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SURVLEY REPORT
GDOT PROJECT IMNH0-0285-01(352), DEKALB COUNTY
P.L #713300

HP #110201-001

The proposed project was field surveyed for historic properties in compliance with Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and amendments thereto. The survey
boundary and methodology were established using the GDOT/FHWA Cultural Resources Survey
Guidelines. These guidelines were established as a result of past interaction with the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and his staff and were agreed upon by the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) and the SHPO.

This project provides for the reconstruction of the I-285/Bouldercrest Road interchange and
includes braided ramps between the 1-675/1-285 interchange and the I-285/Bouldercrest Road

interchange. On Bouldercrest Road, the project extends north from just north of the South River .

to just west of the Bouldercrest Lane/Bouldercrest Road intersection. On 1-285, the project
extends from the I-675 southbound exit ramps to just east of Sugar Creek. Existing right-of-way
(ROW) is 60-100-ft. on Bouldercrest Road and 300-ft. on I-285. Proposed ROW would be a’
maximum of 180-ft. on Bouldercrest Road and 300-1550-ft, on 1-285.

The area of potential effects (APE), as defined in 36 CFR 800.16(d), is the geographic area or
areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause changes in the character or
use of historic properties if any such properties exist. Based on the nature and the scope of the
undertaking, the guidance in the GDOT/FHWA Cultural Resources Survey Guidelines and past
experience with similar projects, the Department has evaluated and defined the APE for this
proposed project. Because of the nature and scope of the undertaking, the area of potential direct
effects consists of the project view shed and the proposed right-of-way of the proposed project,
within which all construction and ground disturbing activity would be confined (refer to attached
graphic). No potential for indirect effects is anticipated by implementation of the proposed
project.

The review of existing information on previously identified historic properties revealed that no
National Register listed propetties, proposed National Register nominations, National Historic
Landmarks, or bridges determined eligible for inclusion in the National Register in the updated
Georgia Historic Bridge Survey (GHBS) were identified within the proposed project's APE. In
addition, no properties 50 years old or older were identified within the proposed project's APE in
any of the DNR DeKalb County surveys.

A total of three additional properties 50 years of age or older not identified in the DNR survey
were identified within the proposed project's APE during the field survey (see attached location
map). These properties are Property 1 (constructed 1960, ranch-type house), Property 2
{constructed 1960, ranch-type house), and Property 3 (developed ca. 1923-1963, dairy farm).




In addition to the Georgia SHPO, other potential consulting parties were identified based on the
nature of the undertaking and the guidance in the GDOT/FHWA Cultural Resources Survey
Guidelines. The other potential consulting parties invited to participate in the Section 106
process were the Atlanta Regional Commission, DeKalb History Center, and the DeKalb County
Commission. The consulting parties were informed of our efforts to identify historic properties
by consulting existing information and the results of those efforts and asked to provide
information on any unidentified National Register listed or eligible properties within the
project’s APE by a Notification dated February 1, 2011 (see Notification in Appendix). A
response was received from the Georgia SHPO to the Department's invitation to become a
consulting party in the Section 106 process.

For each property 50 years old or older identified within the APE, a Property Information Form
with attached photographs has been prepared. The Criteria of Eligibility was applied to each
property and a recommendation regarding National Register eligibility has been made.

Of the three properties 50 years old or older that wete surveyed and to which the Criteria of
Eligibility was applied, none have been recommended eligible for inclusion in the National
Register of Historic Places,
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PROPERTY INFORMATION FORM

Property Identification: Property 1 is identified as such in the field notes and on the project
location map. This property was not identified in any of the five DNR DeKalb County Sutrveys
conducted between 1976 and 2006.

Location: The property is located at 2480 Bouldercrest Road (refer to project location map),

Date(s) of Development: According to the tax assessor’s record, Property | was constructed in
1960, The property has been developed for commercial use in recent years; much of the
remaining lawn has been paved for parking. The integrated carport is currently in the process of
being enclosed, and a handicapped-accessible ramp has been added to the main entry porch. A
large room has also been added to the north elevation,

Description: Property 1 is an example of a linear-with-clusters sub-type of the ranch house type
(see attached photographs). The building has an overall T-shape with slight projections at the
north and south elevations. A large carpott accounts for the northern one-third of the overall
building. The exterior walls are clad with a brick veneer. The building features a hipped roof
with asphalt roll rooting; wide, overhanging boxed eaves; and a variety of window types set
close to the roofline. '

The main (south) elevation features a carport with projecting hipped roofline; a recessed, open
porch with decorative supports and handrails, main entry, and large tripartite window (a row of
three wood frame 2/2 double-hung sash windows); and three wood frame 2/2 double-hung sash
windows. The windows and decorative porch supports are original, but the paneled front door
appears to be a non-historic addition. A wooden ramp has been added to the eastern end of the
porch. The carport has been partially enclosed along the east wall. The original carport wall
appears to have featured open brick piers; these have since been enclosed and two wood frame
2/2 double-hung sash windows have been relocated from elsewhere on the building (possibly
from the addition at the north elevation). It is common for ranch houses of this type to have
porches that open to the carport; this was probably the case for this building, but unfinished
construction in this area suggests a recent attempt to enclose the carport and convert it into a
garage (possibly with a door leading to the front porch). The two doors along the east wall in the
carport include an original, wood-paneled door and a non-historic replacement. The west
elevation features two wood frame 2/2 double-hung sash windows of differing heights.

The north elevation is divided by a central projecting wing and a bead-boatd clad addition at the
eastern end, This elevation features a variety of window types, including 2/2 wood-frame, paired
2/2 wood frame, and a paired, 1/1 aluminum frame jalousie window; an additional window has
been enclosed with an air-conditioning unit.

The east elevation features three windows, including two relocated to the carport’s west wall
(possibly from the north elevation) and a boarded opening set at the roofline. Most of the original
windows (wood frame 2/2 double-hung sash), here and in general, appear to be intact.



The driveway alignment and paved walk to the front stoop are most likely elements of the
original design. The remainder of the once residential lawn space has been paved and converted
for parking. The immediate setting includes foundational plantings and several large shade trees
along the periphery. The northern half of the property has chain link fencing. The larger setting
consists of predominantly non-historic residential and commercial development (i.e. gas stations
and fast food restaurants); a ranch-type house to the west appears to be the only contemporary
building in sight. '

There ate two outbuildings north of the principal building: a non-historic metal shed and brick
storage structure. The brick structure is front-gabled with a collapsed asphalt shingle roof and
wood frame construction visible in the interior. It has two entries through the south elevation
(one pedestrian and the other resembles a narrow garage-type opening or possibly vertical
hanging doors), a boarded window at the west elevation, and a wood frame 2/2 double-hung sash
window at the north elevation. The materials (window, roofing, and brick) all closely resemble
the principal building. This structure appears to be contemporaneous.

National Register Recommendation: The property is considered Not Eligible for inclusion in
the National Register of Historic Places.

National Register Criteria and Level of Significance: Property 1 was evaluated for eligibility
for listing in the National Register using the National Register Criteria for Evaluation as outlined
in 36 CER Part 60.4. There are no known associations with events that have made a significant
contribution to the broad patterns of our history. There are no known associations with
individuals whose specific contributions to history can be identified and documented with this
property. No associations were indicated or suggested as a result of background research on the
project area, in any response to the Department's early consultation correspondence received
from consulting parties or in an interview with the current owners or occupants of the property.
Therefore, there was no basis for evaluating the property under Criteria A or B. Also, there are
no indications that the property is likely to yield information on important research questions in
history or prehistory. This property does not appear to have the potential to be the principal
source of important information. Therefore, there was no basis for evaluating the property under
Criterion D.

Property 1 was evaluated under Criterion C and does not appear to possess significance in the
area of architecture. The building features a linear plan (long and low) with red brick walls and a
hipped roof; variety of window types and sizes (including a large tripartite window on the street-
facing elevation) that are all near the roofline; a large open carport; and an open veranda with
decorative metal supports at the main elevation. The building has sustained losses and
alterations, including the replacement of the front door and one of the two carport doors; partial
enclosute of the carport and relocation of original windows to the east wall; and an addition to
the notth elevation. The surrounding landscape has lost a key characteristic of ranch house
architecture by converting the grassy lawn to paved parking. Collectively, these alterations to the
main building and landscape diminish the historic appearance of this property and its ability to
convey a strong association with ranch house architecture. The property is no longer a good
representative example of the distinctly residential architectural form. Therefore, Property 1 is
not considered eligible for inclusion in the National Register.



Integrity: Propetty 1 has been determined to possess integrity in the areas of location, materials,
and workmanship. The building has not been moved. Despite a number of alterations to this
building (i.e. replacement of doors, expansion to the north elevation, and alterations to the
carport), it possesses enough of the original materials and architectusal features to convey certain
material attributes of the historic appearance. The alterations are substantial, but the original
construction is sufficiently intact to convey the workmanship that went into its construction.

Property 1 has been determined not to possess integrity in the areas of design, setting, feeling,
and association. Alterations to the carport, east elevation and north elevation are significant
departures from the original design. The pavement of lawn space in addition to surrounding
development has substantially altered the historic setting of this resource and diminished feeling.
The building still closely resembles a ranch-type house, but the larger property and its
surroundings have lost that connection with the historic environment. Similarly, these alterations
have obscured any association between this property and ranch house architecture, Thete are also
no known associations between the property and any other events or persons that could be
deemed historically significant.

Proposed Boundary (Justification and Description): N/A

UTM Coordinates: 7.5 Minute Series Topographic Map. Atlanta SE Quadrangle Zone 16
Easting 749144.37 Northing 3730941.87.

Prepared: Completed pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.4(c) in compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act for GDOT Project IMNHO0-0285-01(352), PI#713300,
DeKalb County by:

Matthew Kear

Historian

Georgia Department of Transportation
Office of Environmental Services

One Georgia Center

600 West Peachtree Street, NW, 16" Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

(404) 631-1468



Property 1, DeKalb County
P.I #713300

Photo 1: Front (south) elevation; looking north.



Property 1, DeKalb County
P.I. #713300

Photo 2: West elevation; looking northeast.

Photo 3: Rear (north) elevation; looking southeast.



Property 1, DeKalb County
P.L #713300

Photo 4: Rear (north) elvation; 100ig southwest.

"Photo 5: East elevation ; loomg northwest.




Property 1, DeKalb County
P.I. #713300

Photo 7: Carport openin to porch (detail) at south elevation; lboking northwest.



Property 1, DeKalb County
P.I #713300

Photo 8: Front yard setting; looking south.

. oto 9; Right-of-way; looking east,




Property 1, DeKalb County
P.1 #713300

Photo 11: Aluminum outbildlg; loog northwest.



Property 1, DeKalb County
P.I. #713300

Photo 12: Brick outbuilding; looking northeast.



PROPERTY INFORMATION FORM

Property Identification: Property 2 is identified as such in the field notes and on the project
location map. This property was not identified in any of the five DNR DeKalb County Surveys

conducted between 1976 and 2006.

Location: The property is located at 2472 Bouldercrest Road (refer to project location map).

Date(s) of Development: According to the tax assessor’s record, Property 2 was constructed in
1960. Beyond the replacement of doors and superficial alterations, such as the installation of
burglar bars on the windows, there have been no recognizable alterations to the resoutce.

Deseription: Property 2 is an example of the compact subtype of the ranch house type. The
building features brick walls; a rectangular plan with low-hipped roof and irregular roofline; a
variety of windows set at the roofline; concrete slab porch at the street-facing elevation; and an
integrated carport. The main (south) elevation features an open carport; a porch with side access
from the driveway, featuring an unobstructed front door (non-historic paneled), a multi-glazed
tripartite picture window, and decorative porch supports; and two paired, wood frame 6/6
double-hung sash windows. The west elevation features two wood frame 6/6 double-hung sash
windows. The north elevation features a variety of window types, including wood frame 6/6
double-hung sash (occurring individually or in pairs and at varying heights) and one wood frame
8/8 double-hung sash. The eastern end projects slightly in the area of the carport where the utility
room is located. The cast elevation is comprised of the carport and utility room. The carport
features decorative metal roof supports; a wood frame 8/8 double-hung sash window; two
paneled doors (info the house and utility room — neither are original); and decorative extension of
the ceiling paneling along the interior roofline. All of the original windows appear to be intact,

but the doors have been replaced.

The immediate setting is grassy lawn with an immature cedar growing in the front yard and a
number of larger trees growing along the property line in the back yard. A continuous row of
foundational plantings exists along the south, west, and north foundations. The backyard is
enclosed within a chain link fence. Commercial development along Bouldercrest Road has
obscured the historic sefting.

National Register Recommendation: The property is considered Not Lligible for inclusion in
the National Register of Historic Places.

National Register Criteria and Level of Significance: Property 2 was evaluated for eligibility
for listing in the National Register using the National Register Criteria for Evaluation as outlined
in 36 CFR Part 60.4. There are no known associations with events that have made a significant
contribution to the broad patterns of our history. There are no known associations with
individuals whose specific contributions to history can be identified and documented with this
property. No associations were indicated or suggested as a result of background research on the
project area or in any response to the Department's early consultation correspondence received
from consulting parties. Therefore, there was no basis for evaluating the property under Criteria
A or B. Also, there are no indications that the property is likely to yield information on




important research questions in history or prehistory. This property does not appear to have the
potential to be the principal source of important information. Therefore, there was no basis for
evaluating the property under Criterion D.

Property 2 was evaluated under Criterion C and does not appeat to possess significance in the
area of architecture. The building possesses characteristics of ranch house architecture; it has an
open floor plan, a variety of window sizes set close to the roofline, an un-obscured entry set
within an integrated front porch, a prominent picture window on the street-facing elevation, and
an integrated carport. Nevertheless, the house has lost the original doors, lacks a chimney, and
does not reflect the characteristic long and low massing or the integration of interior and exterior
space of ranch house architecture. For this reason, Property 2 is neither a distinctive nor a good
and representative example of the ranch house type. Therefore, Property 2 is not considered
eligible for inclusion in the National Register.

Integrity: Property 2 has been determined to possess integrity in the areas of location, materials,
design, and workmanship. The building has not been moved. Despite losing the original doors,
the building appears to retain most of the original material and the design has not been
significantly altered. Given the limited alterations, the building retains integrity of workmanship

as well.

Property 2 has not been determined to possess integrity in the areas of setting, feeling and
association. The immediate setting of the property features a grassy lawn with foundational
plantings and a number of large trees; the setting is characteristic of ranch house landscapes, but
is greatly diminished by non-historic commercial development along Bouldercrest Road. While
the immediate setting remains intact, the development along Boundercrest Road and the
sutrounding properties has diminished the historic feeling of this property. Property 2 was
constructed following ranch house principles of design but lacks key attributes (i.e. long and low.
massing, slab chimney, incorporation of interior and exterior space into the design) to maintain a
clear association with ranch house architecture,

Proposed Boundary (Justification and Deseription): N/A

UTM Coordinates: 7.5 Minute Series Topographic Map. Atlanta SE Quadrangle Zone 16
Easting 749115.59 Northing 3730939.94.

Prepared: Completed pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.4(c) in compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act for GDOT Project IMNHO0-0285-01(352), PI#713300,
DeKalb County by:

Matthew Kear

Historian

Georgia Department of Transportation

Office of Environmental Services

One Georgia Center

600 West Peachtree Street, NW, 16™ Floor

Atlanta, Georgia 30308

(404) 631-1468



Property 2, DeKalb County
P.I #713300

. :
ing northwest.

Photo 1: Front (south) elevation; look




Property 2, DeKalb County
P.1. #713300

Photo 2: West elevation; looking northeast.

Photo 3: Rear (nlh) clevation; loi southeast.



Property 2, DeKalb County
P.L#713300

Photo 5: East elevation; looking west.



Property 2, DeKalb County
P.L #713300

Photo 7: Front yard setting; Eooing southwest.



Property 2, DeKalb County
P.1. #713300

Photo 8: Rht-of-way; ooking east.

Photo 9: ight-of~way; lookilg west.



PROPERTY INFORMATION FORM

Property Identification: Property 3 is also identified as such in the field notes and on the
project location map, This property was not identified in any of the five DNR DeKalb County
Surveys conducted between 1976 and 2006,

Location: The property is located within a densely wooded tract of land northwest of [-285 and
south of Constitution Road (refer to project location map). The property is located near the
terminus of International Park Drive Southeast, where it ends in a cul-de-sac and continues
across the South River as a sunken and overgrown roadbed into the woods. This roadbed is the
northern remnant of West Side Place, which remains intact south of I-285.

Date(s) of Development: In 1926, Samuel Ernest Smith purchased a large tract of farmland
along West Side Place, near the town of Constitution in DeKalb County; the propetty was
previously known as the Redmon Place. The total acreage of the property at this time is not
known but consisted of approximately 638 acres by the 1960s. The property, which was home to
an earlier farm, became home to SE Smith Dairy. When S.E. Smith acquired the land, there were
already three buildings in place: a large, shotgun farmhouse (B4); sleeping barn (B6); and a
second barn (E) on the western side of West Side Place (opposite the other two buildings). S.E.
Smith, his wife Lula Mae, and their four sons, lived together in the old farmhouse. By the
family’s account, the two-room farmhouse was built sometime in the 1870s.

The property was divided by South River, which ran across the center of the property, and a
spring-fed stream to the south of the farm. Smith donated a small portion of his land along
Constitution Road for Bouldercrest Elementary (which remains, but has been converted for use
by an insulation company in recent years).

During the 1920s and 1930s, S.E. Smith constructed four tenant houses (A, B, Bl, and B2} and a.
large craftsman farmhouse (B3) on the property. Smith’s family recounts the popularity of farms
in this area with tenant workers, who enjoyed the proximity to Grady Hospital, which offered
free healthcare. S.E. Smith’s farmhouse was completed in 1939. The cross-gabled ciaftsman
coltage featured a massive central chimney and was clad in a quartzite stone veneer with
attractive rounded masonry pointing; the stones for the house were collected by the family from

the surrounding property.

S.E. Smith expanded the dairy barn as well by constructing the milking parlour (B5) and
building a complex connecting them. A spring house was built along the stream to the south of
the southern pastures. A small koi pond was built out of gathered stones just north of the older
farmhouse (D). A circular, concrete basin was constructed alongside the koi pond; this was built
for use in chilling large containers of milk (they would be left to soak in the cool water), but was
more frequently used as a swimming pool by the Smith children. The family also raised rabbits
at one time; a rabbit cage remains south of the old farm house. '

S.E. Smith Dairy kept a fairly sizable herd of Holstein cattle, bottling their own milk and
churning their own butter, The daity served a community of more than 100 customers spanning



the Atlanta area. S.E. Smith was photographed by a local paper when his dairy barn was the first
in the county to be fitted with a stainless-steel milk cooler (see photo 28).

There was growing concern over the potential health risks of raw milk in the early 20" century,
as studies began to reveal a potential link between milk and discases like diphtheria, typhoid
fever, tuberculosis, undulant fever, and pox. These concetns led to the federal Pasteurized Milk
Ordinance (PMO) in 1923, which restricted the shipment of raw milk between states. The
pasteurization process stemmed from the experiments of Louis Pasteur in the 1860s, which
showed the heating of milk could safely destroy harmful bacteria. Georgia passed pasteurization
legislation in 1943. The new law was devastating for many of the smaller dairies in the state,
which could not afford the expensive equipment that the process requited. The onset of World
War 11 complicated matters with the rationing of materials, making it difficult for many dairies to
purchase pasteurization equipment anyway, and the substantial loss of workers to the war effort.
Faced with a multitude of problems, many daities tutned to cooperatives to sell their product.
S.E. Smith and fellow dairyman, Hiram Stubbs, developed the idea for a cooperative in the
Atlanta area. Working with other dairies in the area, they established the Atlanta Dairies
Cooperative in 1943. Atlanta Dairies would collect the milk from local dairies, pasteurize it, and
distribute it locally. This made it possible for the smaller dairies to survive that might otherwise
have been forced out of business. Atlanta Dairies was considered to be one of the largest
cooperatives in the state, Stubbs served as Chairman of dtlanta Dairies until 1977 and S.E.
Smith as Vice President until 1963. The cooperative was eventually purchased by Parmalat,
which remains on the same site on Memotial Drive as the coopetative.

When S.E. Smith’s youngest son, Charles Henry Smith married Evelyn Ona Wilson around
1949, he moved into the old farmhouse on the property. C.H. Smith built a workshop off the rear
of his property out of concrete blocks and expanded the old house. C.H. Smith added two rooms
to the north elevation; one room to the south elevation; a kitchen to the east clevation and later a
bathroom; and then screened in the porch on the west elevation. He also installed storage troughs
for silage, which consisted of a mixture of various crops and brewer’s yeast from a local brewery
that was churned and stored as food for the cattle during the winter months. C.H. Smith also built
the wooden bridge across the South River that remains in place today. :

In the early 1960s, the state developed plans for the construction of a new interstate bypass (I-
285) through the Smith property. The proposed path of 1-285 would bisect the parcel, obliterating
a section of West Side Place, demolishing the well house near the southern portion of the
property, and severing approximately 55 actres from the greater property. Despite efforts to resist
the development, the Smith family ultimately sold the property in the early 1960s and retired
from the dairy industry, like so many others in the 1960s and 1970s.

The property was never again used either for agricultural purposes or as a residence. The entire
parcel north of the South River was developed for commercial storage and warehousing. The
remainder of the property and its many buildings and structures were left to deteriorate. Dense
brush and vegetation grew up, and with the assistance of natural weathering and vandalism,
slowly demolished the standing structures and erased the S.E. Swith Dairy from sight.



Description: Property 3 is an eatly-20™ century dairy farm. The property has suffered decades
of vandalism and deterioration, so few buildings or structures remain standing or otherwise
intact. Today, the property consists of six standing structures, an historic bridge over the South
River, and six ruined structures.

The bridge over the South River is a simple wood stringer bridge with concrete abutments
(Photos 6-7). It features raised tracks across the surface for vehicles. The somewhat narrow
bridge was built by C.H. Smith, presumably between the 1950s and early 1960s, when he resided
on the parcel. The wood is weathered and has been worn by use, and appears to be historic.

Two tenant houses remain intact (B1 and B2, see Photos 8-12). They are both pyramidal cottages
with no evident style on raised foundations of brick piers. The two buildings feature drop siding,
exposed rafters, tin roofing, and a large, internal chimney. Though the buildings are standing,
they are both in advanced stages of deterioration. All of the doors and windows are missing from
both buildings, as ate large sections of sheathing, flooring, and, in the case of B2, one exterior
wall. The two buildings are in a densely vegetated area and are separated by the old roadbed of
West Side Place (see photo 10).

There were two more tenant houses identified by the Smith Family on historic aerials, but neither
building remains; however, the rains were identified (see photos 16 and 17 for tuins A and B).
Ruin A consists of a concrete slab foundation with the remnant of a tin roof. All that remains of
Ruin B is a stone and brick chimney.

The farmhouse built by S.E. Smith (B3) has been reduced to a standing brick chimney, a brick
foundation wall, and a standing room in what would have been the basement of the house (see

photos 13-14).

The remains of the second barn (E) that was already on the property in 1926, when S.E. Smith
purchased the land, consists only of a raised concrete foundation (see photo 15).

The older farmhouse (B4) remains standing, though badly deteriorated. The farmhouse is
essentially a front-gabled shotgun style house with no apparent style and a hipped rear (east)
elevation (see photos 18-21). The additions (two rooms off the north elevation, a third off the
south elevation, and kitchen and bathroom off the east elevation) are all essentiaily intact, though
in vatying states of decay. The porch addition off the main (west) elevation has collapsed along
with a portion of the first floor exterior wall. The building features a variety of window types and
sizes (though none remain); drop siding for the additions and lapped siding on the original
exterior walls; exposed and unornamented rafters; tin roofing; and a large, brick internal
chimney. Little of the interior surfaces remains intact; the walls have been stripped down to the
studs in most places, leaving little more than the skeleton of the original house intact.

To the cast of the older farmhouse are the ruined foundations of C.H. Smith’s workshop (C, see
photos 22-23). The foundation consists of a series of concrete slabs and blocks.

The remains of an old koi pond and a milk cooling pool (D) are slightly to the north of the older
farnhouse and workshop. The koi pond (see photo 25) consists of a sunken stone wall



(essentially existing at-grade) that has been filled in and overgrown with vegetation. The stone
appears to be uncoursed. The milk cooling pool (see photo 24) consists of a shallow concrete
basin that appears to have been whitewashed. It is essentially intact. Both the koi pond and
cooling pool were pipe fed; the pipes remain intact,

A small wood-frame rabbit house with tin roofing stands south of the old farmhouse (see photo
26). The structure is closed on three sides and is open on the fourth, where the opening is
enclosed with a chicken wire. It stands low to the ground, making it difficult to distinguish from
the surrounding vegetation.

The largest of the surviving buildings is the remains of a large dairy complex. The complex
consists of a milking parlour (BS, see photos 27-30), animal shelter (see photo 31), and a large
sleeping barn (B6, see photo 34) connected by a long, conerete ramp (see photo 33).

The western room of the milking parlour has standing walls and partial ceilings of concrete, in
addition to concrete floors and an integrated drainage system; portions of the wooden stanchions
remain as well. None of the doors remain in the milking parlour, but most of the iron frame
windows remain intact. The two types of windows present are two-glazed, side-opening iron-
frame sashes and tripartite windows with a single, tri-glazed column with tri-glazed, side-
opening iron frame sashes on each side, and a row of three glazed panels across the top of the
window. The milking parlour has been overtaken by vegetation; the one standing room was
inaccessible due to an abundance of poison ivy around the entrances.

A small, wood-frame shelter with tin roofing stands northeast of the milking parlour. Most of the
roofing and siding has been lost,

The sleeping barn (B6) consists of a long, low-standing concrete block wall. Without the use of
historic aerial photography, the size of this structure would be difficult to determine. Vegetation
grows densely throughout the interior of this ruin; it is only distinguishable from its surroundings
in areas where the concrete wall is visible.

The remains of additional outbuildings (F) associated with the sleeping barn lay to the west of
the barn (see photo 35). Consisting only of a concrete foundation and rubble, there is little
historic materia] remaining.

The setting of Property 3 is characterized by dense vegetation, consisting of both young and
mature trees and thick underbrush, Vegetation overwhelms the remaining historic structures and
buildings in most locations, frequently obstructing viewsheds between them. In most locations, I-
285 can be heard through the vegetation, though it is not visible from any of the component
structures, buildings, or ruins.

National Register Recommendation: The property is considered Not Eligible for inclusion in
the National Register of Historic Places.

National Register Criteria and Level of Significance: Property 3 was evaluated for eligibility

for listing in the National Register using the National Register Criteria for Evaluation as outlined



in 36 CFR Part 60.4. There are no known associations with individuals whose specific
contributions to history can be identified and documented with this property. No associations
with significant persons were indicated or suggested as a result of background research on the
project area and deed research on the property, in any response to the Department's early
consultation cortespondence received from consulting parties or in an interview with the current
owners ot occupants of the propetty. Therefore, there was no basis for evaluating the property
under Criterion B.

Property 3 was evaluated under Criterion A and was found to lack sufficient integrity to convey a
significant association with Agriculture. The history of the S.E. Smith Dairy reflects events that
shaped the economy of DeKalb County during the 20" century, which was primarily an agrarian
economy leading the dairy industry in the southeast until after World War 11, when interests
shifted towards suburbanization and residential development. S.E. Smith Dairies closed its doors
along with so many others during the 1960s and 1970s; there were few operating dairies
remaining in DeKalb County by the onset of the 1980s. Unfortunately, the link between that
history and this property has been obscured and effectively broken by decades of deterioration,
vandalism, and plant growth. Less than half of the original structures and buildings identified in
historic aerials are recognizable today. There ate no agricultural fields, and the historic road
through the farm has been obliterated. Only wooded ateas remain. Therefore, this property does
not convey significance under Criterion A as a good and representative example of an carly-
twentieth century agricuitural farm complex.

Property 3 was evaluated under Criterion C and does not appear to possess significance in the
area of Architecture, The property retains several component resources, such as the shotgun-type
farmhouse and two pyramidal cottages, which represent architectural types that have been
identified in Georgia's Living Places: Historic Houses in Their Landscaped Settings as
significant to Georgia’s architectural heritage; however, these resources lack integrity of design
(in the case of the shotgun-type farmhouse, which was altered significantly from its type by
numerous historic alterations), materials (in the case of all three resources, which have lost much
of the historic matetials), and are not considered to be good and representative examples of their
respective types. None of the other component resources associated with agriculture remain
sufficiently intact to convey a clear association with architecture. Therefore, Property 3 does not
convey significance under Criterion C for Architecture.

Property 3 was evaluated under Criterion D and does not appear to have the potential to be the
principal source of important information. Given the fack of material integrity among the
remaining standing structures, any potential informational value provided by this resource would
presumably reside within archaeological deposits. However, archacological surveys of the
property conducted by Tom Lewis of Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. have revealed highly
disturbed archaeological deposits that provide little information about the agricultural activities
that occurred at this site; in fact, it appears that the historical research undertaken for this report,
which included interviews with the family of S.E. Smith, have provided a greater wealth of
information than the property itself is able to convey. Therefore, Propetty 3 does not possess
significance under Criterion D for information potential,

For these reasons, Property 3 is not considered eligible for inclusion in the National Register.



Integrity: Property 3 has been determined to possess integrity in the area of location, as none of
the component resources have been moved. However, Property 3 has been determined not to
possess integrity in the areas of materials, design, workmanship, setting, feeling, or association.
The Property and its component resources more closely reflect the four decades of deterioration
after the Smith family sold the propetty than they do any agricultural use that preceded it. Few of
the historic buildings and structures remain intact and capable of conveying the histotic design,
materials, and craftsmanship that went into their construction, The agricultural fields that
characterized the property prior to the 1960s have been lost in the extensive growth of

" vegetation, which has overtaken most of the historic buildings and structures, obscuring any
connections among them and with the surrounding landscape; so, the historic sefting is lost.
Similarly, the combined alterations to the component resources and the landscape in general have
completely obscured any association with or the feeling of the agricultural activities that defined

the use of this property historically,

Proposed Boundary (Justification and Description): N/A

UTM Coordinates: 7.5 Minute Series Topographic Map Atlanta SE Quadrangle Zone 16
Easting 748384.99 Northing 3729748.60.

Prepared: Completed pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.4(c) in compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act for GDOT Project IMNHO0-0285-01(352), PI#713300,

DeKalb County by:

Matthew Kear

Historian

Georgia Department of Transportation
Office of Environmental Services

One Georgia Center

600 West Peachtree Street, NW, 16 Floor
Atlanta, Georgia 30308

(404) 631-1468
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Photo 1: 1955 Aerial with approximate property boundary and modern roads overlaid. (Source:
HistoricAerials.com, modified by Author)
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Photo 2: A hunter croucing by a power Iie with the old farmhouse (B4) and CH Smith’s
workshop (C) in the background. (Source: Smith Family) -

Photo 3: S.E. Smith Farmhouse (B3) in 1966. (Source: Smith Family)
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Photo 4: S.E. Smith in front of hl m(B3) the early 1960s. (Source: Smith Family)

Photo 5: The old farmhouse (B4) during a hunt in the 1960s. (Source: Smith Family)
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Photo 7: Bridge over South River, east span; looking northwest.
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Photo 8: Tenant house (B1), east elevation; looking southwest.

Photo 9: Tenant house (B1) intetior; looking east.
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Photo 11: Tenant house (B2), west elevation; looking east.
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Photo [2: Tenant house (B2) interior room,; looking north.
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Photo 13: S.E. Smith farmhouse (B3), central chimney in foundation ruins; looking south.
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Photo 15: emains of original barn (E) to the west of Wesiz Sid Place; loing south.
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Photo 19: Old farmhouse (B4
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), north elevation; looking southwest,
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Photo 20: Old farmhouse (B4), west elevation; looking southeast,

Photo 21: Old farmhousé £B4); intérior; looking northwest.
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Plﬁéto 23: Reﬁxaiﬁs of C.IL. Smith’ workshop (C); looking southest.
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Photo 24: Mii coolin pool (D); locking northeast,
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Photo 25: Remains of koi pond, west of milk cooling pool; looking northwest.
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Photo 27: Milking barn (B5), west elevation of western rodm; looking southeast.
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Photo 28: S.E. Smith inside his milking barn (B5); photo shows the interior, north elevation wall
of the western room. (Source: The Smith Family)

Photo 29: Milking barn (BS), interior door of western room; looking west.
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tanchion remnants and drains; looking southeast,

Photo 30: Interior of milking barn (BS), cattle s
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Photo 31: Milking barn (B5), northern cattle shelter; looing north, |
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Photo 32: Milking barn (B5), exterior drain from stanchion room and culvert; looking south.

Photo 33: Cattle ramp between milking barn (B5) and sleeping batn (B6); looing west.
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Photo 35: Remains of structur

es (F) association with the sleeping barn; looking southwest.
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2% GEORGIA

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESQURCES

I‘IISI‘ORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION

MARK WILLIAMS ' ' DR. DAVID CRASS
COMMISSIONER DiVISION DIRECTOR
MEMORANDUM
TO: ' Glenn S, Bowman

State Environmental Administrator

Office of Environmental Services

Georgia Department of Transportation
Atin: Matthew Kear (mkear@dot.ga.gov)

FROM: Amanda Schranerf('/S
Transportation Préjects Coordinator
Historic Preservation Division

RE: Receipt of Barly Coordination Information
Project Title: P 713300
Interchange Improvements, I-285 at Bouldererest Road and I-
285 at I-675 '
Project Number: HP-110201-001
County: DeKalb
DATE: February 3, 2011

t

The Historic Preservation Division has received the early coordination information
required by Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the Georgia
Environmental Policy Act (GEPA). Thank you for submitting this infoxmation, and we look
forward to working with you in the future as this project progresses.

ALS:ebp

254 WASHINGTON STREET, SW | GROUND LEVEL | ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30334
404.656.2840 | FAX 404.657.1368 | WWW.GASHPO.ORG



Vaﬁce C. Smith, Jr., Commissioner GEORGIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

One Georgia Center, 600 West Peachiree Sireel, NW
Aflanta, Georgia 30308
Telephone: (404) 631-1000

NOTIFICATION
Initiation of Section 106 Process for
GDOT Project IMNH0-0285-01(352); DeKalb County
P.L #713300
February 1, 2011

The Georgia Department of Transportation (Department) is in the beginning stages of project
development for this proposed transportation project. In compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, the Department has determined that because of the nature
and the scope of this undertaking, the proposed project has the potential to cause effects to
historic properties if any such properties exist in the project area. The Department is attempting
to identify historic properties already listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
and any properties not already listed that would be considered eligible for listing that are located
within the geographic area of potential effects (APE) of the proposed project.

This project provides for the reconstruction of the I-285/Bouldercrest Road interchange and
includes braided ramps between the 1-675/1-285 inferchange and the I-285/Bouldercrest Road
interchange (see attached map). On Bouldercrest Road, the project extends north from just nerth
of the South River (MP4.10) to just west of the Bouldercrest Lane/Bouldercrest Road intersection
(MP 5.02). On 1-285, the project extends from the I-675 southbound exit ramps (MP 52.46) to just
east of Sugar Creek (MP 50.45) (see attached location map). Existing right-of-way (ROW) is 60~
100-ft. on Bouldercrest Road and 300-ft. on 1-285. Proposed ROW would be a maximum of 180-
ft. on Bouldercrest Road and 300-1550-{t. on [-285.

Because of the nature and scope of the undertaking, the APE is limited to the proposed right-of-
way and viewshed of the proposed project, within which all construction and ground disturbing
activity would be confined (refer to attached location map). Because a number of new
intersections would be created on this new location roadway, the potential for indirect effects
outside the project cotridor exists. This potential for indirect effects will be further valuated as
projected data becomes available and a clearer picture of possible changes in traffic patterns and
developmment pressures emerge.

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires the Federal Highway
Administration and the Georgia Department of Transpottation, in consultation with the Georgia
State Historic Preservation Officer, to identify potential consulting parties and to invite them to
participate in the Section 106 process. This Notification letter is one of several methods the
Department uses to encourage public participation in this process and it serves as your invitation
to participate as a consulting party in the Section 106 process for this project.



A written request to become a consulting party for cultural resources for this project should be
directed to:

Glenn Bowman, P.E,

Department of Transportation

Office of Environmental Services

One Georgia Center

600 West Peachtree Street, NW, 16" Floor

Atlanta, Georgia 30308

Attn: Matthew Kear

Responses would be appreciated within thirty (30) days of receipt of this Notification letter,
Please refer to the project identification number (P.L. 713300) in your response. The potential
consulting parties identified and invited to participate in the Section 106 process for this project
are the Atlanta Regional Commission, Georgia SHPO, DeKalb History Center, and the DeKalb
County Commission, If you are aware of other organizations or individuals interested in cultural
resources in the project area not already identified, please forward their names to the
Department.

Also, on behalf of the Federal Highway Administration Georgia Division (FHHTWA), in keeping
with a government-to-government telationship and in compliance with 36CFR800, the following
tribal governments are invited to participate in the Section 106 process for this project:
Muscogee (Creek) Nation, Muscogee (Creek) National Council, Poarch Band of Creck Indians,
Seminole Tribe of Florida, and the Thlopthlocco Tribal Town. Responses to this Notification
regarding tribal concetns should be addressed to the attention of Mr. Jim Pomfiet, the
Department’s Native American liaison, at the above address.

Existing information on previously identified historic properties has been checked to determine if
any are located within the APE of this undertaking. This review of existing information revealed
that no properties listed in or nominated for listing in the NRHP, no National Historic Landmarks
and no bridges determined eligible for inclusion in the National Register in the updated Georgia
Historic Bridge Survey (GHBS) are located within the proposed project's APE.

No properties 50 years old or older were identified within the proposed project's APE in the 1997
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) DeKalb County Survey.

Field surveys for both historic properties and archaeological sites will be conducted and the
Criteria of Eligibility will be applied in consultation with the Georgia SHPO and othei consulting
parties to determine if any of these sites are eligible for inclusion in the NRHP.

Consulting parties are also invited to provide information concerning any historic or
archacological properties already listed in the NRIIP or that could be eligible for listing in the
NRHP that are not identified in this Notification letter. In accordance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, the Department will assess project effects to any identified
historic properties as preliminary project plans become available, endeavor to minimize harm to
all identified historic properties and produce an Assessment of Effects report. This document
will be provided to all consulting parties for comment when completed. The Department also
wishes to know of any past, present or future local developments or zoning plans which may



result in indirect or cumulative impacts to archaeological sites and historic structures as they
relate to the proposed project.

Individuals and organizations that do not wish to become a consulting party, but would still like
to comment on the proposed project will also have that opportunity throughout the plan
development process. Histotic resource concerns can be addressed to Matthew Kear (404-63 1-
1468 or mkear@dot.ga.gov); archacological resource concetns, including cemetery and other
human burials, can be addressed to Jim Pomfiet (404-631-1256 or jpomfret@dot.ga.gov) of this
office. Questions concerning general design or location issues may be addressed to Jeremy
Busby (770-528-3238 or jbusby(@dot.ga.gov) of the Department's Atlanta General Office.
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Sent: Wednesday, August 24, 2011 8:18 AM
Subject: RE: West Side Place/Bouldercrest/Constitution Road Property

Hello Claudia,

This is wonderfill — thank you so much for your help! I knew there had to be someone around
that was familiar with this farm, but honestly didn’t think T would get to speak with a member of
the family. I would like to meet her in person and go through the aerial photos and those from
my survey of the site. [ will keep you posted on what I find out if you are interested.

Thanks again for your help!

Best, Matthew

Sent: Tuesday, August 23, 2011 4:46 PM
Subject: West Side Place/Bouldercrest/Constitution Road Property

Dear Matt,

When I suggested that the subject property might have been in Winn Smith's family, T thought
that the odds of locating anyone named Smith (especially a woman, who had probably changed
her last name when she married) from 45 years ago was truly a longshot. Fortunately, my
former elementary-school classmate Winn Smith Floyd is active on her high school reunion
committee, and I located her within minutes. I sent her an e-mail, she phoned last night, and we
had a wonderful visit via telephone.

The short version of our hour-long conversation is this:

o Yes, West Side Place ran through their land. The land in question (and the buildings
thereon) were part of Winn's parents’ and grandparents' daity farm.

¢ Winn's grandfather Smith did indeed take his milk to Atlanta Dairies Cooperative (then
focated at 777 Memorial Drive in southeast Atlanta)--but here's the part I didn't know and
find truly memorable: Mr. Smith founded Atlanta Dairies Cooperative, where most of
the local dairymen (my father included) took their milk for sale.

o Winn's grandfather bought the farm in the 1920s or 1930s.
o Winn, her parents, siblings, and grandparents lived on the land until the early to mid-

1960s.
o The buildings that you are likely to have found are



o the milking barn (very large; they had a huge herd of Holsteins); (Winn thinks
that this had already been built when her grandfather purchased the farm but says
that it's probably no more than eighty or eighty-five years old.)

o awhite frame house, where Winn and her family lived; (It had several additions,
including a concrete-block garage; but the original building, an old "shotgun"
style house, dates back to 1870. Winn says that it's in bad condition, with trees
growing up through it.) '

o the remains of her grandparents' house. Her father, grandfather, and one or two
other male relatives built it. It was covered with fieldstone, which the men in the
family dug up from the surrounding fields. It was beautiful at one time, but the
stones were removed by petsons unknown; and apparently the building has
suffered extensive fire damage and further vandalism.

As I mentioned yesterday, the Smith farm covered a very large tract of land. Winn tells me that
1-285 cut through the farm, separating the main dairy farm from about fifty acres on the other
side of the highway.

Our elementary school, Bouldercrest, on Constitution Road, was built on land that adjoined the
Smiths' fields. The former school building is now an insulation company.

I was thrilled beyond words to learn that we are having an elementary school reunion on October
8. The insulation company has agreed to let us tour the building on that morning. [ think it will
feel absolutely surreal, but I can hardly wait.

Anyway, I hope you find this information useful. If you like, I'll e-mail Winn with your contact
information and ask her to get in touch with you; or I can just ask if it's OK (as I'm sure it will
be) to pass on her contact information to you. She'll certainly be able to answer your questions
better than I can, but I couldn't wait to share this much with you.
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lw&d most ot thelr hve&_thero havo Iattle dea.of

BpIZXy qredyeq T8-9-8
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Consti-
~tution’s .
- oldest |
church, New
. Hope Meth-.
“odist, was
founded in
_— N N 1869,
- One thing is certain: There was a tima when . : }
Constitution was more than just a word on a Graves date
. “sign at the junction of the Southern Railway . ,
s line and Faystieville Road. One authority t_O 1877
says Constitution was a ‘flag stop’ for.local (Ph t '
trains on the Sduthern line from Atlania to otg —
BMacon. ... Yeara yeara ago it was a well- 3
known locality.’ (Photo — Scott Thurston) : Nona BO}’d)
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The most recent record of Constltuhon s populatxon,

in fact, comes from a newspaper pubhshed in 1889 R
said abont 125 people lived there.-

- It is doubtful that fxgure has varxeo much over the

S Fayettevme Road: on mtrenchment = pow modernized.
‘te Entrenchment — Creelk, which was. begun before the
- Civil War by DeKalb pioneer William Cobb. :

) Accordmg to Garrett, there: 'were othef mdustnal
actwm&s m the. drea. as. well i

“to Grady Hospital accordmg to Frances Clark an ad-,r

. 1ty for cxty prisoners, .'I‘hose were the days before correc-"
s icial; "’rm, the days when. you ware-; :

- ministrative assistant in the Bureau of Corrections. = |- 5
“Over the y years the farm was the major work activ-

1 rett. “But years ago it was a well-known locality. . =
© 7 “You seldom hear it referred to now. '-;just seems

: -Hardee, who passed through the area during his attempt
to attack the union rear dunngihe Battle oi Atlanta o

--route of Hardee 'S march

“New Hope Methodxst Chumh on Moreland A enue,

: '_'toncal Soczety, of whom it ‘gaid no ne""knows more
. about ‘north ‘Georgia history, Constitution- w.

i stop” for Iocal trams on: the Southem line fro Atlanta

g waso’t bmlt up much, rather ‘remote,” saxd Gar-

have gotten lost in the urban sprawl.”””
Its pame, he said, remains a mystery

was patriotic and sounded nice.”

in the post-Civil War period.

about General Hardee's march,” he said.’

- archivists, (who noted that DeKall County has the hxgh-
-est percentage 'of ‘missing historical ‘markers ‘in“the
 state) the marker did indeed describe the march of Gen.

1864,

or community of any name, Yet, a. civil war map of At-
anta drawn in 1937 on display at-the DeKalb Historical-
‘Society clearly shows a town called Cons ituti :

In addition, Constltutwns commumty’ church the .

estabhshed in 1869,

~Gravestones in the New Hope ‘cemetery’ date to 187 7.
Soitis safe to- say Cbnsutuhowxs more thau 100

. years old. .

j,gg;oae;glnnmgs may have begn__\ g_d_gt_» Cobb Mli}\}p )

“I don’t know.. fel
why it was called Constitution. Maybe it was because it

__Patriotism may well have been the source of its L
- pname, for evidence suggests the community cametobe - -

Lester Woodcock recalled when a-historical marker -
stood at the corner of Baily St. and Fayettevme Road, -
near the current site of Mry. Nelson’s store. "Somethmg’_;:-: Lo

. The marker is gone now, perhaps symbohzmg the
‘vagueness of Constitution’s origin. But according to state :

“No mentmn, however, was’ made of any setﬂement T

farm -an adjunct to the Aﬂanta Corrections. Center. PR
“7 The work farm was established in 1925, ‘and for ‘
l____many years operated as a daxry farm that sugghed milk -

know, it never
was a town. But I ;
do know once it

" wé,_,"' '

- ? dont know (u_:):hat

“ckons’ shes spent “about two-thirds” of her. 65 years :
there — say the community was well-established by then. . *

Nowadays, a water treatmeut plant.

.W as * - police Academy occupy. the old site of Cobb’s Mﬂl. Back
down Fayetteville Road toward the. ranlroad tracks, 300

““acres .of rolling’ pastute make up ‘the old .prison. vfro

N

titution and they i

ed off then' sentences

7 Not snrpnsmgly, no. one seems sure what }‘.ﬁe ‘rela- :
t:ons!up of the little: pocket
f 2

-farm, &s was @’ custom m inany prison_ coxmnumu&s in

- those days. -

. Franpcis Hendrix who lives across irom the Wood-
cocks on Woodstock Road, remeinbers when her father -
“worked as a guard- at the prison.. Hers was. one of the '
" first three houses in the community, she says: - g

"“It used to be that all the families around knew _
- each other. the a few of them were connected with the

- farm-one- way or. another,” she sa:d “It’s really an old
commumty

“ The prisohf fa
' shadow of its former self now. ‘Only beef cattie roam the'

T pastures, wamng to be s!aughtered to prov:de ‘meat for.
o eity prisonets. Of the 100-200° prisoners at the farm at _
T any given tlme, only a handful work the’ farm. -

The prison farm-also serves as.a resting homé for

- Atlanta Police' Departmeént horses.” According to. Ms.

- Clark, the horses’ legs-and hooves need a respite. from
. the daily pounding they get on downtown streets. .
... For R.L. Clark, who lives in a-small mobile home- -

behnd%he fa;m the setting is perfect “It’s really like |

bemg way out in- the.country,” he saif S
- Clark doesn't:look i uctthke a.preacher as he tends’

4 de-
hver services at the Ambassadors for Christ Tabeérnacle.
Clark is like many of the newer residents of Consti- -

Ltutzon — he’ looks as 1f hes hved there comfortably ai!
~hislife. ~¢. -

N The forgotten commumty thatv e must know about 1

DR O recogmze ‘may never ampount to' much, but- it hds in
T many ‘ways successfully: sxdestepped the passage.of tune

‘ment.’

In present~day DeKalb that is qmte an achéive-

unity of Constltutxonf"f' .
' oba_hle that many of

perahon has dwmd!ed to a mere 4
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person to interesting places within the state.
A visit with the map-making department is

“just as interesting.

A visitor to the mapping and graphics
branch, Department of Transportation, gets

a humanized introduction to state and coun- .

ty maps. For instance:

. T never knew that the incorporated area

of Chattshoochee Plantation rmust surely be
‘the lonigest and skinniest town in Georgia. It
eastres 10 feet wide and about 30 miles
long, along the Cobb County side of the

Chattahoochee River from Fulion to Doug--

las counties.

And when 1 came back home and read
up on. this elongated real estate I discovered
that Cobb County legislators extended the

" area’s length so that Atlanta could not ex-

- The official Geofgia high map takes a - pénd into that cbuuty, one city, crossing th

boundaries of another city, .

On a DeKalb County map I see the town

of Constitution at the interection of Cliffon
Road :and U:S. 23, established in 1912, But
Constitution doesn’t extend its other half into
Atlanta because the 1912 Atlanta City char-
ter said any act conflieting with it would be
null and void. So what we've got — at least
what DeKalb County has-got on its official
map — is half of a dead cty, legally. alive,

“physically enguifed and recognized nowhere
‘but on & map, its charter never revoked and
“consequently forever carried on the official
“DeKalb County map.

Some readers this morning might live in
Constitution and not know it! - -

S. J. Kasmerski, chief of cartography,
and Mary Shaw, -senior cartographer, did
their best to explain to me about little fowns

Pg-A L Al Ce

going and coming on the official highway
map.. e -
In recent vears such towns to be added
to the highway map were Rayle, Varnell,
Lookout Mountain, Dasher, Ephesus, Shiloh
and Peachtree City.
Mr. Kasmerski says that it is his duty

{0 carry a town on a map, especially those
detailed county maps, until its charter is re- -

voked. That seldom ‘happens. Consequently,

- there are such towns in Georgia as Willie

(Liberty County) ngw in Fort Stewart; Pe-
tersburg (Elbert County) now under Clark
Hill’ Reservoir; “Cement (Bartow County)
and Hardwicke (Bryan County) that are “on

- the books"” but have no people.

Miss Shaw said it was entirely possible. .
—— she thought — for a person to move to

any of these incorporated but inactive towns,
and stir up an election apd.hecome mayor.

=Rttt

ey we_cﬁ p

Of course a Petershurg .election wmfid be.-

difficult. -~ o
If a reader ever comes across a map, of
Georgia with the town of Jug Tavern pin-
pointed, save it. You have an antique. Jug
Tavern was incorporated in 1884.. In 1833

- Jug Tavern was reincorporated and named.-

Winder. And it séems logical that before
Stone Mountain was renamed it was incorpe-_
rated as New. Gibraltar. . - -
. So what is behind the maps of Georgia., .
and her -counties areinteresting facts, not to-
mention names like Drag Nasty Creek or

.Boggy Gut Creek. The late George Erickson

in the mapping department was a great

- Drag Nasty Creek fan and his fellow work-

ers included Drag Nasty on the official map
as an unofficial memorial to him, R
A map i sthe wiimate-in factual infor-
mation but few can iltusirate the human side
oEth'e peope who prepare them. '
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