
Florida 

Kozma, Thomas J. and 
Christopher A. Schaefer

2006 Indian River 

13582 A CRRS of the Universal/TV 1 
Tract Indian River County, Florida 

Kozma, Thomas J. and 
Christopher A. Schaefer

2006 Indian River 

13749 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Southeastern 
Studies Project Area in Indian 
River County, Florida 

Carty, Thomas, J. 2007 Indian River 

13950 An Intensive CRAS of the TV-1 
Williamz Tract Indian River 
County, Florida 

Nash, Jennifer L.F. and 
Christopher A. Schaefer

2007 Indian River 

14000 CRRS South Florida East Coast 
Corridor Transit Analysis Miami-
Dade, Broward and Palm Beach 
Counties 

Janus Research 2006 Palm Beach 
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14147 A Preliminary Archaeological 
Survey of the Main Canal Vortex 
Treatment System/Vero Site, 
Vero Beach, Florida 

Penders, Thomas E. 2005 Indian River 

14150 An Archeological and Historical 
Survey of the Proposed Indian 
River County Administration 
Complex, Vero Beach, Florida 

Penders, Thomas E. 2005 Indian River 

14203 An Underwater Archaeological 
Remote Sensing Survey of the 
Lower St. Sebastian River in 
Brevard County and Indian River 
Counties, Florida 

Mid-Atlantic Technology 
and Environmental 
Research, Inc. 

2004 Brevard and 
Indian River 

14248 An Archaeological Survey of the 
Schlitt Parcel, Indian River 
County, Florida 

Penders, Thomas E. 2005 Indian River 

14299 An Archeological 
Reconnaissance Survey of the 
SE Rohl Way Project Tract, 
Martin County, Florida 

Johnson, Robert E. 2007 Martin 

14366 An Archeological and Historical 
Survey of the Jarvis Parcel 
Project Area in Indian River 
County, Florida 

Driscoll, Kelly A. 2007 Indian River 

14380 Fort Pierce Historic Properties 
Survey, Fort Pierce, St. Lucie 
County, Florida 

TRC Environmental, 
Inc. 

2007 St. Lucie 

14397 CRRS SR 714 (Monterey Road) 
from Palm City Road to Dixie 
Highway, Martin County, Florida 

Estabrook, Richard W. 2005 Martin 

14572 Phase I Cultural Resource 
Assessment Commons at Vero 
Indian River County, Florida 

Dickinson, Martin F., 
Christopher Rayle, and 
Lucy B. Wayne 

2007 Indian River 

14700 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the 77th Street 
Commerce Village Project Area in 
Indian River County, Florida 

Ambrosino, Meghan L. 2007 Indian River 

15089 Jonathan Dickinson State Park, 
East Boundary Fire Break, Martin 
County 

Richardson, Barry 2008 Martin 

15160 A CRAS of the North County 
Charter School Project Area in 
Indian River County, Florida 

Ambrosino, Meghan L. 2008 Indian River 

15973 SHOPCO Advisory Corporation 
River Bend Development Project 
Located in Indian River County, 
Florida: Cultural Resources 
Assessment 

Fillman-Richards, 
Jeanne and Storm L. 
Richards 

2000 Indian River 
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16119 Historic Resource Survey Update 
of the Original Town and Osceola 
Park Area Neighborhoods 

Brady, Anna J. 2008 Indian River 

16338 CRAS of the SR 732 Jensen 
Beach Causeway (Frank A. 
Wacha) Bridge Replacement 
PD&E Study from Savannah 
Road to State Road A1A/Ocean 
Boulevard in Martin County  

Janus Research 1996 Martin 

16741 A CRAS of the FPL Ranch-
Riviera Transmission Line ROW, 
Palm Beach County, Florida 

Arbuthnot, Michael A. 2009 Palm Beach 

18080 Phase I Cultural Resource 
Survey for the 5485 US 1 
Property, Indian River County, 
Florida 

White, Matthew 2010 Indian River 

18373 Historic Structures Assessment 
Survey US 1 from Rosa L. Jones 
Drive to Pine Street and US 1 
from Pine Street to Cidco Road, 
Brevard County, Florida 

Salo, Edward and Ryan 
Vandyke 

2011 Brevard 

18377 FCC Form 620 New Tower ("NT") 
Submission Packet: 
PIFEC00264.8 Tower, Martin 
County, Florida 

Jones, Paul L. 2011 Martin 

18666 CRAS of SR 5/US 1 from North of 
SR 7/Kings Highway to South of 
Oslo Road, Indian River and St. 
Lucie Counties, Florida 

Janus Research 2011 Indian River 
and St. Lucie 

18752 Desktop Analysis and 
Reconnaissance Survey for the 
Proposed Jurisdictional Transfer 
of SR 707 from the SR 5 
Underpass (MP 20.702) to NE 
Cardinal Avenue/NE Savannah 
Road (MP 22.675) to City of 
Stuart, Martin County, Florida 

Janus Research 2011 Martin 

18889 Proposed Apollo-Hickory 
Alignment from Palm Bay North 
to Melbourne, Brevard County, 
Florida 

Browning, William D. 
and Melissa G. 
Wiedenfeld 

1985 Brevard 

18933 A CRAS of the Seabranch East 
Coast Greenway (Phase II) 
Project, Martin County, Florida 

Johnson, Robert E. 2011 Martin 

18988 Cultural Resource Assessment: A 
Proposed Jurisdictional Property 
Transfer of SR A1A (Ocean 
Boulevard) from SR 76 to CR 714 

Milano, Karen Webster 1995 Martin 
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18989 Cultural Resource Assessment: A 
Proposed Jurisdictional Property 
Transfer of SR 5A (Old Dixie Cut-
Off) from South Federal Highway 
to Old Dixie Highway 

Milano, Karen Webster 1995 Martin 

18990 Cultural Resource Assessment: A 
Proposed Jurisdictional Property 
Transfer of SR 76 (Colorado 
Avenue) from US 1 South 
Federal Highway to SR A1A 

Milano, Karen Webster 1995 Martin 

18995 CRAS, 16th and 17th Street, City 
of Vero Beach, Indian River 
County 

Lewis, Scott P. and 
Karen Webster 

1997 Indian River 

19159 FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail 
Project: Volumes I, II, and III 

PCI and Janus 
Research 

2010 Brevard, 
Indian River, 
Martin, Palm 
Beach, and 
St. Lucie 

19480 CRAR for the AAF Passenger 
Rail Project from West Palm 
Beach to Miami, West Palm 
Beach, Broward, and Miami-Dade 
Counties 

Janus Research 2012 Palm Beach 

19596 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the Mangonia 
PIFDG00296 C Tower in Palm 
Beach County, Florida FCC Form 
620 

Mikell, Greg 2012 Palm Beach 

19599 An Archaeological and Historical 
Survey of the West Palm Yard 
PIHMF00298.2 Tower in Palm 
Beach County, Florida FCC Form 
620 

Mikell, Greg 2012 Palm Beach 
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