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1. INTRODUCTION 
 

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District Seven is proposing a project to widen 
approximately 1.03 miles of McIntosh Road from south of US 92 to north of Interstate (I)-4 in Hillsborough 
County, Florida. The purpose of this project is to address projected capacity needs as well as improve the 
safety conditions of McIntosh Road within project limits (CDM Smith 2024). The proposed project 
improvements will include widening of McIntosh Road to provide a four-lane divided roadway with a 
shared use path on both sides, with intersection improvements at the I-4 interchange. A Cultural Resource 
Assessment Survey (CRAS) (April 2024) was prepared by Archaeological Consultants, Inc. (ACI) for the 
mainline widening of McIntosh Road and was submitted to the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) 
on May 8, 2024. Concurrence for the finding of No Effect for this report was received from the SHPO on 
June 10, 2024. The focus of this report includes the ten preferred Stormwater Management Facilities (SMF) 
and Floodplain Compensation sites (FPC) (Figure 1), hereinafter referred to as pond sites, to mitigate 
drainage capacity resulting from roadway improvements.  

 
The purpose of this CRAS addendum was to locate and identify any cultural resources within the 

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 Code of Federal Regulations (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.” Based on the 
scale and nature of the activities, the project has a limited potential for any direct (physical, visual, or 
audible), indirect, and cumulative effects outside the immediate footprint of construction. Therefore, the 
archaeological APE is defined as the area contained within the footprint of each pond site, including a bulb-
out area adjacent to the west of SMF 2-2 and 3-1, part of the McIntosh Road Project Development and 
Environment (PD&E) Study. The historic/architectural APE includes the footprint of construction and 
immediately adjacent resources within 150-feet (ft) of the preferred pond sites, except where dense 
vegetation creates a visual barrier between the resources and preferred pond sites. The archaeological and 
historic/architectural field surveys were conducted in May 2024.  
 

All work was conducted to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-665, as amended), as implemented by 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 800 
(Protection of Historic Properties, effective August 2004), as well as Chapters 267 and 373, Florida 
Statutes (FS) and Chapter 1A-46, Florida Administrative Code (FAC). All work was carried out following 
the guidelines set forth in Part 2, Chapter 8 (“Archaeological and Historical Resources”) of the FDOT’s 
Project Development and Environment PD&E Manual (FDOT 2023), and in compliance with the Florida 
Division of Historical Resources (FDHR’s) standards contained in the Cultural Resource Management 
Standards and Operational Manual (FDHR 2003). Principal Investigators meet the Secretary of the 
Interior's Historic Preservation Professional Qualification Standards (48 FR 44716) for archaeology, 
history, architecture, architectural history, or historic architecture. 

 
As a result of the archaeological background research, no previously recorded historic or prehistoric 

archaeological sites were identified within the APE. However, five previously recorded sites were recorded 
within one half mile of the APE. All five sites date to the Pre-Contact period and consist of 8HI05057 
(McIntosh Road), 8HI05058 (Awesome), 8HI05059 (Gallagher Road), 8HI05332 (Baker Creek Site), and 
8HI09647 (Pemberton 1). This last site (8HI09647) is a campsite that dates to the Weeden Island period 
and two sites (8HI05059; 8HI05332) are low density artifact scatters. All sites were determined ineligible 
for listing in the NRHP by the SHPO. A review of relevant site locational information for environmentally 
similar areas within Hillsborough County and the surrounding region indicated a low to moderate potential 
for the occurrence of pre-Contact period archaeological sites within the APE and a low probability for 
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Figure 1. Location of pond sites.  
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historic period archaeological sites. The background research indicated that pre-Contact period 
archaeological sites, if present, would most likely be small lithic or artifact scatters. As a result of field 
survey, including the excavation of 74 shovel tests, no archaeological sites were identified within the APE. 

 
Historic background research, including a review of the Florida Master Site File (FMSF) and the 

NRHP digital databases, indicated that no historic resources were previously recorded within the APE. A 
review of relevant historic United States Geological Survey (USGS) quadrangle maps, historic aerial 
photographs, and the Hillsborough County property appraiser’s website data revealed the potential for 
seven new historic resources 48 years of age or older (constructed in 1976 or earlier) within the APE 
(Henriquez 2024). 
 

Historic/architectural field survey resulted in the identification and evaluation of six historic 
resources (8HI15618, 8HI15621, 8HI15639, 8HI15640, 8HI15641, 8HI15642) within the APE. These 
include five buildings constructed between circa (ca.) 1915 and 1968 (four Frame Vernacular style 
(8HI15618, 8HI15640, 8HI15641, 8HI15642) and one Masonry Vernacular style (8HI15621)) as well as 
one building complex resource group, the Dukes Farm building complex (8HI15639). Two of the buildings 
(8HI15618 and 8HI15621) were identified and recorded as part of the mainline CRAS and the remaining 
four resources were identified as part of this survey. Because the resources that were recorded as part of the 
mainline CRAS have not been evaluated by the SHPO, they are considered new resources. Overall, the 
buildings have been altered, lack sufficient architectural features, and are not significant embodiments of a 
type, period, or method of construction. The Dukes Farm building complex resource group (8HI15639) is 
a common example of a strawberry farm found throughout Central Florida and has been altered over the 
years. Furthermore, background research did not reveal any historical associations with significant persons 
and/or events. Therefore, the resources do not appear eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually 
or as a part of a historic district. In addition, a ca. 1957 building located at 9251 McIntosh Road was 
identified during the main CRAS and could not be evaluated or recorded during the field survey due to lack 
of accessibility and/or obstructed views from the right-of-way (ROW). The building remained inaccessible 
during the ponds field survey as well despite its proximity adjacent to FPC 5-1. 
 

Based on the results of the background research and field investigations, no archaeological sites or 
historic resources that are listed, determined eligible, or that appear potentially eligible for listing in the 
NRHP are located within the APE. Therefore, it is the professional opinion of ACI that the proposed 
undertaking will result in no historic properties affected. 

 
 
2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 
 The project is located in Township 28 South, Range 21 East, Sections 19 and 30 along McIntosh 
Road from south of US 92 to north of I-4 in the northwestern portion of Hillsborough County, Florida 
(USGS 2021). Geologically, the project area lies within the Zephyrhills Gap physiographic province and is 
underlain by the undifferentiated sediments of the Pleistocene and Holocene and also the 
Miocene/Pleistocene sediments of the Hawthorn Group in the Peace River Formation, and Bone Valley. 
The area is surficially evidenced by medium fine sand and silt (Knapp 1980; Scott 2001; Scott et al. 2001; 
White 1970). The natural vegetation of the area consists of pine flatwoods, forests of longleaf pine and 
xerophytic oaks. The project elevations vary between 55- and 60-ft above mean sea level (amsl). 

 
According to the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), the preferred ponds are situated on the 

Myakka-Basinger-Holopaw soil association, which is characterized by nearly level, poorly drained and 
very poorly drained soils. These soils either have a sandy subsoil, are sandy throughout, or have a loamy 
subsoil. The vegetation varies throughout different areas of soil. In areas of Myakka soils, the natural 
vegetation consists of longleaf pine and slash pine with an understory of saw palmetto, pineland threeawn, 
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gallberry, and running oak. In areas of Basinger and Holopaw soils, the natural vegetation consists of mixed 
stands of cypress, sweetgum, red maple, and black tupelo with an understory of maidencane, cutgrass, and 
Jamaica sawgrass (USDA 1989). The specific soil types within the APE are listed in Table 1 and shown in 
Figure 2.  

 
Table 1. Soil types and their descriptions 

Soli type, % slopes Drainage Environmental Setting 
Basinger, Holopaw, and 
Samsula soils, depressional Very poor In swamps and depressions on the flatwoods 

Immokalee fine sand, 0-2% Poor On broad plains on the flatwoods 

Malabar fine sand, 0-2% Poor In low-lying sloughs and shallow depressions on the 
flatwoods 

Myakka fine sand, 0-2% Poor On broad plains on the flatwoods 

Ona fine sand, 0-2% Poor On broad plains in the flatwoods 

Paisley fine sand, 
depressional Very poor In depressions and sloughs 

Seffner fine sand, 0-2% Somewhat poor On the rims of depressions and on broad, low ridges 
on the flatwoods 

 
The general project has varying environmental characteristics throughout the several proposed 

pond sites. Vegetation consisted of either oak hammocks with palmetto, caesarweed, and smilax vines or 
areas with more open pastures that included existing drainage ponds. Some areas contained active 
agricultural fields that were growing peppers or cantaloupe at the time of this survey and others consisted 
of a maintained residential grass lawn. Examples of these environments within the pond sites are shown in 
Photos 1-13.  

 

 
Photo 1. Agricultural field environment in SMF 

1 and 7-1, facing southwest.  
 

 
Photo 2. Current environmental setting of FPC 1-

1, facing northeast.  
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Photo 3. Agricultural field environment in FPC 

2-1, facing southwest.  

 
Photo 4. Current pasture environmental setting of 

SMF 2-2, facing southwest.  
 

 
Photo 5. View of small pond in the middle of 

FPC 3-2, facing northwest.  
 

 
Photo 6. Current agricultural-use environment in 

FPC 3-2, facing south.  
 

 
Photo 7. Hammock environmental setting within 

SMF 3-1, facing northeast.  
 

 
Photo 8. Additional view of hammock 

environment within SMF 3-1, facing southeast. 
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Photo 9. View of Pond 7 and surrounding 

environment, facing northeast. Note view heavily 
obscured by thick brush within and around the 

pond site.  
 

 
Photo 10. View of existing pond in the east side of 

FPC 4-1, facing southeast.  
 

 
Photo 11. Current pasture environment within 

FPC 4-1, facing northeast.  
 

 
Photo 12. Current pasture environment within 

SMF 5-2, facing southeast.  
 

 
Photo 13. Current environment within FPC 5-1, facing east.  
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Figure 2. Soil types within the pond sites. 
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3. HISTORIC AND PREHISTORIC OVERVIEWS 
   
  In-depth historic and prehistoric overviews were included in the 2024 CRAS Cultural Resource 
Assessment Survey Report, McIntosh Road from South of US 92 to North of I-4 PD&E Study Hillsborough 
County, Florida and are not repeated here (ACI 2024). The report was submitted to the SHPO in May 2024 
and received concurrence on June 10, 2024.  
 

 
4. BACKGROUND RESEARCH AND CONSIDERATIONS 
 

Prior to initiating the archaeological and historical survey of the APE, ACI reviewed the McIntosh 
Road CRAS report (ACI 2024) by cross-referencing the pond sites with the previously recorded 
archaeological sites within one mile of the McIntosh Road corridor. The McIntosh Road CRAS report 
indicated that no NRHP listed or determined eligible cultural resources had been identified within the 
previously surveyed corridor and no previously recorded sites appeared to be within the current preferred 
pond sites. A review of the Plant City West USGS quadrangle map and the FMSF digital database in May 
2024 showed that five previously recorded sites were recorded within one half mile of the APE (Figure 3, 
Table 2; USGS 1975). All five sites date to the Pre-Contact period and consist of 8HI05057 (McIntosh 
Road), 8HI05058 (Awesome), 8HI05059 (Gallagher Road), 8HI05332 (Baker Creek Site), and 8HI09647 
(Pemberton 1). This last site (8HI09647) is a campsite that dates to the Weeden Island period and two sites 
(8HI05059; 8HI05332) are low density artifact scatters. These recorded resources are located outside the 
project and will not be affected by the proposed undertaking; however, one site (8HI05057) is within close 
proximity to the southwest corner of the pond site, FPC 4-1, to the west of the Antioch -McIntosh Road 
and I-4 interchange. This site (8HI05057; McIntosh Road) is a Pre-Contact period land site with an 
unknown cultural affiliation that was recorded during a survey in 1992 for I-4 improvements from 50th 
Street to the Hillsborough/Polk County line (Estabrook and Fuhrmeister 1992). All sites were determined 
ineligible for listing in the NRHP by the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).  
 
Table 2. Previously recorded archaeological sites within one half mile of the McIntosh Road pond sites. 

FMSF Site Name Site Type Culture(s) Reference SHPO 
Eval 

8HI05057 McIntosh Road Land-terrestrial Pre-Contact Estabrook and 
Furhmeister 1992 Ineligible 

8HI05058 Awesome Land-terrestrial Pre-Contact Estabrook and 
Furhmeister 1992 Ineligible 

8HI05059 Gallagher Rd Land-terrestrial; low 
density artifact scatter Pre-Contact Estabrook and 

Furhmeister 1992 Ineligible 

8HI05332 Baker Creek 
Site 

Land-terrestrial; low 
density artifact scatter Pre-Contact ACI 1993 Ineligible 

8HI09647 Pemberton 1 Campsite (pre-
Contact) 

Weeden Island 
(450-1000 CE) 

Janus Research 
2004 Ineligible 

 
A previous CRAS was conducted within the McIntosh Road corridor in immediate proximity to 

the pond sites from south of US 92 to north of I-4, including portions of the Antioch-McIntosh Road and I-
4 interchange, Muck Pond Road, and Gore Road by ACI in 2024 (ACI 2024) In addition, there have been 
22 previous surveys conducted within one mile of the pond sites (Table 3). These previous surveys include 
CRAS projects involving several ROW and highway improvements, PD&E studies, private developer 
surveys, Section 106 compliance, and utilities (telecommunications, pipelines, transmissions, etc.). 
Furthermore, a review of the Efficient Transportation Decision Making report (Report No. 14469; FDOT 
2021) indicated there would be minimal effects on historic and archaeological sites. As a result of 

Redacted pursuant to Sect. 267.135, Florida Statute
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archaeological background research, the archaeological APE was considered to have a variable probability 
(low to high) for the discovery of pre-Contact period archaeological sites and a low probability for historic 
period archaeological sites.  

 
Table 3. Previous surveys conducted proximate to the McIntosh Road pond sites. 

FMSF 
Manuscript # PROJECT TITLE REFERENCE 

139 An Archaeological and Historical Survey of the Lake Thonotosassa 
By-Pass Canal Right-of-Way in Hillsborough County, Florida 

Deming and Williams 
1976 

2795 A Phase I CRAS of the St. Petersburg-Sarasota Connector Lateral 
Project in Hillsborough and Eastern Manatee Counties Chance and Smith 1991 

3243 
A CRAS of the Interstate 4 Improvements Project Right-of-Way 
from 50th Street to the Hillsborough /Polk County Line Hillsborough 
County, Florida. 

Estabrook and 
Fuhrmeister 1992 

3454 
Phase I Cultural Resources Investigation of Various Items Along the 
St. Petersburg-Sarasota Connector Lateral and Phase II Testing and 
Evaluation of the Big Cowhuna Site (8HI4039), Hillsborough Co 

Athens et al. 1992 

3543 A CRAS US 92 (SR 600) Improvements Project from Garden Lane 
to County Line Road Hillsborough County, Florida [3 Volumes] ACI 1993 

4186 Archaeological Survey: Gallagher Road Subdivision, Hillsborough 
County, Florida  ACI 1995 

4386 
Phase I CRI of the West Leg Mainline Portion of the Proposed FGT 
Company Phase II Expansion Project [Draft Report]; App. I Maps, 
III’s, Photo’s; App. II Materials Recovered; App. III Site Forms  

Athens et al. 1994 

8276 CRAS I-4 Weigh in Motion Stations from I-75 (Hillsborough 
County) to US 27 (Polk County) ACI 2002 

9408 An Archaeological and Historical Survey of Darby Lake Project 
Area in Hillsborough County, Florida 

Panamerican Consultants 
2003 

9763 CRAS of the Pemberton Creek Oaks Subdivision Project Area, 
Hillsborough County Janus Research 2004b 

11532 
CRAS Update Technical Memorandum, I-4 Weigh In Motion 
(WIM) Station Sites 1 and 2A and Mitigation Site 1, Hillsborough 
County, Florida 

ACI 2004 

12574 
CRAS Report Florida High Speed Rail Authority Project 
Development and Environment (PD&E) Study from Tampa to 
Orlando, Hillsborough County, Florida. 

ACI/Janus Research 2003 

14917 CRAS High School UUU – Dover, Hillsborough County, Florida ACI 2008 

16476 
CRAS of the Florida Gas Transmission Company (FGT) Phase VIII 
Expansion Loop and Extension: Station 27 to Arcadia Greenfield 3: 
Arcadia to Station 29. 

Janus Research/R. 
Christopher Goodwin & 
Associates 2008 

16532 Florida Gas Transmission Phase VIII First Addendum Report 
Related to Report Nos. 2008-07035 and 2008-07036 Barse et al. 2009 

19801 Phase I CRAS, Florida Gas Transmission Phase III Expansion 
Project ACI 1994a 

19922 CRAS Spread 7, M. P. 164.1 Reroute Around South of Pond  ACI 1994b 
20645 CRAS of the General RV Sales Center Property, Hillsborough Co. ACI 2014a 

20963 Addendum to the CRAS of the General RV Sales Center Property, 
Hillsborough County, Florida ACI 2014b 

21525 CRAS of the Imperial Oaks Property, Hillsborough County, Florida ACI 2015 

21848 
CRAS, I-4 PD&E Study from East of 50th Street to Polk Parkway in 
Hillsborough and Polk Counties, Florida. WPI Segment No.: 
431746-1. 

ACI 2014c 

26284 CRAS Update, SR 600 (US 92) PD&E Study Re-Evaluation from 
East of I-4 to East of County Line Road in Hillsborough County ACI 2016 
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A review of the FMSF and NRHP digital databases revealed that no historic resources have been 
previously recorded within the APE (Figure 3). However, four historic resources (8HI05106, 8HI08749, 
8HI08750, 8HI13604) have been recorded within the general vicinity of the APE. These include a ca. 1940 
Frame Vernacular style building (8HI05106), a ca. 1948 Ranch style building (8HI08749), a ca. 1940 
Bungalow (8HI08750), and a segment of US 92/SR 600 (8HI13604). The ca. 1940 Frame Vernacular style 
building (8HI05106) was recorded during A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey of the Interstate 4 
Improvements Project Right-of-Way from 50th Street to the Hillsborough/Polk County Line, Hillsborough 
County, Florida conducted by Janus Research and was determined ineligible for listing in the NRHP by the 
SHPO in 1992 (Estabrook and Fuhrmeister 1992; Survey No. 3243). The ca. 1948 Ranch style building 
(8HI08749) and ca. 1940 Bungalow (8HI08750) were recorded during the Cultural Resource Assessment 
Survey Report Florida High Speed Rail Authority PD&E Study from Tampa to Orlando, Hillsborough, 
Polk, Osceola, and Orange Counties, Florida conducted by ACI and determined ineligible for listing in the 
NRHP by the SHPO in 2003 (ACI and Janus Research 2003; Survey No. 12574). The segment of US 92/SR 
600 (8HI13604) within the vicinity of the APE was recorded during the Cultural Resource Assessment 
Survey Update SR 600 (US 92) Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study Re-Evaluation from 
East of I-4 to East to County Line Road, Hillsborough County, Florida conducted by ACI in 2016 (Survey 
No. 26284). The segment of the linear resource within the vicinity of the APE has not been evaluated by 
the SHPO. Furthermore, three of the aforementioned historic resources (8HI05106, 8HI08749, 8HI08750) 
were found no longer extant during the mainline CRAS and a demolished resource letter was prepared and 
submitted to the FMSF. 
 

A review of relevant historic USGS quadrangle maps, historic aerial photographs, and the 
Hillsborough County property appraiser’s website data revealed the potential for seven new historic 
resources 48 years of age or older (constructed in 1976 or earlier) within the APE (Henriquez 2024). 
Additionally, a review of the Veteran’s Grave Registration compiled in 1940-1941, did not record any 
graves or cemeteries in the sections where the APE is located (Work Progress Administration [WPA] 1941). 
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Figure 3. Environmental setting and location of previously recorded cultural resources within one mile of 
the pond sites. 
 

Redacted pursuant to Sect. 267.135, Florida Statute
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5. SURVEY METHODS  
 

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 preferred 
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. 

 
Archaeological field methodology consisted of a visual examination of the APE followed by 

systematic and judgmental shovel testing. Shovel tests were placed systematically at a 50-meter (m) interval 
and judgmentally where possible within each pond. Most shovel tests were dug to 100-centimeters (cm), 
except when precluded by water, utilities and/or impenetrable substrate. All soil removed from the test pits 
was screened through a 6.4-millimeter (mm) mesh hardware cloth to maximize the recovery of artifacts.  
The locations of all shovel tests were recorded using the data collection application by ESRI, Collector, 
with a Trimble R2 with sub-meter GNSS receiver, and following the recording of relevant data such as 
stratigraphic profile, all shovel tests were refilled.  

 
Historic/architectural field methodology consisted of a field survey of the APE to determine and 

verify the location of all buildings and other historic resources (i.e. bridges, roads, cemeteries) that are 48 
years of age or older (constructed in or prior to 1976), 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.   

 
Laboratory Procedures and Curation: In the event that cultural materials were recovered, they 

would be initially cleaned and sorted by artifact class and subjected to a limited technological analysis. 
However, no artifacts were found as a result of this survey. 

 
 All project-related information will be housed at Archaeological Consultants, Inc., in Sarasota 

(Project file No. P21107A), pending transfer to an FDOT-designated repository for permanent storage and 
curation. 
 

Procedures to Manage Unanticipated Discoveries: Occasionally, archaeological deposits, 
subsurface features or unmarked human remains are encountered during development, even though the 
project area may have previously received a thorough and professionally adequate cultural resources 
assessment. Such events are rare, but they do occur. In the event pre-contact or historic period artifacts, 
such as pottery or ceramics, projectile points, shell or bone tools, dugout canoes, metal implements, historic 
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building materials, or any other physical remains that could be associated with Native American, early 
European, or American settlement are encountered or observed during development activities at any time 
within the project site, the permitted project shall cease all activities involving subsurface disturbance in 
the immediate vicinity of the discovery and a professional archaeologist will be contacted to evaluate the 
importance of the discovery. The area will be examined by the archaeologist, who, in consultation with the 
staff of the Florida SHPO, will determine if the discovery is significant or potentially significant. 

 
In the event the discovery is found to be not significant, the work may immediately resume. If, on 

the other hand, the discovery is found to be significant or potentially significant, then development activities 
in the immediate vicinity of the discovery will continue to be suspended until a mitigation plan, acceptable 
to the SHPO, is developed and implemented. Development activities may then resume within the discovery 
area, but only when conducted in accordance with the guidelines and conditions of the approved mitigation 
plan. If human remains are encountered during development, the procedures outlined in Chapter 872.05 FS 
must be followed, all activities in the vicinity of the discovery must cease and the local Medical Examiner 
and State Archaeologist should be notified. 
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6.   SURVEY RESULTS 
 
Archaeological:  Field survey resulted in a visual reconnaissance and the excavation of 74 shovel 

tests placed systematically and judgmentally. The distribution of the shovel test pits is noted on Figure 4.  
Shovel tests were placed systematically at a 50 m interval and judgmentally where possible. Eight of these 
shovel tests were placed at around 50 m intervals in the southwest corner of FPC 4-1 due to the proximity 
of a previously recorded site (8HI05057) just outside the pond boundaries. Three of these shovel tests were 
also placed in the bulb out area to the west of SMF 2-2 and 3-1 with a stratigraphy consisting of 0-30 
centimeters below surface (cmbs) gray sand, 30-50 cmbs light gray sand, 50-70 cmbs dark brown sand, 70-
100 cmbs light brown sand; SMF 2-2 had a similar stratigraphy to this area (Photo 16). Most shovel tests 
were dug to 100-cm, except when precluded by water, utilities, and/or impenetrable substrate. All soil 
removed from each test pit was screened through a 6.4-mm mesh hardware cloth to maximize the recovery 
of artifacts and following the recording of relevant data such as stratigraphic profile, all shovel tests were 
refilled. Testing was avoided in Pond 7 (10.15 acres) since this is already an existing FDOT pond (see 
Section 3, Photo 9). 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.  All 
shovel tests were negative.  In Table 4 are sample soil stratigraphies from the pond sites and Photos 14-20 
show sample soil stratigraphies found in select pond sites. 
 
Table 4. Soil stratigraphies within the APE.  

Pond (acreage) No. ST Stratigraphy 

SMF 1 and 7-1 (2.58) 6 
0-20 cmbs dark brown sand, 20-60 cmbs brown sand, irrigation pipe at 
60 cmbs (Photo 14) which prevented further digging; pond is in an 
existing agricultural field. 

FPC 1-1 (3.21) 7 

0-15 cmbs dark gray sand, 15-40 cmbs gray sand, 40-60 cmbs brown 
sand, 60-100 light brown sand (Photo 15) very compact which prevented 
uniformity in the shovel test; pond is in a mixed hammock adjacent to a 
recreational boardwalk path. 

FPC 2-1 (5.46) 10 
0-20 cmbs dark brown sand, 20-30 cmbs gray sand, 30-50 cmbs very 
dark brown sand, 50-100 light brown sand (Photo 16); pond is within an 
existing agricultural field surrounded by mixed hammock.  

SMF 2-2 (2.51) 6 
0-30 cmbs gray sand, 30-50 cmbs light gray sand, 50-70 cmbs dark 
brown sand, 70-100 cmbs light brown sand (Photo 17), very compact; 
pond is in an open pasture enclosure.  

FPC 3-2 (6.87) 10 

0-10 cmbs gray sand, 10-60 cmbs light gray sand, 60-100 cmbs dark gray 
sand (Photo 18); soil kept collapsing near bottom preventing a uniform 
shovel test; Easement was not tested as it was along a roadway; pond is 
an existing agriculture field. 

SMF 3-1 (3.35) 8 
0-25 cmbs gray sand, 25-60 light gray sand, 60-70 cmbs very dark brown 
sand, 70-100 brown sand; pond is in a mixed hammock within a pasture 
enclosure.  

FPC 4-1 (10.94) 15 
0-20 cmbs brown sand, 20-35 cmbs light gray sand, 35-60 dark gray 
sand, 60-100 light brown damp sand (Photo 19); pond is within an open 
pasture enclosure.  

SMF 5-2 (2.19) 5 
0-20 cmbs gray sand, 20-50 cmbs dark gray sand, 50-60 light gray sand, 
60-100 dark brown sand (Photo 20); pond is within an open pasture 
enclosure.  

FPC 5-1 (1.64) 4 
0-40 centimeters below surface (cmbs) dark brown sand, 40-70 cmbs 
gray sand, 70-100 brown sand, water intrusion at bottom; pond is within 
a residential lot with maintained grass.  

Pond 7 (Existing) 0 No shovel tests; pond is existing 
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Photo 14. Stratigraphy in SMF 1 and 7-1, facing 
north. Note PVC utility pipe at bottom which 
prevented further digging. 
 

 
Photo 15. Stratigraphy in FPC 1-1, facing north; 
soil is very compact which prevented a uniform 
shovel test.  

 
Photo 16. Stratigraphy in FPC 2-1, facing east. 
 

 
Photo 17. Stratigraphy in SMF 2-2, facing west; 
very compact at bottom. 
 

 
Photo 18.  Stratigraphy in FPC 3-2, facing north; 
sandy soil kept collapsing the test unit preventing 
uniformity near the bottom.  
 

  
Photo 19. Stratigraphy in FPC 4-1, facing north.  
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Figure 4. Location of shovel tests within the pond sites. 
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Photo 20. Stratigraphy in SMF 5-2, facing west. 

 
Historic/Architectural: Background research revealed that no historic resources were previously 

recorded within the APE. As a result of the historic/architectural field survey, six historic resources 
(8HI15618, 8HI15621, 8HI15639, 8HI15640, 8HI15641, 8HI15642) were newly identified, recorded, and 
evaluated within the APE (Figure 5). These include five buildings constructed between circa (ca.) 1915 
and 1968 (four Frame Vernacular style (8HI15618, 8HI15640, 8HI15641, 8HI15642) and one Masonry 
Vernacular style (8HI15621)) as well as one building complex resource group, the Dukes Farm building 
complex (8HI15639). Two of the buildings (8HI15618 and 8HI15621) were identified and recorded as part 
of the mainline CRAS and the remaining four resources were identified as part of this survey. Because the 
resources that were recorded as part of the mainline CRAS have not been evaluated by the SHPO, they are 
considered new resources. Overall, the buildings have been altered, lack sufficient architectural features, 
and are not significant embodiments of a type, period, or method of construction. The Dukes Farm building 
complex resource group (8HI15639) is a common example of a strawberry farm found throughout Central 
Florida and has been altered over the years. Furthermore, background research did not reveal any historical 
associations with significant persons and/or events. Therefore, the resources do not appear eligible for 
listing in the NRHP, either individually or as a part of a historic district. In addition, a ca. 1957 building 
located at 9251 McIntosh Road was identified during the mainline CRAS and could not be evaluated or 
recorded during the field survey due to lack of accessibility and/or obstructed views from the ROW. The 
building remained inaccessible during the pond field survey as well despite its proximity adjacent to FPC 
5-1.  

 
Descriptions and photographs of the newly identified resources follow, and copies of the newly 

completed FMSF forms are included in Appendix B. See Table 5 for a list of historic resources within the 
pond APE and their location to each preferred pond. 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 APE. 
 
Table 5. Newly recorded historic resources within the APE. 

FMSF 
No. Address/Site Name Year 

Built Style/Type NRHP Eligibility 
Recommendation FPC/SMF 

8HI15618 4303 McIntosh Road ca. 1960 Frame Vernacular Ineligible Adj. FPC 2-1 

8HI15621 9239 McIntosh Road ca. 1968 Masonry 
Vernacular Ineligible Within FPC 5-1 

8HI15639 12837 US 92 / 
Dukes Farm ca. 1915 Building Complex 

Resource Group Ineligible Within SMF 1 & 
7-1; FPC 1-1 

8HI15640 12837 US 92 / 
Dukes Farm (House) ca. 1935 Frame Vernacular Ineligible Adj. SMF 1 & 7-1 
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FMSF 
No. Address/Site Name Year 

Built Style/Type NRHP Eligibility 
Recommendation FPC/SMF 

8HI15641 12837 US 92 / 
Dukes Farm (Barn) ca. 1935 Frame Vernacular Ineligible Adj. SMF 1 & 7-1 

8HI15642 12837 US 92 / 
Dukes Farm Outbuilding) ca. 1915 Frame Vernacular Ineligible Adj. SMF 1 & 7-1 

 

 
Photo 21. 4303 McIntosh Road (8HI15618), looking east. 

 
8HI15618: The Frame Vernacular style building at 4303 McIntosh Road was constructed in ca. 

1960 and is located adjacent to FPC 2-1 (Photo 21). The one-story, rectangular plan building rests on a 
concrete slab foundation and has a wood frame structural system clad in stucco with wood siding in the 
gable end. The front gable roof and shed roofs are covered with ribbed sheet metal. The main entryway is 
on the west elevation through a single door with paneling and inset leaded light within a full width open 
porch beneath a shed roof with squared wooden porch supports. Visible windows include individual one-
over-one vinyl single-hung sash units. Distinguishing architectural features include overhanging eaves with 
boxed rafter tails, rectangular gable vents, and stucco trim around the windows and door. Alterations 
include replacement roofing, siding, and windows. A non-historic mobile home is located to the east of the 
building. Overall, the building has been altered, lacks sufficient architectural features, and is not a 
significant 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. As a result, 8HI15618 does not 
appear eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district. 
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Figure 5. Location of historic resources within the preferred pond sites. 
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Photo 22. 9239 McIntosh Road (8HI15621), looking east. 

 
8HI15621: The Masonry Vernacular style building at 9239 McIntosh Road was constructed in ca. 

1968 and is located within FPC 5-1 (Photo 22). The one-story, irregular plan building rests on a concrete 
slab foundation and has a concrete block structural system clad in stucco and vinyl siding. The intersecting 
gable and gable roof addition are covered with composition shingles. The main entryway is on the west 
elevation through a single door with paneling, inset fanlight, and metal frame screen door recessed beneath 
the principal roof. Visible windows include a mixture of individual and paired, one-over-one metal single-
hung sash units; paired four-stacked metal awning units; individual 10-stacked metal jalousie units. 
Distinguishing architectural features include overhanging eaves with boxed rafter tails, concrete 
windowsills, metal clamshell awning, a large rectangular gable vent, and stucco siding scored with 
horizontal lines. Alterations include replacement roofing and siding. A large-scale gable roof addition is 
located on the east elevation. Overall, the building has been altered, lacks sufficient architectural features, 
and is not a significant 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. As a result, 
8HI15621 does not appear eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district. 
 

8HI15639:  Dukes Farm is a building complex resource group at 12837 E US Highway 92 in 
Section 30 of Township 29 South, Range 21 East in Dover, Florida (USGS 1975). The property is roughly 
bounded by US 92/E Hillsborough Avenue to the north and McIntosh Road to the east and is contained  
within Hillsborough County Parcel ID No. U-30-28-21-ZZZ-000003-79070.0. SMF 1 & 7-1 and FPC 1-1 
are located within the property boundaries. Dukes Farm is a strawberry farm that has been in operation  
since at least 1969 (The Tampa Tribune 1969). The resource group contains one non-contributing 
non-historic Masonry Vernacular style building constructed in ca. 1984 and three contributing Frame 
Vernacular  style buildings (8HI15640-8HI15642) (Photos 23 – 25), constructed between ca. 1915 and ca. 
1935. Aerial photos from 1938 show all three contributing buildings present along with three other 
buildings which are  no longer extant, and the land cleared for agriculture (USDA 1938). By 1973 some 
trees were cleared, and a pond was constructed near US 92/E Hillsborough Avenue (FDOT 1973). A 
residence was constructed on the property in 1984.  
 

US 92/E Hillsborough Ave was built roughly along the route to Fort Mellon which was used during 
the Seminole Wars (Bureau of Land Management 1843 Survey). A farmer named John Gallagher was one 
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of the first to settle the region when he bought part of the land in Section 30 in 1859 and the part of the 
Section that would later be Dukes Farm was purchased by the Plant Investment Company in 1884 (State of 
Florida Tract Books). The Gallagher Family remained prominent in Dover and the surrounding area and 
were involved in the strawberry industry. Eastern Hillsborough County remains famous for its strawberries. 
Herman Clarence (H. C.) Dukes moved to Dover in 1940 with his family (The Tampa Tribune 1978). He 
owned a farm on McIntosh Road and grew strawberries along with his son Austin Dukes (The Tampa 
Tribune 1964). It is unclear if the farm H.C. Dukes owned is the same as 8HI15639. One of his sons, H. F. 
(Foster) Dukes also grew strawberries and operated Dukes Farm (8HI15639) since at least 1969 (The 
Tampa Tribune 1969). It is unclear who owned the farm before H. F. Dukes. In 2007 he transferred the 
farm to his daughters Deborah Jean Swindle and Brenda K. Dukes (Henriquez).   

 
The overall configuration of Dukes Farm began ca. 1915 and few alterations have occurred since 

then apart from some agriculture buildings being removed or collapsing. Contributing buildings 8HI15640-
8HI15642 have undergone minor changes. The buildings are currently in a state of disrepair due to neglect 
but appear to be occasionally used. Dukes Farm (8HI15639) is a common example of strawberry farms 
found throughout Florida. The resource group is not a significant 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, 8HI15639 does not appear eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually 
or as part of a historic district.   
 

 
Photo 23. Dukes Farm (House) (8HI15640), looking west. 

 
8HI15640: The Frame Vernacular style building at 12837 US 92 was constructed in ca. 1935 and 

is located approximately 130-feet north of SMF 1 & 7-1 (Photo 23). The one-story, T-shaped building rests 
on brick piers with a wood frame structural system with novelty siding. The roof is comprised of two 
intersecting gables covered with ribbed sheet metal. A brick chimney is located on the eave end of the south 
elevation but the stack above the roof line has been removed and roofed over. The main entryway is on the 
east elevation through an individual wooden door with paneling accessed by three concrete steps flanked 
by brick piers. The entryway is flanked by two tapered wooden posts resting on brick piers which are 
remnants of the incised, full width porch that has been enclosed on the east elevation. Visible windows 
include a mixture of individual and paired one-over-one wood single-hung sash units, and individual and 
paired two-over-two metal single-hung sash units. Distinguishing architectural features also include 
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overhanging eaves with exposed rafter tails, diamond-shaped gable vents, wooden knee braces, corner 
boards, and wood trim around the windows and doors. Alterations include replacement roofing, windows, 
and siding, as well as the enclosure of the east elevation porch. This building is a contributing resource 
within the Dukes Farm (8HI15639) building complex resource group and is located northeast of the Dukes 
Farm outbuilding (8HI15642) and north of the Dukes Farm barn (8HI15641). Overall, the building has been 
altered, lacks sufficient architectural features, and is not a significant 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. As a result, 8HI15640 does not appear eligible for listing in the NRHP, 
either individually or as part of a historic district. 

 

 
Photo 24. Dukes Farm (Barn) (8HI15641), looking north. 

 
8HI15641: The Frame Vernacular style building at 12837 US 92 was constructed between ca. 1915 

and 1935 and is located 15-ft south of SMF 1 & 7-1 (Photo 24). The one-story rectangular building rests 
on a concrete continuous foundation with a wood frame structural system with sheet metal exterior walls. 
The side gable roof is covered with 3V crimp sheet metal. The main entryway is located on the south 
elevation and is comprised of an individual rectangular opening – a door is not visible. Visible windows 
include an individual six pane wood fixed unit. Several other windows are covered with plywood or metal 
siding. Distinguishing architectural features also include overhanging eaves with exposed rafter tails. 
Alterations include replacement roofing and siding, and the enclosure of several windows. This building is 
a contributing resource within the Dukes Farm (8HI15639) building complex resource group and is located 
south of the Dukes Farm house (8HI15640) and southeast of the Dukes Farm outbuilding (8HI15642). 
Overall, the building has been altered, lacks sufficient architectural features, and is not a significant 
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. As a result, 8HI15641 does not appear 
eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district. 



 

McIntosh Road Preferred Pond Sites  CRAS Addendum 
Hillsborough County 23 WPI No.: 447157-1-32-01 

 
Photo 25. Dukes Farm (Outbuilding) (8HI15642), looking west. 

 
8HI15642: The Frame Vernacular style building at 12837 US 92 was constructed in ca. 1915 and 

is located 135-ft southeast of FPC 1-1 (Photo 25). The one-story rectangular building rests on a concrete 
block pier foundation and has a wood frame structural system covered with wood siding and plywood. 
Sheet metal has been used to repair the building where the shed roof meets the gable ends. The gable roof 
and shed roofs are covered with 3V crimp sheet metal. The main entryway is located on the east elevation 
through a single door with a metal frame storm door and is accessed by two concrete steps. The entryway 
is located on the exterior wall of a full width open porch beneath a shed roof that has been enclosed with 
plywood siding. A partial width open porch beneath a shed roof with wooden porch supports is located on 
the west elevation. The porch appears to have originally been full width but has been partially enclosed. 
Visible windows include individual four-stacked metal awning units; individual one-over-one wood single-
hung sash units; individual one-over-one metal single-hung sash units. One window is boarded with 
plywood. Distinguishing architectural features include overhanging eaves with exposed rafter tails. 
Alterations include replacement roofing, windows, and siding, and enclosed porches. At least one shed roof 
addition is located on the west elevation. This building is a contributing resource within the Dukes Farm 
(8HI15639) building complex resource group and is located southwest of the Dukes Farm house 
(8HI15640) and north-west of the Dukes Farm barn (8HI15641). Overall, the building has been altered, 
lacks sufficient architectural features, and is not a significant 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. As a result, 8HI15642 does not appear eligible for listing in the NRHP, either 
individually or as part of a historic district. 

 
 

7. CONCLUSIONS 
 

The archaeological survey resulted in the excavation of 74 shovel tests; all were negative. As a 
result of the historic/architectural field survey, six historic resources (8HI15618, 8HI15621, 8HI15639, 
8HI15640, 8HI15641, 8HI15642) were newly identified, recorded, and evaluated within the APE. Overall, 
the buildings have been altered, lack sufficient architectural features, and are not significant embodiments 
of a type, period, or method of construction. The Dukes Farm (8HI15639) building complex resource group 
is a common example of a strawberry farm found throughout Central Florida and has been altered over the 
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years. Furthermore, background research did not reveal any historical associations with significant persons 
and/or events. Therefore, the resources do not appear eligible for listing in the NRHP, either individually 
or as a part of a historic district. Given the results of background research and field survey, no archaeological 
sites or historic resources that are listed, determined eligible, or that appear potentially eligible for listing 
in the NRHP are located within the APE. Therefore, it is the professional opinion of ACI that the proposed 
undertaking will result in no historic properties affected. 
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APPENDIX B 
Florida Master Site File Forms 

 
  



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

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

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

HISTORY 

Construction Year: _________     approximately       year listed or earlier       year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use      __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves: yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________
Alterations:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Additions:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________ 
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance?   yes    no    unknown    Describe ___________________________________ 

DESCRIPTION 
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______ 
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
Roof Type(s) 1._______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________
Roof Material(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.) 

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) 

Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) 

DHR USE ONLY      OFFICIAL EVALUATION          DHR USE ONLY 

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

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

  Florida Master Site File / Div. of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Bldg / 500 S Bronough St., Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 HR6E046R0 , effective 05/2016   
Rule 1A-46.001, F.A.C.             Phone 850.245.6440 / Fax  850.245.6439 / E-mail  SiteFile@dos.myflorida.com 

Page 1 

Original
Update

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 5.0    /1  

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

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

HI15618
2-20-2024
3-1-2024

4303 McIntosh Road 
CRAS McIntosh Road, Hillsborough County

4303 McIntosh Road

PLANT CITY WEST 1975
Dover Hillsborough

28S 21E 30
U-30-28-21-ZZZ-000003-79340.0

3 7 7 6 5 9 3 0 9 9 4 0 6

1960
Residence, private 1960 CURR
 
 

Roofing, siding, windows

4303 McIntosh, LLC (2018); Maria Aleman (2017); Clyde Terry (1977); Florrie Parrish

Frame Vernacular Rectangular 1
Stucco Wood/Plywood  
Gable Shed  
Other  Sheet metal: ribbed

  

SHS, vinyl, single, 1/1

Overhanging eaves w/ boxed rafter tails, rectangular gable vent, stucco trim around 
windows/doors

Non-historic mobile home



Page 2  HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
Chimney: No.____  Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________ 
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) 

Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) 

Condition (overall resource condition):  excellent     good     fair     deteriorated     ruinous 
Narrative Description of Resource 

Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________  Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

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

Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed) 

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually?  yes no insufficient information 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? yes no insufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.) 
1.___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________
2.___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________

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

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

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

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION CLEARLY INDICATED 
  LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP 
  PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

When submitting an image, it must be included in digital AND hard copy format (plain paper grayscale acceptable).  
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

(available from most property appraiser web sites) Required 
Attachments 

1) 

2) 

HI15618

0
Wood frame   
Slab
Concrete, Generic

W ELEV: single door w/ paneling and inset leaded light, beneath a shed roof

W/ENTRANCE: open, full width, beneath a shed roof w/ squared wooden porch supports

A one-story Frame Vernacular style building w/ replacement roofing, siding, and windows.

USDA historic aerial photographs (PALMM)

Publication of Archival Library and Museum Materials (PALMM), accessible online at: 
http://palmm.fcla.edu/

The building is not a significant embodiment of a type, period, or method of construction; and 
has no known significant historic associations.

 
 

  
  

All materials at one location Archaeological Consultants Inc
Files, photos, research, document P21107

Savannah Y. Finch Archaeological Consultants Inc
8110 Blaikie Court, Ste. A / Sarasota, FL/ 34240 /aciflorida@comcast.net
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PHOTOGRAPHS 
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AERIAL MAP   
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USGS Plant City West 
Township 28 South, Range 21 East, Section 30 

 



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

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

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

HISTORY 

Construction Year: _________     approximately       year listed or earlier       year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use      __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves: yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________
Alterations:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Additions:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________ 
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance?   yes    no    unknown    Describe ___________________________________ 

DESCRIPTION 
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______ 
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
Roof Type(s) 1._______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________
Roof Material(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.) 

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) 

Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) 

DHR USE ONLY      OFFICIAL EVALUATION          DHR USE ONLY 

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

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

  Florida Master Site File / Div. of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Bldg / 500 S Bronough St., Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 HR6E046R0 , effective 05/2016   
Rule 1A-46.001, F.A.C.             Phone 850.245.6440 / Fax  850.245.6439 / E-mail  SiteFile@dos.myflorida.com 

Page 1 

Original
Update

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 5.0    /1  

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

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

HI15621
2-20-2024
3-1-2024

9239 McIntosh Road 
CRAS McIntosh Road, Hillsborough County

9239 McIntosh Road

PLANT CITY WEST 1975
Dover Hillsborough

28S 21E 19
U-19-28-21-ZZZ-000003-64630.0

3 7 7 6 7 6 3 1 0 0 7 7 1

1968
Residence, private 1968 CURR
 
 

Roofing, siding
E ELEV

Clifford & Willa Powell (1993); Marshall Sanders & Diana Keating

Masonry Vernacular Irregular 1
Stucco Vinyl  
Intersecting gables Gable  
Composition shingles   

  

SHS, metal, single, paired, 1/1; Awning, metal, paired, 4-stacked; Jalousie, metal, single, 
10-stacked

Overhanging eaves w/ boxed rafter tails, concrete windowsills, metal clamshell awnings, large 
rectangular gable vent, scored stucco (horizontal lines)



Page 2  HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #8  ______________ 

DESCRIPTION (continued) 
Chimney: No.____  Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________ 
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) 

Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) 

Condition (overall resource condition):  excellent     good     fair     deteriorated     ruinous 
Narrative Description of Resource 

Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________  Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

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

Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed) 

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually?  yes no insufficient information 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? yes no insufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.) 
1.___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________
2.___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________

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

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

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

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION CLEARLY INDICATED 
  LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP 
  PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

When submitting an image, it must be included in digital AND hard copy format (plain paper grayscale acceptable).  
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

(available from most property appraiser web sites) Required 
Attachments 

1) 

2) 

HI15621

0
Concrete block   
Slab
Concrete, Generic

W ELEV: single door w/ paneling, inset fanlight, and metal frame screen door, beneath the 
principal roof

A one-story Masonry Vernacular style building w/ a large scale gable roof addition on the E 
ELEV.

USDA historic aerial photographs (PALMM)

Publication of Archival Library and Museum Materials (PALMM), accessible online at: 
http://palmm.fcla.edu/

The building is not a significant embodiment of a type, period, or method of construction; and 
has no known significant historic associations.

 
 

  
  

All materials at one location Archaeological Consultants Inc
Files, photos, research, document P21107

Savannah Y. Finch Archaeological Consultants Inc
8110 Blaikie Court, Ste. A / Sarasota, FL/ 34240 /aciflorida@comcast.net
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PHOTOGRAPHS 

 

 

 

  



Page 4  HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #  8HI15621 

AERIAL MAP   
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USGS Plant City West 
Township 28 South, Range 21 East, Section 19 

 



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

Check ONE box that best describes the Resource Group: 
 

Historic district (NR category “district”): buildings and NR structures only: NO archaeological sites
Archaeological district (NR category “district”): archaeological sites only:  NO buildings or NR structures
Mixed district (NR category “district”): includes more than one type of cultural resource (example: archaeological sites and buildings)
Building complex (NR category usually “building(s)”): multiple buildings in close spatial and functional association
Designed historic landscape (NR category usually “district” or “site”): can include multiple resources (see National
Register Bulletin #18, page 2 for more detailed definition and examples: e.g. parks, golf courses, campuses, resorts, etc.)
Rural historic landscape (NR category usually “district” or “site”): can include multiple resources and resources not formally
designed (see National Register Bulletin #30, Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes for more detailed
definition and examples: e.g. farmsteads, fish camps, lumber camps, traditional ceremonial sites, etc.)
Linear resource (NR category usually “structure”): Linear resources are a special type of structure or historic landscape and can
include canals, railways, roads, etc.

Resource Group Name _____________________________________________________________  Multiple Listing [DHR only] ____________  
Project Name _____________________________________________________________________________  FMSF Survey # ____________  
National Register Category (please check one):       building(s)       structure       district       site       object 
Linear Resource Type (if applicable):     canal        railway         road         other (describe): _______________________________________________ 
Ownership: private-profit   private-nonprofit   private-individual   private-nonspecific   city   county   state   federal   Native American   foreign   unknown 

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

Address:      
City/Town (within 3 miles) ____________________________  In Current City Limits?  yes  no  unknown 
County or Counties (do not abbreviate) ______________________________________________________________________________________ 
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park) __________________________________________________________________________________________ 
1) Township _______   Range _______   Section _______   ¼ section:   NW   SW   SE   NE     Irregular-name: __________________
2) Township _______   Range _______   Section _______   ¼ section:   NW   SW   SE   NE
3) Township _______   Range _______   Section _______   ¼ section:   NW   SW   SE   NE
4) Township _______   Range _______   Section _______   ¼ section:   NW   SW   SE   NE
USGS 7.5’ Map(s) 1) Name  _______________________________________   USGS Date _______

2) Name  _______________________________________   USGS Date _______
Plat, Aerial, or Other Map (map's name, originating office with location)  ________________________________________________________________ 
Landgrant __________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Verbal Description of Boundaries (description does not replace required map) 

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) 

  Florida Master Site File / Div. of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Bldg / 500 S Bronough St., Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 HR6E057R0 , effective 05/2016  
Rule 1A-46.001, F.A.C.             Phone 850.245.6440 / Fax 850.245.6439 / E-mail SiteFile@dos.myflorida.com 

Page 1 

Original
Update

Site #8 _________________  
Field Date _______________  
Form Date ______________  
Recorder# ______________  

RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 5.0    /1  

Consult the Guide to the Resource Group Form for additional instructions 

HI15639
2-20-2024
5-23-2024

Dukes Farm
McIntosh Road Ponds CRAS Addendum

12837 E US HIGHWAY 92
Dover

Hillsborough

28S 21E 30
  
  
  

PLANT CITY WEST 1975
 

The property is located west of McIntosh Road and south of US Highway 92 (E Hillsborough Ave) 
within Hillsborough County Parcel ID No. U-30-28-21-ZZZ-000003-79070.0



          RESOURCE GROUP FORM 
  

HISTORY & DESCRIPTION 
 
Construction Year: _________     approximately       year listed or earlier       year listed or later 
Architect/Designer: _________________________________________   Builder: __________________________________________________  
Total number of individual resources included in this Resource Group: # of contributing _______________# of non-contributing _____________  
Time period(s) of significance (choose a period from the list or type in date range(s), e.g. 1895-1925)  
1. ______________________________________________________   3. ______________________________________________________ 
2. ______________________________________________________   4. ______________________________________________________ 
Narrative Description (National Register Bulletin 16A pp. 33-34; attach supplementary sheets if needed) 
 
 
 
 

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  historic photos  interior inspection  HABS/HAER record search 
 other methods (specify) _____________________________________________________________________________________________  

Bibliographic References (give FMSF Manuscript # if relevant)  
 
  
 
 

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

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

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

RECORDER INFORMATION 
 

Recorder Name _____________________________________________   Affiliation _______________________________________________   
Recorder 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 - Include name, FMSF #, contributing? Y/N, resource 
   category, street address or other location information if no address. 
   PHOTOS OF GENERAL STREETSCAPE OR VIEWS (Optional: aerial photos, views of typical resources) 
   When submitting images, they must be included in digital AND hard copy format (plain paper grayscale acceptable). 
   Digital images must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

Site #8_______________ Page 2 

Required 
Attachments 

1) 

2) 

HI15639

1915

3 1

Twentieth C American
 

 
 

See Continuation Sheet

USDA historic aerial photos 

George A Smathers Libraries Aerial Photography: Florida accessible at 
https://original-ufdc.uflib.ufl.edu/aerials/map

See Continuation Sheet

 
 

 
 

 
 

All materials at one location Archaeological Consultants Inc
Files, photos, research, document P21107A

Kyle Gaylor Archaeological Consultants Inc
8110 Blaikie Ct, Ste A, 34240, Sarasota, FL/aciflorida@comcast.net



Page 2b  RESOURCE GROUP FORM Site# 8HI15639    
  

CONTINUATION SHEET 
 

Dukes Farm is a building complex resource group at 12837 E US Highway 92 Dover, FL  33527-
4103 in Section 30 of Township 29 South, Range 21 East (USGS 1975). Dukes Farm is a strawberry farm 
that has been in operation since 1969, but has likely been in operation longer (The Tampa Tribune 1969). 
The resource group contains one non-contributing non-historic Concrete Block building from 1984 and 
three contributing Frame Vernacular buildings (8HI15640-8HI15642), constructed between ca. 1915 and 
ca. 1935 (Hillsborough County Property Appraiser).  

 
Aerial photos from 1938 show all three contributing buildings present along with three other 

buildings which are no longer extant, and the land cleared for agriculture (USDA 1938). By 1973 some 
trees were cleared and a pond was constructed near E Highway 92/E Hillsborough Avenue (FDOT 1973). 
A new residence was constructed on the property in 1984 (Henriquez). 

 
E US Highway 92/E Hillsborough Ave was built roughly along the route to Fort Mellon which was 

used during the Seminole Wars (Bureau of Land Management 1843 Survey). A farmer named John 
Gallagher was one of the first to settle the region when he bought part of the land in Section 30 in 1859 and 
the part of the Section that would later be Dukes Farm was purchased by the Plant Investment Company in 
1884 (State of Florida Tract Books). The Gallagher Family remained prominent in Dover and the 
surrounding area and were involved in the strawberry industry. Eastern Hillsborough County remains 
famous for its strawberries. Herman Clarence (H. C.) Dukes moved to Dover in 1940 with his family (The 
Tampa Tribune 1978). He owned a farm on McIntosh Road and grew strawberries along with his son Austin 
Dukes (The Tampa Tribune 1964). It is unclear if the farm H.C. Dukes owned is the same as 8HI15639. 
One of his sons, H. F. (Foster) Dukes also grew strawberries and operated Dukes Farm (8HI15639) since 
at least 1969 (The Tampa Tribune 1969). It is unclear who owned the farm before H. F. Dukes. In 2007 he 
transferred the farm to his daughters Deborah Jean Swindle and Brenda K. Dukes (Henriquez). 
 

The overall configuration of Dukes Farm began ca. 1915 and few alterations have occurred since 
then apart from some agriculture buildings being removed or collapsing. Contributing buildings 8HI15640-
8HI15642 have undergone minor changes. The buildings are currently in a state of disrepair due to neglect, 
but appear to be occasionally used. HI15640 is a single-family Frame Vernacular home, HI15641 is a Frame 
Vernacular barn with sheet metal panels on the exterior of the building used for general storage, and 
HI15642 is a Frame Vernacular outbuilding and is used for general storage.  Dukes Farm is a common 
example of strawberry farms found throughout Florida. The resource group is not a significant 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, 8HI15639 does not appear eligible for listing in the 
NRHP, either individually or as part of a historic district.  
 
REFERENCES  
 
Bureau of Land Management: General Land Office Records 
 1843 Original Survey. Accessed May23, 2024.  
 https://glorecords.blm.gov/details/survey/default.aspx?dm_id=13389&sid=2hhwe4ec.ecm#surveyDet
ailsTabIndex=1 
 
Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) 
 1973 Aerial Photograph. 02-16-73, PD1222-11-25. APLUS, Tallahassee. 
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USGS Plant City West 
Township 28 South, Range 21 East, Section 30 

 



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

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

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

HISTORY 

Construction Year: _________     approximately       year listed or earlier       year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use      __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves: yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________
Alterations:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Additions:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________ 
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance?   yes    no    unknown    Describe ___________________________________ 

DESCRIPTION 
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______ 
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
Roof Type(s) 1._______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________
Roof Material(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.) 

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) 

Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) 

DHR USE ONLY      OFFICIAL EVALUATION          DHR USE ONLY 

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

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

  Florida Master Site File / Div. of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Bldg / 500 S Bronough St., Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 HR6E046R0 , effective 05/2016   
Rule 1A-46.001, F.A.C.             Phone 850.245.6440 / Fax  850.245.6439 / E-mail  SiteFile@dos.myflorida.com 
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Original
Update

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 5.0    /1  

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

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

HI15640
2-20-2024
5-24-2022

Dukes Farm (House)
McIntosh Road Ponds CRAS Addendum

12837 E US Highway 92

PLANT CITY WEST 1975
Dover Hillsborough

28S 21E 30
U-30-28-21-ZZZ-000003-79070.0

3 7 7 5 3 8 3 0 9 9 3 9 3

1935
Residence, private 1935 Curr
 
 

Roofing, siding, windows

Deborah Jean Swindle and Brenda K. Dukes (2007); H. F. Dukes

Frame Vernacular T-shaped 1
Novelty siding   
Gable Intersecting gables  
Other  Sheet metal: ribbed

  

SHS, wood, single, paired, 1/1; SHS, metal, single, paired, 2/2

Overhanging eaves w/ exposed rafter tails, decorative gable vents, wooden knee braces, corner 
boards, wood window/door surrounds

Dukes Farm (8HI15639) building complex resource group: Small barn (8HI15641) and small 
outbuilding (8HI15642)
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DESCRIPTION (continued) 
Chimney: No.____  Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________ 
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) 

Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) 

Condition (overall resource condition):  excellent     good     fair     deteriorated     ruinous 
Narrative Description of Resource 

Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________  Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

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

Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed) 

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually?  yes no insufficient information 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? yes no insufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.) 
1.___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________
2.___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________

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

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

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

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION CLEARLY INDICATED 
  LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP 
  PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

When submitting an image, it must be included in digital AND hard copy format (plain paper grayscale acceptable).  
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

(available from most property appraiser web sites) Required 
Attachments 

1) 

2) 

HI15640

1 Brick
Wood frame   
Piers
Brick

E ELEV: individual paneled wooden door accessed by three concrete steps with brick piers

E/ENTRANCE: incised, full width, beneath the principal roof w/ tapered wooden supports on brick 
supports (enclosed w/ windows and siding)

A one-story, Frame-Vernacular building with ribbed sheet metal roofing and novelty siding. A 
brick chimney is located on the S ELEV but the stack above the roof line has been removed and 
roofed over.

USDA historic aerial photographs (PALMM)

Publication of Archival Library and Museum Materials (PALMM), accessible online at: 
http://palmm.fcla.edu/

The building is not a significant embodiment of a type, period, or method of construction; and 
has no known significant historic associations.

 
 

  
  

All materials at one location Archaeological Consultants Inc
Files, photos, research, document P21107A

Kyle Gaylor Archaeological Consultants Inc
8110 Blaikie Court, Ste. A / Sarasota, FL/ 34240 /aciflorida@comcast.net
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AERIAL MAP   
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USGS Plant City West 
Township 28 South, Range 21 East, Section 30 

 



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

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

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

HISTORY 

Construction Year: _________     approximately       year listed or earlier       year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use      __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves: yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________
Alterations:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Additions:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________ 
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance?   yes    no    unknown    Describe ___________________________________ 

DESCRIPTION 
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______ 
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
Roof Type(s) 1._______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________
Roof Material(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.) 

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) 

Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) 

DHR USE ONLY      OFFICIAL EVALUATION          DHR USE ONLY 

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

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

  Florida Master Site File / Div. of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Bldg / 500 S Bronough St., Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 HR6E046R0 , effective 05/2016   
Rule 1A-46.001, F.A.C.             Phone 850.245.6440 / Fax  850.245.6439 / E-mail  SiteFile@dos.myflorida.com 
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Original
Update

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 5.0    /1  

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

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

HI15641
2-20-2024
5-28-2024

Dukes Farm (Barn)
McIntosh Road Ponds CRAS Addendum

12837 E US Highway 92

PLANT CITY WEST 1975
Dover Hillsborough

28S 21E 30
U-30-28-21-ZZZ-000003-79070.0

3 7 7 5 3 5 3 0 9 9 2 6 3

1935
Storage building 1935 CURR
 
 

roof, metal siding, encl. windows

Deborah Jean Swindle and Brenda K. Dukes (207); H.F. Dukes

Frame Vernacular Rectangular 1
Metal   
Gable   
Sheet metal:3V crimp   

  

Fixed, wood, single, 6-light; multiple enclosed windows

Overhanging eaves w/ exposed rafter tails

Dukes Farm (8HI15639) building complex resource group: north private residence (8HI15640) and 
north-west outbuilding (8HI15642)
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DESCRIPTION (continued) 
Chimney: No.____  Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________ 
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) 

Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) 

Condition (overall resource condition):  excellent     good     fair     deteriorated     ruinous 
Narrative Description of Resource 

Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________  Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

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

Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed) 

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually?  yes no insufficient information 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? yes no insufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.) 
1.___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________
2.___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________

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

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

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

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION CLEARLY INDICATED 
  LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP 
  PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

When submitting an image, it must be included in digital AND hard copy format (plain paper grayscale acceptable).  
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

(available from most property appraiser web sites) Required 
Attachments 

1) 

2) 

HI15641

0
Wood frame   
Continuous
Concrete, Generic

N ELEV: individual rectangular opening (door not visible)

A small, side-gabled barn built ca. 1930s with sheet metal panels for exterior walls and roof. 
Used for storage for strawberry farm. Some windows have been boarded and/or covered w/ metal. 
Electrical post added to roof.

USDA historic aerial photos (PALMM)

Publication of Archival Library and Museum Materials (PALMM), accessible online at: 
http://palmm.fcla.edu/

This building is not a significant embodiment of type, period, or method of construction; and 
has no known historic associations.

 
 

  
  

All materials at one location Archaeological Consultants Inc
Files, Photos, Research, Document P21107A

Kyle Gaylor Archaeological Consultants Inc
8110 Blaikie Ct., Ste A/ Sarasota, FL/ aciflorida@comcast.net
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PHOTOGRAPHS 

 

 

 

 



Page 4  HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #  8HI15641 

 

 

 

  



Page 5  HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM Site #  8HI15641 

AERIAL MAP   
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USGS Plant City West 
Township 28 South, Range 21 East, Section 30 

 



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

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

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

HISTORY 

Construction Year: _________     approximately       year listed or earlier       year listed or later 
Original Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Current Use   __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Other Use      __________________________________________  From (year):____________ To (year):____________ 
Moves: yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Original address ___________________________________________________
Alterations:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Additions:   yes     no     unknown Date:  ____________  Nature   _________________________________________________________ 
Architect (last name first): _______________________________________  Builder (last name first): ______________________________________ 
Ownership History (especially original owner, dates, profession, etc.) 

Is the Resource Affected by a Local Preservation Ordinance?   yes    no    unknown    Describe ___________________________________ 

DESCRIPTION 
Style  __________________________________________  Exterior Plan  ________________________________ Number of Stories  _______ 
Exterior Fabric(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
Roof Type(s) 1._______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________
Roof Material(s)   1. _______________________________  2. ______________________________  3. _______________________________ 
 Roof secondary strucs. (dormers etc.) 1. ______________________________________  2. _______________________________________ 
Windows (types, materials, etc.) 

Distinguishing Architectural Features (exterior or interior ornaments) 

Ancillary Features / Outbuildings (record outbuildings, major landscape features; use continuation sheet if needed.) 

DHR USE ONLY      OFFICIAL EVALUATION          DHR USE ONLY 

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

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

  Florida Master Site File / Div. of Historical Resources / R. A. Gray Bldg / 500 S Bronough St., Tallahassee, FL  32399-0250 HR6E046R0 , effective 05/2016   
Rule 1A-46.001, F.A.C.             Phone 850.245.6440 / Fax  850.245.6439 / E-mail  SiteFile@dos.myflorida.com 
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Original
Update

HISTORICAL STRUCTURE FORM 
FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE 

Version 5.0    /1  

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

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

HI15642
2-20-2024
5-28-2024

Dukes Farm (Outbuilding)
McIntosh Road Ponds CRAS Addendum

12837 E US Highway 92

PLANT CITY WEST 1975
Dover Hillsborough

28S 21E 30
U-30-28-21-ZZZ-000003-79070.0

3 7 7 3 9 2 3 0 9 9 3 6 0

1915
Private Residence (House/Cottage/ 1915 UNK
Abandoned/Vacant UNK CURR
Storage building UNK CURR

Roofing, windows, siding, encl. porch
W ELEV

Deborah Jean Swindle and Brenda K. Dukes (2007); H.F. Dukes

Frame Vernacular Rectangular 1
Wood/Plywood Tar paper Metal
Gable Shed  
Sheet metal:3V crimp   

  

Awning, metal, single, 4-stacked; SHS, wood, single, 1/1; SHS, metal, single, 1/1; boarded up

Overhanging eaves with exposed rafter tails, faux-brick tar paper

Dukes Farm (8HI15639) building complex resource group: north-east private residence (8HI15640) 
and south-east small barn (8HI15641)
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DESCRIPTION (continued) 
Chimney: No.____  Chimney Material(s):  1. ___________________________    2. ____________________________  
Structural System(s): 1.  ____________________________   2.  ____________________________   3.  ____________________________ 
Foundation Type(s): 1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Foundation Material(s):  1.  ____________________________   2. ____________________________  
Main Entrance (stylistic details) 

Porch Descriptions (types, locations, roof types, etc.) 

Condition (overall resource condition):  excellent     good     fair     deteriorated     ruinous 
Narrative Description of Resource 

Archaeological Remains  __________________________________________________________________  Check if Archaeological Form Completed 

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

Bibliographic References (give FMSF manuscript # if relevant, use continuation sheet if needed) 

OPINION OF RESOURCE SIGNIFICANCE 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing individually?  yes no insufficient information 
Appears to meet the criteria for National Register listing as part of a district? yes no insufficient information 
Explanation of Evaluation (required, whether significant or not; use separate sheet if needed) 

Area(s) of Historical Significance (see National Register Bulletin 15, p. 8 for categories: e.g. “architecture”, “ethnic heritage”, “community planning & development”, etc.) 
1.___________________________________    3. ___________________________________    5. ___________________________________
2.___________________________________    4. ___________________________________    6. ___________________________________

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

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

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

 USGS 7.5’ MAP WITH STRUCTURE LOCATION CLEARLY INDICATED 
  LARGE SCALE STREET, PLAT OR PARCEL MAP 
  PHOTO OF MAIN FACADE, DIGITAL IMAGE FILE 

When submitting an image, it must be included in digital AND hard copy format (plain paper grayscale acceptable).  
Digital image must be at least 1600 x 1200 pixels, 24-bit color, jpeg or tiff. 

(available from most property appraiser web sites) Required 
Attachments 

1) 

2) 

HI15642

0
Wood frame   
Piers
Concrete Block

E ELEV: single door w/ metal storm door accessed by two concrete steps

E/ENTRANCE: enclosed, full width, beneath a shed roof  
W ELEV: open, partial width, beneath a shed roof w/ wood supports

A one-story Frame Vernacular building w/ at least one shed roof addition on the W ELEV. The 
building was originally a residence and now appears to be utilized as an outbuilding/storage 
for the strawberry farm.

USDA historic aerial photos (PALMM)

Publication of Archival Library and Museum Materials (PALMM), accessible online at: 
http://palmm.fcla.edu/

This building is not a significant embodiment of type, period, or method of construction; and 
has no known historic associations.

 
 

  
  

All materials at one location Archaeological Consultants Inc
Files, Photos, research, document P21107A

Kyle Gaylor Archaeological Consultants Inc
8110 Blaikie Ct., Ste A/ Sarasota, FL/ aciflorida@comcast.net
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PHOTOGRAPHS 
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AERIAL MAP   
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USGS Plant City West 
Township 28 South, Range 21 East, Section 30 
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Page 1       

Ent D (FMSF only) __________  Survey Log Sheet Survey # (FMSF only) ___________ 
Florida Master Site File 

Version 5.0   /1  

Consult Guide to the Survey Log Sheet for detailed instructions. 

Manuscript Information 

Survey Project (name and project phase) 

Report Title (exactly as on title page) 

Report Authors (as on title page) 1._______________________________    3. _____________________________
2._______________________________    4. _____________________________

Publication Year __________       Number of Pages in Report ( ot include site forms) ___________ 
Publication Information (Give series, number in series, publisher and city. For article or chapter, cite page numbers. Use the style of American Antiquity.) 

Supervisors of Fieldwork (even if same as author) Names _____________________________________________________ 
Affiliation of Fieldworkers:   Organization _____________________________________   City ______________________ 
Key Words/Phrases (Don’t use county name, or common words like archaeology, structure, survey, architecture, etc.) 
1. ___________________   3.___________________    5. ___________________   7.____________________
2. ___________________   4.___________________    6. ___________________   8.____________________

Survey Sponsors (corporation, government unit, organization, or person funding fieldwork)
Name. ____________________________________   Organization. ______________________________________ 

 Address/Phone/E-mail. __________________________________________________________________________ 
Recorder of Log Sheet _________________________________________      Date Log Sheet Completed ___________ 
 

Is this survey or project a continuation of a previous project?     q  No     q  Yes:    Previous survey #s (FMSF only) _______________ 

Project Area Mapping 

Counties (select every county in which field survey was done; attach additional sheet if necessary) 
1. ___________________________   3. ____________________________  5. ___________________________
2. ___________________________   4. ____________________________  6. ___________________________

USGS 1:24,000 Map Names/Year of Latest Revision (attach additional sheet if necessary) 
1. Name ____________________________  Year_____ 4. Name _____________________________ Year_____
2. Name ____________________________  Year_____ 5. Name _____________________________ Year_____
3. Name ____________________________  Year_____ 6. Name _____________________________ Year_____

Field Dates and Project Area Description 

Fieldwork Dates:  Start _________    End _ ________   Total Area Surveyed (fill in one) _____ _hectares   ______acres 
Number of Distinct Tracts or Areas Surveyed _________ 
If Corridor (fill in one for each)    Width:  ___ ___meters    ___ ___feet               Length:  __ ____kilometers     ____ __miles 

CRAS Tech Memo Preferred Pond Site McIntosh Road Improvements from South of US 92 to North of I-4, 
Hillsborough County

Cultural Resource Assessment Survey Technical Memo Preferred Stormwater Management Facilities (SMF) 
and Floodplain Compensation (FPC) Sites, McIntosh Road from South of US 92 to North of I-4 PD&E 
Study, Hillsborough County

ACI

2024 34

P21107A; ACI Florida, Sarasota

Lee Hutchinson

Archaeological Consultants Inc Sarasota

Plant City

Muck Pond Road

Gore Road

Antioch-McIntosh

Florida Dept of Transportation - District 7

11201 McKinley Dr, Tampa, FL 33612

Crystal Perrelli 5-21-2024

Hillsborough
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Page 2 Survey Log Sheet Survey #__________ 

Research and Field Methods 
Types of Survey (select all that apply): archaeological architectural historical/archival underwater 

damage assessment monitoring report other(describe):. _________________________ 
Scope/Intensity/Procedures  

Preliminary Methods (select as many as apply to the project as a whole) 
q  Florida Archives (Gray Building) q  library research- local public q  local property or tax records q  other historic maps 
q Florida Photo Archives (Gray Building) q library-special collection q newspaper files q  soils maps or data
q  Site File property search q  Public Lands Survey (maps at DEP) q  literature search q  windshield survey
q  Site File survey search q  local informant(s) q  Sanborn Insurance maps q  aerial photography

q  other (describe):. ______________________________________________________________________________ 

Archaeological Methods (select as many as apply to the project as a whole) 
q  Check here if NO archaeological methods were used.
q  surface collection, controlled q  shovel test-other screen size
q  surface collection, uncontrolled q  water screen
q  shovel test-1/4”screen q  posthole tests
q  shovel test-1/8” screen q  auger tests
q  shovel test 1/16”screen q  coring
q  shovel test-unscreened q  test excavation (at least 1x2 m) 

q block excavation (at least 2x2 m) 
q soil resistivity
q magnetometer
q side scan sonar
q 
q 

q  other (describe):. _______________________________________________________________________________

Historical/Architectural Methods (select as many as apply to the project as a whole) 
q  Check here if NO historical/architectural methods were used.
q  building permits q  demolition permits q  neighbor interview q  subdivision maps
q  commercial permits q  occupant interview q  tax records
q  interior documentation

q 
q local property records q  occupation permits q  unknown

q  other (describe):. _______________________________________________________________________________

Survey Results 

Resource Significance Evaluated?   q  Yes     q  No 
Count of Previously Recorded Resources____________           Count of Newly Recorded Resources____________ 
List Previously Recorded Site ID#s with Site File Forms Completed (attach additional pages if necessary) 

List Newly Recorded Site ID#s (attach additional pages if necessary) 

Site Forms Used:        q  Site File Paper Forms      q  Site File PDF Forms 

REQUIRED: Attach Map of Survey or Project Area Boundary 

SHPO USE ONLY               SHPO USE ONLY                SHPO USE ONLY 
Origin of Report: 872     Public Lands      UW   1A32 #   Academic     Contract       Avocational 

Grant Project #    Compliance Review:  CRAT # 
Type of Document:   Archaeological Survey       Historical/Architectural Survey        Marine Survey      Cell Tower CRAS      Monitoring Report 

  Overview     Excavation Report         Multi-Site Excavation Report        Structure Detailed Report        Library, Hist. or Archival Doc 
 MPS     MRA     TG     Other: 

Document Destination: ________________________ ____      Plotability: ___________________________________________ 

   

Background research, surface reconnaissance, subsurface testing systematically and judgmentally 
within APE; 74 shovel tests at 25m, 50m, and judgmental; 50 cm diameter, 1 m deep, 6.4 mm mesh 
screen; historic survey; photos taken; report prepared

0 6

HI15618, HI15621, HI15639, HI15640, HI15641, HI15642

Plottable Projects



Cultural Resource Assessment Survey Addendum 
Township 28 South, Range 21 East, Sections 19 and 30 
USGS Plant City West, 2021 
Hillsborough County, Florida 

McIntosh Road Preferred Ponds 
South of US 92 to north of I-4 
Hillsborough County, Florida 
FPID No: 447157-1-32-01 
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