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 iii Executive Summary 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
This addendum presents the findings of a Phase I cultural resource assessment survey (CRAS) 
conducted in support the lengthening of southbound on-ramps from State Road (SR) 56 to 
Interstate 75 (I-75) in Hillsborough County, Florida. The Florida Department of Transportation 
(FDOT), District 7, is proposing improvements to southbound operations between the I-75/SR 56 
interchanges in Hillsborough County, Florida. The current project area serves as an addendum to 
the 2021 SEARCH survey titled SR 56 Southbound C-D Road/Ramps to I-75/I-275 Project 
Development & Environment (PD&E) Study, Final Cultural Resources Assessment Survey, 
Hillsborough and Pasco Counties, Florida (Florida Master Site File [FMSF] Survey No. TBD). This 
project is federally funded. 
 
The current study addresses proposed changes to the southbound on-ramps that have been 
added since completion of the original CRAS (SEARCH 2021). These changes include widening the 
proposed on-ramp and lengthening the proposed ramp by approximately 1.22 km (0.76 mi). The 
current survey is limited to the section of I-75 where these changes have been proposed. In 
keeping with the 2021 survey, the area of potential effects (APE) defined for this project includes 
the existing and proposed right-of-way where ramps will be located. The archaeological survey 
was conducted within the existing and proposed right-of-way where ramps will be located. No 
buffer was included because no historic resources are present within 328 ft (100 m) of the right-
of-way. 
 
The current archaeological survey included the excavation of 32 shovel tests within the 
preexisting and proposed right-of-way. No new archaeological resources were recorded during 
the current survey. One shovel test was positive for flake fragments within the Cypress Creek site 
(8HI00471) boundary in the northern portion of the APE. No additional artifacts were found 
during pedestrian survey or recovered by delineating shovel tests, and tests displayed heavy 
disturbance from roadway construction and buried utilities. The portion of this archaeological 
site that is within the current project APE does not meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP and 
is recommended ineligible. No further archaeological survey is recommended for the I-75 at SR 
56 project. 
 
No historic resources are located within the I-75 at SR 56 APE and no architectural history survey 
was conducted. 
 
No NRHP-eligible or -listed resources were identified within the I-75 at SR 56 APE. In SEARCH’s 
opinion, the proposed construction will have no effect on any historic properties. No further work 
is recommended. 
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 1 Introduction 

INTRODUCTION 
 
This report details the results of a Cultural Resource Assessment Survey (CRAS) in support of the 
lengthening of southbound on-ramps from State Road (SR) 56 to Interstate 75 (I-75) in 
Hillsborough County, Florida (Figure 1). The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), 
District 7, is proposing improvements to southbound operations between the I-75/SR 56 
interchanges in Hillsborough County, Florida. The current project area serves as an addendum to 
the 2021 SEARCH survey titled SR 56 Southbound C-D Road/Ramps to I-75/I-275 Project 
Development & Environment (PD&E) Study, Final Cultural Resources Assessment Survey, 
Hillsborough and Pasco Counties, Florida (Florida Master Site File [FMSF] Survey No. TBD). This 
project is federally funded. 
 
The current study addresses proposed changes to the southbound on-ramps that have been 
added since completion of the original CRAS (SEARCH 2021). These changes include widening the 
proposed on-ramp and lengthening the proposed ramp by approximately 1.22 km (0.76 mi). The 
current survey is limited to the section of I-75 where these changes have been proposed. In 
keeping with the 2021 survey, the area of potential effects (APE) defined for this project includes 
the existing and proposed right-of-way where ramps will be located (Figure 2). The archaeological 
survey was conducted within the existing and proposed right-of-way where ramps will be 
located. No buffer was included because no historic resources are present within 328 ft (100 m) 
of the right-of-way. 
 
The discussions of regional precontact and postcontact history, historic map and aerial review, 
research design, CLG consultation, and field and laboratory methods provided in the previous 
report applies to the current CRAS and are not repeated in this report. 
 
The purpose of the survey was to locate, identify, and bound archaeological resources, historic 
buildings and structures, and potential districts within the project’s APE and assess their potential 
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). This study was conducted to comply 
with Public Law 113-287 (Title 54 U.S.C.), which incorporates the provisions of the National 
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended, and the Archeological and Historic 
Preservation Act of 1979, as amended. The study also meets the regulations for implementing 
NHPA Section 106 found in 36 CFR Part 800 (Protection of Historic Properties). This study also 
complies with Chapter 267 of the Florida Statutes and Rule Chapter 1A-46, Florida Administrative 
Code. All work was performed in accordance with Part 2, Chapter 8 of the FDOT’s Project 
Development & Environment (PD&E) Manual (revised January 2019) and the Florida Division of 
Historical Resources’ (FDHR) recommendations for such projects as stipulated in the FDHR’s 
Cultural Resource Management Standards & Operations Manual, Module Three: Guidelines for 
Use by Historic Preservation Professionals. The principal investigator for this project meets the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation (48 
FR 44716-42). 
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Jessica Fish, MSt, RPA, served as the Principal Investigator for this project. The report was written 
by Ms. Fish and Drew Kinchen, BA. The fieldwork was conducted by Tyler Kolyno, BA, and Simona 
Perego, BA. Kathy Furgerson, MA, RPA, conducted the quality control review, and Charles Sterchi, 
MFA, and Ali Sundook, BA, edited and produced the document. 
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Figure 1. Location of the I-75 at SR 56 Addendum APE in Hillsborough County, Florida. 
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Figure 2. The I-75 at SR 56 Addendum archaeological APE in Hillsborough County, Florida. 
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ENVIRONMENT AND MODERN CONDITIONS 
 
The I-75 at SR 56 Addendum APE is adjacent to the I-75 corridor and consists of a heavily modified 
landscape bordered by a mostly undeveloped, wooded area in Hillsborough County, Florida. The 
project area is an approximately 1.22-km (0.76-mi) corridor on the west side of I-75, south of the 
Hillsborough and Pasco County line. The project is in Sections 3 and 10 of Township 27 South, 
Range 19 East, found on Lutz, FL, (2021) USGS 7.5’ Quadrangle map. Geologically, the I-75 at SR 
56 APE is within the Hillsborough Valley physiographic province, which is a part of the larger Ocala 
Uplift District. This region consists of an erosional basin that is the watershed of the Hillsborough 
River (Brooks 1981). Elevations within the APE are approximately 35–80 ft (10.7–24.4 m) above 
mean sea level (amsl). Soils within the APE are primarily poorly drained Myakka, Winder, and 
Immokalee fine sands and very poorly drained Basinger depressional soils, with smaller amounts 
of poorly drained Zolfo fine sands (Figure 3). The corridor is adjacent to Cypress Creek, which 
flows southerly into the Hillsborough River, the Hillsborough Bay, the Tampa Bay, and eventually 
the Gulf of Mexico. 
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Figure 3. Soil drainage in the I-75 at SR 56 archaeological APE. 
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FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE REVIEW 
 
A review of the FMSF database (updated July 2022) indicates that seven previous surveys have 
been conducted within the I-75 at SR 56 Addendum APE (Table 1). The previous study of I-75 at 
SR 56, for which the current study serves as an addendum, is not listed on the FMSF yet, but is 
included as an eighth survey in Table 1 and Figure 4. 
 
FMSF Survey No. 2534 was a desktop review conducted by Piper Archaeological Research, Inc. in 
1990 for a proposed transmission line (Piper Archaeological Research, Inc. 1990). That report 
examined a 1.6-kilometer (1.0-mile) -wide corridor which included the current APE but did not 
include any archaeological or historic resource survey which would meet current Module Three 
standards. 
 
FMSF Survey No. 4725 was conducted in 1996 by HDR Engineering (Wharton and Burger 1996). 
The eastern terminus of the access road surveyed by this report overlaps the western edge of 
the current APE. No Module Three-compliant archaeological or historic resource survey was 
conducted within the current APE as part of that study. 
 
FMSF Survey No. 5409 was a county-wide planning study for architectural resources conducted 
by Hillsborough County in 1998 (Folce et al. 1998). That survey did not identify any cultural 
resources within the current APE. 
 
FMSF Survey No. 9198 was a CRAS conducted by Archaeological Consultants, Inc. (ACI), in 2003 
consisting of systematic archaeological testing within a 13.9-m (22.4-km) section of I-75, 
overlapping the current APE (Deming et al., 2003). Proposed pond locations and 28 previously 
recorded archaeological sites were also surveyed, including site 8HI00471, which is within the 
current project area. 
 
FMSF Survey Nos. 16532 and 16938 were conducted by R. Christopher Goodwin and Associates, 
Inc., in 2009 and 2010 for a proposed gas transmission line running along the west side of the 
current APE (Coughlin et al. 2009; Coughlin et al. 2010). Although systematic shovel testing was 
conducted as part of those survey, it is how much of this included the current APE. Those surveys 
did not record any cultural resources within the current APE. 
 
FMSF Survey No. 16609 was a CRAS and archaeological inventory conducted by Goodwin and 
Associates, Inc. (RCG&A), in 2008 in support of three pipeline loops in Suwannee, Gilchrist, Levy, 
Citrus, Hernando, Pasco, Hillsborough, and Manatee Counties, Florida (Goodwin et al., 2009). 
This survey overlaps the entirety of the current APE along the western side of I-75. Survey 
methods included systematic shovel testing and pedestrian survey and resulted in the recording 
of 12 archaeological sites, including site 8HI11454, which is adjacent to the current APE but not 
within the APE limits. Survey maps, including excavated shovel test locations, were not provided 
for this report; therefore, the locations of subsurface archaeological testing completed for this 
survey are unclear.  
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Procedures to Deal with Unexpected Discoveries  
 
Every reasonable effort has been made during this investigation to identify and evaluate possible 
locations of precontact and historic archaeological sites; however, the possibility exists that 
evidence of cultural resources may yet be encountered within the project limits. Should evidence 
of unrecorded cultural resources be discovered during construction activities, all work in that 
portion of the project area must stop. Evidence of cultural resources includes precontact Native 
American or historic pottery, precontact stone tools, bone or shell tools, historic trash pits, and 
historic building foundations. Should questionable materials be uncovered during the excavation 
of the project area, representatives of FDOT, District 7, will assist in the identification and 
preliminary assessment of the materials. If such evidence is found, the FDHR will be notified 
within two working days. 
 
In the unlikely event that human skeletal remains or associated burial artifacts are uncovered 
within the project area, all work in that area must stop. The FDOT, District 7, cultural resources 
coordinator must be contacted. The discovery must be reported to local law enforcement, who 
will in turn contact the medical examiner. The medical examiner will determine whether the state 
archaeologist should be contacted per the requirements of Chapter 872.05, Florida Statutes. 
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SURVEY RESULTS 
 
ARCHAEOLOGY RESULTS 
 
The I-75 at SR 56 Addendum APE consists of a heavily modified interstate corridor bordered by a 
mostly undeveloped, wooded area in Hillsborough County, Florida. The APE consists of sloped 
berms adjacent to the interstate with buried utilities (Figure 5). In total, 32 shovel tests were 
excavated within the I-75 at SR 56 Addendum APE, 31 of which were negative for cultural material 
(Figure 6). One positive shovel test was excavated in the northern portion of the APE, 
approximately 164 ft (50 m) south of the creek and within the Cypress Creek site (8HI00471) 
boundary. This site is discussed in greater detail below. Three shovel tests were recorded as no-
digs due to buried utilities and flooded areas adjacent to Cypress Creek. The fieldwork results of 
the survey are shown in Figure 6. 
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Figure 5. Representative views of I-75 at SR 56 APE. Top left: View north at in the southern portion of the 
project area; Top right: Environmental conditions with fence line bordering APE near middle of APE, view 

west; Center left: View east of drainage grate with buried utilities adjacent to I-75 near middle of APE.; 
Center right: View southwest of Cypress Creek in northern portion of the APE; Bottom left: View west of 

buried utilities adjacent to the APE in the southern portion of the project area; Bottom right: Overview of the 
APE near southern end of APE, view south. 
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Archaeological testing within the I-75 at SR 56 
Addendum APE presented disturbed soils associated 
with buried utilities and roadway construction of the 
area. A typical soil profile consisted of dark gray (10 
YR 4/1) sand from 0–45 cmbs (0–17 in) above light 
gray (10 YR 7/2) clay from 45–75 cmbs (17–30 inches) 
(Figure 7). Shovel tests often terminated due to 
extreme compaction from disturbance. Natural soils 
were not observed, and gravel and construction fill 
were present in several tests. 
 
The field specimen log with artifact analysis is 
provided in Attachment 1, and the FMSF resource 
form is provided in Attachment 2. No additional 
artifacts were found during pedestrian survey or 
recovered by any of the other shovel tests. No new 
archaeological resources were recorded during this 
survey. No further archaeological survey is 
recommended for I-75 at SR 56 Addendum project. 
The FMSF survey log sheet is included in 
Attachment 3 and marked field maps are included in 
Attachment 4. 
 
Previously Recorded Sites 
 
8HI00471, Cypress Creek Site 
 
Location: West side of I-75, on the southern bank of the Cypress Creek, Section 3 of Township 27 
South Range 19 East 
Setting: Located in portion of maintained right-of-way of I-75 with gently sloping modified 
landscape with berm leading to bridge over Cypress Creek (Figure 8) 
Soils: Myakka fine sand, poorly drained, 0–2 percent slopes; Zolfo fine sand, somewhat poorly 
drained, 0–2 percent slopes 
Survey Methods: 25-m (82-ft) interval shovel testing with 12.5-m (41-ft) interval delineation 
shovel testing in cardinal directions within the APE 
Site Type: low-density precontact scatter 
Site Size: 0.8 ac (0.33 ha) portion of site within the I-75 at SR 56 Addendum APE,  
Depth of Deposits: 90–100 cmbs (35–43 in) 
Chronology: Unspecified precontact (current survey) 
Artifacts: One silicified coral flake fragment, three coastal plain chert flake fragments (total 
artifact count = 4) 
 
Comments: According to the FMSF review, the 8HI00471 site boundary overlaps with a 0.8-ac  
 

Figure 7. Representative soil profile within the 
I-75 at SR 56 Addendum APE. 
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(0.33-ha) section of the I-75 at SR 56 Addendum APE in the northern section of the project 
corridor (Figure 9). Modern conditions of the Cypress Creek Site consist of a gentle western slope 
into a low-lying area with palmettos, pines, and brush. Buried utilities bisect 8HI00471 running 
north–south in the western portion of the site, and the eastern portion of the site is beneath the 
paved I-75 corridor. The landscape appeared heavily modified by roadway construction and 
shovel tests within the site presented varying stratigraphy, indicative of modern disturbance. 
Though the site was recommended as eligible for NRHP listing by the SHPO in 1979, information 
provided by previous surveys (Athens et al. 1994; Deming et al. 1998; and Goodwin et al. 2008) 
was unclear about the site location and where testing within the site had been completed. Due 
to the uncertainty of the site location and boundary, high-probability shovel testing was 
conducted in this section of the APE as part of the current survey to verify the presence or 
absence of the site within the APE. 
 
  

Figure 8. Overview photo of 8HI471, the Cypress Creek Site, view west. 
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Six shovel tests were excavated within the site 
boundary, and five shovel tests were negative for 
cultural materials. The one positive shovel test (ST 4) 
presented a soil profile consisting of light gray (10 YR 
7/2) sand from 0–40 cmbs (0–16 in) above gray (10 
YR 6/1) sand from 40–110 cmbs (16–43 in) 
(Figure 10). Artifacts recovered from this shovel test 
consisted of 1 silicified coral flake fragment from 90–
100 cmbs (35–39 in), and 3 coastal plain chert flake 
fragments from 100–110 cmbs (39–43 in) 
(Attachment 1). The positive shovel test was 
delineated to the north and south at 12.5- and 25-m 
(41- and 82-ft) intervals. All delineating shovel tests 
were negative for cultural materials. Delineating 
shovel tests were unable to be excavated to the east 
due to the I-75 roadway, and to the west due to 
buried utilities (see Figure 9). 
 
Evaluation: Given the small number of artifacts 
collected within the APE, the ubiquitous and 
unremarkable nature of the assemblage and the 
absence of dense cultural deposits or features, the 
portion of 8HI00471 within the current APE does not 
appear to retain the characteristics which led SHPO 
to recommend it eligible for listing in 1979. As such, 
8HI00471, as expressed within the current APE, does 
not retain eligibility for listing on the NRHP and is 
recommended ineligible. However, due to the limits of the APE, there is insufficient information 
to determine overall NRHP eligibility for the portions of the Cypress Creek site that remain 
outside of the current project area. No further work is recommended. 
 
ARCHITECTURAL HISTORY RESULTS 
 
No historic structures are located within the I-75 at SR 56 APE, and no historic resource survey 
was conducted. 

Figure 10. Soil profile of positive shovel test ST 
4 located in site 8HI00471. 
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CONCLUSIONS 
 
This technical memorandum details the results of a CRAS in support of the lengthening of 
southbound on-ramps from SR 56 to I-75 in Hillsborough County, Florida. This technical 
memorandum serves as an addendum to the previous CRAS report SEARCH completed in support 
of the I-75 at SR 56 PD&E study in 2021. 
 
The current archaeological survey included the excavation of 32 shovel tests within the 
preexisting and proposed right-of-way. No new archaeological resources were recorded during 
the current survey. One shovel test was positive for flake fragments within the Cypress Creek site 
(8HI00471) boundary in the northern portion of the APE. No additional artifacts were found 
during pedestrian survey or recovered by delineating shovel tests, and tests displayed heavy 
disturbance from roadway construction and buried utilities. The portion of this archaeological 
site that is within the current project APE does not meet the criteria for listing in the NRHP and 
is recommended ineligible. No further archaeological survey is recommended for the I-75 at SR 
56 Addendum project. 
 
No historic resources are located within the I-75 at SR 56 APE, and no architectural history survey 
was conducted. 
 
No NRHP-eligible or -listed resources were identified within the I-75 at SR 56 Addendum APE. In 
SEARCH’s opinion, the proposed construction will not affect any historic properties. No further 
work is recommended. 
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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 I-75 at SR 56 Update Hillsborough County Florida

Technical Memorandum Cultural Resource Assessment Survey I-75 at SR 56 Update, Hillsborough County, 
Florida

Fish, Jessica

Kinchen, Drew

2022 26

Report on file at SEARCH, Newberry, Florida

Boyd, Varna

Southeastern Archaeological Research Orlando

I-75

SR 56

Florida Dept of Transportation - District 7

11201 N. Malcolm McKinley Drive Tampa, FL 33612

Kinchen, Drew 6-21-2022

Hillsborough

 

 

 

 

 

LUTZ 2021

 

 

 

 

 

6-1-2022 6-3-2022

1

30 1.22





 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENT 4: 
 

MARKED FIELD MAPS 












