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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  
 
 
 A cultural resource assessment survey (CRAS) of CR 769 (Kings Highway) from South 
Kingsway Circle to Peace River Street in Charlotte and DeSoto Counties was performed to locate and 
identify any cultural resources within the project area of potential effect (APE) and to assess their 
significance in terms of eligibility for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).  
Fieldwork was conducted in March of 2018.   

 
The purpose of this survey was to locate and identify any cultural resources within the project 

Area of Potential Effects (APE) and to assess their significance in terms of eligibility for listing in the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). As defined in 36 CFR Part § 800.16(d), the APE is the 
“geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in 
the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist.” The archaeological APE is 
defined as the area contained within the foot print of the proposed undertaking and the historical APE 
includes the archaeological APE and properties immediately adjacent.   
 

This CRAS was initiated to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
of 1966, as amended by Public Law 89-665; the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act, as 
amended by Public Law 93-291; Executive Order 11593; and Chapter 267, Florida Statutes (FS). All 
work was carried out in conformity with Part 2, Chapter 8 (“Archaeological and Historical Resources”) 
of the FDOT’s Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Manual (FDOT 2017), and the Florida 
Division of Historical Resources’ (FDHR) standards contained in the Cultural Resource Management 
Standards and Operational Manual (FDHR 2003), as well as with the provisions contained in the 
Chapter 1A-46, Florida Administrative Code (FAC).  

 
Background research and a review of the Florida Master Site File (FMSF) indicated that no 

prehistoric or historic archaeological sites were recorded within the project APE and only one was 
recorded within one mile.  Based on the background research, the APE was considered to have a low 
to moderate archaeological potential and, if present, archaeological sites would most likely be small 
lithic or artifact scatters.  As a result of field survey, no prehistoric or historic archaeological sites were 
discovered within the APE.  
 

A review of the FMSF and the NRHP indicated no previously recorded historic resources (50 
years of age or older) are located within the historic APE. However, a segment of CR 769 (Kings 
Highway) was previously recorded in Charlotte County (8CH02007) and has not been evaluated by the 
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).  The segment of CR 769 that runs through the project APE 
was recorded and evaluated (8DE00861) and does not appear eligible for listing in the NRHP.  A review 
of the relevant United States Geological Survey (USGS) quadrangle map and property appraiser’s 
website data revealed the potential for four historic (pre-circa 1968) resources. 

 
Historical/architectural field survey resulted in the identification and evaluation of five newly 

identified historic resources (8DE00861-8DE00865).  These include four buildings and one linear 
resource.  With one exception 8HE00864, a Masonry Vernacular style residence constructed circa 1961, 
all are mobile homes constructed between circa (ca.) 1962 and ca. 1966. Overall, the historic resources 
are not of a distinctive embodiment of a type, period, or method of construction and have been highly 
altered and lack sufficient architectural features. In addition, background research did not reveal any 
historic associations with significant persons and/or events. Thus, the historic resources do not appear 
eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district.  A new FMSF form 
was prepared for each of the newly identified resources (Appendix A).  



 

CR 769 (Kings Hwy) from S. Kingsway Circle  Cultural Resource Assessment Survey 
to Peace River St Charlotte and Desoto Counties ii FPID No. 431297-1-22-01 

 
Based on these findings, it appears that the proposed undertaking will have no effect on any 

resources listed, determined eligible, or that appear to be eligible for listing in the NRHP. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 

1.1 Project Description 

 
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is conducting a Project Development and 

Environment (PD&E) study to evaluate the proposed widening of CR 769 (Kings Highway) from South 
Kingsway Circle to Peace River Street in Charlotte and DeSoto Counties. The purpose of this PD&E 
study is to evaluate engineering and environmental data and document information that will aid the 
FDOT in determining the type, preliminary design and location of the proposed improvements. The 
project limits are shown in Figure 1.1 and the total project length is approximately 2.7 miles. 

 
The proposed action involves widening the existing two-lane undivided roadway to a four-lane 

divided facility. The primary purpose of this project is to increase capacity on CR 769 from South 
Kingsway Circle to Peace River Street to improve traffic safety along the roadway. Secondary goals of 
the project are: to provide the transportation infrastructure needed to support the anticipated commercial 
growth in the DeSoto County Enterprise Zone; to enhance a system linkage connecting freight and 
personal vehicle traffic in DeSoto County with I-75; and to increase emergency evacuation capabilities 
in southwest DeSoto County by providing a facility capable of safely handling the evacuation of future 
residents and workers. 
  
Roadway Widening Alternatives:  

 
Through a review of current operating speeds on CR 769, existing land uses and future 

development, the project was divided into three evaluation segments.  Segment 1 is from South 
Kingsway Circle to Southwest Glenadine Avenue.  Segment 2 is from Southwest Glenadine Avenue to 
Agnes Street.  Segment 3 is from Agnes Street to Peace River Street.  Typical sections based on 45 
mph design speeds were considered in Segment 1 and typical sections with 55 and 65 mph design 
speeds were considered in Segments 2 and 3. 

 
Segment 1 Typical Sections: The existing right-of-way (ROW) width along CR 769 within 

the project limits is 100 feet (ft) and in Segment 1, there is residential and commercial development 
along both sides of the road.  The existing operating speed through this area is 45 mph and the existing 
posted speed limit is 45 mph.  Two build alternatives are being considered in Segment 1. The first 
option, typical section 1A, is a four-lane divided urban typical section that includes two 12-foot travel 
lanes in each direction separated by a 19.5-foot raised median.  A six-foot sidewalk is provided along 
the east side of the road and a 12-foot multi use path is provided along the west side of the road.  
Stormwater runoff is collected in curb & gutter/inlets and directed to an off-site stormwater pond 
through underground pipes.  This typical section can be constructed within the existing 100 ft of  ROW.   

 
The second typical section, typical section 1B, is also a four-lane divided urban roadway and 

includes two 12-foot travel lanes in each direction separated by a 22-foot median.  Seven-foot buffered 
bicycle lanes are provided along both sides of the road.  A six-foot sidewalk is provided along the east 
side of the road and a 12-foot shared use path is provided along the west side. Stormwater runoff is 
collected in curb & gutter/inlets and directed to an off-site stormwater pond through underground pipes.  
This typical section requires 118 ft of ROW, or an additional 18 ft of new ROW. 
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Figure 1.1. Location of the APE. 
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Typical section 1A can be constructed within the existing ROW.  Typical section 1B requires 
the acquisition of.  Since a large portion of Segment 1 is adjacent to the stormwater pond for the golf 
course and there are dozens of existing houses located along the east side of the road in this area, only 
a west side widening alignment was considered for typical section 1B in Segment 1. 

 
Segment 2 Typical Sections: The existing ROW in Segment 2 is 100 ft and there are 21 

residential parcels that have direct driveway access to CR 769 along the east ROW between Southwest 
Glenadine Avenue and Agnes Street.  The design speeds that are appropriate for Segment 2 are 55 mph 
and 65 mph.  Four lane typical sections that meet these design speeds cannot be constructed within the 
existing ROW. Therefore, additional ROW will be required to construct the proposed four lane 
roadway.  Two typical sections are being considered for Segment 2. These include a high-speed 
suburban typical section and a rural typical section. 

  
The four-lane high speed suburban typical section, typical section 2A, includes two, 12-foot 

travel lanes in both directions separated by a raised 30 foot median.  Six-foot inside shoulders and eight-
foot outside shoulders (5 ft paved) are provided in each direction.  A five-foot sidewalk is provided 
along the east side of the existing CR 769 roadway that is proposed to remain in place and a 12-foot 
shared use path is proposed along the west side of the new roadway.  Stormwater runoff is collected in 
roadside swales which carry the runoff to an offsite pond.  This typical section has a design speed of 
55 mph and requires a minimum of 232 ft of ROW, or 132 ft of new ROW.   

 
The second alternative, typical section 2B, is a four-lane rural roadway that includes two, 12-

foot travel lanes in each direction separated by a depressed 40-foot median.  An eight-foot unpaved 
shoulder is provided along the median and an eight-foot (5 ft paved) shoulder is provided along the 
outside lane. A five-foot sidewalk is provided along the east side of the existing CR 769 roadway that 
is proposed to remain in place and a 12-foot shared use path is proposed along the west side of the new 
roadway. Swales are provided along both sides to collect stormwater runoff and carry it to an offsite 
pond.  This typical section has a design speed of 65 mph and requires a minimum of 277 ft of ROW, 
or 177 ft of new ROW 

. 
Two alignment alternatives were developed in Segment 2.  The two alternatives both maintain 

the existing two-lane roadway as a frontage road for the residential driveways along the east side of CR 
769 and constructing the new four-lane suburban or rural roadway to the west of the existing road. 
Since there are numerous houses adjacent to the east ROW line of CR 769 in this area and no 
development adjacent to the west side of the road, alternatives that involved widening to the east were 
eliminated from consideration.  

 
Segment 3 Typical Sections: The existing ROW width in Segment 3 is 100 ft. The design 

speeds that are appropriate for Segment 3 are also 55 mph and 65 mph.  The same two typical sections 
that were developed for Segment 2 are also being considered for Segment 3. These include a high-
speed suburban typical section and a rural typical section.  

 
The four-lane high speed suburban typical section, typical section 3A, includes two, 12-foot 

travel lanes in both directions separated by a raised 30-foot median.  Six foot-inside shoulders and 
eight-foot outside shoulders (5 ft paved) are provided in each direction.  A five-foot sidewalk is 
provided along the east side and a 12-foot shared use path is proposed along the west side of the road. 
Stormwater runoff is collected in roadside swales which carry the runoff to an offsite pond.  This typical 
section has a design speed of 55 mph and requires a minimum of 159 ft of ROW, or an additional 59 ft 
of ROW. 
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The four-lane rural roadway, typical section 3B, includes two, 12-foot travel lanes in each 
direction separated by a depressed 40-foot median.  An eight-foot unpaved shoulder is provided along 
the median and an eight-foot (five feet paved) shoulder is provided along the outside lane.  A five-foot 
sidewalk is provided along the east side and a 12-foot shared use path is proposed along the west side 
of the road. Swales are provided along both sides to collect stormwater runoff and carry it to an offsite 
pond.  This typical section has a design speed of 65 mph and requires a minimum of 204 ft of ROW, 
or an additional 104 ft of ROW.   

 
Two alignment alternatives were developed in Segment 3. These include west side widening 

with the suburban and rural typical section.  Alternatives that transitioned from west side widening in 
Segment 2 to east side widening in Segment 3 were considered, but they involved ROW impacts along 
both sides of CR 769 through the entire segment, so the east widening options were eliminated from 
further consideration. 

 
Alignment Alternatives: Two roadway alignment alternatives were developed using the 

typical sections described in the previous sections.  Alignment A is made up of typical sections 1A, 2A, 
and 3A.  Alignment B is made up of typical sections 1B, 2B, and 3B.   

 

1.2 Purpose 
 

The purpose of this survey was to locate and identify any cultural resources within the project 
Area of Potential Effects (APE) and to assess their significance in terms of eligibility for listing in the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). As defined in 36 CFR Part § 800.16(d), the APE is the 
“geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in 
the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist.” The archaeological APE is 
defined as the area contained within the foot print of the proposed undertaking and the historical APE 
includes the archaeological APE and properties immediately adjacent.   
 

This CRAS was initiated to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
of 1966, as amended by Public Law 89-665; the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act, as 
amended by Public Law 93-291; Executive Order 11593; and Chapter 267, Florida Statutes (FS). All 
work was carried out in conformity with Part 2, Chapter 8 (“Archaeological and Historical Resources”) 
of the FDOT’s Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Manual (FDOT 2017), and the Florida 
Division of Historical Resources’ (FDHR) standards contained in the Cultural Resource Management 
Standards and Operational Manual (FDHR 2003), as well as with the provisions contained in the 
Chapter 1A-46, Florida Administrative Code (FAC).  
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2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL OVERVIEW 
 

 
 It has long been realized that archaeological sites are not randomly distributed across the 
landscape. Rather, many environmental factors had a direct influence upon site location selection. 
Among these variables are soil drainage, distance to water, relative topography, and proximity to food 
and other resources. In order to develop a site location predictive model, an understanding of the 
prominent physiographic features and distribution of natural vegetation communities is necessary. A 
review of these data is presented here. 
 

2.1 Project Location And Physical Environment 

 
 The APE is located in southern DeSoto County, within Township 39 and 40 South, Range 23 
East, Sections 29 and 32 (United States Geological Survey [USGS] 1956; Figure 2.1) within the 
DeSoto Plain physiographic zone, a very flat area comprised of large emergent relict submarine shoals 
which were not modified through shoreline processes (White 1970:141) and the Gulf Coastal Lowlands. 
The latter includes scarps and terraces developed during pleistocene sea level stands (United States 
Department of Agriculture [USDA] 1989). Elevations within the survey corridor range from 25-30 ft 
above mean sea level (amsl).   
 
 In general, the corridor is level, and was vegetated in broad flatwoods prior to urbanization and 
development. One general soil association characterize the corridor: Farmton-EauGallie-Malabar soils. 
This soil association contains soils that are nearly level and poorly drained and are associated with pine 
and palmetto flatwoods interspersed with small grassy wet depressions and cypress and hardwood 
swamps (USDA 1989:10). Specific soils within the APE are shown in Table 2.1. 
 
Table 2.1.  Soil Types and Drainage Characteristics (USDA 1989). 

Soil Type Drainage Characteristics Typically found on/in 
EauGallie fine sand deep, nearly level, poorly drained; 0-2% slope flatwoods 
Farmton fine sand deep, nearly level, poorly drained; 0-2% slope flatwoods 

Felda fine sand deep, nearly level, poorly drained; 0-2% slope 
Sloughs & low lying 
hammocks 

Felda fine sand, 
depressional 

deep, nearly level, very poorly drained; 0-1% slope depressions 

Myakka fine sand deep, nearly level, poorly drained; 0-2% slope flatwoods 
Smyrna fine sand deep, nearly level, poorly drained; 0-2% slope Flatwoods  

 
 These soil types are dominated by the South Florida flatwoods, which are comprised of 

scattered pine trees, saw palmetto, and a grassy understory which includes creeping bluestem, lopsided 
indian grass, chalky bluestem and panicums. 
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Figure 2.1.  Environmental setting of the APE. 
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2.2 Geology and Lithic Resources 

 
Geologically, much of DeSoto County is underlain by the Bone Valley Formation which 

consists of phosphatic boulders and pebbles in a matrix of phosphatic, sandy clay (Vernon and Puri 
1964).  The surface lithology consists of medium fine sands and silts (Lane et al. 1980) which are the 
undifferentiated sands of the reworked Cypresshead formation.  Much of the central part of the county 
is underlain by the Tertiary Peace River Formation of the Hawthorn Group (Arthur 1993).     
 

The Peace River is a known source of chert.  This lithic raw material was utilized by prehistoric 
populations in the manufacture of stone tools.  According to Cooke (1945:154), there is a chert outcrop 
along the banks of the Peace River near Zolfo Springs.  Upchurch et al. (1982:145, 148) have identified 
two other probable lithic quarry sites closer to Bartow in Polk County.  The chert from this quarry 
cluster may not have been extensively utilized by the aboriginal populations because the phosphatic 
pellets in the chert would have altered the way in which the chert flakes (Upchurch et al. 1982:147). 
 
 Another quarry cluster which would have been utilized by the local populations is the 
Hillsborough River Quarry Cluster.  This locale would have provided chert as well as silicified coral 
for stone tool manufacture.  This quarry cluster extends along the banks of the Hillsborough River and 
its many tributaries west to Hillsborough Bay.  It provided a significant source of Tampa Formation 
silicified limestone.  Cherts from this cluster vary widely in color and fabric and contain few diagnostic 
fossils, though several subareas within this cluster have been identified, based primarily on fossil 
content and rock fabric (Goodyear et al. 1983; Upchurch et al. 1982). 
 

2.3 Paleo-Environmental Considerations 

 
 The prehistoric environment of DeSoto County was different from that which is seen today.  
Sea levels were much lower, the climate was drier, and potable water was scarce.  Dunbar (1981:95) 
notes that due to the arid conditions during the period 16,500 to 12,500 years ago, "the perched water 
aquifer and potable water supplies were absent."  Palynological studies conducted in Florida and 
Georgia suggest that between 13,000 and 5000 years ago, this area was covered with an upland 
vegetation community of scrub oak and prairie (Watts 1969, 1971, 1975).  The rise of sea levels 
severely reduced xeric habitats over the next several millennia. 
 
 By 5000 years ago, the mid-Holocene hypsithermal, a climatic event marking a brief return to 
Pleistocene climatic conditions, induced a change towards more open vegetation. Southern pine forests 
replaced the oak savannahs.  Extensive marshes and swamps developed along the coasts and subtropical 
hardwood forests became established along the southern tip of Florida (Delcourt and Delcourt 1981).  
Northern Florida saw an increase in oak species, grasses, and sedges (Carbone 1983).  At Lake Annie, 
pollen cores are dominated by wax myrtle and pine.  The assemblage suggests that by this time a forest 
dominated by longleaf pine, along with cypress swamps and bayheads, existed in the area (Watts 1971, 
1975).  By about 3500 B.C.E., surface water was plentiful in karst terrains and the level of the Floridan 
aquifer rose to 4.9 feet above present levels.  H. Brooks (1974) and Gleason et al. (1974) utilized 
radiocarbon dates and geological data in concluding that the Kissimmee River originated around that 
time.  It is likely that other streams also originated at that time.  After about 5000 years ago, modern 
floral and climatic and environmental conditions were established (Watts 1975).  
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2.4 Current Conditions 

 
 Today, the project area remains mostly rural but residential and commercial development are 
evident along the corridor.  In addition, buried utilities and cables, culverts, a canal, and fill are evident 
within the APE (Photos 2.1 and 2.2).   

 

 
Photo 2.1. Looking northeast at APE; note disturbances. 

 
 

 
Photo 2.2. Development adjacent to the APE.
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3.0 CULTURAL CHRONOLOGY 
 
 

 A discussion of the culture history of a given area is included in cultural resource assessment 
reports to provide a framework within which the local archaeological and historical records can be 
examined. Archaeological sites and historic features are not individual entities, but rather are part of 
once dynamic cultural systems. As a result, individual sites cannot be adequately examined or 
interpreted without reference to other sites and resources in the general area.  

 
In general, archaeologists summarize the prehistory of a given area (i.e. an archaeological 

region) by outlining the sequence of archaeological cultures through time. These cultures are defined 
largely in geographical terms, but they also reflect shared environmental and cultural factors. The 
project area is located within the Northwest Florida archeological region (Milanich 1994:xix). This area 
extends west of the Aucilla River and includes the entire panhandle region (Figure 3.1). The Paleo-
Indian, Archaic (Early, Middle, and Late), Woodland (Deptford, Swift Creek, Weeden Island), and 
Mississippian (Fort Walton) Stages have been defined based on unique sets of material cultural traits 
such as characteristic stone tool forms and ceramics, as well as subsistence, settlement, and burial 
patterns (cf., Bense 1989; Brose and White 1999; Milanich 1994) (Table 3.1).  

 

 

Figure 3.1. Florida Archaeological Regions. 

 
The local history of the region is divided into four broad periods based initially upon the major 

governmental powers. The first period, Colonialism, occurred during the exploration and control of 
Florida by the Spanish and British from around 1513 until 1821. At that time, Florida became a territory 
of the United States and 21 years later became a State (Territorial and Statehood). The Civil War and 
Aftermath (1861-1899) period deals with the Civil War, the period of Reconstruction following the 
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war, and the late 1800s, when the transportation systems were dramatically increased and development 
throughout the state expanded. The Twentieth Century period is fairly self explanatory, but subperiods 
within this period have been defined based on important historic events such as the World Wars, the 
Boom of the 1920s, and the Depression. Each of these periods evidenced differential development and 
utilization of the region, thus effecting the historic archeological site distribution across the land. 

 
DeSoto County is located within the Central Peninsular Gulf Coast archaeological region as 

defined by Milanich and Fairbanks (1980:22). This area extends from north of Tampa Bay south to the 
northern portion of Charlotte Harbor and extends inland to roughly the center of the state (Figure 3.1). 
Over the last fifteen to twenty years, systematic archaeological research has occurred throughout the 
state. Many of these surveys were associated with large scale developments, road construction and 
improvement projects, and mining activities. Data from these archaeological sites and surveys have 
been compiled and synthesized previously by Milanich and Fairbanks (1980) and more recently 
updated by Milanich (1994). Table 3.1 presents the basic cultural chronology and a brief description 
of the main cultural traits. 
  
Table 3.1. Cultural chronology and traits. 

Cultural Period 
Time Frame 

Cultural Traits 

Paleo-Indian 
12,000 - 6500 B.C.E. 

Migratory hunters and gatherers traveling between permanent and semi-permanent 
sources of water; Oasis model; Suwannee and Simpson projectile points; unifacial 
scrapers. 

Early Archaic 
6500-5000 B.C.E. 

Hunters and gatherers; sites found in a variety of locales; stemmed projectile points 
such as Arredondo, Hamilton, and Kirk varieties, increase in population size and 
density, burials in wet environment cemeteries; fabric and cordage available. 

Middle Archaic 
5000-3000 B.C.E. 

Occupation in the Hillsborough River drainage and along the Gulf coast; more 
evidence for coastal occupation; increased sedentism; increased variety of site types; 
burials also occur within midden deposits; stemmed, broad bladed projectile points; 
Newnan point most common; increased use of thermal alteration and silicified coral 
for stone tool manufacture. 

Late Archaic/Orange 
3000-500 B.C.E. 

Preceramic and ceramic sites; point types include Culbreath, Clay, and Lafayette; 
Orange series ceramics are fiber tempered and molded; plain ceramics early on; by 
1650 B.C. geometric designs and punctations decorate the vessels; increased 
occupation of the coastal lagoons. 

Manasota 
500 B.C.E.-700 C.E. 

Primarily a coastal manifestation with inland extractive camps; ceramics were 
primarily sand-tempered with no decoration; economically focused on the 
exploitation of the marine resources; permanent residences along the coast; increased 
complexity in burial practices. 

Late Weeden Island-
related 
700 - 900 

Wakulla and St. Johns Check Stamped ceramics are found in village sites and burial 
mounds; subsistence patterns similar to the previous period; extensive trade 
networks; increased socio-political complexity; major sites located in the coastal 
areas. 

Safety Harbor 
(pre-Columbian) 
 900 - 1500 

Most sites are still located along the coast, but some are inland; most village pottery 
is undecorated Pinellas Plain; mound sites have decorated ceramics; hunters and 
fisherfolk utilizing bay-estuarine resources; platform mound and village complexes 
as well as dispersed settlements; Southeast Ceremonial Complex influences though 
no intensive agricultural pursuits. 

Safety Harbor 
(colonial period) 
 1500 - 1725 

European artifacts appear at sites; settlement and subsistence patterns are similar to 
the pre-Columbian period until disease and warfare disrupt the aboriginal social 
system and decimate the populations. 
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3.1 Paleoindian 
 
 The Paleoindian stage is the earliest cultural manifestation in Florida, dating from roughly 
12,000-6500 B.C.E. (before the current era)  (Milanich 1994). During this time, the climate of South 
Florida was much drier than today. Sea level was lower, and the coast extended approximately 100 
miles seaward on the Gulf Coast. This lowering of sea level had a direct effect on the water table, and 
it appears that major surface rivers and many seasonal ponds were non-existent. Lake Okeechobee and 
the Caloosahatchee, Myakka, and Peace Rivers were probably dry.  
 

Archeological evidence for Paleoindians consists primarily of scattered finds of diagnostic 
lanceolate-shaped projectile points. The majority of these sites are associated with the rivers in the 
north-central portion of Florida. Since sea levels were much lower, it is probable that many of the sites 
dating from this time period have been inundated (Clausen et al. 1979; Ruppé 1980; Scholl et al. 1969). 
Some of the shell midden deposits along the now submerged river channels in Tampa Bay are likely to 
be Paleoindian manifestations (Goodyear et al. 1983; Goodyear and Warren 1972). 
 
 Archaeologists hypothesize that Paleoindian people lived in migratory bands. Their subsistence 
was based upon hunting and gathering, including the now-extinct Pleistocene megafauna. Since the 
climate was cooler and much drier, it is likely that these nomadic bands traveled between permanent 
and semi-permanent sources of water, exploiting seasonally available resources. This has been referred 
to as the Oasis hypothesis (Dunbar 1991). These watering holes would have attracted the animals upon 
which the Indians hunted, thus providing food and drink. Excavations at Harney Flats in Hillsborough 
County (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987) have provided a rich body of data concerning Paleoindian 
lifeways. 
 
 It has been suggested that Paleoindian settlement may “not have been related as much to 
seasonal changes as generally postulated for the succeeding Archaic period,” but instead movement 
was perhaps related to the scheduling of “tool-kit replacement, social needs, and the availability or 
water,” among other factors (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987:175). During the late Paleoindian period, 
the large lanceolate-shaped Suwannee and Simpson points were replaced by the smaller Tallahassee, 
Santa Fe, and Beaver Lake types (Milanich 1994:53). 
 

3.2 Archaic 

 
 The Paleoindian stage is followed by the Archaic stage (6500-500 B.C.E), which has generally 
been divided into three periods: Early Archaic (6500-5000 B.C.E.), Middle Archaic (5000-3000 
B.C.E.), and Late Archaic (3000-500 B.C.E.) (Milanich 1994). Some researchers (Bullen 1959, 1972, 
1975b) separate the Orange (2000-1000 B.C.E) and the Transitional (1200-500 B.C.E.) periods from 
the Late Archaic. Milanich (1994:35), however, suggests that even with the advent of fired clay pottery, 
the basic lifestyles of the aboriginal occupations of the Late Archaic remained relatively unchanged. 
The local variants of the Late Archaic evolved into more recognizable regional cultures around 500 
B.C.E. 
 
 The beginning of the Archaic is denoted by interrelated environmental and cultural changes. 
The environmental changes associated with the end of the Pleistocene necessitated modification of the 
extant prehistoric settlement patterns and subsistence strategies. Whereas Paleoindians depended more 
heavily upon the Pleistocene megafauna and the relatively few watering holes, Archaic populations 
hunted smaller game and learned to exploit more of their environment such as the shellfish resources. 
These adaptive changes resulted in an increase in the number and types of archaeological sites. The 
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effects of the changing environment can be seen in the variation in site locations. Though Early Archaic 
materials are often found in association with Paleoindian deposits, especially around water sources, 
other Early Archaic sites are located in areas devoid of Paleoindian components. 
 
 Early Archaic sites are usually recognized by the presence of Dalton and/or Bolen points as 
well as the Kirk varieties. Milanich (1994:64) notes that there are no well documented Early Archaic 
coastal or riverine shell midden sites. This may be due to sea level rise as opposed to avoidance of these 
areas. The lithic tool assemblage has a wider variety of tool types than that which occurred during the 
previous time period. Early Archaic populations continued to locate their sites around available water 
sources. However, given that the water sources were larger and more numerous, larger populations 
could be sustained. This resulted in larger sites that were occupied for longer periods of time. 
 
 During the Middle Archaic, settlement was increasingly focused within coastal and riverine 
locales (Milanich 1994:64). Subsistence was based on hunting, fishing, shellfish collecting, and plant 
gathering. The previously proposed theory that Archaic populations practiced a seasonal migration 
pattern between the interior and the coast has also been called into question by recent investigations. 
Evidence from Horr’s Island indicates that this Middle Archaic site was occupied during all seasons of 
the year (Russo 1991). 
 
 Milanich (1994:81) suggests that Early and Middle Archaic peoples used aquatic environments 
for burial. The Early Archaic Windover Site, located near Titusville, contained primary and flexed 
burials within a peat pond. These were held in place with wooden stakes and the interments included 
grave goods such as textiles and worked bone, shell, and wood (Doran and Dickel 1988). The Gauthier 
Cemetery was situated within a slough between a pond and Lake Poinsett. These burials were also 
primary and flexed (Carr and Jones 1981; Sigler-Eisenberg 1984). Underwater interments have also 
been recovered from the Middle Archaic Bay West and Republic Groves sites (Beriault et al. 1981; 
Wharton et al. 1981). In addition to the cemetery, like Windover, both had an adjacent land site 
evidenced by a midden. Burials within freshwater shell midden deposits have been identified at the 
Tick Island Site within the St. Johns River basin. 
 
 Middle Archaic sites are denoted by the large stemmed projectile points, especially the Newnan 
type. Other point types include Hillsborough, Levy, Putnam, Alachua, and Marion (Bullen 1975a). In 
addition, silicified coral was more prevalent as a lithic tool raw material (Milanich 1994), and thermal 
alteration of the stone became more common (Ste. Claire 1987).  
 
 The Middle Archaic sites recorded throughout the state include large base camps, smaller 
special-use campsites, quarries, and burial areas. The most common sites are the smaller campsites. 
These are manifest by the scattering of lithic debitage and tools. The Deerstand (Daniel 1982), Tampa 
Palms (Austin and Ste. Claire 1982), and the Ranch House (Estabrook and Newman 1984) sites all date 
to this period. The KWS1 Site (8DE00023) in DeSoto County also dates from this period (Wisenbaker 
1981). These sites were most likely used for hunting or served as special use extractive sites for such 
activities as gathering nuts or other botanical materials. Nut collecting stations would have been used 
seasonally. There are a number of quarry sites in Hillsborough County such as Wetherington Island 
(Chance 1982). These sites were where the aboriginal population mined the stone for their tools. They 
usually roughly shaped the item prior to transporting to another locale for finishing. Base camps are 
defined by the larger artifact assemblage and wider variety of tool forms present. 
 
 Evidence suggests that during the Late Archaic, population size increased and the groups 
became somewhat more sedentary. This change in settlement patterns is likely related to the 
environmental changes which occurred. By the end of the Middle Archaic, the climate had become 
virtually the same as today. The vegetation regime thus changed from those species which preferred 
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moist conditions to pines and mixed forests (Watts and Hansen 1988). Sea levels have risen since the 
Middle Archaic which has probably inundated any sites located along the Tampa Bay shore line. The 
adaptation to this environment allowed for a wider variety of resources to be exploited and a wider 
variation in settlement patterns. No longer were the scarce waterholes dominating the location of sites. 
Shellfish, fish and other food sources were now available from coastal and freshwater wetlands 
resulting in an increase population size. The Palmer Site, located on the shore of Sarasota Bay, is a 
prime example of a Late Archaic shell midden site. It is a horseshoe shaped midden that apparently 
surrounded a freshwater spring. Within DeSoto County, the Horse Creek 2 and 3 Sites (8DE00008, -
0009) as well as Mizell Mounds A and B (8DE00031, -00032) reportedly have Late Archaic 
components (Piper and Piper 1981; Willis and Johnson 1980). 
 
 The projectile points used by the Late Archaic populations were virtually the same as those 
utilized during the Middle Archaic period with the inclusion of the Clay, Culbreath, and Lafayette 
stemmed and corner-notched varieties. By about 2000 B.C.E., the firing of clay pottery made its 
appearance in Florida. The first ceramic types had fibers (Spanish moss or palmetto) as the tempering 
agents within the clay. These wares are referred to as the Orange or Norwood series. The ceramics 
lacked decoration until about 1650 B.C.E. when they became decorated with geometric designs and 
punctations. Milanich (1994:86-87) indicates that there is little difference between Middle and Late 
Archaic populations except that there are more Late Archaic sites and the density of sites is higher. The 
Late Archaic settlements were primarily located near wetland locales; there are few sites located in the 
state’s interior forests. The abundance of resources located in the wetlands allowed for larger 
settlements to be maintained.  
 
 Ceramic and preceramic Archaic sites are located within the Tampa Bay region. The Culbreath 
Bayou Site is a preceramic shell midden located along the shores of Tampa Bay (Warren et al. 1967) 
and the Canton Street Site is a ceramic bearing Archaic shell midden (Bullen et al. 1978). The Deerstand 
(Daniel 1982), Ranch House, Marita (Estabrook and Newman 1984), and 8HI02124 in the Hidden 
River Development (Deming et al. 1984) had fiber tempered ceramics within the artifact assemblage. 
 
 The Transitional stage of the Late Archaic refers to that portion of the ceramic Archaic period 
where sand was being mixed with the fibers as tempering agents. The same settlement and subsistence 
patterns were being followed as in the previous period. Bullen (1959, 1965) suggests that during this 
time period, there was a diffusion of cultural traits as a result of the movement of small groups. This 
then resulted in the appearance of several different ceramic and lithic tool traditions or the beginning 
of cultural regionalism. 
 

3.3 Manasota/Weeden Island 

 
 The Manasota and Weeden Island-related cultures (500 B.C.E.-900 Common Era [C.E.]) 
evolved out of the preceding Archaic periods. Settlement patterns of these people along the central 
peninsular Gulf coast consisted of permanent villages located along the coast with seasonal forays into 
the interior to hunt, gather, and collect those resources unavailable along the coast. Subsistence patterns 
were focused on the coastal resources of fish and shellfish, supplemented by hunting and gathering of 
the inland resources (Luer and Almy 1982). The major villages were located along the shores with 
smaller sites being located up to 20-30 km inland. These probably served as seasonal villages or special 
use sites. These inland sites were located within the pine flatwoods on elevated lands near a source of 
freshwater where a variety of habitats could be readily exploited (Austin and Russo 1989; Luer and 
Almy 1982). The Orchard-Fenceline Site in northwest Hardee County likely represents one of these 
interior sites as it has been radiocarbon dated to 185 B.C.E. to 875 C.E. (Wharton 1977:48). 
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 Manasota is characterized by a wide range of material cultural traits such as the well developed 
shell and bone technology, sand tempered plain ceramics, and burials within the shell middens (Luer 
and Almy 1982). Much of the shell and bone technology, though, did evolve out of the preceding 
Archaic period. Through time, the burial patterns became more elaborate, with burials being placed 
within sand burial mounds located near the village and middens. The early burial patterns consisted of 
primary flexed burials in the shell middens. Later sites contained secondary burials within sand mounds. 
 
 Temporal placement within the Manasota period can be determined based upon diagnostic rim 
and vessel forms (Luer and Almy 1982:41, 44-45). The early forms (ca. 500 B.C.E-400 C.E.) are 
characterized as flattened globular bowls with incurving rims and chamfered lips. Pot forms with 
rounded lips and inward curving rims were utilized from about 200 B.C.E. until 700. Deeper pot forms 
with straight sides and rounded lips were developed around  400 and continued into the Safety Harbor 
period. Simple bowls with outward curving rims and flattened lips were used from the end of the Late 
Weeden Island period (ca. 800) into the Safety Harbor period. Vessel wall thickness increases with age. 
Most sherds from sites dating after 400 tend to be less than 0.2 inches thick (Milanich 1994:224). 
 
 The lithic assemblage of the Manasota culture was scarce along the coast, especially in the 
more southern portions of the region, but the same types of tools were being utilized - projectile points, 
knives, drills, and scrapers. Lithics are the most common artifact found at the inland sites, but some 
shell middens are also encountered. Projectile point types associated with the Manasota period include 
the Sarasota, Hernando, and Westo varieties (Luer and Almy 1982). 
 
 Influences from the Weeden Island “heartland,” located in north central Florida, probably 
resulted in the changes in burial practices. These influences can also be seen in the increased variety of 
ceremonial ceramic types through time. The secular, sand tempered ware continued to be the dominant 
ceramic type. Manasota evolved into what is referred to as a Weeden Island-related culture. The 
subsistence and settlement patterns remained fairly consistent. Hunting and gathering of the inland and 
coastal resources continued. Evidence of a widespread trade network is seen by the ceramic types 
(Wakulla Check Stamped, St. Johns Check Stamped, and Weeden Island varieties) and other exotic 
artifacts present within the burial mounds. 
 

3.4 Safety Harbor 

 
 The Manasota/Weeden Island-related cultures evolved into the Safety Harbor culture (900-
1725). This period has been divided into four phases: Englewood (900-1000), Pinellas (800-1500), 
Tatham (1500-1567), and Bayview (1567-1725) (Mitchem 1989). The first two phases are 
precolumbian and the second two are from the colonial period. These temporal divisions are based upon 
radiocarbon dates associated with certain ceramic types during the precolumbian phases and datable 
European artifacts during the colonial phases. The DeSoto County area is contained within the Inland 
regional variant (Mitchem 1989:576-77). Clagett (1995) noted that many of the archaeological sites, 
including Mizell Mounds A, B, and C (8DE00031-00033) were clustered. These clusters of sites may 
have been associated through social and economic systems while functioning as separate political 
entities. 
 
 As with the preceding Manasota/Weeden Island period, the utilitarian village wares tend to be 
devoid of decoration. The most common type is Pinellas Plain which has a laminated paste with quartz 
inclusions. Further north, Pasco Plain, or limestone tempered wares dominate. It is, however, the 
decorated ceramics recovered from burial mound contexts that allow for the easier dating of the sites. 
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The projectile points most commonly associated with this period are the Pinellas, Ichetucknee, and 
Tampa variety. The other tool types are basically the same as during the previous periods. Again, shell 
tools are the predominant tool form along the coast.  
 
 The settlement and land-use patterns are similar to the preceding Manasota/Weeden Island 
culture (Luer and Almy 1982; Mitchem 1989). Often, Safety Harbor components are located on top of 
the earlier Manasota deposits. The major sites tend to be located along the coast with smaller sites 
located inland. Large towns or villages often had a temple mound, plaza, midden, and burial mound 
associated with them. The platform mound-village complex probably served as the center of a political 
unit (Milanich 1994). Their subsistence economy also appears to mirror the earlier Manasota/Weeden 
Island pattern of hunting and gathering, with a focus on the coastal/ estuarine resources. The Arcadia 
Site, Pine Level/Keen Mound, Pine Level 2, and Cunningham Mounds are DeSoto County burial 
mounds (Mitchem 1989) while Cowboy, Ona Road, and Breton Mounds in Hardee County are inland 
domiciliary mounds dating from this period.  
 
 Evidence to date suggests that extensive agricultural pursuits were not an important factor in 
the diet as was the case with the Mississippian chiefdoms (Safety Harbor culture) of west central 
Florida. This is not to say, however, that influences from the northern areas were limited. The evolution 
of the socio-political system and the influences of the Southeastern Ceremonial Complex can be seen 
in the burial practices and grave offerings placed in the mounds. 
 
 The historic Timucuan Indians were the bearers of the Safety Harbor culture. Around Tampa 
Bay, the Timucuan peoples were referred to as the Tocobaga in the early historic accounts. The Colonial 
or Contact period begins with the arrival of the Panfilo de Narvaez expedition in 1528 and Hernando 
de Soto in 1539. Spanish influence and contact is indicated by the presence of European objects, 
especially beads, at aboriginal sites. The presence of cut marks on bones in burial mounds that could 
only have resulted from metal swords and knives also reflected the European presence. The introduction 
of European diseases, warfare, and the general disruption of aboriginal cultural system resulted in the 
demise of the Tocobaga as an archaeological culture. 
 
 Safety Harbor period sites have been found both along the coast and inland in the Central 
Peninsula Gulf Coast region. The large sites on the coast were probably ceremonial centers with large 
temple mounds, villages and burial mounds. Large population centers dating to the Safety Harbor 
period were located at Safety Harbor (Griffin and Bullen 1950; Sears 1958), Maximo Point (Bushnell 
1962; Sears 1958), Narvaez Midden (Bushnell 1966), and Tierra Verde (Sears 1967), all in Pinellas 
County. Inland sites include Parrish Mounds 1, 2 and 3 in Manatee County (Willey 1949), the Davis 
Mound in Hardee County, and the Arcadia Site (Willey 1949) and Keen Mound (Willis and Johnson 
1980) in DeSoto County. An as yet unrecorded temple mound in southeast Hardee County, to the north 
of the Davis Mound, may also date to the Safety Harbor period.  
 

The cultural traditions of the native Floridians ended with the European expeditions to the New 
World. The initial events, authorized by the Spanish Crown in the 1500s, ushered in devastating 
European contact. After Ponce de Leon's landing near St. Augustine and circumnavigation of the 
peninsula in 1513, official Spanish explorations were confined to the west coast of Florida until 1565. 
Florida’s east coast, lacking deep water harbors like Tampa Bay and Charlotte Harbor, was left to a few 
shipwrecked sailors from treasure ships which, by 1551, sailed through the Straits of Florida on their 
way to Spain.  
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3.5 Colonialism (1513-1821) 

 
Prior to the settlement of St. Augustine in 1565, European contact with the indigenous peoples 

was sporadic and brief; however, the repercussions were devastating. The southeastern Native 
American population of 1500 has been estimated at 1.5 to 2 million (Dobyns 1983). Following exposure 
to Old World diseases such as bubonic plague, dysentery, influenza, and smallpox, epidemics to which 
they had no immunity, the Native American population of the New World was reduced by as much as 
90% (Ramenofsky 1987). The social consequences of such a swift and merciless depopulation were 
staggering. Within 87 years of Ponce de Leon’s landing, the Mississippian cultures of the Southeast 
were collapsed (Smith 1987). 

 
In northern Florida, much of the surviving Native American population was converted by Jesuit 

and Franciscan missions (McEwan 1993). However similar efforts in peninsular Florida were 
unsuccessful, not for a lack of effort, but because the remaining populations were intractable (Hann 
1991). In time, some of the missionized Native Americans fled south along the Gulf Coast (Luer 1999). 
Evidence of their presence has been found around Tampa Bay at locales like the Safety Harbor and 
Narvaez sites, and at the Fort Brooke Midden in downtown Tampa. South of Tampa Bay, historic 
documents mention various activities along the Gulf Coast in the 1600s and early 1700s, as refugees 
fleeing mission sites probably joined indigenous Indians (Luer 1999).  

 
Along the Gulf Coast between Charlotte Harbor and Tampa Bay, Spanish and Cuban fishermen 

established communities, or "ranchos," with the earliest being at Useppa Island and San Carlos Bay 
(Hammond 1973). There is growing archaeological evidence that the surviving Native Americans of 
the region were assimilated into these Creole communities (Neill 1968; Hann 1991; Almy 2001). These 
west coast ranchos supplied dried fish to Cuban and northern markets until the mid-1830s, when onset 
of the Seminole Wars and customs control closed the fisheries. 
 
 During the two centuries following the settlement of St. Augustine, the Spanish widened their 
Florida holdings to include the settlement at Pensacola and a garrison at Saint Marks. With the English 
to the north, the French to the west, and surviving portions of the Muskogean Creek, Yamasee and 
Oconee moving into interior Florida, the Spanish colony of La Florida was extremely fragile. The 
Treaty of Paris (1763) reallocated the English, French, and Spanish holdings in the New World. As a 
result, Florida was ceded to the English. The ensuing decades witnessed the American Revolution 
during which English loyalists immigrated to Florida. Following the Revolution, the Treaty of Paris 
(1783) returned Florida to Spain; however, Spanish influence was nominal during this second period 
of ownership. For the next 36 years, Spain, from the vantage of Florida, watched with growing concern 
as the infant American Nation to the north gained momentum. When the United States acquired the 
Louisiana Purchase from France in 1803, Spain was hemmed in by the aggressive young nation. When 
Andrew Jackson conducted cross border raids into Florida under the pretext of suppressing Indian 
hostilities, he set in motion the chain of events which culminated in the cession of Spanish Florida to 
the United States in exchange for lands west of the Sabine River. 
 

3.6 The Seminole Wars 

 
 During the political machinations between 1763 and 1819, Native Americans continued to 
move into the unchartered lands of Florida. These migrating groups became known to English speakers 
as Seminioles or Seminoles. This term is thought to be either a corruption of the Creek ishti semoli 
(wild men) or the Spanish cimarron (wild or unruly). Their presence curtailed settlement of the region 
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and hostilities increased. The conflict between the Americans and the Seminoles over Florida came to 
a head in 1818 and was subsequently known as the First Seminole War.  
 
 As a result of the First Seminole War and the Adams-Onis Treaty of 1819, Florida became a 
United States Territory in 1821. Settlement was slow and scattered during the early years. Andrew 
Jackson, named provisional governor, divided the territory into St. Johns and Escambia Counties. At 
that time, St. Johns County encompassed all of Florida lying east of the Suwannee River, and Escambia 
County included the land lying to the west. In the first territorial census in 1825, some 317 persons 
reportedly lived in South Florida; by 1830 that number had risen to 517 (Tebeau 1971:134).  
 
 Although the First Seminole War was fought in north Florida, the Treaty of Moultrie Creek in 
1823, at the end of the war, was to affect the settlements of all of south Florida. The Seminoles 
relinquished their claim to the whole peninsula in return for occupancy of approximately four million 
acres of reservation south of Ocala and north of Charlotte Harbor (Mahon 1967:46-50). The treaty never 
satisfied the Native Americans nor Anglo-Americans. The inadequacy of the reservation and desperate 
situation of the Seminoles living there, plus the mounting demand of the Anglo-Americans for their 
removal, soon produced another conflict. 
 
 The Second Seminole War (1835-1842) began with the Dade Massacre in 1835. During the 
first part of the war, most of the conflicts were in the north-central portion of the State, centering around 
the Cove of the Withlacoochee. In 1836, it was reported that Seminoles were moving into the Charlotte 
Harbor area to escape the conflicts to the north (Buker 1975). As a result, General Winfield Scott at 
Fort Brooke (in Tampa) ordered troops to secure the Charlotte Harbor area and remove any hostilities 
which might be present (Mahon 1967). Volunteer regiments from Louisiana and South Carolina 
traversed the banks of the Peace River some 60 miles inland from Charlotte Harbor (Sprague 1964). 
 
 As the Second Seminole War escalated, attacks on isolated settlers and communities in 
southwest Florida became more common. To combat this, the combined service units of the U.S. Army 
and Navy converged on southwest Florida. This joint effort attempted to isolate the southern portion of 
the Florida peninsula against the estimated 300 Seminoles remaining in the Big Cypress Swamp and 
Everglades (Covington 1958:7; Tebeau 1966:39).  
 
 Several forts were established in 1841 to aid in the Army’s military effort. Fort Harvie was 
constructed on the southern banks of the Caloosahatchee River across from an established trading post. 
Forts Denaud and Thompson were reestablished along the river, while Forts Simmons, Shackleford, 
and Simon Drum were established further south in the swamps. At this time, Fort Ogden was 
constructed on the Peace River. This post was developed as an “advanced position in relation to the Big 
Cypress Swamp ... and a convenient spot where suitable materials could be procured for building canoes 
designed to penetrate the Everglades” (Harding 1976 in Willis 1979:13). Fort Ogden was described as 
an “Indian Fort” by the Federal Writers’ Project in 1939, which describes its location as:  
 

a site selected because of its proximity to the source of materials used in the 
construction of canoes, militarily important because the Everglades, last stronghold of 
the Seminoles, could be invaded only in canoes. Fifty-five cypress canoes, each 
capable of carrying eight men, were built here and put into service during the Seminole 
War (Federal Writers’ Project 1939:371). 

 
 The Second Seminole War lasted until 1842 when the federal government decided to end the 
conflict by withdrawing troops from Florida. Some of the battle-weary Seminoles were persuaded to 
emigrate to the Oklahoma Reservation, where the federal government had set aside land for Native 
American inhabitation. However, those who were adamant about remaining were allowed to do so, but 
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were pushed farther south into the Everglades and Big Cypress Swamp. This area became the last 
stronghold for the Seminoles (Mahon 1967:321). 
 
 Encouraged by the passage of the Armed Occupation Act in 1842, which was designed to 
promote settlement and protect the Florida frontier, Anglo-American pioneers and their families began 
to move south through Florida (Tebeau 1971). The Act made available 200,000 acres outside the 
already developed regions south of Gainesville to the Peace River, barring coastal lands and those 
within two miles of a fort. The Act stipulated that any family or single man over 18 years of age and 
able to bear arms could earn title to 160 acres by erecting a habitable dwelling, cultivating at least five 
acres of land, and living on it for five years. During the nine month period the law was in effect, 1184 
permits were issued totaling 189,440 acres (Covington 1961:48; Dunn 1989:24-5).  
 

In 1845, the State of Florida was admitted to the Union with Tallahassee as the state capitol. 
Around this time, settlement in the lower Peace River valley began to increase, precipitating the need 
for cadastral cartographic surveys. The north and west exterior lines for Township 39 and 40 South, 
Range 23 East were surveyed by Sam Reid in 1843 and the east and south exterior lines were surveyed 
by John Jackson in 1854 (State of Florida 1843; 1854).  However, it was no until 1860 that the 
subdivisions were surveyed by S.E. Hope (State of Florida 1859a).  In his field notes, Hope mentions 
palmetto, live oak, and swamp lands (State of Florida 1860:40, 41). The 1859 Plat depicts no manmade 
features (State of Florida 1859b:40, 41) (Figure 3.2). 

 
Following Florida’s admission to statehood, the Federal Government released land to the state. 

In 1850, the Swamp Land Act was passed in which Florida was given all lands “covered by unnavigable 
[sic] waters during all or a portion of the year, so as to render them unfit for usual purposes of cultivation 
unless drained or ditched” (Tebeau and Carson 1965:I:252).  

 
Many of the new settlers to this area were cattlemen. In the Peace and Caloosahatchee River 

valleys, cattle husbandry flourished. The cattlemen augmented their stock with as many wild cattle as 
they could round up (Akerman 1976:59). As Seminoles were pressed further south during the Seminole 
Wars their cattle were either sold or left to roam. Settlers captured or bought the cattle. The disputed 
ownership of these free roaming cattle often caused friction between the settlers and the local Seminoles 
(Akerman 1976; McDuffee 1967:89-90). By 1860, cattlemen from all over Florida drove their herds to 
Fort Brooke (Tampa) and Punta Russa for shipment to Cuba, at a considerable profit (Covington 1957). 
 
 The Third Seminole War, or Billy Bowlegs War, began in December 1855 as a result of 
additional pressure placed on the remaining Seminoles to emigrate west (Covington 1982). The war 
started when artillerymen under the command of General Hartsuff damaged crops belonging to 
Seminole Chief Holatter-Micco, also known as Billy Bowlegs. In retaliation, the Seminole Chief and 
30 warriors attacked an army camp, killing four soldiers and wounding four others. The hostile action 
renewed state and federal interest in the final elimination of the Seminoles from Florida. 
 
 Military action was not decisive during the war; therefore, in 1858, the U.S. Government 
resorted to monetary persuasion to induce the remaining Seminoles to emigrate. Chief Billy Bowlegs 
accepted $5,000 for himself and $2,500 for his lost cattle, while each warrior received $500, and $100 
was given to each woman and child. On May 4, 1858 the ship Grey Cloud sailed from Fort Myers with 
38 Seminole warriors and 85 Seminole women and children. Stopping at Egmont Key, 41 captives and 
a Seminole woman guide were added to the group. This made a total of 165 Seminoles migrating west. 
Only about 200 Seminoles avoided this final deportation. Those remaining were primarily located south 
of the Caloosahatchee River, around and south of Lake Okeechobee. On May 8, 1858 the Third 
Seminole War was declared officially over (Tebeau 1966:50; Covington 1982:78-80). 
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Figure 3.2. 1850 Plat showing the APE. 

3.7 The Civil War and Aftermath (1861-1899) 

 
In 1861, Florida followed South Carolina’s lead and seceded from the Union in a prelude to 

the Civil War. Even though the coast of Florida experienced a naval blockade during the war, the 
interior of the State saw little military action. One of the primary contributions of the State was the 
supplying of beef to the Confederacy. Fort Denaud, midway along the Caloosahatchee River, served as 
a way station through which cattle were funneled northward along the old Seminole War roads east of 
the Peace River (Fritz 1963:71). Other profiteers ran blockades and sold the cattle to Cuba at a much 
higher price and returned with much needed supplies such as flour and sugar. 
 
 The cattlemen and the farmers in the state lived simply. The typical home was a log cabin 
without windows or chinking, and settlers’ diets consisted largely of fried pork, corn bread, sweet 
potatoes, and hominy. The lack of railway transport to other states, the federal embargo, and the 
enclaves of Union supporters and Union troops holding key areas such as Jacksonville and Ft. Myers 
prevented an influx of finished materials. As a result, settlement remained limited until after the Civil 
War. 
 
  Immediately following the war, the South underwent a period of “Reconstruction” to prepare 
the Confederate States for readmission to the Union. The program was administered by the U.S. 
Congress, and on July 25, 1868, Florida officially returned to the Union (Tebeau 1971:251). In most of 
the early settlements, development followed the earlier pattern with few settlers, one or two stores, and 
a lack of available overland transportation. Those communities along the coast developed a little faster 
due to the accessibility of coastal transportation.  
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 Fort Ogden, located south of the project, was one of the first white settlements on the lower 
Peace River (Cleveland 1999). The community that grew around the Seminole War fort established a 
post office on May 11, 1876 (Bradbury and Hallock 1962:31). This area was also surveyed by G.H. 
Johnson in 1880. In his field notes, he describes the navigable waters of “Peace Creek,” noting several 
boats and a small steamer (State of Florida 1880:26/544).  By 1880, Fort Ogden maintained a population 
of 100, and by 1884 that number had doubled (Brown 1991:262). 
 

Late Nineteenth Century: The State of Florida faced a financial crisis involving title to public 
lands in the early 1880s. By Act of Congress in 1850, the federal government turned over to the states 
for drainage and reclamation all “swamp and overflow land.”  Florida received approximately 
10,000,000 acres. To manage that land and the 5,000,000 acres the state had received on entering the 
Union, the state legislature in 1851 created the Board of Trustees of the Internal Improvement Fund. In 
1855, the legislature established the actual fund (the Florida Internal Improvement Fund), in which 
state lands were to be held. The fund became mired in debt after the Civil War and under state law no 
land could be sold until the debt was cleared. In 1881, the Trustees started searching for a buyer capable 
of purchasing enough acreage to pay off the fund’s debt and permit the sale of the remaining millions 
of acres that it controlled. Hamilton Disston, a member of a prominent Pennsylvania saw manufacturing 
family, in 1881, entered into agreement with the State of Florida to purchase four million acres of 
swamp and overflowed land for one million dollars. In exchange, he promised to drain and improve the 
land. This transaction, which became known as the Disston Purchase, enabled the distribution of large 
land subsidies to railroad companies, inducing them to begin extensive construction programs for new 
lines throughout the state. The purchase, although technically legal, was extremely generous with the 
designation “swamp and overflow land.” Grismer (1946) estimates that at least half of the acreage was 
“high and dry.”  Disston’s purchase effectively removed four million acres of public lands from would-
be homesteaders and opened up land for new settlement within DeSoto County.   
 

Around this time the small town of Nocatee developed to the north of the project corridor when 
W. G. Welles, originally from Connecticut, built a lumber mill in the small town of Nocatee.  His mill, 
the King Lumber and Manufacturing Company, was to supply the Florida Southern Railroad with 
timber for the construction of the line from Nocatee to Punta Gorda (Melton 2002:135).   

 
In 1881, Captain J. Francis LeBaron, chief engineer with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 

discovered phosphate pebbles in the river bed while surveying the Peace River in present day DeSoto 
County for the proposed cross Florida Canal. Low grade phosphate had actually been discovered in 
Alachua County two years prior, but the quality was too poor for mining (Blakey 1973:18). The Arcadia 
Phosphate Company organized this same year, as the first mining company in Florida. From its 
beginnings in Arcadia, the phosphate craze spread through the Peace River Valley bringing an increase 
in population and development. It was next discovered in river bed near Fort Meade in 1885 (Frisbie 
1974:111; Brown 1991:313). 
 
 As the phosphate industry began to thrive in the late nineteenth century, railroad companies 
and investors were establishing rail lines. The Internal Improvement Fund, which was made solvent by 
the Disston Purchase, chartered 564 railroad companies, and of these, 251 were built or partially built. 
However, only 154 were actually operated (Harner 1974:17). The Florida Southern Railroad and 
Jacksonville-Tampa-Key West Railroad made major land purchases in present day DeSoto County, 
including portions of the project APE. During the early 1880s, the Florida Southern Railroad acquired 
the old railroad charter and land grant of the Gainesville, Ocala, and Charlotte Harbor Railroad which 
was due to expire in 1885. To hold this charter and secure lands, immediate railroad construction was 
necessary. Construction started in the Bartow area in Polk County and continued southward to Punta 
Gorda.  
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The South Florida Railroad served to open up this area further. In 1886, a line was constructed 
which connected Arcadia (then known as Tater Hill Bluff) with Punta Gorda. The line to Ft. Ogden 
was also completed in 1886. Though Ft. Ogden and Pine Level had been more prosperous and had 
larger settlements, Arcadia overcame this deficit as a result of railroad planning. The railroad depot at 
Ft. Ogden was placed a half mile out of town and the railroad completely by-passed the county seat, 
Pine Level which would lead to its decline. With the railroad as a catalyst, the 1880s witnessed a sudden 
surge of buying land for speculation, agriculture, and settlement in Manatee County. This prompted the 
creation of DeSoto County in 1887 out of eastern Manatee County. Arcadia became the new county 
seat and was known as “one of the wildest cowtowns in the United States.” During the Cattle Wars of 
the 1890s, “shootouts and killings were common occurrences...” (Akerman 1976:153).  In 1892, the 
Florida Southern Railroad was reorganized and placed under a board of directors headed by Henry 
Plant. In November 1895, the Southern was absorbed by the Plant System, which eventually became 
part of the Atlantic Coastline Railroad (Pettengill 1952:68-73). In 1967, the merger between the 
Atlantic Coast Line and Seaboard Air Line Railroads formed the Seaboard Coast Line. By 1980, the 
Seaboard Coast Line Industries had officially merged with the “Chessie System” railroads, creating the 
existing CSX Corporation railroad system. 
 

The introduction of the railroad not only brought settlers, but also provided a convenient means 
of transportation to industries and agriculture in the county. The railroad allowed for more rapid 
transport of phosphate as well as greater accessibility to the plants. Dredging for pebble phosphate 
continued along the Peace River from south of Arcadia north to Bartow throughout the early 1890s.  

 

3.8 Twentieth Century 

 
As transportation needs became dominated by the widespread and more efficient rail, the 

steamer soon became a thing of the past. By 1905, shipments of phosphate were being transported from 
areas north, including Mulberry and Bartow, to Boca Grande via the newly constructed Charlotte 
Harbor and Northern Railroad (Williams 1992; Cleveland 1999). The phosphate industry moved south 
to Boca Grande and with it went all of the workers and investors. Others moved on as well, most likely 
to the more prosperous communities of Arcadia and Fort Ogden. As the settlers and industry moved 
on, a new investor came into the area.  

 
 The turn of the century prompted an optimism and excitement over growth and development. 
The first 20 years of the new century witnessed the advent of progressivism in which governments 
expanded their services beyond the traditional limits of the previous century. During this time the 
automobile, telephone, and electricity transformed DeSoto County from isolation into a county linked 
with the rest of the state and nation. Arcadia received its charter as a city. 
 
 World War I: World War I temporarily slowed growth in DeSoto County but the area received 
two air training fields as a result of the war. The two new fields, Calstrom and Dorr Fields which were 
named in memory of two fallen airmen, were located east and southeast of Arcadia and helped to 
maintain Arcadia’s economy during World War I. A promotional pamphlet from 1920 declared Arcadia 
the “Aviation City” (Historic Property Associates 1982:56).  
 

Florida Land Boom: By the early 1920s, DeSoto County was fully involved in the 
development of the Florida Land Boom. As part of the new growth, subdivisions with a Spanish theme 
and Mediterranean Revival architecture exploded in Arcadia in the early 1920s. Several reasons 
prompted the 1920s boom, including the mild winters, growing number of tourists, the increased use 
of the automobile, completion of roads, prosperity of the 1920s, and the promise by the state legislature 
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never to pass state income or inheritance taxes. In April of 1921, DeSoto County was divided into 
Highlands, Glades, DeSoto, Charlotte and Hardee Counties.  
 

Improvements to the road system proved to be the biggest boom to DeSoto County’s 
development. During this time, a county road was paved from Fort Ogden to Punta Gorda, with a side 
road west leading to the old settlement of Liverpool. As a result, tourism grew in importance but 
agriculture continued to be the base for the local economy. Vegetables, citrus, and hogs were exported 
north along the railroads. Cattle also continued to grow in importance as the county still had free range 
and contained some of the largest herds of cattle in Florida.  Finally, the turpentine and lumber 
industries grew and expanded the economic base of the area.  

 
 Great Depression: Signs of growth were halted by the end of the Florida Land Boom and the 
Great Depression. To make the situation even worse, two hurricanes hit south Florida in 1926 and 1928. 
Luckily, agriculture continued to be the part of the economic base of the community, providing food, 
if not an income, to local residents.  

 
Mid-twentieth Century: The local economy of DeSoto County recovered during World War 

II, as did the rest of the country. Calstrom and Dorr Fields were reactivated to train U.S. and British air 
cadets. After the war, in 1949, the State of Florida acquired the two fields. Dorr Field was adapted for 
use as the G. Pierce Wood Memorial Hospital, a branch of the Florida State Mental Hospital at 
Chattahoochee. Within the general area of the APE, no development was evident in 1943 (Figure 3.3). 

 
Largely, the post-World War II development of DeSoto County is similar to that of the rest of 

America: increasing numbers of automobiles and asphalt, sprawl away from the historic commercial 
center, and strip development along major highways. Strip development and the removal of the railroad 
system in DeSoto County had virtually destroyed the historic downtown of Arcadia. 
 
  Since 1960, DeSoto County, along with the rest of Florida, has benefited from the influx of 
retirees and tourists that have made Florida one of the fastest growing states in the nation. By 1974, 
residential and commercial development had occurred within and adjacent to the APE (Figure 3.4). 
And since that time, growth still continues but at a much slower pace than some of the surrounding 
counties. 
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Figure 3.3. 1943 aerial photograph showing the APE. 
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Figure 3.4. 1975 aerial photograph showing the APE. 
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4.0 RESEARCH CONSIDERATIONS, FIELD METHODOLOGY, AND 
LABORATORY PROCEDURES 

 
 

4.1 Background Research and Literature Review 
 

Background research was conducted at the FMSF and the NRHP and at the FDHR in 
Tallahassee to identify the location, type, culture period, integrity, and significance of each previously 
recorded resource within the APE and general project area. In addition, cultural resource assessment 
survey reports, 19th century records including federal surveyors’ field notes, tract book entries, and 
historic plats were reviewed to determine potential locations for evidence of Seminole War activities, 
homesteads and settlements.  No informant interviews were conducted for this project as no individuals 
familiar with the history or prehistory were encountered. 
 

4.1.1 Archaeological Considerations 
 
For archaeological survey projects of this kind, specific research designs are formulated prior 

to initiating fieldwork in order to delineate project goals and strategies.  Of primary importance is an 
attempt to understand, on the basis of prior investigations, the spatial distribution of known resources. 
Such knowledge serves not only to generate an informed set of expectations concerning the kinds of 
sites which might be anticipated to occur within the project corridor, but also provides a valuable 
regional perspective and, thus, a basis for evaluating any new sites discovered.  
 

Previous Cultural Resource Assessment Surveys in the general project area include a 1980 
survey by Carl Clausen, an archaeologist for General Development Corporation, surveyed several large 
tracts of land south and west of US 17 and recorded two sites, 8DE00390 and 8DE00030, but these are 
not near the APE.  

 
Other surveys conducted in the general vicinity of the APE include those conducted for private 

developers (ACI 2006; Beriault 2004; Janus Research 2005).  As a result, only one prehistoric 
archaeological site was located within one mile, 8DE00387, the Cow Camp site, a twentieth century 
American site (Figure 4.1). It was determined not NRHP eligible by the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO).  
 

Researchers have long realized prehistoric and historic populations did not select their 
habitation sites and special activity areas in a random fashion. Rather, many environmental factors had 
a direct influence upon site location. In addition to freshwater availability, relative elevation, better 
drained soils, and proximity to food and other resources, including stone, clays, and forest resources, 
were important site locational criteria. For prehistoric sites, it has been repeatedly demonstrated that 
sites near permanent or semi-permanent sources of potable water are of primary importance. In 
addition, sites are found, more often than not, on better drained soils and the better drained upland 
margins of rivers, swamps, and ponds. In the general project area, favorable locales for aboriginal 
settlement included the elevated ridges and hammocks along the Peace River, and its tributaries. Also, 
based on previously recorded prehistoric sites in DeSoto County, as well as other surveys in DeSoto 
County (ACI 1994, 1997, 1998a, 1998b, 2002), it appears that the type of site most likely to occur 
within the APE would be a lithic and/or artifact scatter.  Such sites usually consist of stone tools, lithic 
debitage and/or ceramic sherds.   
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Figure 4.1. Location of previously recorded cultural resources within a mile of the APE. 
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Historic settlement of the area follows similar patterns. Farms, houses and communities were 
frequently located on better drained, elevated terrain near rivers, creeks and other permanent sources 
of fresh water.   

 
4.1.2 Historical Considerations 
 

 A review of the FMSF and the NRHP indicated no historic resources were previously recorded 
within the project APE.  A review of the Desoto County property appraiser data, relevant quadrangle 
maps (USGS 1956), and historic aerial photographs indicated the potential for five historic resources, 
50 years of age or older (constructed 1968 or earlier) within the project APE (Williams 2017).   
 

4.2 Field Methodology 

 
The FDHR’s Module Three, Guidelines for Use by Historic Professionals, indicates that the 

first stage of archaeological field survey is a reconnaissance of the project area to “ground truth”, or 
ascertain the validity of the predictive model (FDHR 2003). During this part of the survey, the 
researcher assesses whether the initial predictive model needs adjustment based on disturbance or 
conditions such as constructed features (i.e., parking lots, buildings, etc.), underground utilities, 
landscape alterations (i.e., ditches and swales, mined land, dredged and filled land, agricultural fields), 
or other constraints that may affect the archaeological potential. Additionally, these Guidelines indicate 
that non-systematic “judgmental” testing may be appropriate in urbanized environments where 
pavement, utilities, and constructed features make systematic testing unfeasible; in geographically 
restricted areas such as proposed pond sites; or within project areas that have limited high and moderate 
probability zones, but where a larger subsurface testing sample may be desired. While predictive 
models are useful in determining preliminary testing strategies in a broad context, it is understood that 
testing intervals may be altered due to conditions encountered by the field crew at the time of survey. 
A reasonable and good faith effort was made to identify the historic properties within the survey parcels. 

 
Archaeological field methodology consisted of a windshield survey and subsurface testing. 

Following ground surface inspection, subsurface shovel testing was carried out in order to locate sites 
not exposed on the ground, as well as to test for the presence of buried cultural deposits in areas yielding 
surface artifacts. Shovel test pits were circular, and measured approximately 0.5 m in diameter by 1 m 
in depth, unless impeded by an impenetrable substrata or water.  All soil removed from the test pits was 
screened through 6.4 millimeter (mm) mesh hardware cloth to maximize the recovery of artifacts. The 
locations of all shovel tests were plotted on the aerial maps and following the recording of relevant data 
such as stratigraphic profile and artifact finds, all test pits were refilled. 

 
Historic/architectural field methodology consisted of a visual reconnaissance survey of the 

project APE to determine and verify the location of all buildings and other historic resources (i.e. 
bridges, roads, cemeteries) that are 50 years of age or older (built prior to 1968), and to establish if any 
such resources could be determined eligible for listing in the NRHP.  The field survey focused on the 
assessment of existing conditions for all previously recorded historic resources located within the 
project APE, and the presence of unrecorded historic resources within the project area.  For each 
property, photographs were taken, and information needed for the completion of FMSF forms was 
gathered.  In addition to architectural descriptions, each historic resource was reviewed to assess style, 
historic context, condition, and potential NRHP eligibility. Also, informant interviews would have been 
conducted, if possible, with knowledgeable persons to obtain site-specific building construction dates 
and/or possible associations with individuals or events significant to local or regional history.   
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4.3 Laboratory Methods and Curation 

 
Artifacts, if found, were to be cleaned and sorted by artifact class and subjected to a limited 

technological analysis. However, no artifacts were found.   
 
All project records will be curated at ACI in Sarasota, prior to being transferred to FDOT for 

permanent curation (ACI Project File #P14004). A copy of this report, original FMSF forms, and the 
original Survey Log will be forwarded to the DHR in Tallahassee.  
 

4.4 Unexpected Discoveries 

 
It was anticipated that if human burial sites such as Indian mounds, lost historic and prehistoric 

cemeteries, or other unmarked burials or associated artifacts were found, then the provisions and 
guidelines set forth in Chapter 872.05 FS (Florida’s Unmarked Burial Law) would be followed.  
Although burial mounds have been recorded in the vicinity, it was not anticipated that such sites would 
be found within the project APE.   
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5.0 SURVEY RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS 
 

5.1 Archaeological 

 
Archaeological field survey included both ground surface reconnaissance and the excavation 

of 46 shovel tests within the project APE. These were dug systematically and judgmentally and focused 
on several areas of moderate potential.  No zones of high archaeological potential were identified within 
the archaeological APE.  As a result of this effort, no archaeological sites were found. A reasonable 
and good faith effort was made per the regulations laid out in 36 CFR § 800.4(b) (1) (Advisory Council 
on Historic Preservation n.d.) to test all areas of the project APE; however, some areas were not tested 
due to standing water 

 
The APE was found to be highly disturbed due to ditching and buried utilities.  Typically 

stratigraphy within areas of moderate archaeological potential can be described as: 0 - 30 centimeters 
below surface (cmbs) of gray sand; light grey sand from  30 - 80 cmbs; and yellow brown hardpan from  
80 - 100 cmbs.  Elsewhere along the corridor, general stratigraphy can be described as mottled gray or 
gray/brown sandy fill.  The location of shovel test pits is shown in Figure 5.1. 
 

5.2 Historical 

 
 The background research revealed that no historic resources were previously recorded within 
the project APE.  However, a segment of CR 769 (Kings Highway) was previously recorded in 
Charlotte County (8CH02007) and has not been evaluated by the SHPO.  As a result of the 
historical/architectural field survey, five historic resources (8DE00861-8DE00865) that are 50 years of 
age or older (built prior to 1968) were newly identified, recorded, and evaluated (Figure 5.1).  These 
include three mobile homes (8DE00862, 8DE00863, and 8DE00865), one Masonry Vernacular style 
residence (8DE00864), and one linear resource (8DE00861).  Overall, the newly identified historic 
resources within the APE have been highly altered and lack sufficient architectural features that 
characterize the style of the building. In addition, background research did not reveal any historic 
associations with significant persons and/or events.  Thus, the resources do not appear eligible for 
listing in the NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district. Description and photograph of 
the newly identified resource follows, and copies of the new FMSF forms are included in Appendix A.  
No informant interviews for historic resource was conducted during the field survey. A reasonable and 
good faith effort was made per the regulations laid out in 36 CFR § 800.4(b)(1) (Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation n.d.) to survey all areas of the project APE. 
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Figure 5.1.  Approximate location of shovel tests and newly recorded resources within the APE.   
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Photo 5.1 Kings Highway (8DE00861), looking southwest. 

 
 8DE00861: CR 769 (Kings Highway) within the project area is located in Sections 29 and 32 
of Township 39 South, Range 23 East (USGS, Murdock SE 1956, PR 1987).  This segment includes 
2.7-miles of roadway from South Kingsway Circle to Peace River Street in DeSoto County (Photo 5.1).  
According to the Charlotte County FMSF form (8CH02007), CR 769 (Kings Highway) was part of a 
cattle path developed by Ziba King in the Charlotte Harbor area.  A 1917 FDOT Transportation Map 
classifies the road as “graded”, beginning in Charlotte Harbor, Charlotte County and traversing 
northeastwardly to Platt City in Desoto County.  Existing conditions of the 2.7 mile segment of CR 769 
(Kings Highway) within the project APE is a paved, two-lane roadway with turn lanes, and concrete 
utility poles. The surrounding view shed is predominately rural, featuring mostly vacant undeveloped 
land with a few subdivisions.    
 
 The 2.7-mile stretch of CR 769 (Kings Highway) within the project APE is a small 
representation segment of entire roadway beginning in Charlotte County. Furthermore, the segment of 
the roadway within the project APE has lost its historic integrity through realignments and various road 
improvements including widening and resurfacing projects, which have completely altered its original 
design, and setting. As such, the segment of 8DE00861 within the project APE does not appear eligible 
for listing in the NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district.   
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Photo 5.2. 11950 SW CO RD 769 (8DE00862), looking north. 

 
8DE00862:  The Mobile Home at 11950 SW CO RD 769 was constructed circa 1966 (Photo 

5.2). The one-story, irregular plan mobile homes rests on a pier foundation of concrete block and has a 
wood-frame structural system clad in vertical metal panels.   The side-gable roof over the principal 
mass and the flat roof additions over the open porches are clad in crimp 3v sheet metal.  The main 
entrance is on the west elevation through a single screen door with lattice work, entering onto an open 
porch beneath a flat roof.  There are two porch additions on the east and west elevations, both are open, 
full-width, beneath flat roofs.  Visible windows include individual, aluminum, three-stacked awning 
units with clam shell hurricane shutters.  Distinguishing features include clam shell hurricane shutter, 
and lattice work privacy screen.  The mobile home has sustained multiple additions, diminishing the 
integrity of its historic style.  Overall, while the mobile home is in fair condition and retains most of its 
original exterior fabric, it is not a distinctive embodiment of a type, period, or method of construction, 
and background research did not reveal any historic associations with significant persons and/or events. 
As a result, 8DE00862 does not appear to be eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually or as 
part of a historic district. 
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Photo 5.3. 11922 SW CO RD 769 (8DE00863), looking east. 

 
8DE00863:  The Mobile Home at 11922 SW CO RD 769 was constructed circa 1965 (Photo 

5.3). The one-story, irregular plan mobile homes rests on a pier foundation of concrete block and has a 
wood-frame structural system clad in vinyl siding.  The side-gable roof over the principal mass and the 
shed roof additions are clad in crimp 3v sheet metal.  The main entrance is on the south elevation 
through a single door within a carport beneath a shed roof.  On the west elevation is an enclosed front 
porch addition elevated on a concrete slab foundation and an attached carport, each beneath a shed roof. 
Visible windows include individual and paired, aluminum, three-stacked awning units; and individual 
and paired, aluminum, 1/1 single-hung sash units.  Distinguishing features include clam shell hurricane 
shutter, lattice work covering the foundation, and an A/C wall unit.  The mobile home has sustained 
multiple additions, diminishing the integrity of its historic style.  Overall, while the mobile home is in 
fair condition and retains most of its original exterior fabric, it is not a distinctive embodiment of a type, 
period, or method of construction, and background research did not reveal any historic associations 
with significant persons and/or events. As a result, 8DE00863 does not appear to be eligible for listing 
in the NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district. 
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Photo 5.4. 11920 SW CO RD 769 (8DE00864), looking east. 

 
8DE00864: The Masonry Vernacular style building at 11920 SW CO RD 769 was constructed 

circa 1961 (Photo 5.4). The one-story, irregular plan building rests on a slab foundation of concrete 
and has a masonry-frame structural system clad in stucco and vinyl siding. The flat roof over the 
principal mass and open porch are clad in composition roll. The main entrance is on the south elevation 
through single solid door with fan-lite, within an open screen porch beneath a flat roof.  There is an 
open, screened-in partial-width porch beneath a flat roof on the south elevation.  Visible windows 
include individual and paired, aluminum, three-stacked awning units; individual and paired, aluminum, 
1/1 single-hung sash units; and fixed units.  Distinguishing features include clam shell hurricane 
shutters, and A/C wall unit. The building appears to have been reroofed, new windows installed, and a 
clamshell hurricane shutters over the front windows.  In addition, on the south elevation is a non-historic 
open porch addition.  Overall, the building is in fair condition, and is not a distinctive embodiment of 
a type, period, or method of construction, and background research did not reveal any historic 
associations with significant persons and/or events. As a result, 8DE00864 does not appear to be 
eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district. 
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Photo 5.5. 11768 SW CO RD 769 (8DE00865), looking northeast. 

 
8DE00865:  The Mobile Home at 11768 SW CO RD 769 was constructed circa 1962 (Photo 

5.5). The one-story, irregular plan mobile homes rests on a natural foundation of dirt and has a wood-
frame structural system clad in vertical metal panels and board and batten siding.  The flat roof over 
the principal mass is clad in standing seam sheet metal.  The main entrance is on the west elevation 
through a single screen door entering onto an open porch beneath a shed roof.  There is an open screen 
porch addition on the west elevation, beneath a shed roof.  Visible windows include individual, paired, 
grouped (3), aluminum, two-, three-, and four-stacked awning units with shutters.  Distinguishing 
features include shutters and A/C wall unit.  The mobile home has sustained alterations of new windows 
and siding as well as a porch addition, diminishing the integrity of its historic style.  Overall, while the 
mobile home is in fair condition and retains some of its original exterior fabric, it is not a distinctive 
embodiment of a type, period, or method of construction, and background research did not reveal any 
historic associations with significant persons and/or events. As a result, 8DE00865 does not appear to 
be eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district. 

 

5.3 Conclusions 
 
As a result of the archaeological field survey, no historic or prehistoric archaeological sites 

listed or eligible for listing in the NRHP were located within the APE. 
 
 The architectural survey resulted in the identification and evaluation of five historic resources.  
The resources have been highly altered and are not a distinctive embodiment of a type, period, or 
method of construction. In addition, background research did not reveal any historic associations with 
significant persons and/or events. Therefore, the newly identified historic resources within the APE do 
not appear eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district. 
 
 Based on the background research and the results of the field investigations, it is the 
professional opinion of ACI that the proposed undertaking will have no effect on any cultural resources 
that are listed, determined eligible, or that appear potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP.
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Within current project boundaries, the segment of CR 

769 (Kings Highway) consists of approximately 2.2-miles of roadway from South Kingsway Circle to Peace 

River Street in DeSoto County.
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OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

PPotentially eligible individually for National Register of Historic Places? yes no insufficient information
PPotentially eligible as contributor to a National Register district? yes no insufficient information
EExplanation of Evaluation (required, see National Register Bulletin 16A p. 48-49.  Attach longer statement, if needed, on separate sheet.)  ______________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
AArea(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.)
1. ___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________  
2. ___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________  

DOCUMENTATION

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

DDocument type __________________________________________  MMaintaining organization  _________________________________________  
DDocument description _______________________________________  FFile or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 

RRecorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation _______________________________________________   
RRecorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
    (address / phone / fax / e-mail)

 PHOTOCOPY OF USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH DISTRICT BOUNDARY CLEARLY MARKED
 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP WITH RESOURCES MAPPED & LABELED
 TABULATION OF ALL INCLUDED RESOURCES (name, FMSF #, contributing? Y/N, resource 

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

Required
Attachments

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

DE00861

1900

1

Twentieth C American

Kings Highway was part 

of a cattle path that started Charlotte County extending into Desoto County in the early 1900s.  The 

roadway is an improved mode of transportation with paved 2-lanes and concrete utility poles

USDA historic aerial photographs (PALMM)

FMSF CH02007; FMSF Survey 16444; FDOT Transportation Map Archive 

- accessed 3/22/2018 - http://www.fdot.gov/geospatial/FloridaTransportationMapArchive.shtm

This roadway no 

longer retains sufficient historic significance or integrity.

Transportation

All materials at one location

photos, notes

Archaeological Consultants Inc
P14004

Kimberly M. Irby Archaeological Consultants Inc

8110 Blaikie Court, Suite A, Sarasota, FL 34240/941-379-6206/ACIFlorida@comcast.net
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 PHOTOGRAPH
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Esri, HERE, Garmin, © OpenStreetMap contributors,  Source:
Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus
DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User
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SSite #8  ___________________  
FField Date ________________ 
FForm Date ________________ 
RRecorder #  _______________ 

Page 1 

 Original 
 Update 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

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

SSite Name(s) (address if none)  ____________________________________________________________ MMultiple Listing (DHR only) _________  
SSurvey Project Name _________________________________________________________________  SSurvey # (DHR only) ______________  
NNational Register Category (please check one) building structure      district      site      object  
OOwnership: private-profit   private-nonprofit   private-individual   private-nonspecific   city   county   state   federal   Native American   foreign   unknown

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

AAddress:
CCross Streets (nearest / between)  __________________________________________________________________________________________  
UUSGS 7.5 Map Name _____________________________________  UUSGS Date ______  PPlat or Other Map  ___________________________  
CCity / Town (within 3 miles) ________________________________ IIn City Limits? yes no unknown CCounty _____________________________ 
TTownship _______ RRange _______ SSection _______ ¼¼ section: NW SW SE NE   Irregular-name:  _____________________ 
TTax Parcel  #  ___________________________________________________  LLandgrant __________________________________________  
SSubdivision Name _________________________________________________  BBlock  ___________________  LLot  _____________________ 
UUTM Coordinates: ZZone 16 17 EEasting NNorthing
OOther Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________ CCoordinate System & Datum  __________________________________
NName of Public Tract (e.g., park) ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

HISTORY

CConstruction Year: _________ approximately year listed or earlier year listed or later 
OOriginal Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________  
CCurrent Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
OOther Use  __________________________________________   From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
MMoves:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________  
AAlterations:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
AAdditions:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
AArchitect (last name first): _______________________________________  BBuilder (last name first): ______________________________________  
OOwnership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) ___________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
IIs the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? yes    no unknown    Describe ___________________________________

DESCRIPTION

SStyle  __________________________________________  EExterior Plan  ________________________________ NNumber of Stories  _______  
EExterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
RRoof Type(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
RRoof Material(s)  1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
 RRoof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
WWindows (types, materials, etc.)  ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
DDistinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) _________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
AAncillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) ____________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: yes    no insufficient info Date _______________      Init.________ 
   _______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  yes    no Date _______________ 

 Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   a b c d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

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

DE00862
3-13-2018
3-30-2018

11950 SW CO RD 769
CRAS County Road (CR) 769 (Kings Highway) PD&E  

11950 SW CO RD 769 _
between Glenadine Ave & Spring Lake Dr

MURDOCK SE 1987 PB 9, pg 14
ARCADIA Desoto

39S 23E 29

29-39-23-0362-00A0-0040
SPRING LAKE ADDITION A 4

3 9 7 5 6 6 2 9 9 2 1 0 4

1966
Mobile Home/Trailer Home 1966 curr
_

flat roof porches

STANLEY & GLENDA KUSY (2009), CHEERFUL TAVERNS INC (2005), 

MARTIN BRANT, JANET L SIESSEGER (1993), HUBERT COOPER (1973)

No style Irregular 1
Metal _ _

Gable Flat _

Sheet metal:3V crimp
_

awning, aluminum, individual, 3-stacked with clam shell hurricane shutter

clam shell hurricane shutter, lattice work privacy



Page 2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM SSite #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued)

CChimney: No.____ CChimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
SStructural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________  
FFoundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
FFoundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
MMain Entrance (stylistic details) ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
PPorch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) _____________________________________________________________________________   
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________       
CCondition (overall resource condition): excellent good fair deteriorated ruinous
NNarrative Description of Resource _______________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
AArchaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________ CCheck if Archaeological Form Completed

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

 FMSF record search (sites/surveys)  library research  building permits  Sanborn maps 
 FL State Archives/photo collection  city directory  occupant/owner interview  plat maps 
 property appraiser / tax records  newspaper files  neighbor interview  Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
 cultural resource survey (CRAS)  historic photos  interior inspection  HABS/HAER record search 
 other methods (describe) _____________________________________________________________________________________________  

BBibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed)  ________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

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

DOCUMENTATION

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

DDocument type __________________________________________  MMaintaining organization  _________________________________________  
DDocument description _______________________________________  FFile or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 

RRecorder Name _____________________________________________   AAffiliation ______________________________________________   
RRecorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail)

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP
 PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

  Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required
Attachments

(available from most property appraiser web sites)

DE00862

_

Wood frame

Piers _

Concrete Block _

W elev: through a single screen door with lattice work, entering onto an open porch 

beneath a flat roof

W/Entrance: open, full-width, beneath flat roof; E elev: open full-

width, beneath flat roof

This is a single-wide Mobile Home with awning windows and a clam shell hurricane 

shutter. The mobile home has two porch additions each beneath a flat roof.  Use of lattice work as privacy 

screen around front and rear porches.

USDA historic aerial photographs (PALMM) & FDOT APlus aerial maps

Publication of Archival Library & Museum 

Materials (PALMM), accessible online at: http://susdl.fcla.edu/

This is a common example of a mobile home that 

lacks character-defining architectural elements and is not a distinctive embodiment of a type, period, or 

method of construction. Background research revealed no significant historic associations.

All materials at one location

Files, photos, research, documentation

Archaeological Consultants Inc
P18021

Kimberly M. Irby

8110 Blaikie Court, Ste. A / Sarasota, FL / 34240 / aciflorida@comcast.net

Archaeological Consultants Inc
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Esri, HERE, Garmin, © OpenStreetMap contributors,  Source:
Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus
DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User
Community
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USGS

Murdock SE
Township 39 South, Range 23 East, Section 29
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Copyright:© 2013 National Geographic Society, i-cubed
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SSite #8  ___________________  
FField Date ________________ 
FForm Date ________________ 
RRecorder #  _______________ 

Page 1 

 Original 
 Update 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

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

SSite Name(s) (address if none)  ____________________________________________________________ MMultiple Listing (DHR only) _________  
SSurvey Project Name _________________________________________________________________  SSurvey # (DHR only) ______________  
NNational Register Category (please check one) building structure      district      site      object  
OOwnership: private-profit   private-nonprofit   private-individual   private-nonspecific   city   county   state   federal   Native American   foreign   unknown

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

AAddress:
CCross Streets (nearest / between)  __________________________________________________________________________________________  
UUSGS 7.5 Map Name _____________________________________  UUSGS Date ______  PPlat or Other Map  ___________________________  
CCity / Town (within 3 miles) ________________________________ IIn City Limits? yes no unknown CCounty _____________________________ 
TTownship _______ RRange _______ SSection _______ ¼¼ section: NW SW SE NE   Irregular-name:  _____________________ 
TTax Parcel  #  ___________________________________________________  LLandgrant __________________________________________  
SSubdivision Name _________________________________________________  BBlock  ___________________  LLot  _____________________ 
UUTM Coordinates: ZZone 16 17 EEasting NNorthing
OOther Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________ CCoordinate System & Datum  __________________________________
NName of Public Tract (e.g., park) ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

HISTORY

CConstruction Year: _________ approximately year listed or earlier year listed or later 
OOriginal Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________  
CCurrent Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
OOther Use  __________________________________________   From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
MMoves:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________  
AAlterations:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
AAdditions:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
AArchitect (last name first): _______________________________________  BBuilder (last name first): ______________________________________  
OOwnership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) ___________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
IIs the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? yes    no unknown    Describe ___________________________________

DESCRIPTION

SStyle  __________________________________________  EExterior Plan  ________________________________ NNumber of Stories  _______  
EExterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
RRoof Type(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
RRoof Material(s)  1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
 RRoof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
WWindows (types, materials, etc.)  ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
DDistinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) _________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
AAncillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) ____________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: yes    no insufficient info Date _______________      Init.________ 
   _______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  yes    no Date _______________ 

 Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   a b c d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

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

DE00863
3-13-2018
3-30-2018

11922 SW CO RD 769
CRAS County Road (CR) 769 (Kings Highway) PD&E  

11922 SW CO RD 769 _
between Glenadine Ave & Spring Lake Dr

MURDOCK SE 1987 PB 9, pg 14
ARCADIA Desoto

39S 23E 29

29-39-23-0362-00A0-0060
SPRING LAKE ADDITION A 6

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

1965
Mobile Home/Trailer Home 1965 curr
_

windows

enclosed porch, carport

DONALD L MCMANNIS (2002), EVELYN CORRINE COOK (2001), VIVAN R 

CARD (1986), MARGARET E. DAVIS (1981), MILO L. KANE

No style Irregular 1
Vinyl _ _

Gable Shed _

Sheet metal:3V crimp
_

awning, aluminum, individual & paired, 3-stacked; SHS, aluminum, individual & paired, 

1/1

clam shell hurricane shutter, lattice work, A/C wall unit

non-historic shed



Page 2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM SSite #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued)

CChimney: No.____ CChimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
SStructural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________  
FFoundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
FFoundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
MMain Entrance (stylistic details) ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
PPorch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) _____________________________________________________________________________   
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________       
CCondition (overall resource condition): excellent good fair deteriorated ruinous
NNarrative Description of Resource _______________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
AArchaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________ CCheck if Archaeological Form Completed

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

 FMSF record search (sites/surveys)  library research  building permits  Sanborn maps 
 FL State Archives/photo collection  city directory  occupant/owner interview  plat maps 
 property appraiser / tax records  newspaper files  neighbor interview  Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
 cultural resource survey (CRAS)  historic photos  interior inspection  HABS/HAER record search 
 other methods (describe) _____________________________________________________________________________________________  

BBibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed)  ________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

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

DOCUMENTATION

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

DDocument type __________________________________________  MMaintaining organization  _________________________________________  
DDocument description _______________________________________  FFile or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 

RRecorder Name _____________________________________________   AAffiliation ______________________________________________   
RRecorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail)

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP
 PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

  Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required
Attachments

(available from most property appraiser web sites)

DE00863

_

Wood frame

Piers Slab

Concrete Block Concrete, Generic

S elev: through a single door, within a carport beneath a shed roof

W/Entrance: enclosed, partial-width, beneath shed roof

This is a single-wide Mobile Home with awning windows and clam shell hurricane 

shutters. The mobile home has an enclosed front porch addition and an attached carport, each beneath a shed 

roof.

USDA historic aerial photographs (PALMM) & FDOT APlus aerial maps

Publication of Archival Library & Museum 

Materials (PALMM), accessible online at: http://susdl.fcla.edu/

This is a common example of a mobile home that 

lacks character-defining architectural elements and is not a distinctive embodiment of a type, period, or 

method of construction. Background research revealed no significant historic associations.

All materials at one location

Files, photos, research, documentation

Archaeological Consultants Inc
P18021

Kimberly M. Irby

8110 Blaikie Court, Ste. A / Sarasota, FL / 34240 / aciflorida@comcast.net

Archaeological Consultants Inc
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Esri, HERE, Garmin, © OpenStreetMap contributors,  Source:
Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus
DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User
Community
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USGS

Murdock SE
Township 39 South, Range 23 East, Section 29

8DE00863

Copyright:© 2013 National Geographic Society, i-cubed
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SSite #8  ___________________  
FField Date ________________ 
FForm Date ________________ 
RRecorder #  _______________ 

Page 1 

 Original 
 Update 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

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

SSite Name(s) (address if none)  ____________________________________________________________ MMultiple Listing (DHR only) _________  
SSurvey Project Name _________________________________________________________________  SSurvey # (DHR only) ______________  
NNational Register Category (please check one) building structure      district      site      object  
OOwnership: private-profit   private-nonprofit   private-individual   private-nonspecific   city   county   state   federal   Native American   foreign   unknown

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

AAddress:
CCross Streets (nearest / between)  __________________________________________________________________________________________  
UUSGS 7.5 Map Name _____________________________________  UUSGS Date ______  PPlat or Other Map  ___________________________  
CCity / Town (within 3 miles) ________________________________ IIn City Limits? yes no unknown CCounty _____________________________ 
TTownship _______ RRange _______ SSection _______ ¼¼ section: NW SW SE NE   Irregular-name:  _____________________ 
TTax Parcel  #  ___________________________________________________  LLandgrant __________________________________________  
SSubdivision Name _________________________________________________  BBlock  ___________________  LLot  _____________________ 
UUTM Coordinates: ZZone 16 17 EEasting NNorthing
OOther Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________ CCoordinate System & Datum  __________________________________
NName of Public Tract (e.g., park) ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

HISTORY

CConstruction Year: _________ approximately year listed or earlier year listed or later 
OOriginal Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________  
CCurrent Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
OOther Use  __________________________________________   From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
MMoves:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________  
AAlterations:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
AAdditions:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
AArchitect (last name first): _______________________________________  BBuilder (last name first): ______________________________________  
OOwnership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) ___________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
IIs the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? yes    no unknown    Describe ___________________________________

DESCRIPTION

SStyle  __________________________________________  EExterior Plan  ________________________________ NNumber of Stories  _______  
EExterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
RRoof Type(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
RRoof Material(s)  1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
 RRoof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
WWindows (types, materials, etc.)  ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
DDistinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) _________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
AAncillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) ____________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: yes    no insufficient info Date _______________      Init.________ 
   _______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  yes    no Date _______________ 

 Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   a b c d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

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

DE00864
3-13-2018
3-30-2018

11920 SW CO RD 769
CRAS County Road (CR) 769 (Kings Highway) PD&E  

11920 SW CO RD 769 _
between Glenadine Ave & Spring Lake Dr

MURDOCK SE 1987 PB 9, pg 14
ARCADIA Desoto

39S 23E 29

29-39-23-0362-00A0-0070
SPRING LAKE ADDITION A 7

3 9 7 5 9 7 2 9 9 2 1 7 3

1961
Private Residence (House/Cottage/Cabin) 1961 curr
_

windows, roof

open porch

SUE B HERRING (2018), DANIELLE PAWELSKI (2017), DAVID KENDALL 

(1998), HERBERT KENDALL (1983), GEORGE W ROBERTSON (1981), MAEOMA WARD

Masonry Vernacular Irregular 1
Stucco Vinyl _

Flat _ _

Composition roll
_

awning, aluminum, individual & paired, 3-stacked; SHS, aluminum, individual & paired, 

1/1; fixed

clam shell hurricane shutter, A/C wall unit



Page 2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM SSite #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued)

CChimney: No.____ CChimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
SStructural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________  
FFoundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
FFoundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
MMain Entrance (stylistic details) ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
PPorch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) _____________________________________________________________________________   
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________       
CCondition (overall resource condition): excellent good fair deteriorated ruinous
NNarrative Description of Resource _______________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
AArchaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________ CCheck if Archaeological Form Completed

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

 FMSF record search (sites/surveys)  library research  building permits  Sanborn maps 
 FL State Archives/photo collection  city directory  occupant/owner interview  plat maps 
 property appraiser / tax records  newspaper files  neighbor interview  Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
 cultural resource survey (CRAS)  historic photos  interior inspection  HABS/HAER record search 
 other methods (describe) _____________________________________________________________________________________________  

BBibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed)  ________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

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

DOCUMENTATION

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

DDocument type __________________________________________  MMaintaining organization  _________________________________________  
DDocument description _______________________________________  FFile or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 

RRecorder Name _____________________________________________   AAffiliation ______________________________________________   
RRecorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail)

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP
 PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

  Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required
Attachments

(available from most property appraiser web sites)

DE00864

_

Masonry - General

Slab _

Concrete, Generic _

S elev: through a single solid door with fan-lite, within an open screen porch 

beneath a flat roof

S/Entrance: open, partial-width, beneath flat roof

This is a single-family residence with awning windows and clam shell hurricane 

shutters. An open screened-in front porch was added to the south elevation beneath a flat roof.

USDA historic aerial photographs (PALMM) & FDOT APlus aerial maps

Publication of Archival Library & Museum 

Materials (PALMM), accessible online at: http://susdl.fcla.edu/

This building lacks character-defining 

architectural elements and is not a distinctive embodiment of a type, period, or method of construction. 

Background research revealed no significant historic associations.

All materials at one location

Files, photos, research, documentation

Archaeological Consultants Inc
P18021

Kimberly M. Irby

8110 Blaikie Court, Ste. A / Sarasota, FL / 34240 / aciflorida@comcast.net

Archaeological Consultants Inc
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Esri, HERE, Garmin, © OpenStreetMap contributors,  Source:
Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus
DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User
Community
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SSite #8  ___________________  
FField Date ________________ 
FForm Date ________________ 
RRecorder #  _______________ 

Page 1 

 Original 
 Update 

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 4.0 1/07 

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

SSite Name(s) (address if none)  ____________________________________________________________ MMultiple Listing (DHR only) _________  
SSurvey Project Name _________________________________________________________________  SSurvey # (DHR only) ______________  
NNational Register Category (please check one) building structure      district      site      object  
OOwnership: private-profit   private-nonprofit   private-individual   private-nonspecific   city   county   state   federal   Native American   foreign   unknown

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

AAddress:
CCross Streets (nearest / between)  __________________________________________________________________________________________  
UUSGS 7.5 Map Name _____________________________________  UUSGS Date ______  PPlat or Other Map  ___________________________  
CCity / Town (within 3 miles) ________________________________ IIn City Limits? yes no unknown CCounty _____________________________ 
TTownship _______ RRange _______ SSection _______ ¼¼ section: NW SW SE NE   Irregular-name:  _____________________ 
TTax Parcel  #  ___________________________________________________  LLandgrant __________________________________________  
SSubdivision Name _________________________________________________  BBlock  ___________________  LLot  _____________________ 
UUTM Coordinates: ZZone 16 17 EEasting NNorthing
OOther Coordinates:  X: _________________  Y: _________________ CCoordinate System & Datum  __________________________________
NName of Public Tract (e.g., park) ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

HISTORY

CConstruction Year: _________ approximately year listed or earlier year listed or later 
OOriginal Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________  
CCurrent Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
OOther Use  __________________________________________   From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
MMoves:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________  
AAlterations:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
AAdditions:   yes no unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________  
AArchitect (last name first): _______________________________________  BBuilder (last name first): ______________________________________  
OOwnership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) ___________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
IIs the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance? yes    no unknown    Describe ___________________________________

DESCRIPTION

SStyle  __________________________________________  EExterior Plan  ________________________________ NNumber of Stories  _______  
EExterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
RRoof Type(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
RRoof Material(s)  1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________  
 RRoof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
WWindows (types, materials, etc.)  ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
DDistinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) _________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
AAncillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) ____________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

DHR USE ONLY                              OFFICIAL EVALUATION                              DHR USE ONLY
       NR List Date SHPO – Appears to meet criteria for NR listing: yes    no insufficient info Date _______________      Init.________ 
   _______________  KEEPER – Determined eligible:  yes    no Date _______________ 

 Owner Objection NR Criteria for Evaluation:   a b c d     (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 2) 

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

DE00865
3-13-2018
3-30-2018

11768 SW CO RD 769
CRAS County Road (CR) 769 (Kings Highway) PD&E  

11768 SW CO RD 769 _
between Spring Lake Dr & Agnes St

MURDOCK SE 1987 PB 9, pg 14
ARCADIA Desoto

39S 23E 29

29-39-23-0362-00A0-0160
SPRING LAKE ADDITION A 16 & 17

3 9 7 7 1 8 2 9 9 2 4 0 8

1962
Mobile Home/Trailer Home 1962 curr
_

windows

open porch

DONALD L MCMANNIS (2002), EVELYN CORRINE COOK (2001), VIVAN R 

CARD (1986), MARGARET E. DAVIS (1981), MILO L. KANE

No style Irregular 1
Metal Board and batten _

Flat Shed _

Sheet metal:standing seam
_

awning, aluminum, individual, paired, & grouped (3), 2-, 3-, 4-stacked; fixed

shutters, A/C wall unit

non-historic mobile home



Page 2 HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM SSite #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued)

CChimney: No.____ CChimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
SStructural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________  
FFoundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
FFoundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
MMain Entrance (stylistic details) ____________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
PPorch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) _____________________________________________________________________________   
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________       
CCondition (overall resource condition): excellent good fair deteriorated ruinous
NNarrative Description of Resource _______________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
AArchaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________ CCheck if Archaeological Form Completed

RESEARCH METHODS (check all that apply)

 FMSF record search (sites/surveys)  library research  building permits  Sanborn maps 
 FL State Archives/photo collection  city directory  occupant/owner interview  plat maps 
 property appraiser / tax records  newspaper files  neighbor interview  Public Lands Survey (DEP) 
 cultural resource survey (CRAS)  historic photos  interior inspection  HABS/HAER record search 
 other methods (describe) _____________________________________________________________________________________________  

BBibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed)  ________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 

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

DOCUMENTATION

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

DDocument type __________________________________________  MMaintaining organization  _________________________________________  
DDocument description _______________________________________  FFile or accession #’s  ___________________________________________  2)

RECORDER INFORMATION 

RRecorder Name _____________________________________________   AAffiliation ______________________________________________   
RRecorder Contact Information __________________________________________________________________________________________  
     (address / phone / fax / e-mail)

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION PINPOINTED IN RED 
 LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP
 PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, ARCHIVAL B&W PRINT OR DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 
If submitting an image file, it must be included on disk or CD AND in hard copy format (plain paper is acceptable).

  Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Required
Attachments

(available from most property appraiser web sites)

DE00865

_

Wood frame

Other _

Other _

W elev: through a single screen door, beneath a shed roof

W/Entrance: open, partial-width, beneath shed roof

This is a single-wide Mobile Home with awning windows and shutters. The mobile 

home has an open front porch addition beneath a shed roof.

USDA historic aerial photographs (PALMM) & FDOT APlus aerial maps

Publication of Archival Library & Museum 

Materials (PALMM), accessible online at: http://susdl.fcla.edu/

This is a common example of a mobile home that 

lacks character-defining architectural elements and is not a distinctive embodiment of a type, period, or 

method of construction. Background research revealed no significant historic associations.

All materials at one location

Files, photos, research, documentation

Archaeological Consultants Inc
P18021

Kimberly M. Irby

8110 Blaikie Court, Ste. A / Sarasota, FL / 34240 / aciflorida@comcast.net

Archaeological Consultants Inc
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Esri, HERE, Garmin, © OpenStreetMap contributors,  Source:
Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus
DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User
Community
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APPENDIX B:  Survey Log  



                                                                                                                                                                                                               
  

                                          
    

    
 

          
 

    
 

        
 

         
 
 

                   
        

                      
                       

 
 
 

          
           

               
              
              

 

           
       
   

               
 

                                
 

 
 

               
         
         

 

            
         
         
         

 
    

 
                           

        
                                     

 
                               

                                                                          

CRAS, CR 769 (Kings Highway) from South Kingsway Circle to Peace 

River Street, Charlotte and Desoto Counties, Phase I

Cultural Resource Assessment Survey CR 769 (Kings Highway) from South 

Kingsway Circle to Peace River Street, Charlotte and DeSoto Counties, Florida. FPID No. 

431297-1-22-01

Almy, Marin Irby, Kim

Hutchinson, Lee

2018 50

P14004, ACI, Sarasota

Almy, Marion

Archaeological Consultants Inc Sarasota

Florida Dept of Transportation - District 1
801 North Broadway Avenue, Bartow, FL  33830

Lee Hutchinson 4-6-2018

Desoto

MYAKKA HEAD 1956

3-12-2018 3-13-2018 13
1
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archaeological and historical background research; shovel tests dug at 50 m 

intervals and judgmentally; all negative; historic resources survey, 5 resources recorded

0 5

NA

DE00861-DE00866



Township 39 South, Range 23 East, Sections 20-21, 28-29,
Township 40 South, Range 23 East, Section 5

USGS Murdock SE, DeSoto  

 
to Peace River Street

DeSoto , Florida
 FPID No.: 




