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HIPR 6150 
Spring Semester 2002 
Denmark Hall , Room 110 
Richard Westmacott 5th period 2.00- 3.15 T & Th 

RURAL PRESERVATION 

Catalog Description: 
The evolution of the rural historic landscape, its aesthetic values, preservation problems, and legal and financial resources 

available for landscape preservation. 

Topical Outline: 
I The evolution of rural landscapes, land-use, economic and social factors and the resulting patterns of settlement. 
2 The appreciation of the historical and aesthetic value of rural landscape. 
3 Case studies of rural landscapes. Identification of valued components, separately and collectively - vulnerability to change. 
4 Assessment of significance and integrity of histor ic landscapes and selection of appropriate treatment options. 
5 Identification of special problems in rural landscape conservation. 
6 Management alternatives for cultural and natural landscapes. 
7 Study of legal and financial resources available for rural landscape conservation and identification of needs. 
8 Alternative approaches to rural landscape conservation and the professional's role. 

Course Objective 
Students with a passing grade will be able to: 

l Show their understanding of the rural heritage of the United States and how this relates to other values and to the life and 

economy of rural America. 
2 Show an understanding of the competing and often conflicting demands on rural resources and, in this context, to evaluate 
alternative approaches to preserving both cultural and natural resources in rural environments. 
3 Develop a program and techniques for rural conservation that are compatible with rural development and effective 

utili zation of the resources of the countryside. 
4 Understand and use the procedure for identify ing rural historic districts used by the National Park Service and develop a 
rationale fo r identify ing landscapes, and components of a landscape worthy of conservation or preservation. 
5 Articulate the role of professional conservationists in the development of a rural conservation strategy. 

Required Text 
Stokes, S.N. et al. 1997 (second edition). Saying America's Countryside. Baltimore: Johns 

Hopkins University Press. 
in addition to the above text, there will also be: 
-Recommended articles, book chapters, etc. 1 will make copies available in the reading room that you can duplicate 1f you wish. 

Course Requirements 
Regular class attendance and participation is expected. The classes on Tuesdays will be lectures. The class times on Thursdays 
will be available to you for field work and research. I welcome and expect comments, discussion, and criticism and these will be 
rewarded in your grade. Make sure to let me know when you have field trips for other classes so that I can adjust the schedule if 

necessary 
Projects 
There will be two proj ects during the semester as follows: 

1. Survey of Local Post offices, and the example set by a Federal Agengy in rural preservation. It is my impression 

Exams, 

that new post offices are built without respecting local architectural traditions and ignoring the feasibility of 
adaptive reuse of historic buildings that are available. Is this true and , if so, why? (3 Weeks) 

2. To follow up the present state of properties in the Survey of Historic Farmsteads of Oglethorpe County carried out 
in 1986 by Karen Hudson as part of her thesis in the Historic Preservation Program. (8 weeks) 

There will be no exams 
Grad ing 
Project I : 35%, Project 2: 50%, Participation 15% 

C.J. Howard Farm, 1872 

The C.J. Howard Farm, 2002. 

Previously Surveyed by Piedmont Preservation, 1996 
:Suildin_g_s and descriptions listed in 1996 survey: 

Hog Shed/Hay Barn - single pen, saqdled lo_g construction 
Com Crib- sin_gle pe~~_gable front, weatherboard and metal sidin& standing seam roof 
ruareframe . , 
Smokehouse- Pennsylvania 1-levet brace frame~ board and batten~ _gablefront 
Mule Barn/Shed- weatherboard~ shed roof 
Storage Shed- gable front, single pen, standing seam roof, weatherboard 
Dairy Shed- milkin_g shed., front _gable with loft 
Garage/Corn Crib - no description given 
Non-Historic Garqge - no description _given 

History of the property: The farmhouse was built in 1872 by Geor_ge Henry Howard and 

his wife Sarah Frances Tillec Three of their seven children, Clarence, Helen, and Ruth, 

lived their entire lives on the farm. Clarence was the first Rural Free Delivery carrier for 

the.area. 



Current Conditions, 2002 

The log structure. now empty and about to be demolished. 

Hog Shed/Hay Barn-This structure sits to the northwest of the farmhouse. It is in fairly 
good condition though sagging_ in places. There are no collar ties supporting the roof 
The owner is worried about the structural soundness and _plans to demolish it in the next 
several months. He is willin_g to give it to anyone who would move it. The owner's 
daughter was usin_g the structure as a _playhouse until recent\y, now it is empty. 

Corn Crib, Smokehouse, Mule Barn/Shed - All these buildings are still standing_ in the 
same location as in the 1996 surv~y. These buildings are all in_good r~pair and are being 
used for storage. Tongue and groove flooring has been added in the smokehouse which 
wa& on the floor in the kitchen. 

The Smokehouse, Storage Shed, and Mule Barn, 2002. 

Storage Shed- Some minor structural repairs have been made to this-building. The 
weatherboard has been removed and bracing has been added. The weatherboard is 
currently stored in the mule barn and will be reapplied. The building is now being used 
as a playhouse by the owner's daughter. · · 

The location of the demolished Milking Shed and the Storage Shed. Note the missing weatherboard and new 
bracing. 



Dairy Shed - The owner demolished the dairy shed in 2000. He was worried that it 
would collapse. 

Garage/Com Crib -This building is located across the drive from the other structures. It 
is largely obscured by brush but appears to be unused, though fairly stable. 

Non-Historic Garage - Still not historic. Now part of another property. 

Attitude of Owners 

This property passed to Susie and Chuck Andrews through Susie's family, the 

Brubakers. They have concentrated the bulk of their efforts on the farmhouse itself. The 

Andrews have made repairs to their outbuildings when the building could be of use ( ex: 

repairs to the storage shed for use as a playhouse by their daughter). However, they are 

not hesitant to demolish buildings which are not needed and are possibly structurally 

unsound. They recently demolished the milking shed and are planning to do the same 

with the log hog shed/hay barn. 

Mr. Andrews is proud of his property, but does not have quite the attitude of 

stewardship that preservationists like to see. He does reuse materials after demolition, 

and is in fact planning to remove the original clapboards from the front fa9ade of the 

farmhouse and use them for other projects. 

Based on this pseudo-preservationist outlook, I would conclude that the historic 

outbuildings on this property are threatened. The log structure is in immediate danger 

and the others will probably also be endangered at a later date. The present owners have 

no plans to leave the property, and so have the capacity to do a great deal of damage to 

the farm over their life spans. 



Mccannon Homeplace (OG-434) 

~ 

The Mccannon Farm was previously surveyed (1996) by Piedmont 

Preservation. At that time the site included a one-story gabled ell dwelling and 

approximately eight outbuildings - three barns of medium size as well as a pair 

of small chicken coops, a wellhouse, a privy, a smokehouse, and a multipurpose 

shed. Other features noted at that time included a retaining wall in the front yard 

and one outbuilding designated as 

"unknown." 

The cottage was constructed about 

1916, with an addition to the rear of the 

right side being constructed about 1920. 

The 1996 survey noted that the initials 

"JHM" (no date) had been drawn in the 

concrete of one of the retaining wall piers 

(Fig. 1 ), and one of the chimneys featured 

the inscription "WCS 1919." (Fig. 2) The 

house was noted as an asymmetrical 

vernacular building of balloon frame or 
Fig. 1 - Initials "J.H.M." on pier flanking the 
walk. 



platform frame construction, with 

pressed metal and corrugated sheet 

metal roofs. The siding consisted, 

uniformly, of beveled clapboards. 

The house was supported by a 

continuous stone (granite) 

foundation. Similarly, the chimneys 

featured granite bases and brick 
Fig. 2 - Initials and date etched in base of chimney, south 
elevation. tops. A shed roofed porch projected 

from the front ( east) and north 

elevations, with support posts carried by single cut granite blocks. Windows 

were a combination of six-over-six and nine-over-nine double hung sashes. 

The outbuildings were described as three single crib barns (a cattle barn, 

a mule barn, and an unspecified barn/shed) with sheds on either side, as well as 

a single-pen smokehouse, two small weatherboarded chicken coops, and a 

storage shed with a projecting/overhanging front gable. One barn featured knee 

braces. Each of these buildings was of "post-and-beam" (timber frame) 

construction and featured clapboard siding and standing seam metal roofs._ 

Additionally, a wellhouse with "numerous initials and dates" was noted. The site 

was vacant as of 1996; no 

description of the physical condition 

of the dwelling · or outbuildings was 

noted at that time. 

Today the site remains 

unoccupied although there is 

evidence of occasional visits by Mr. 

Lamar Cofer ( or his family), who 

continues to own the property; a 

large granite table (Fig. 3) is now 

Fig. 3 - Large granite "picnic" table. 



present on the south side of the house and there is what appears to be the grave 

of a family pet at the southwest corner of the lot. Incidentally, the size of the lot 

seems to have been recently diminished; a relatively new barbed wire fence, ­

strung on metal stakes, has been erected across the west and south sides of the 

property, enclosing most of the buildings but cutting off two of the barns 

associated with the homeplace. 

Overall, the farm is in a state of disrepair. Although the house retains 

most of its original features (such as the pressed metal roof) and the original 

portion appears stable, there are some problems. The northeast corner of the 

porch is settling, for instance; large cracks are evident in the concrete floor and in 

the granite foundation itself (see top photo). The roof, although remarkably 

intact, shows signs of neglect in the form of missing and damaged sections. 

Squirrels have worked their way into the attic through the boxed eaves - several 

large holes are present and the occupants come out and chatter at visitors with 

indignation. The addition on the rear of the house is in worse shape; several 

windows are missing large sections of glass, allowing weather into the house. 

However, the house appears to· be salvageable - aside from these and other 

typical consequences of neglect (minor rot, possible termite damage, collapsed 

rear porch, etc.), the dwelling itself appears structurally sound. An examination 

of the interior of the house was not 

possible. 

The outbuildings have 

suffered somewhat more than the 

house. The small storage shed to 

the north (Fig. 4) is settling and 

skewed off its foundation. The 

weatherboards are exhausted and 

large holes are visible along the 

walls. Of the three barns, one is now 

Fig. 4 - Small storage shed, showing signs of neglect. 



completely missing all of its 

clapboard siding (Fig. 5) as well as 

some of its roof material on its 

eastern shed. The other two (Figs. 6 

and 7) are in somewhat better 

shape, although they, too, are 

apparently no longer in use. Again, 

there is evidence of the attendant 

problems of long-term neglect: 

missing weatherboards, sagging 

doorframes, and the like. 

Fig. 5 - Barn at southwest comer of property; all siding 
has been removed. 

There is some discrepancy between the 1996 survey and current physical 

conditions as to the location and condition of some of the remaining outbuildings. 

For instance, the smokehouse is in a different location (somewhat to the west of 

the point indicated on the site plan, coincident with the site of a structure labeled 

"unknown") from that marked in the 1996 site map, and has also completely 

collapsed. It is unclear whether it collapsed where it stood or whether it was 

moved there after it fell. Either way, it has become a pile of rubble and is likely 

irretrievably lost. Likewise, the wellhouse, once apparently a roof structure over 

the well pit, has either collapsed or been partially disassembled on its site 

Figs. 6 and 7 - Two barns, almost identical, at the western edge of the property. 



adjacent to and south of the flower pit (these two features are reversed on the 

1996 site plan)(Fig. 8). The privy and the chicken coops remain, but are similarly 

dilapidated. 

The farm is drastically 

smaller than it once was, and, 

as mentioned above, appears 

to have been recently reduced 

yet again. The current owner, 

Mr. Lamar Cofer, appears 

either to be indifferent to the 

decay of the buildings or, 

more likely, unable to affect 

their repair or resurrection. 

Fig. 8 - The house viewed from southwest. The collapsed 
smokehouse is visible at lower left; the well shed roof at the 
right. Note collapsed rear porch and broken window in the 
addition. 

View of the cottage from the west, showing pressed metal roof, original windows and siding. 

L 



Farmsteads in Oglethorpe County 

1. Myers Farm. Thomas Myer died two years ago. The farm is now owned by his 
daughter, Donna Disque ( Donna and Ralph Disque live in Crawford). Home 743 7288, 
work 546 8100. The farmhouse is occupied by Ron Disque, Donna's brother-in-law (His 
number is probably the one in the book 742 8268). Donna is extremely concerned about 
liability and thinks she will have to tear down most of the buildings. She says we can 
look around but be careful. She would like to hear our suggestions. She has a copy of the 
1860 census. 

2. Wheelers Farm. Joanne Poole 743 5135 lives opposite and gave me the number of 
Frank Turner 770 466 8389 which proved to be a wrong number. Joanne put me in touch 
with Jill McDuffie who is trying to find a new number for Frank Turner. 

3. Hartsfield Farm. Owned by Dr. Kathy Hatcher. 797 3762. She will meet us on 
Thursday at 4 pm 

4. Obadiah Stevens Farm. Joe Stevens died in April 2001 but his wife Kitty Stephens 
continues to live in the house (743 5775). Arranged to meet her on Tuesday March 12 at 
2.30 but cancelled due to bad weather. She told me that her husband had previously sold 
two buildings to a Dr. Verana? From North Carolina who had moved them away. 

5. Mccannon Farm. Owned by Lamar Cofer 743 8903 

6. Wynne Farm. Owned by Pat Wynne 743 8532 

7. C J Howard Farm. Owned by Susie and Chuck Andrews. (Susie is the daughter? of 
Brubaker). Phone number in Comer book 
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HIPR 615 0 Rural Preservation 
Preliminary brief for survey of historic farmsteads in Oglethorpe County 

At this stage I am unsure what the most useful (from the County's point of view) and the 
most educational and fun (from our points of view) tasks would be. 
I am giving you two items: 

1. A 1997 survey of historic properties in Oglethorpe County carried out by 
Scott Messer and his associates (Piedmont Preservation) For Historic 
Oglethorpe. 

2. A 1986 survey of historic farmsteads in Oglethorpe County carried out by 
g, Karen Hudson~~ ~ , 

This eveni~ I am meeting Tom Gresham (tlistoric Oglethorpe) to pick up a copy of the 
1997 survey sheets and maps. Note that the 1997 survey has a more comprehensive and 
complete listing of historic farmsteads than does the Hudson survey including a list on 
page 18 of those which are probably eligible for listing on the National Register ( of 
which only 7 are included in Hudson's survey). 
Alternative tasks that we might undertake are: 

1. To prepare preliminary National Register nominations for the properties listed 
on Page 18 of the 1997 survey. There are 20 of these -four each if you were to 
do them all. (I am by no means an expert in the National Register nomination 
process) 
To survey the attitudes of the owners of these 20 properties to preservation, 
discover what the obstacles are, what needs and ideas the owners have, etc., to 
enable you to assess the vulnerability of the resources and to propose possible 
strategies for preservation. While you were doing this you would also be able 
to record the present status of the resources listed in the 1997 survey. 

3. Tasks that you or Tom Gresham (Historic Oglethorpe) suggest. 
I suggest the following immediate actions 

1. Read the 1997 report. 
2. Skim the Hudson 1986 survey and, if available, the Patricia Cooper 1974 

survey and the Ava Roger's 1967 survey. 
3. Review survey sheets from the 1997 survey paying special attention to the 

properties listed on page 18. 
4. Discuss (with Tom Gresham if possible) and decide on tasks. 
5. Contact owners for permission to visit. 

I met Patricia Cooper this morning and she would like to meet with you sometime. She is 
probably the most knowledgeable person about historic resources in Oglethorpe. 
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Project Description 

Historic Oglethorpe Coynt-y and the Lexington Historic Preservation 
Commission jointly sponsored the completion of a historic resource survey of 
Oglethorpe County outside the city limits of Lexington. The project was funded 
through a grant obtained from the Historic Preservation Division of the Georgia 
Department of Natural Resources and additional funds from Historic Oglethorpe, 
and the cities of Lexington, Crawford, Maxeys, and Arnoldsville. The goal of this 
survey is to provide a base of information for local governments within the county 
to use toward the preservation of their cultural resources. Piedmont Preservation, a 
preservation firm located in Athens, performed the survey beginning in the Fall of 
1996. 

Oglethorpe County is approximately 70 miles west of Atlanta and, at 442 
square miles in area, is the largest county in northeast Georgia. The county is 
bounded on the north by the Broad River and on the southwest by the Oconee 
River. US route 78/GA route 10 bisects the county running east to west through the 
county seat of Lexington which is at the center. GA route 22 bisects the northern 
half of the county and proceeds from Lexington along a northwest-southeast 
diagonal to Philomath. GA route 77 bisects the southern half of the county and 
proceeds from Lexington along a southwest-northeast diagonal toward Elberton. A 
fourth main artery is the Lexington-Carolton Road which roughly parallels GA 77 
north of Lexington. 

The following report is a synopsis of the method used to complete . the survey 
and an overview of the results of the survey. Potential preservation activities are 
also discussed for future use by the local governments and other groups interested 
in preserving these vital elements of Oglethorpe County's historic environment. · 

Oglethorpe County Historic Resource Survey 1 



Method 

The method used for the Oglethorpe County survey is based upon the 
Georgia Historic Resources Survey program, an ongoing, statewide survey of 
buildings, sites, structures, and objects of historical, architectural and cultural 
significance administered hy the Historic Preservation Division of the Georgia 
Department of Natural Resources. The goal of the Georgia Historic Resource 
Survey is to collect, as uniformly and reliably as possible, the minimum level of 
information needed statewide for preservation activities. Under the Georgia 
system, information gained through fieldwork is entered into a data-base program 
furnished by the Historic Preservation Division. The Historic Preservation Division 
prints the information onto a Georgia Historic Resource Survey form, a single-page, 
two-sided, acid-free form providing a concise record of the surveyed property. 
Photographs and topographical maps keyed to individual buildings are included 
with the survey forms. 

Surveys in Georgia do not routinely document all buildings fifty years or 
older. Resources to be documented are identified by surveyors during a field survey 
of the area and are evaluated for condition and architectural integrity. The 
assessment of sondition is based upon the future viability of the resource. For 
instance, any house in which the roof was opened to the weather was not surveyed. 
In order for a building to display architectural integrity, it must continue to convey 
an accurate sense of the past. During this survey architectural integrity was 
evaluated as a combination of the following factors: 1) impact of additions or 
alterations on overall form; and 2) changes to siding, doors, windows, chimneys, 
and foundations. If the combination of changes was considered to compromise the 
integrity of the resource, it was not surveyed. Historic changes, such as adding 
clapboard siding to a log cabin in the 1840s or a gable ell to a central hall cottage in 
the 1910s, were considered as contributing to rather than detracting from integrity. 
Evaluations were also influenced by the relative historic significance of a resource. 
For example an 1810 I-house with changes to siding, windows, doors, and chimneys 
may have been surveyed whereas a 1940 bungalow with the same changes may not 
have been surveyed. Every attempt was made to note resources failing the 
condition or integrity tests on the final survey maps. Where possible the house 
form of these non-surveyed resources were noted as well. Potential archeological 
sites including chimney stacks, deemed outside of the scope of the present survey, 
were also noted on the final survey maps. 

The consultants conducted an intensive field survey during the fall and 
winter of 1996. The historic resources were surveyed using the Oglethorpe County 
Field Survey form. The forms supplied all of the information necessary for 
transferal onto the data-entry program provided by the Historic Preservation 
Division but were customized to fit the needs of Oglethorpe County. The survey 
team created these multiple-choice, two-sided, single-page documents to increase 
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the efficiency of field work. Commercial structures, mills, and gas stations were 
surveyed on Georgia Historic Resource field forms. One black and white 
photograph was taken of each building for later attachment to the final survey 
forms. Additional photos were taken of significant outbuildings. 

The information on the field forms was entered into the Georgia Historic 
Resource Survey data-base program, for use in the statewide effort to document 
Georgia's historic resources. The program produced Georgia Historic Resource 
Survey forms for each property surveyed. Each property was designated with a 
county· code followed by a resource number (OG-0111). Contact prints and location 
maps were later attached to the individual forms. Site plans were included for those 
properties containing a significant number of outbuildings or other resources. 

The location of resources are recorded by four different methods. As 
mentioned each Georgia Historic Resource Survey form has location map locating 
the resource. Each form also has written address or location. Due to the rural 
nature of this survey, these entries are generally a verbal description of the location 
of the resource; e.g. North side of US 78 between CO 258 and Billy Bryant Rd.(CO 
147). All road names and numbers for the location maps and written locations are 
based on the 1991 Oglethorpe County Highway map. Resources are given third 
location indicator on the Georgia Historic Resource Survey form - a Universal 
Transverse Mercator (UTM) number. Using a UTM number a resource can be 
located on a US Geological Survey (USGS) map or in the field using a Global 
Position Sensing unit. Finally, all resources are plotted on the appropriate USGS 
map with the exception of resources located in Crawford, Maxeys, and Arnoldsville. 
Due to the density of resources in these areas they are plotted on maps in the 
appendix of this document. · 

The original survey forms with contact prints and USGS maps were 
forwarded to the Historic Preservation Division for storage. Copies of tbe 
individual forms and ma s were s bmit d to Historic O lethor e Count . The 
o owing survey report was created to assist in the analysis of the information 

gained during the survey and provide recommendations for the future preservation 
activities. 
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Developmental History 

The history of Oglethorpe County has been the focus of several studies and 
touched upon in many more. The goal of a developmental history is not necessarily 
to recount the history of events as found in other sources, but rather to highlight the 
activities which could be expected to mold the built environment. Therefore a 
developmental history focuses less on names and specific dates but upon broad 
phenomena such as changes in demographics and economy. 

The earliest section of Georgia's Piedmont opened to whites was an area ceded 
to the Colony of Georgia in 1773 by the Cherokees in order to discharge their 
indebtedness to Indian traders licensed by the Governor. Settlement was 
immediately encouraged by Governor White but significant migration was 
interrupted by the Revolutionary War. Following the war, the Constitutional 
Convention of 1777 named the cession of Wilkes County. Additional land to the 
west of Wilkes County was opened by the Indian treaties of 1783. Around this time 
migration to the area increased rapidly. These new inhabitants, predominantly 
North Carolinians and Virginians, settled along the Broad River and Long Creek, as 
well as near Cherokee Corner and Lexington. 

Having migrated from North Carolina and Virginia, .many of the original 
inhabitants were tobacco growers. This was in fact probably the most important 
factor encouraging migration to the area. The tobacco producing lands of the older 
southern states were depleted from the exploitive farming practices used at the time. 
These planters were in search of rich, virgin soil and they found it in the Piedmont 
of Georgia. 

In response to the increase in population, Wilkes County was divided 
resulting in the ~reation of Oglethorpe County in 1793. Gradually, settlement a(;( o{--
expanded outwar~ from t~e waterways. Becau~e th; county w~~-~~g~_nized-before ---~- tk? 
1802, Oglethorpe 1s what 1s known as a 0 head-nght' county. -~o surveys were made _ __ .., 
of these counties for the purpose of dividing them. Surveys were made by the 
county surveyor in response to an application for a head-right grant which could 
not exceed one thousand acres. After 1803, the land lottery was established to 
distribute public lands. Unlike these counties, which were surveyed into 202 1 /z 
acre plots, the original section of Oglethorpe County was a patchwork of 
landholdings of various sizes. 

Through the 1780s and 1790s tobacco continued to be the principle crop. 
Tobacco growing was a complex process, which did not lend itself easily to the slave 
system. The introduction of the cotton gin, patented in 1793, increased the 
profitability of growing cotton and crop production shifted away from tobacco. This 
shift caused a rapid increase in the county's slave population. Nonetheless, most 
slave holdings, at least initially, remained small. The first two decades of the 
nineteenth century were prosperous years with white population reaching its 
antebellum peak in 1810. Lexington, the county seat, became an economic and 
cultural center. 
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Table 1 
Population of Oglethorpe County by Race 

Year White Black Total Year White Black Total 

1800 6,686 3,094 9,780 1900 5,638 12,243 17,881 

1810 6,857 5,440 12,297 1910 7,342 11,338 18,680 

1820 6,703 7,343 14,046 1920 8,790 11,497 20,287 

1830 5,659 7,941 13,600 1930 6,503 6,424 12,927 

1840 4,506 6,362 10,868 1940 6,934 5,496 12,430 

1850 4,382 7,877 12,259 1950 5,642 4,316 9,958 

1860 4,014 7,535 11,549 1960 4,370 3,556 7,926 

1870 4,641 7,141 11,782 1970 4,761 2,830 7,591 

1880 5,469 9,931 15,400 1980 6,073 2,830 8,903 

1890 5,686 11,264 16,950 1990 7,294 2,419 9,713 

Source: Cemeteries of Oglethorpe County 

Cotton, however, was also hard on the land depleting its productivity. Soon 
the newly opened lands to the west began to draw the population of Oglethorpe 
County away. In the twenty years between 1820 and 1840 the county lost a little over 
twenty percent of its white population. Many of those leaving may have been 
tenant farmers. Evidence points to wage labor and tenancy being more cost effective 
than the use of ~lave labor for land clearing, much of had been completed by the 
1820s. Between 1810 and 1830, while emigration of the white population was 
occurring, the slave population continued to rise. At the same time the number of 
owners decreased pointing to the growth of a small planter class. It was during this 
time that the town of Philomath, the home of several families of prosperous 
planters, was established. 
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Table 2 
Slave Ownership in Oglethorpe County 

Number of Slaves Owned 

Average Total Total 
Year 1-3 4-9 · 10-19 20-49 50-99 99+ Holding Owners Slaves 

1795 215 114 60 10 0 0 5.01 395 1,980 

1800 275 163 69 17 0 0 5.32 521 2,788 

1805 295 234 79 22 1 0 5.7 631 3,598 

1810 Number 316 262 139 37 3 0 7.07 757 5,255 

1815 of 286 230 138 so 5 0 7.73 709 5,457 

1820 Owners 280 258 130 82 8 0 8.5 758 6,444 

1830 233 233 151 98 10 1 10.15 726 7,369 

1835 219 203 142 89 12 0 10.2 658 6,689 

1850 183 153 131 103 17 0 12.1 587 7,111 

1860 165 151 112 96 16 1 12.2 541 6,589 

Source: C.L. Mohr, "Slavery in Oglethorpe County, Georgia" 

George White's Statistics of the State of Georgia of 1849 mentions only the 
►owns of Lexington, Philomath, and Bairdstown. This was soon to change. After 
South Carolina had completed a railroad to Charleston, people on the Georgia side 
:>f the Savannah River quickly realized the advantage rail transportation provided. 
rhough not the first railroad chartered in Georgia, the Athens-Augusta Railroad -
ater the Georgia Railroad - was the first to be built. The line was completed in 1841. 
t crossed into Oglethorpe County from Greene County at Bairdstown, proceeded 
1orth to a point about three miles west of Lexington, and turned west and 
1orthwest to Athens. This railroad greatly benefitted Oglethorpe County providing, 
Lmong other things, transport to the coast for the cotton crop. It was the beginning 
,f Georgia's extensive development of railroads. The communities of Maxeys, 
aevens, Hutchins, Crawford, Arnoldsville, and Dunlap all sprang up around the 
ailroad. 

Though the county saw relatively little direct action, the economic impact of 
1.e Civil War was great. Nonetheless the county was able to rebound fairly rapidly. 
:otton producers turned to the practices of tenant farming and sharecropping to 
eplace the change in labor emancipation had brought. In their study of farm 
enancy in ante- and postbellum Georgia, Frederick Bode and Donald Ginter found 
t1at Uthe sharpest rise in tenancy rates in the state occurred on the older lands of the 
astern Piedmont, where increases ran as high as 400 percent." It is also important 

Oglethorpe County Historic Resource Survey 6 



that the tenancy rates for this area were produced by extraordinarily high increases 
in absolute numbers of tenants and by moderate increases in proprietors. Records 
suggest that land which had been fallow during the late antebellum period was 
being brought back into production. Bode and Ginter state, "This old and 
aristocratic cluster of counties experienced a more dramatic structural change in its 
landholding following the war than did any other subregion in the state." 

Cotton continued to be King in the county through the turn of the century. It 
was a progressive era and saw the growth of new communities such as Enterprise, 
named for the spirit of the time. In the northwest corner of the county, James 
Monroe Smith, a proponent of using the land to its full capacity while at the same 
time protecting its fruitfulness through scientific farming methods, built an 
agricultural empire. The center of his holdings became the town of Smithonia, a 
fully incorporated town but completely within his control. Smith's large farm, 
many enterprises, and two small railroads embodied the economic boom 
Oglethorpe County experienced in the early part of the twentieth century. This 
boom was not to last. 

The boll weevil arrived in the 1920s and devastated cotton production in the 
region. According to a report by the Works Progress Administration's Division of 
Social Research, the west to east movement of the infestation created a situation 
where the last areas affected - Georgia and South Carolina - experienced the greatest 
economic disruption. As the boll weevil moved east, planters in the unaffected 
areas increased production to the danger point to take advantage of raising cotton 
prices. It was in this over-extended circumstance that most eastern planters 
experienced short crops due to boll weevil infestation. The crisis was intensified by 
he fact that cotton prices had dropped due to the recovery of the lands in the west 
nd the opening of new cotton fields in the far west. During the decade of the 20' s 
glethorpe County lost more than a third of its population with seventy percent of 

hat loss from the black community. 
The Great Depression continued the population decrease which persisted 

til about twenty years ago. During that time the cotton fields for the most part, 
ecame pine farms though an appreciable amount of land has become pasture. The 
ecent upswing in the population can be largely attributed to development on the 
estern side of the county associated with the growth of Athens-Clarke County. 
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Survey Results 

Previous Surveys 
As indicated by Table 1, population in the county decreased during the years 

between 1920 to 1980. Consequently the housing stock and other structures are by 
and large over fifty years of age. Notable areas of exception are along U.S. 78 
especially between Crawford and Lexington and the area surrounding Winterville. 
This development is attributable to the growth of Athens-Clarke County. Pine 
farming is concentrated in large sections of the county south of U.S. 78 and the 

' northeast corner of the county between GA 77 and U.S. 78 creating areas generally 
devoid of historic resources. 

Patricia Cooper performed a county-wide historic resource survey of 
Oglethorpe County in 1974. This survey assigned 229 resource numbers - more 
accurately photo numbers as a few sites received more than one number when a 
detail or outbuilding photo was taken. Thirty of these were with the city limits of 
Lexington and outside the purview of the present survey. Six were non­
architectural types of resources and not considered during the present survey. Two 
had been surveyed recently as part of a survey of state owned properties. Twenty-six 
were either not found or had no access to their location. Another seventeen were 
not found but their location identified with enough certainty that they are assumed 
lost. Twelve are known losses. One hundred and twenty were identified and 
resurveyed." Finally, fourteen were identified but not resurveyed because of 
condition or lack of integrity. A complete listing of these resources' current status is 

, located in the appendix. 
There are two other publications which contain partial surveys of historic 

resources in Oglethorpe County. Ava Rodgers book The Housing of Oglethorpe 
County, Georgia: 1790-1860, written in 1967, documents 79 buildings constructed 
prior to the Civil War. Twenty-one are located in Lexington; twenty-one were not 
found, had no access, or assumed to be losses; and eight were known losses, in poor 
condition, or lacking integrity. Twenty-nine were identified and surveyed. Karen 

• Hudson's book Oglethorpe County Georgia: A Survey of Historic Farmsteads, 
written in 1986, documents twenty-six houses and their outbuildings. One 
farmstead was not found; one was within the Lexington limits; and the remaining 
twenty-four were identified and surveyed. A complete listing of these resources' 
current status is located in the appendix. 

The present survey identified 780 surveyable resources. Of this number 187 
are located in a "'town" setting - either Crawford, Maxeys, Stevens, Philomath, 
Arnoldsville or Lexington. Seventy-two were identified as being located in a 
crossroads community - Sandy Cross, Enterprise, Fairview, or Point Peter. The 
remaining number were noted as being in a rural environment. 
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Periods of Construction and House Forms 
Og~ethorpe County's development prior to 1950 divides roughly into four 

periods: the frontier and early development period, 1790-1819; the antebellum 
cotton period, 1820-1859; the postbellum cotton period, 1860-1919; and the 
depression/post depression period, 1920-1949. When construction dates for the 
survey are examined .in this manner the results are as follows: 

1790-1819 15 

1820-1859 112 

1860-1919 483 

1920-1949 178 

tsome resources have more than one date 

Many of the earliest buildings were considered by their owners to be 
temporary structures and most have not survived. We should also be mindful that 
some have been expanded and updated and may have been assigned a later 
construction date. Of the fifteen identified from this period, two have been updated 
in such a manner. A notable exception is the Brooks Mill Home place which is in 
its original condition. Several houses from this period are early. plantations; a few 
of which replaced earlier houses. These have had much more success at surviving 
in their original form. · 

Fourteen percent of the surveyed resources have construction dates which 
fall within the antebellum cotton period. This may seem unusual considering that 
this was a period of declining population for the area. However, one quarter of th~ 

ouses identified as having been built during this period are I-houses, of which 
oted cultural geographer Fred Kniffen states, "Early in its movement southward 

he I-house became symbolic of economic attainment by agriculturists and remained 
o associated throughout the Upland Sound and its peripheral extensions." Indeed 
he surveyors found that when a house together with a cemetery were indicated on 
he USGS map, a practice associated with the more established and wealthier 
amilies, that house more often than not was an I-house. Therefore, the appearance 
f this type of house at a time when a planter class was forming is not unusual. 

Also appearing in significant numbers during this period are central hall 
ottages. . According to Georgia's Living Places: Historic Houses in Their Landscaped 
ettings this house type was popular for farmsteads of average size and had two 
ain periods of construction: 1840-1860 and 1870-1890. It is very possible that the 

hirty-five central hall cottages estimated constructed between 1820 and 1859 were 
uild by small farmers with less than twenty slaves - especially those with 
ieldstone foundations or chimneys. There is also the possibility that a portion of 
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thes ar actually of th s cond building period, a tim of population gr wth, and 
were misdated due to th constancy of building t chnology and form in vernacular 
construction as well as th difficulty of dating a r source from the public right-of­
way. 

House Type 
~•· ·• '1 ,•'.,\- ,..-~·-

#"surveyed #in poor #lacking 
.,) 1

11 
I r, 

I~ condition integticy 
K' ! ~- ·- ...... i. ... ; ~- ~ --,~~. c:: "' I '-

Bungalow ( all subtypes) 111 3 10 

Georgian cottage 102 4 3 

Central hall cottage 86 7 8 

Gable-ell cottage 85 10 6 

Saddlebag (both subtypes) 72 15 4 

New South cottage 43 0 1 

I-house (all subtypes) 40 6 2 

Hall-parlor 33 2 4 

Queen Anne cottage 25 0 0 

Georgian house 19 0 0 

Pyramidal cottage 12 0 1 

Saltbox 12 0 0 

The following types were represented by less than 10 resources: single pen, double pen, dogtrot, 
shotgun, double shotgun, extended hall-parlor, plantation plain, gable-ell house, 
and Queen Anne house. 

It was during the postbellum cotton period that most of the surveyed 
resources were constructed - more than sixty percent. This is not surprising 
considering the growth in the cotton economy and population during this period. 
We find large numbers of Georgian cottages, central hall cottages, and gable ell 
cottages appear all of which Georgia's Living Places notes as having concentrated 
periods of construction during this era. One surprising finding is the high incidence 
of rural saddlebag cottages dated to this period. Georgia's Living Places places the 
bulk of saddlebag construction during this period on the fringes of towns or in mill 
villages. However, as noted earlier, Oglethorpe County had a sharp increase in 
tenant farming and sharecropping - far higher than the state as a whole. The high 
number of saddlebags is probably a consequence of this fact. 
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Nearly a quarter of the surveyed properties fall within the last historic period 
of development, 1920-1949. Though this was generally a period of population 
decrease in the county, there was a slight increase in white population between 1930 
and 1940 which would account for some of these resources. More importantly, 
being the buildings most recently constructed, these resources were more likely to be 
extant. 

Architectural Styles 

Greek Revival 39 

Gothic Revival 6 

Italianate 7 

Colonial Revival 9 

Neoclassical 6 

Beaux Arts 1 

Prairie 1 

Craftsman 38 

International 1 

enerally, the resources in Oglethorpe County are devoid of stylistic elements. Of 
he 780 resources surveyed, 623 were found to have no academic style at all. The 
rchitectural style of highest incidence among the oldest resources was the Greek 
evival style. A style of extreme popularity both nationally and in the South, the 
reek Revival period coincides with the beginning of a small planter class in 
glethorpe County. The county contains several plantations in this style, as well as, 
utstanding examples in Philomath. Queen Anne and Folk Victorian elements are 
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lso represented in relatively high numbers. Again the period of popularity for 
ese styles corresponds with a period of economic prosperity in Oglethorpe County. 
rchitectural elements were also more easily obtained during the Victorian period 
ue to growing mass production and an expanded rail network. Finally, there are a 
reat number of resources with elements of the Craftsman style. Most of these are 
ungalows built when houses with modest details were becoming available to 
orking class families of modest incomes. 

onstruction characteristics 

Historic residential buildings - homes - in Oglethorpe County are nearly all 
f wood construction with a few exceptions of brick and stone bearing construction. 
veral of the oldest examples are constructed of logs using half-dovetail joinery. 
any older buildings make use of mortis-and-tenon framing, especially two story 

uildings. The remainder are of balloon frame construction. Cladding is 
erwhelmingly clapboard or weatherboard. Also represented are the following 

adding types in order of occurrence: novelty board, brick veneer, asphalt, asbestos, 
d board-and-batten. Houses in the county are most often set on pier foundations 
dry laid fieldstone in early examples and mortared brick in latter structures. In the 
orthwest portion, of the county where granite is abundant, cut stone pier 
undations are common. Chimneys follow the same pattern: fieldstone and 
eldstone in combination with brick for the oldest structures, brick for later houses, 
d cut stone in the northeast section. 

Outbuildings display a similar evolution to that of residential structures. The 
rliest structures, few of which remain, were constructed of log using half-dovetail 
inery. Later mortise-and-tenon and balloon framing became the predominant 
nstruction types. The use of mortise-and-tenon persisted in the construction of 
rger buildings. Several examples of saddle-notch log structures dating to the tum 
the century were found during this survey. These structures were built when 

llow land was being cleared of second growth pine for cotton production. The use 
saddle-notch joinery is explained by the smaller circumference of the logs and 
ssibly the loss of craftsmanship in log construction. One owner related that the 
ly log structure out of twenty-five on the property, a corncrib of saddle-notch _ 
nstruction, was built during the first World War when nails where unavailable. 

The historic commercial buildings of the county are found either in small 
siness blocks along or near the railroad or at the center of crossroads 
mmunities. Those near the railroad are generally brick bearing and often two 
des in height. The ground floors originally had typical storefronts with display 

indows, transoms, and kickboards though many have been altered. This is 
pecially true of those in Crawford. The upper floors contain double-hung sash 
indows and were originally living, office, or meeting space. Crossroads 
mmercial buildings are usually front gable, frame structures and may or may not 
ve display windows. "' 
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ndition and int 

Building c unty ar in varyin nditi n fr pair, how r c rtain 
tt ms ar di rnabl . R id nti 1 building 1 cat d in t wns ( rawf rd, Max y , 
il math, St , and Arn ld vill ) ar n r lly in g d t xc 11 nt c nditi n 

ith f w xampk f d r lict tructur . Th am c n b aid of h u locat d 
ng th art ri 1 r ad (U 78, A 77, A 22, and CO 315). Hou at a d · tanc 
m th main r ad rang in condition from xc 11 nt to poor. Larg r hous hav 
d d tor main in good c ndition as hav hou who own r hip ha remained 
th original family. Small r hous s, sp dally addlebags, ar in th worst 
ndition. Abandon d wh n cotton production c as d, th se houses are too small, 
orly constructed, and too secluded to attract n w occupants. Finally, the few 

maining buildings within th boundaries of pine farms are also in poor condition. 
Outbuildings which hav maintained their original use or have been adapted 

a new use survive in fair to good condition. When no longer in use, size and 
oximity to the house appear to be factors in an outbuilding's condition and 
rvival. Many properties have barns at a distance from the house in a state of 
llapse while smaller structures located nearer to the house, such as smokehouses 
sheds, are maintained in fair to good condition. Again, farms which have 

mained in family ownership often have outbuildings in good condition. 
Commercial buildings were often found to be vacant with the exception of 

ose in Crawford. Nonetheless, many remain in fair condition. Brick bearing 
uctures are in fair to good condition save one example in Stevens. Crossroads 
mmercial structures are in fair to poor condition. One has been dismantled since 

survey was conducted. 
The integrity of resources in the county range from fair to good. At times 

re is an inverse relationship of condition to integrity. Many houses that have 
en maintained have lost historical integrity because of inappropriate replacement 
terials. On the other hand, abandoned houses were apt to have had no changes 
tin poor condition. Likewise, many commercial buildings in Crawford have 
dergone unsympathetic alterations whereas those in the smaller towns, by nature 
their vacancy, have gone unchanged. Houses with stylistic elements located 
thin towns are often valued for their historic features and therefore retain 
ellent integrity. 
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Recommendations 

As stated in the project description, the goal of this survey is to provide a base 
of information for local governments within the county to use toward the 
preservation of their cultural resources. The following section contains 
trecommendations for future preservation activities which are readily apparent from 
the survey data. These recommendations are not intended to comprise a full list of 
preservation possibilities in Oglethorpe County. Local governments, groups, and 
mdividuals are encouraged to continue to use the survey data as a source for 
generating preservation ideas as our understanding of the past and needs of the 
present evolve. 

\Jational Re2"ister Recommendations 
The National Register of Historic Places documents the appearance and 

mportance of districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects significant in our 
Drehistory and history. Properties listed in the National Register receive limited 
rlederal protection and certain benefits. These properties represent the major 
Dattems of our shared local, State, and national experience. To guide the selection of 
Droperties included in the National Register, the National Park Service has 
leveloped the National Register Criteria for Evaluation. The National Register 
:::riteria recognize different types of values embodied in districts, sites, buildings, 
tructures, and objects. These values fall into the following categories: 

• Associative value (Criteria A and B): Properties significant for their 
association or linkage to events (Criterion A) or persons (Criterion B) 
important in the past. 

• Design or construction value (Criterion C): Properties significant as 
representatives of the manmade expression of culture or technology. 

• Information value (Criterion D): Properties significant for their ability to yield 
important information about prehistory or history. 

Several properties in the county are listed in National Register and 
hilomath and Smithonia are listed as districts. Many more are eligible. 
ecause of the large possible number the recommendations are divided into 
vo categories. The first category contains a few properties/ districts which we 
~el should be immediately pursued while the second contains the bulk of 
roperties which appear to be eligible. Nomination is encouraged for 
roperties in the second category according to the owners' desires. 
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Thi f r f rd' hi t ry 
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B rr w Mill 

n 
nd 
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An arly w t r-p w r d mill with an inta t mill buildin 
r rnnant f th r c way, and r mnan f th dam. It · ligibl 
und r rit ri nd A. 

Ath ns-August / orgia Railroad District ( figur 1) 
This would b a discontinuous district ( d fin d a a district 
compos d of two or mor definabl significant ar as separated by 
nonsignificant ar as; for xample a transportation network). 
Th district would includ residential, commercial, and 
industrial properties locat d along the right-of-way of G orgia's 
first railroad. Th district would b ligible under 
Criteria C and A. 

Jefferson Mill Village District (see figure 2) 
This district could be included in the above mentioned railroad 
district or listed as a separate entity. The village consists of a 
cluster of saltbox form houses located adjacent to the mill. 
Though a few of the houses have been moved, the village 
maintains a high degree of integrity. The mill building has 
undergone significant alterations any may prove to be ineligible. 
There are several larger houses on the far side of the mill tied to 
the mill by a sidewalk. These could have been managers 
residences. If further research proves this to be so, district 
boundaries could be drawn to include these resources as well. 
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The following properties appear to be eligible under Criteri/ C focusing 
the main house though several have significant outbuildings as well. A f 

·~ w of these resources may also be eligible under Criteri A. _,, 
Ar/ ttt, ·1 

-0018 - Dillard- Fleming House ;\-\vii OG-0539 - Captain Barnet House _ . ...,. ✓,~V~v·,._,..., 
-0201 - a Queen Anne house - OG-0695 - White Oak Plantation - -h l 

-0236 - Davies-Hawkins House~~{l I OG-0707 - Collier-Howard House -
-0290 - P. M. Stevens House OG-0719 - Green-Arnold House - , 
-0305 - Dr. Nash House -µw._·w OG-0767 - Fielding-Dillard House "~11'\ ~,; 

-0357 - Jack Collier House - OG-0769 - Edwards-Byrde House -
-0---- - Birdsong-Hogan House 

The following properties retain a large number of their original 
tbuildings and therefore appear to be eligible under Criteria C. These 

sources may be eligible under Criteria A and Das well. 

-0346 - C. J. Howard Farm -
-0434 - McCannon Farm -
-0484 & 5 - Hartsfield Farm ... 
-0498 - Wheelers Farm 

OG-0558 - Johnson-Meyer Farm 
OG-0626 - Obadiah Stevens Farm 
OG-0717 - Wynne Farm -

An important historic resource is the Clouds Creek Covered Bridge. 
storic American Covered Bridges lists this bridge as the longest, single­
an, Town lattice bridge in the United States. The bridge is listed in the 
tional Register and has been maintained in fairly good condition. 
fortunately, the area around the bridge has become a dumping site and is 
ttered with refuse. It is suggested that the area be kept clean in order to 
id the appearance of dereliction which may invite vandalism. Another 

tic in such a strategy would be to apply to the State of Georgia for a 
torical marker to be placed at the site. 

Many of the sites listed in Category Two of the National Register 
ible properties have numerous outbuildings. Often these buildings are 

used but continue to be a tax burden on the owners. Two owners 
ntioned plans to demolish buildings to ease this burden. Oglethorpe 
unty should consider establishing criteria for the designation of historic 
msteads. Properties meeting these criteria could be granted a lower tax rate 
unused historic outbuildings as an incentive to maintain them. 
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atus of resources surve ed in 1974 

Current tatus 

· · · · · ·· •· · • • • • .............. ...................................... not found / n 

.............................................................. .... cx;-0769 

.................................................................. lacking int grity 

............................ ..................... ................. cx;-0774 

.................................................................. OC-0776 

• • • .... • • ... •·· • • • • •· •· ........................................... probably OC-0779 

............. ..................................................... cx;-0778 

····························· ..................................... OC-0778 

.................................................................. oc-0771 

.................................................................. poor cond1 t1on 

.................................................................. not found 

............................................................... ... OC-0750 

.................................................................. OC-0751 

.................................................................. OC-0755 

.................................................................. poor condition 

.................................................................. archeological 

) 

· .................................................................. loss of integrity or moved 

.................................................................. not found 

.................................................................. not found/may be extant without access 

.................................................................. OG-0761 

............... ; .................................................. not found 

.................................................................. OC-0752 

............................ ...................................... OC-0757 



tatus of resources surve ed in 1974 

Current status 

.......... ........... ........ .......................... ... .... .. .. oc-0081 

· · · ··· • • ·· ··· •· • • • •· • •· ..................... ........ ..... ... ...... not found/ no access 

................................ ............... .. .. ... ....... ... .. OC-0063 

............................................... ............. .... .. OC-0064 

.................................................. .......... ...... oc-0061 

...................................... ............. ......... ... ... ()(;-0057 

............................. ................................... .. OC-0047 

.......... ... ....................................... ........... ... OG-0066 

............................................................... ... OG-0737 

................................................. .... ........... .. OG-0281 

..................................................... ............. OG-0024 

········· ··· ······················································OG-0037 

··································································OG-0042 

....................................................... ........... not found 

.................................................................. not found 

................................................... ............ ... OG-0274 

....................... · ........................................... archeological 

.... ................................................. ............. OG-0231 

............................... · ................................... OG-0236 

.................................................................. OG-0238 

.............. ~ ................................................... OG-0248 

............................ ~ ..................................... apparent loss or no access 

....... ........................................................... lacks integrity 

; 



tatus of resources surve ed in 1974 

Id number Current status 

47 .................................................................. poor condition 

48 ............................................... ... ................ apparent loss 

49 .................................................................. not found 

50 .................................................................. apparent loss 

51 .................................................................. poor condition 

52 .................................................................. no access 

53 .................................................................. OG-0666 

54 .................................................................. OG-0076 & 0077 

55 .................................................................. OG-0765 

56 .................................................................. OG-0767 

57 .................................................................. OG-0290 

58 .................................................................. not found 

59 .................................................................. ()(;-0725 

60 .................................................................. not found 

61 .................................................................. OG-0113 

62 .................................................................. ()(;-0111 

63 ...................... -............................................ OG-0116 

64 · .................................................................. ()(;-0117 

65 ............................. .-.................................... OG-0119 

66 .................................................................. ()(;-0121 

67 .......... ; .. · ..................................................... OG-0122 

68 .................................................................. lacks integrity 

69 .................................................................. not architectural 



tatus of resources surve ed in 1974 

Id number 

···················· ........................................... .... .. 

·····••··•························································· 

·································································· 

urr nt tatu 

-0 

-03 

70 

7 

72 

73 

74 

75 

.................................................................. app r nt 1 

·································································· -03 4, h u 

·································································· -03 

76 .................................................................. n t f und 

77 .................................................................. (X;-0322 

78 .................................................................. (X;-0708 

79 ..................... ········ ..................................... (X;-0321 

80 .................................................................. OG-0707 

81 .................................................................. (X;-0707 

82 .................................................................. (X;-0695 

n 

83 .................................................................. not found/possible loss of integrity 

84 .................................................................. (X;-0698 

85 .................................................................. not found 

86 .................................................................. (X;-0703 

87 .................................................................. (X;-0690 

88 .................................................................. archeological 

89 .................................................................. not found/not architectural 

90 .................................................................. OG-0453 

91 .................................................................. (X;-0444 

92 .................................................................. (X;-0660 

, 



tatus of resources surve ed in 1974 

94 

95 

96 

97 

98 

······ ............. ...... .............. .... .... ............ .. ..................... . 

·································································· 

·········· ·· ··· ·· ············· ·· •···•····················· ··· ······ 

····································· ······· ···· ··· ··············· 

............................................................................................................................. 

·································································· 

········ ···· ··· ······ ············· ··· ····· ············· ·· ·· ······· 

·················································· ··· ········· ···· 

urr nt tatu 

t ndin 

0645 

0439 

0613 

- ruin u nditi n 

.................................................................. known lo , pil of rubbl 

···· ···· ···························· ··· ·· ···· ···· ···· ·· ·········· ·OG-0438 

......................................... ....... .... ....... ....... detail of #101, i.e. lost 

........ .... .......... ............ ... ...................... .. ... .. OG-0438, roof collapsed 

................................................. .. ............... C)(;-0438 

······································· ·· ························· C)(;-0411 

···························· ···························· ··········? 

.................................................................. OG-0620 

.............................................................. .. .. seems to be extant, no access, not surveyed 

.................................................................. mismapped? stacks at CO 204 & 202? 

.......... .. ...................................................... oc-0434 

.................................................................. replaced or loss of integrity 

.................................................................. known loss, pile of rubble 

14 ...... ... ................... ................................ .. .... apparent loss, could be OG-0615 

··································································OG-0614 



tatus of resources surve ed in 1974 

116 
············································ ·· ··········· ·· ······· 

Current status 

ith r 1 t r I f int grity 

117 ········ ··· ............. .................. ......... .. ...... ..... .. OC-049 

................................................................ .. OC-049 

············································· ·················· ··· 

........... ....................................... ........... ..... OG-0235 

....................... ............................... ..... ....... not found 

..... ................. .......... ........ ................ ..... .... . OG-0417, surveyed flower house is gone 

.......... .......................................... .. ............ OG-0493 

.............................. ~ .............................. ..... gone 

............... ...................................... ...... ..... .. not found 

.................................................................. apparent loss, could be OG-0472 

......... ................................................... .. .... OG-0491 

.................................................................. OG-0484 

............................................................. .. ... known loss, chimney stacks only 

.................................................................. moved 

.................................................................. OG-0648 

................ ~ ................................................. OG-0522 

...... ............................................................ OG-0516 

........................ · ..................................... ..... apparent loss 

.................................................................. apparent loss or poor condition 

............ . ~ ............................................. ....... OG-0018 

............... ... ................................................ OG-0022 

······· ..... ; ............................................... ...... OG-0558 



tatus of resources surve ed in 1974 

urr nt tatu 

139 ························································· ······ ··· -053 

140 •···································· ............................ . n t f und 

141 •·························································· .... ... c m t ry, n t u y d 

142 
······················································ ······· ····· 0213 

143 •······················································ ·· ......... xtant, n t urv y d 

144 ··································································OG-0l76 

145 .................................................................. OG-0127 

146 .................................................................. OG-0126 

147 .................................................................. OG-0125. 

148 ......... ············ ···························· ................. OG-0128 

149 ··················· ··············································· OG-0143 

150-180 .................................................................. Lexington 

181 .................................................................. OG-0531, outbuilding 

182 .................................................................. apparent loss 

183 .................................................................. OG-0499 

184 .................................................................. not found 

185 .................................................................. OG-0592 

186 .................................................................. chimney stack 

187 .................................................................. apparent loss 

.................................................................. house gone, collapsing barn on site 

................................................................... not found 

.................................................................. not found 

.................................................................. either loss of integrity or gone 



Status of resources surveyed in 1974 

Current status 

·· ···························· .......................... ... ..... .. appar nt I or n int gri 

················· ....................... ................... .... .. . not found 

······················· ......................... .................. cx:;-0535 

•··········•············································ .. .... .... apparent lo 

.................................................................. loss of int grity 

······························································· ··· (X;-0694 

............................................... ...... ...... ....... not found 

................................................................. . <:X;-0585 

································ .................................. cx:;..0357 

.................................................................. cx:;..0601 

.................................................................. cx:;..0601 

·································································· (X;-0601 

.................................................................. cx:;-0602 

.................................................................. cx:;..o60s 

206 .................................................................. OC-0349 

207 .................................................................. OC-0345 

208 .................................................................. cx:;..0344 

209 ..................................................... ............. If Mt. Olive: loss, if St. Pauls: lacks integrity 

210 .................................................................. apparent loss 

211 .............................. .. .................................. OG-0356 

212 .......... ~ . .-~ .................................................... OG-0363 

213 ...................................................... ............ (X;..0361 

214 .................................................................. apparent loss 



tatus of resources surve ed in 1974 

Current status 

·· ··· ·· · · · ···· · ·· · ··· ···· ·· · · · · ·· · · · ...... · · •· ... •· ............... part of sur y f t t pr p rti 

········· ..................................................... .... part of surv y f tat pr p rti 

· ·· · · · ..... · · ··· ·· .. · ·· · ................. • ........................ unknown, ar a not ace ib 1 

.............................. •···················· ............... apparent loss 

219 .................................................................. chimney stacks only 

220 .... · · ... · · · · · · ... · ........................................ ····· .. OG-0629 

222 

.................................................................. probably OG-0225, though possibly OG-0224 

.................................................................. outbuilding of OG-0326 

······························································ ····OG-0632 

.................................................................. not found/may be on Saxton-Mattox Rd . 

............................... ~ .................................. OG-0589 

.................................................................. apparent loss 

··································································OG-0609 

.................................................................. OG-0590 

.................................................................. OG-0570 

; 



~ tus of resources surveyed in Ava Rodgers' book 

Resource Current status 
Howard-Hartsfield Cabin 

P· 12 ········-.-........................................................ OC-0484 ---Landrum-Booth Cabin 

P· 13 ·· ··· ···· ························································· OG-0394, hous 
Faust Cabin 

P 14 ·· ·· · ·· · · ·· · ·· ·· ·· ................ known I il f bbl _ · · ...... · ............ · • .. • .. • •... oss, p e o ru 

Bridges Cabin 

P· 15 ··········································~······················· seems to be extant, no ace 
Glenn-McCannon Cabin 

P· 16 ·································································· not found 
Wille Stevens Cabin 

p. 18 ·································································· apparent loss 
Stamps-Johnson Cabin 

p . 18 •·················•• 00 
............................................ not found 

Thomas M. Gilmer House 
p. 19-20 .................................................................. moved 

Daniel-Bryan House 
p. 20-22 .................................................................. OG-0116 

Smith-Elder House 
p. 22-23 .................................................................. not found/may be extant without access 

Amis-Elder House 
p. 24 .................................................................. OG-0778 

William Bugg House 
p. 24-25 .................................................................. poor cond1t1on 

Smith-Harris House 
p. 25-26 .................................................................. OG-0645 

Beard-Faust House 
p. 26 .................................................................. apparent loss 

Dillard-Fleming House 
p. 27 .................................................................. OG-0018 

Hall-Cook House 
p. 27-28 .................................................................. apparent loss or no access 

Joe Dillard House 

p. 28 ························································ 
not found 



urce Current status 
. Brightwell-Tucker House 

29 ······ ················································• ........... not found 

Dowdy-Thaxton House 

P 29-30 ·· · ·· · · · ·· ·· · ··· ···· · ·· ····· ·· · · · ·· ··· appa t l . ·················--·· .. ····· ren oss 

utler-Norman House 

p. 30 ·· · · ······ · · ··· ······ ······ · ···· ··· ······ ·· ··· ···················· OG-0703 

urkhalter-Lester House 

p. 32 ···· ················· ·········--·····--·····--····--·· ............ apparent loss 

ohnson-Meyer House 

p. 33 · · ·· · ·· ·· · ·· ··· ·· · ··· · ···································--·· ..... OG-0558 

handler House 
p. 35 •·············· ······················· ............................ unknown, area not accessible 

.V. Andrews House 
p. 36 .................................................................. not found 

atman-Tiller House 
p. 37-38 .... .............................................................. not found 

atkins-Faust House 
p. 38 ......... ......................................................... OC-0616 

ckson-Boggus House 
p. 39 .................................................................. not found 

olland-Witcher House 
p. 40 .................................................................. not found 

cks-Brightwell House 
. 40-41 ....................... ········· .................................. OG-0057 

ailey-Durham House 

. 41-42 ··························--····--·······--·············--···----· OG-0061 

uff-Watkins House 
. 42-43 .................................................................. house gone, collapsing barn on site 

hn Mathews House 
. 44 ............. ··················· ········"························ OG-0493 

. el ding Dillard House 

. 45-46 ·····················•"'······""·······--······················ OG-0767 

obertson-Wright House 
. 46-47 ...................................... ·············--·· .. .... . OG-0121 

• 



Status of resources surveyed in Ava Rodgers' book 

Resource Current status 
Lumpkin-Bacon House 

p. 47-48 ... • -•· • • • • ···· ·· ··· •············································· apparent loss 
Sims-Brooks House 

p . 48 •································································· poor cond1t1on 
Davis-Hawkins House 

p. 49 .................................................................. ()(;-0236 

Phinizy-Howard House 

p. 50-51 ...... ......... .. ..... ............................................ not found ( 

Arnold-Armour House 

p. 51 .............. ....... .. ........................................... cx;-0113 

p M. Stevens House 

~- 52-53 ··· ······························································· OG-0290 
Tuck-Butts House 

p 53 54 .................................................................. OG-0022 

Birdsong-Hogan House 
p. .. ... ............. . 54 ••••••••••••••••""'"""'""•"''"•••""' OG-0384 

Bush-Harris House . k 
p. - .. ...................... . 55 56 ···························· ............. chimney stac 

Collier-Smith House OG-0345 
P• 57 ••••••• •••••"••••••••••••"•••••••"••"•••••••"••••••••••••••" 

Collier-Howard House OG-0707 
p. 59-60 ··························· ··· .................................. .. 

Hutcheson-Johnson House f d 
not oun p. 60-61 ··············"""············""""""·""·""·"··"""· 

Glenn-Callaway House OG-Ol17 
p. 63-64 ··· ············ ........................... . 

Pope-Allen House CJG-0248 
p. 64-65 ...... .......... ... .............................................. . 

James E. Smith House . loss of integrity or moved 
p. 65-66 ··························"·· ··················· 

Winter-Dunlap House not found 
p. 66-67 .................................... .. 

Edwards-Byrd House OG-0769 
p. 67-68 .................. ...... ......................................... . 



n 

11 uitt 

-.. -------



umb r 

# 2 

# 

# 

# 05 

# 0 

# 07 

# 0 

# 09 

# 10 

# 11 

# 12 

# 13 

.................................. ...... .. .. ..... ..... .... .............. ......... 

........................... .......... ................ .......................... .. ... 

................... ... ..... .................................. ..... ........ .......... 

........ ... .................. ....... ........ ....... .... ..... ... .. ...... .. ..................... ... . 

................ ........ ............. .. ............... .............. ...... ...... .... . 

................................................................................. ..... ......... 

0752 

-03 4, h u 

03 

0695 .-

043 

# 14 ... . . . .. .. .. . . .. .... .. .. .. . . .. . . .. . .. .. ... .. . . .... . . .. .. ... ... . . .. OG-0417, urv yed flower hous is gone 

# 15 . . . .. .. ... . . .. . . .. . . ... ... ... . .. ..... .. . ... ... ... ... ..... . .. ... . .. OC-0645 

# 16 ........................... .......... .................. .... ... .. .. not found 

# 17 . .......... ... .. ... . .. ... .. .. . . . .. .. .. . .. .. . . . . .. . ... ... ... ... . . .. OC-0640 

# 18 ................................. .. ..... ............... ........... L xington 

# 19 .................................................................. OC-0516 

# 20 .. .. .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .... .. . . . . . . .. . .. . .. . .. . .. .. .. .. . .. .. . . . . . . . OC-0508 

# 21 .............. ····· ········ ............................ ··········· OC-0498 

# 22 . .. . . . .. ... . . . . . . . ... . .. .. ... .. ... ... . . . .... .. ... ... .. .. . ... . .. .. . OC-0493 

# 23 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . .. .. .. ()(;-0494 

# 2 4 .. . .. .. .. . .. . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . .. . .... .. . .. .. .. .. . OC-0489 

# 25 .. . .. . . . . .. . ....... .. . ... ... . . . .. .. ... ... .. ... ... ...... ... . .. .. . . . OC-0491 

# 26 . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . .. . .. . .. . .. .. . .. . .. .. .. . . . . . . . . . .. C)(;-0305 ...,, 

., 



Arnoldsville, Georgia 

OG-0020 ---• 

OG­
Railroad St.( 

OG-0018 

OG-0017 

-oG-0016 OakSt.( ) 

OG-0012 I 
--- OG-0011 

ungalow, low int · 
low integri 
OG-000 

Oglethorpe County Historic Resource Survey, 1996 

y 
nt Preservation 

for the 

■ surveyed property with resource number 

D non-surveyed property 
(non-historic, lacking integrity, or poor condition) 

Lexington Historic Preservation Commission 



OG-0053 

OG-0051--~ 
OG-0054 

OG-0069 OG-0055 

OG-00 

OG-00 

-0070 OG-005 

OG-0068 OG-0060 

OG-0067 OG-0063 

OG-0064 
OG-0074--• 
OG-0075 __ _,.. 

OG-0075 & OG-007 
0 -

Maxeys, Georgia 

OG-0048 
OG-0049 
OG-0050 Sunshine Dr. 

OG-0052 Forest Dr. 

OG-0057 OG-0058 

saddlebag ruin 

-0065 OG-0088 

-OOG6 OG-0090 

OG-0079 ---~ _-_-_-_-_-_-_-::__;:"' a ~==a===::::::,._ 
~ :Jl=::;;:=:::=::7 

~~OG-0092 
OG-0089 

OG-008 

OG-0081 

for the 

OG-00B? low integrity gable 
-0086 
-0085 

G-0084 
OG-00 G-0083 

-0094 

Oglethorpe County Historic Resource Survey, 1996 

■ surveyed property with resource number 

D non-surveyed property 
(non-historic, lacking integrity, or poor condition) 

Lexington Historic Preservation Commission 

) 



\ 
a 

59 
172 

173 
OG-0168 

OG-0167 

-0160 

169 

;;5 0 
0 

0 0 
0 O 

Crawford, Georgia 
north ol US 78 

Oglethorpe County Historic Resource Survey, 1996 .c Resource Survey, 1996 

■ 

□ 

surveyed property with resource number 

non-surveyed property 
(non-historic, lacking integrity, w poor con<lition) 

' 

l resource number 

tegrity, or poor condition) 

i 



I 

L 

Crawford, Georgia 
south of US 78 

~~~by 
fi.earitont Preservation 

iJ ~ •,:. 1 for the Lexington Historic Preservation Commission 

Oglethorpe County Historic Resource Survey, 1996 

■ surveyed property with resource number 

0 non-surveyed property 
(non-historic, lacking integrity, or paor condition) 



GEORGIA 
CENTENNIAL FARM 
PROGRAM 

Send completed application with supporting documentation to: 

Office of Historic Preservation 
Department of Natural Resources 
205 Butler Street, SE• Suite 1462 
Atlanta, GA 30334 

~ Questions? 
~~ Call the <?ffice of Historic 
• • Preservation --- - ( 404) 656-2840 
.,,,,, --
Application deadline: December 15, 1992 



Georgia Centennial 
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INTRODUCTION 
Do you currently own a working farm that has been ~ your f~ily for o~er 1 ?O 

years, or that is at least 100 years old and listed in the National ~~gister of Histonc 
Places? Then you may be interested in receiving special recogmtion for your farm. 
The Georgia Centennial Farm Program honors Georgia's farmers for the~ 
contributions to our state's agriculture heritage and encourages preservation of 
agricultural resources for future generations. 

Recognition is given to farmers through one of three distinguishing awards: the 
Centennial Heritage Farm Award, the Centennial Farm Award and the Centennial 
Family Farm Award. Each of these awards honors an exceptional achievement. What 
are the requirements? Refer to the Award Qualifications section on the following 
page for details. 

AWARD CEREMONY 

Participants who qualify for a centennial award are honored each year on National 
Agriculture Day in March. During a special recognition luncheon, farm owners will 
receive a Georgia Centennial Farm Certificate of Honor. A bronze Georgia Centennial 
Farm plaque will also be presented to those farms listed in the National Register of 
Historic Places. Photographs of selected farms will be exhibited at special events 
throughout the year. 

SPONSORS 
The Georgia Centennial.Farm Award is administered by the Office of Historic 

Preservation, Georgia Department of Natural Resources in cooperation with the 
Georgia Farm Bureau Federation; the Georgia Department of Community Affairs; 
the Georgia Department of Agriculture; and the University of Georgia, College of 
Agriculture. 

INFORMATION 

Information about the program can be obtained from: Office of Historic 
Preservation, Department of Natural Resources, 205 Butler Street, SE, Suite 1462, 
Atlanta, GA 30334. 

AWARD SELECTION 

Applications are approved and selections made by the Centennial Farm 
Committee. Complete applications must be received by December 15, 1992, in order 
to qualify for the 1993 Centennial Farm Awards. Applicants who qualify will be 
notified by mail no later than February 15, 1993. The Centennial Farm Committee 
includes representatives from the Office of Historic Preservation; the Georgia Farm 
Bureau Federation; the Georgia Department of Community Affairs; the Georgia 
Department of Agriculture; and the University of Georgia, College of Agriculture. 

AWARD QUALIFICATIONS 

To qualify, your farm must be a working farm 't' with a minimum of 10 acres or 
$1 ,000 annual income. Additional requirements for each of the three award catego­
ries are as follows: 

Centennial Heritage Farm Award is the highest award. Fanns must be: 
• Owned by members of the same family for 100 years or more.* 
• Listed in the National Register of Historic Places.** 

Centennial Farm A ward is the second category and does not require 
continual family ownership; however, farms must be: 
• At least 100 years old. 
• Listed in the National Register of Historic Places.** 

Centennial Family Farm Award is the third category and includes farms: 
• Owned by members of the same family for 100 years or more.* 
• Not listed in the National Register of Historic Places. 

* The line of ownership from the first family member owning the land may be 
through wives and husbands, children (adopted included), brothers, sisters, 
nephews and nieces. 

** See Page 7 for information on the National Register. 
't' Farm land used for hunting or timber leases can qualify as a working farm. 

APPLICATION PROCEDURES 
Instructions: Please read the Award Qualifications section before completing this 
application. An application will be returned to the owner if the farm does not meet 
the particular award requirements or if the application is incomplete. Type or print 
clearly. Send the completed application, plus supporting documentation to: 

Office of Historic Preservation 
Department of Natural Resources 
205 Butler Street, SE• Suite 1462 
Atlanta, GA 30334 

Farm Program 



Geo~gia Centennial 

AWARD CATEGORY 
Check one of the following categories, and complete those sections indicated. 

My farm meets the requirements for the: 

□ Centennial Heritage Farm Award (complete sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5) -
□ Centennial Farm Award (complete sections 1, 3, 4, 5) 
□ Centennial Family Farm Award (complete sections 1, 2, 4, 5) 

SECTION 1 . CURRENT OWNERSHIP 
Name __________________________ _ 

Address _________________________ _ 

City County Zip 

Daytime telephone number 

Farm name 

Address of farm 

City County Zip 

Number of acres in farm at present ________________ _ 

What are the farm's major crops or products? _____________ _ 

Current agricultural production: 

□ less than $1000 □ $10,000-$50,000 

□ $1000-$10,000 □ over $50,000 

4 

SECTION 2. FARM HISTORY 
Year of original acquisition by member of your family _________ _ 

What documents exist showing original family purchase or proof of 100 years of 
continual family ownership (i.e., titles, deeds, wills)? __________ _ 

Please- submit photocopies of supporti.ng documents to ,erify at least 100 years of 
conti.nual f am!ly ownership. Do not attach any original documents. -

List all family owners. Begin with original owner and continue to present owner; 
indicate relationship to present owner and give dates when the property was owned. 
Continue on a separate sheet if additional space is needed. 

Name Relatlonshlp to Present Owner 

Example I James Smith Great Grandfather 

" 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Number of acres in original purchase..-----------------
, 

Number of acres of original purchase still retained------------

Briefly describe the history of the farm, i.e., how did your family initially acquire the 
farm; what crops/livestock were produced throughout the history of the farm; any 
interesting stories, etc. Continue on a separate sheet if additional space is needed. 

Farm Program 

Dates 

1860-1886 

" 

5 
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SECTION 3. HISTORIC PROPERTY INFORMATION 

1. Property is listed: 

D individually in the National Register; 

Name of listing ____________________ _ 

D within a National Register historic district; 

Name of district---------------------

2. How old is the property?·--------------------

3. Have any major additions or alterations been made to the property since its 
listing in the National Register? 

□ No. 

D Yes. Describe these changes and give dates. __________ _ 

SECTION 4. SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION 

Please send the following documentation with your application. 

1. A county map showing the location of the farm. 
2. A sketch map illustrating the general layout of the farm. 
3. Photographs. Include with this application current exterior photos of the farm, 

i.e., views of the farmhouse, barn, outbuildings, and a general view of the 
property. Identify each picture on the back of the photograph. Photographs 
cannot be returned. 

4. Historic photographs (optional). If you have old photographs of the farm land, 
buildings, or settlers, which may be of interest to the review committee, send 
photocopies. Do not send original photographs. 

SECTION 5. STATEMENT OF OWNER 

I declare that the statements made in this application are accurate and correct to the 
best of my knowledge. 

Signature Date 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 

The National Register is our country's official list of historic properties worthy of 
preservation. Listing in the National Register provides recognition of a property's 
architectural, historical, or archaeological significance. 

National Register listing does not place any obligations or restrictions on the use 
or disposition of the property, nor does it encourage public acquisition of or access to 
the property. 

To qualify for listing in the National Register, a property must meet the National 
Register Criteria for Evaluation. The criteria require that a property be old enough to 
be considered historic (generally at least 50 years old) and still look much as it did in 
the past. In addition, the property must: . 
a) be associated with events, activities, or developments that were important in the 

past; or 
b) be associated with the lives of people who were important in the past; or 
c) be significant in the areas of architectural history, landscape history, or 

engineering; or 
d) have the ability to yield information through archaeological investigation that 

would answer questions about our past. 

If your farm is more than 50 years old, and if the farmhouse and at least some of 
the historic outbuildings remain relatively intact, then it may qualify for National 
Register designation. For more information on the National Register contact: 

The Office of Historic Preservation 
Department of Natural Resources 
205 Butler Street, SE• Suite 1462 
Atlanta, GA 30334 
(404) 656-2840 

BENEFITS OF NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING 

In Georgia, National Register listed properties which are rehabilitated according 
to preservation standards are eligible for federal and state tax incentives. Certain 
expenses incurred in connection with rehabilitating an old building, (i.e. adaptively 
reusing a historic barn) are eligible for tax benefits. In addition, technical assistance 
is available to farm owners for ideas on how to retrofit historic farm buildings for 
today's farm needs. For more information on tax incentives or for technical 
assistance, contact the Office of Historic Preservation (404) 656-2840. 

Farm Program 



CHARACTERI-ST-l'. C1) - OF FARMSTEADS 

NEGATIVE FI LE th 1°2 

PRESENT OWNER/ ADDRESS: A,r-t"-'-"" '°'· ~e.~~ 
~~o' 
w,,,..-\"e."""-'''\e., C:3~., 

LOCATION: N~~~ ~,~ ~ G~. ~\~ be..-t\.UUf\ C.2.14<.t ~ {..fZ..4'1 
)t-,-te_-r~·,ovi~. 

DIRECTION FACING: ~'nc...,~ 

MEANS OF ACCESS: °Pv't~ 

STATE: CU.-vpce,&. / ,-}Ct'\- ~ca.v'trtt If"\~ 

DATE: !~~ 

SOURCES OF INFORMATION:KOd~e.~- l,'bJ~-,~~ 

t=',e.\d ob?e.v-~(M-·,o,,, 

_ NOTES:_ '4,~A\i'\ ~-~,,,_ \--\o._.,,..,..·,~~ ~ ~'i!C>~":. 

~ \~ ~~'£..\·, e.,~\,-, l~~~ov-i1
1

000, 

~°"""e_· l~o ½~ ho..d.. °"4d.Q..4 l:>5 ~o..-e °'c.~ 

-t"1> V\il::, '-""'41.\d·,.,.....~~- 1'n~ ~-e.;.~-'!..~ ~ev-- J· A~"" ~e.~Q~ 

·,._, ~e ~~~ ~A.Y"'\~;-·~CV'\ . e~""\~it- -ro \·,ve. Vle'<"E.. 



CHARACTERTST r cs OF INDIVIDUAL BUILDINGS 

BUILDING TYPE: APPROXIMATE DIMENSION: IS~ I~ 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/HOW DETERMINED: ED-v1"'( ,?o+k (~)"1--t"~'(' 

METHOD OF CONSTRUCTION: ~\\con ~me, 

EXTERIOR WALL COVERING: l.\~i=>t?~'{"d ~a ve-rt-\,\~ ~v-tj 

ROOF SHAPE/MATERIAL:~~ 

PHYSICAL CONDITION: &ood 

NOTES: 

FACING: NO\"~ 



- ----·- ------

CHARACT-ER-I-ST-ICS OF IJ\:DIVIDUAL BUILDINGS--

SI TE PLAN KEY: :t: FUNCTION: t=='V', ve.y 

BUILD ING TYPE: APPROX I MATE DI MENSI ON: (-,~(J, 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/HOW DETERMINED: ~\'( ,;io~ (.'2.~~Y / ~~+rcx..+',o-.,, 

METHOD OF CONSTRUCT ION: E=>t,..,l~ -~~ 

EXTERIOR WALL COVERING: (16---pbo~~J 

BQQE SHAPE/MATERIAL: ~\.-..eJ /M_eto.l 

PHYSICAL -CONDITION: C:f~4 
NOTES: 

DIRECTION FACING: ~ 
FRAME#: -, 

:a 



--- -

--CHARACTERISTICS OF INDIVIDUAL BUILDINGS 

SITE PLAN KEY: rt 

BUILDING TYPE: 

t' 

FUNCTION: Co.-n~~~~")' 

APPROX I MATE DI MENSI ON: Jc9. x 15 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/HOW DETERMINED: ~v-ty ;lo+', LeYl-t-,~ 

METHOD OF CONSTRUCTION: .l!:>~\\~ ~ 

EXTERIOR WALL COVERING: C.,~.rJ 

ROOF SHAPE/MATERIAL: ~e../Met,tJ,..,I 

PHYSICAL CONDITION:~ 

NOTES: -n,~? bui ,J-,Y')~ w~ ,,,.,.,,~.c2J +...,.~ -._.,.~ ov-\~\Y1c::)wl 

\~4,e,v"l on +\.,e V"'\~ ~-w:1~ o+ -r'-"'e. v-~ . 

. . ... -· -

. :f;c,c.: :._,~~ -"- ,;.;;c ~:::-~,-~~~-:.¥;~.:j::~~.:_:~~£-S~ 
DIRECTION FACING:"':7Dv+h~~ 
FRAME#: q 



CHARACTERISTICS OF INDIVIDUAL BUILDINGS 

SITE PLAN KEY:(:,- FUNCTION:sY,~~ 

BUILDING I.Yfg: ~")f'>":>'(l'IAnic:1.. APPROXIMATE DIMENSION: q"",':. 
0")~ - 1.eue.1 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/HOW DETERMINED: Bo-.U~ ~ 

HETHOD OF CONSTRUCTION: ~\\~ ~~e-

EXTERIOR WALL COVERING:~ 

B9Q.E SHAPE/MATERIAL: (:,-A.le>\~ 

PHYSICAL CONDITION: ~a:{ 

NOTES: 

I . 

DIRECTION FACING:'S,o"-'1'Y1~~ 
FRAME#: ~ 

. . ,.1/ 

_ _ , -___ . -. 

/t . -~ 

' . '::-_:___?::: 



- ------- --- -- --

SITE PLAN KEY: r FUNCTION: e>Av-Y1 

BUILDING TYPE:?1nc:3\~ &ib APPROXIMATE DIMENSION: ;Jox 30 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/HOW DETERMINED: Lc,-.-t-e \"l+h l.~~~ JC.on~-rrt.X:+i~ 

METHOD OF CONSTRUCTION: P->~\\D(Y\ ~A~ 

EXTERIOR WALL COVERING:G,\c.-.-p~~ 

ROOF SHAPE/MATERIAL: ~e 

PHYSICAL CONDITION: r~,y-

NOTES: 



_CHARACTERLST1CS :~~ INDIVIDUAL BUILDINGS 

FUNCTION: ~o.v-,c,.ry 

BUI LO ING TYPE: ~e.nr1~lv"At"l~ APPROX I MATE DI MENSI ON: q>'. 15 
~-L.e"'l''2.J 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/ HOW DETER MI NED: L.D--+te ,~ t-k L~I"\ Tvv"'(' / l..on~-A.x--4:, o.-, 
HETHOD OF CONSTRUCTION: ?-=-A.l\G-oY\ ~Q 

EXTERIOR WALL COVERING: C.\6.l=>~~d 

BQQE SHAPE/MATERIAL: &6-b\~ 

PHYSICAL CONDITION: 'P~~ 

NOTES: 

DIRECTION FACING: Nt::H4~ 
FRAME#: -:a_, 



CHARACTERISTICS QE INDIVIDUAL BUILDINGS 

SITE PLAN KEY: p 

BUILDING TYPE: 

FUNCTION: f-'..c.,\~ ~e.J. 
APPROXIMATE DIMENSION: l~x \-r 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/HOW DETERMINED: Lc---+e 1~-tt-, c~+'->Y''( I ~tit'Y'u<=\-ion 

METHOD OF CONSTRUCTION: E:>c::>-,\~ ~~e 

EXTERIOR WALL COVERING: G\o-~~~ 

ROOF SHAPE/MATERIAL: ~f-l.en-te~ ~e J M<!-½a.l 

PHYSICAL CONDITION:(:,~ 

NOTES: 



CHARACTERISTICS,. OF I ND !Vi-DUAL BUI LO INGS 

FUNCTION: Mv\-e ~ed 
BUILDING I.Yes: APPROX I MATE DIMENSION: · le>~q 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/HOW DETERMINED: 1...6-+e '"+hC:::~-to-r"( 1~~\.)(..T\OV> 

METHOD OF CONSTRUCTION: e:,c,t_\\~ ~~ 

EXTERIOR WALL COVERING: C-\c:s..p~ 

BQQ.E SHAPE/MATERIAL: °"·C::.6-\+'2.v" ~4-~\e ,~e-'tO-.\ 

PHYSICAL CONDITION: fA-lV-

NOTES: 

DIRECTION FACING: ~we.':;,i­
FRAME#: f 



CHARACTERISTICS _ _9E_!~ VIDUAL BUILDINGS 

SITE PLAN KEY: 'fZ_::, 

BUILDING TYPE: 

FUNCTION:~#~ &ir"l 

APPROX I MATE DI MENSI ON: ~0 x. 3D 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/HOW DETERMINED: Mi4- \q-t"YI l.en-h.M---{' /(ova~-'r'-rt..:)<..-¥10~ 

METHOD OF CONSTRUCTION: Ba.\\oew"\ ~-rA~ 

EXTERIOR WALL COVERING: C14f1~~~J 

ROOF SHAPE/MATERIAL: ~~\,,\~ 

PHYSICAL CONDITION: (::ro~ 

NOTES: 

DIRECTION FACING: ~P-r-t-h~ 
FRAME#:-44 
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--- -cHAR~ CTER IST r rt s OF I NDI VIDUAL BU I LDINGS 

SITE PLAN KEY: A­

BUILDING TYPE: :I- r\oLl~ 

FUNCTION: W"~m~""'( ~U\.1~ 

APPROXIMATE DIMENSION: ~~ \S' 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/HOW DETERMINED: ~ - 1~0 Ldeo=l; 

METHOD OF CONSTRUCT ION: Mo-r·F,te A'"'4, ,eri0t1 

EXTERIOR WALL COVER ING: a--h,111°h1&1wt 

B.QQE. SHAPE /MATER I AL: \:1~\~ I ~e,-t-a.J 

PHYSICAL CONDITION: FAir 

NOTES: 

- i \ 

_- __ _ ,,_, 
. . . : 111 ·-·· ■ -- -

JI . 
- ■ 

DI REC TI ON FACING: Sc,u~~~ 
FRAME#:;tt 

--------- ___ __:__ _____ ____ _ 
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CHARACTERISTICS 9F FARMSTEADS 

NEGATIVE FILE#: I? 

HISTORIC AND/OR COMMON NAME: Tho-,"'-~ YA-r>c.ey / J4-tn My'e" 

PRESENT .OWNER/ADDRESS: (:;>/'"-.- M-eyev' 
'N,Y"'l-t-e~, "~,(::,A. 

LOCATION: ~u~e.o...'b-r ~de ~ (_~. :,1
1 
d.fl'P1"0"-'°"~~eJ1' 

~eiu"'9n~~ ~ c.~. ~~ ,n1"-c,t'~1o,'1. 

DIRECTION FACING: N~~~ 

MEANS OF ACCESS: ,P°"\rnc,,.~ 

STATE: OL(...u-p·,~ 1 ~A.~',r-.~ 

DATE: l ~~ 

SOURCES OF INFORMATION: 1<.0dA~-<''b- ~-z.,- ~-r~s· ,W""rl'e.-rv·,ew-
..,) J J 

~b~':;> M"(e.Jr) ~,e.\<i o~·,CV). 

- - -- !"OTES: _:_1b~~-"P'l'O~~ '"'10...b_,=>~<..ho...~ b---<- Mo..-\Y'\~""'- ~~1'\ 

\Yi \~~1 ~Ot'Y'\ ~ '(~""°'~,. ~f"\ Me.-y~-r 

'P~~~e.d ·,~ ~l""l 1-=,~ o.,,,d -,-t- ~~ 'f9e~Vle! 

,vi .+\\e. M~Q.."'° ~a.JY'"', \'( ~\~. 
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METHODS OF CONSTRUCTIO~* 
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Mortise-and-Tenon 

Balloon-Frame 

I I 

Brick 
Stone 

from McAlester, a Field Guide ------ IQ American 



APPROXIMATE DIMENSION: 

Note d own the approximate dimension of the building. The end of 
the bui lding with the main entrance should be listed first. This 
can b e done by pacing. 

CONSTRUCTION DATE/HOW DETERMINED: 

The buildin~s of the farmstead are difficult to date. Date the 
building as close as possible and note how the date was 
determined • 

. METHOD OF CONSTRUCT I ON: CF i gur e 7 > 

Five methods 6f construction were observed in Oglethorpe County­
log, mortise-and-tenon, balloon-frame, brick, and stone. ~rick 
and stone were the least common of the methods. They were most 
frequently used in partial subterranean outbuildings used for 
preserving dairy products and for greenhouses. There were three 
corner notching styles observed on 1 og bui 1 dings- sadd-1 e, "V", 
and half dovetai 1. · (Figure 8) 

EXTERIOR WALL COVERING: 

Note the type of material used to cover the exterior walls. 

ROOF SHAPE/MATERIAL: <Figure 9> 

Five r oof shapes were observ~d in Ogl€thorpe-gable, 
pyramidal~ hipped, and gambreal. 

PHYSICAL CONDITION: 

shed, 

Note the physical condition of the building. Three levels should 
.be considered- good, fair, and poor • 

. NOTES: 

Make any notes concerning the individual bui l ding (distinguishing 
fea t ures, history, etc . ) 

27 
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OTHER OUTBUILDINGS: <Figure 6) - -- --
---S-INGLE-PEN, SADDLEBAG, DOUBLE-F'EN:-Tn-ese three building 

types have already been discussed as dwellings. You may often 
see them used for outbuildings as well. These buildings were 
often original dwellings whose function changed after a newer and 
larger house was constructed. _ They are usually very close to the 
house and serve domestic functions-kit~hen, smokehouse, 
washhouse, etc. 

CORN-CRIB:A single rectangular crib for the storage of 
corn; gable roof; door in gable end; often has side sheds; 
distinguished from the single-crib barn by function (sheds of the 
~arn are used for stabling while those of the corn-crib are used 

· fer the storage of farm equipment>, and by form <the crib of the 
barn is usually divided i~to levels while the corn-crib has only 
one level. 

PENNSYLVANIA DNE-LEVEL:Rectangular floor plan; gable roof; 
door in g~ble end; often has a projecting roof; functions are 
varied. 

PENNSYLVANIA TWO-LEVEL:The one-level building with a room 
above. 

TIDEWATER:A square floor plan; and pyramidal roof. 
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BARN TYPES* 
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B ___ B Double-Crib 
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*Source: Adapted from Kniffen, "Folk Housing: Key to DiffUs~on 11 , 

and Glassie, "The Old Barns of Appalachia". 



BARNS: (Figure- 5> 
Single-Crib:A single rectangular crib; usually divided 

into two levels, the lower utilized for corn storage, the upper 
as a hay loft; gable roof; the main entrance is located on the 
gable end <short end); sheds an either side of the crib are used 
for stabling. 

DDUBLE-CRIB:Two rectangular cribs built side by side or 
facing each other; the two are separated by a runway and Joined 
by a common gable roof; the location of the entrances varies; the 
first level is most commonly used for stabling while the loft 
above for hay storage; the runway extends from eave-to-eave. 

TRANSVERSE-CRIB:A gable-to-gable runway; gable roof; each 
crib is divided into two or three units; entered from the runway; 
units are usually used for stabling, although one might be used 
for corn storage; hay 1.0ft above; often has sheds on the sides 
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DWELLING TYPES* 
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----------~~~=:::::::::===~==--______,~! 

DOGTROT:Two singl~-pens sep~rated by .a central hall; the 
chimneys are located on each end, on the outside. 

HALL AND PARLOR:A one-story, two room, one room deep 
house; with one front door on the eave end; chimneys located on 
each end, on the outside. 

I HOUSE:A two-story, one room deep, two rooms over two 
rooms; the ·chimneys are loc~ted on each end, on .the outside; the 
door is located on the eave end. 

GEORGIAN PLAN:A one or two-story house; with two rooms on 
each side of a central hall; usually with interior chimneys. 
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TABLE 4 
Functional Categorie-

DWELLINGS: Primary, Slave, Share Cropper, Cook 

ANIMAL SHELTERS: Barn, Chicken· Hou~e, Pigsty, Mule .Shed 

PRODUCE STORAGE: Corncrib, Dairy, Granary, Potatoe Shed 

DOMESTIC STRUCTURES: Kitchen, Smokehouse, 
Greenhouse 

Well House, 

HOME INDUSTRY: Bl ac ksmi th Shop, Cott on Gin, ·Commissary 

VEHICLE STORAGE: Carriage House, Tractor Shed, Garage 

20 
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CHARACT-ERI-51"-I CS OF I ND IV I DUAL BU I LO I NGS -- -

· PHOTOGRAPHS: 

Photograph each building. Note the direction you are facing when 
you take the photo. When the film has been developed note the 
frame number. 

SITE PLAN KEY: 

Note the letter given to the building on the site plan. 

FUNCTION: 

Note the original function of the building if known. It is 
common for a building to serve more than one function and they 
have often been adapted to serve the needs of modern farm 
processes. The buildings observed on Oglethorep County 
farmsteads have been organized into six categories: dwellings, 
animal shelters, produce storage, domestic structures, home 
industry, and vehicle storage (see Table 4). 

BUILDING TYPE: 

The buildings of the farmstead can rarely be identified by a 
style neatly established by art historians. The traditional 
bu i ldings can however, usually be identified by types. They must 
be broken down into ~omponents the most important of which is 
form, specifically height and floor plan • . The buildings observed 
on Oglethorpe County farmsteads were divided into three 
categories- dwei 1 ings, . barns, · and others. Freguentl y occ:uri ng 
building types were then identified in each category. All 
buildings can~t be identiffed as one of these ty~es but these are 
the most frequently occuring types. 

DWELLINGS <Figure 4): 
SINGLE-PEN:A singl~ square room; the chimney is at one 

end, on the outside; the entrance is located on the eave end 
~- q on g end> • -- -- - - - -- --

SADDLEBAG:A one-story, two room, 
there are two entrances on the eave end; 
center. 

one ~oom deep house; 
the chimney is in the 

DOUBLE-PEN:A one-st6ry, two room, one room deep house; 
there are two doors on the eave end; the chimney is located on 
one or both ends, on the outside. 
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TABLE 3 
Site Plan Key 
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PRIMARY ENTRANCE 

GABLE ROOF (See Figure 9) 

SHED ROOF 

PYRAMIDAL ROOF 

HIPPED ROOF 

GAMBREAL ROOF 

GENERAL . LOCATION OF LOST 
BUILDING 

CEMETARY 

GENERAL LOCATION OF NON­
ARCHITECTURAL LANDSCAPE FEATURE 

SITE PLAN KEY 

SITE PLAN SCALE 

SITE PLAN DIRECTION 

MEANS OF ACESS 
■ bWEL.LlNE, 
a e.._~ 
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SOURCES OF INFORMATION: 

Of l"Mformation. Further informati on Briefly not~ down so~rces 
the sources will be ~iven in the bibliogr aphy. 

NOTES: 

Include notes concerning the ~armstead as a w~ole 
background~ etc.). 

SITE PLAN: 

Chi stori cal 

Make a site plan of the farmstead <Fig~re 3). Th~ plan need only 
be diagrammatic though approximate dimensions of buildings and 
distances can be obtained by pacing (This ~ethod was used in this 
·study). . Note the location of the primary ~ntrance!' roof shapes, 
the general location of lost buildings if known, and non­
architectural landscape features. Indentify the different farm 
buildings by · letter at the top right hand corner. If you have 
paced to determine the approximate dimeniions include a scale. 
Make a small sketch showing the relationship of the house and one 
outbuilding to the major means of acess <North should read 
straight up). Include a North arrow for the site plan <Table 3). 
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-----

CHARACTERISTics OF FARMSTEADS 

MAP #: 

Not e down the -number assigned .to the farmst~ad on the survey map. 

NEGATIVE FILE#: 

Not e down th~ sheet number of 'the negative file where the 
negatives for this farmstead are located. 

HISTORIC AND/OR COMMON NAME: 

Note down the names of early settlers or of 'individuals and 
common titles which the community associat~s with the farm. 

PRESENT OWNER/ADDRESS: 

- Note down the present owners name and address. 

LOCATION: 

Gi ve a written description of the . lDcation of the farmstead. 

DIRECTION FACING: 

Note down the direction that the primary dwelling is facing. 

MEANS OF ACCESS: 

Note down if the farmstead is located on a public road 
or at the end of a private drive (secondary). 

STATE: 

No t e down the date of the field investigation. 

15 
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HIPR 6150 Spring 2002 
Class schedule 

January 
T 8 
Thl0 
T 15 
Th 17 
T 22 
Th24 
T 29 
Th 31 

February 
T 5 
Th 7 
T 12 
Th 14 
T 19 
Th 21 
T 26 
Th28 

March 
T 5 
Th 7 
T 12 
Th 14 
T 19 
Th21 
T 26 
Th28 

April 
T 2 
Th4 
T 9 
Th 11 
T 16 
Th 18 
T 23 
Th25 

What is Rural? Conservation, Preservation Management. Change. Rural economy 
Survey of rural post offices - Brief 
Growing areas/ Declining areas 
Survey of rural post offices - Field work 
Agriculture and Forestry - a historical survey 
Survey of rural post offices - Field work 
Commercial Agriculture - Implications for preservation 
Survey of rural post offices - project due, presentations 

Commercial forestry - Implications for preservation 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County - Brief 
Water conservation issues in rural areas 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County- Field Work, research 
Industry and mining -Issues in rural areas 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County-Field Work, research 
Recreation and wildlife conservation - issues 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County - Field Work, research 

Historic significance and integrity in changing working landscapes 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County- Field Work 
Historically protected landscapes. The national parks, national forests etc 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County-Field Work 
SPRING BREAK 
SPRING BREAK 
Growing areas -issues and priorities 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County - Progress Meeting 

Declining areas - issues and priorities 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County- Field Work/documentation 
Role of Public sector in rural preservation 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County - Presentation 
Role of private sector in rural preservation 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County - Prepare Exhibit 
Buffer 
Historic Farms of Oglethorpe County - Present to Community 
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