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Supplemental Summary Information for Alternative Station
Surveys (Volume llI)

Summary of Findings

Volume Il reports on the cultal resource assessment sureéy5 station alternatives
within 8 different cities associated withinetirEC Amtrak Passenger Rail project. The purpose
of this investigation was to doment cultural resources withiand adjacent to each station
alternative project limits and assess their poteatigibility for listing on the NRHP. Fieldwork
was conducted by PCI in April and May 2010. Aatoof 303 cultural resources was recorded
during the project, 130 of which were prewsty recorded and 173 of which were newly
recorded. The previously recorded resourcetuded 114 structured2 resource groups, 3
archaeological sites, and 1 cemetery. Eleven of the previously recorded resources have been
listed on the NRHP; 23 are considered potentigligible or eligible; 80 are considered
ineligible; and 16 structures were noted to hagen destroyed. The newly recorded resources
included 168 structures, 2 bridge2 resource groups, and 1 arailagical site. Most of the
newly recorded resources have been recommeaslettligible for theNRHP with the exception
of one linear resource, the FEBGinline within Indan River County (8IR1497), which has been
recommended as potentially eligible for the NRHP.

The preferred alternatives invel the renovation of three formieistoric train stations (in
St. Augustine, Titusville and Cocoa) and thddition of an ancillary structure for Amtrak
operations adjacent to the historic railroadigtabuilding in Vero Beach. The results of the
CRAS indicated that the Cocoa station is inblegfor listing on the NRHP. The St. Augustine
and Titusville stations are potentially NRHP-eligiland the Vero Beach station is NRHP-listed.
The project is not anticipated to result in an as@eeffect to these historic station buildings as
DHR will be consulted during planning stagasd proposed renovations will be made in
conformance with the U.S.eSretary of Transportation'sStandards for Rehabilitation and
Guidelines for Rehabilitating Buildingghat preserves the historical and architectural value of
historic resources.

Findings at Preferredilternative Stations.

St. Augustine — The preferred alternatisgation location is on US 1 at San Marco
Avenue (Alternative 1). Three previously unretexdt structures associated with the later use of
the FEC passenger line as a freight rail lineracemmended as potentially eligible for listing on
the NRHP. These include FEC Freight Builglih (SJ5476), FEC Freight Building B (SJ5477),
and FEC Freight Building C (SJ5478). These structures were built between 1955 and 1960.

Daytona Beach — The preferred alternatstation location is south of International
Speedway Boulevard (Alternative 1). Theurid Lumber & Hardware (VO5571) is an Art
Moderne style building dating to the 1940s anctcommended potentially eligible for listing on
the NRHP. The Daytona Beach Water Softerithant (VO5904) is an Art Deco style building
constructed in 1937 and is also recommendeempially eligible for listing on the NRHP.



Titusville — The preferred alteative station location is northf Pine Street (Alternative
2). At this location is the NR-listed St. Gaddis Episcopal Churci{BR177) and potentially
eligible resources includinthe Brevard County CourthousBR465) and the Titusville Train
Station (BR468). Other potentially eligible oesces include the HilHotel and Apartments
(BR425) and residences at 428 Julia &t(BR426) and 423 Mia Street (BR430).

Cocoa — The preferred alterivat station location is soutbf Rosa L. Jones Boulevard
(Alternative 2). No NR-gible or potentiallyeligible resources are at this location, though it
should be noted that development of this statidhinclude the adaptive reuse of the historic but
recommended NRHP-ineligible FEC Freighbu$e (BR2578). Use of this building will
undoubtedly serve to enhance and preserve it.

Melbourne — The prefexd alternative station locationn®rth of US 192 (Alternative 3).
One NR-listed resource, the Florida Power aight Company Ice PlaniBR215), was built in
1926 and is significant in the areasaothitecture, commerce, and industry.

Vero Beach — The preferred alteiimatstation location is north of 23&Street (Alternative
3). Two-NR listed resourcethe Vero Railroad Station/IRElistory Society Museum (IR68)
and the Old Vero Beach Community Building 6®), are located hereThe Vero Railroad
Station was built in 1903 and was moved to isspnt location in 1984. The Old Vero Beach
Community Building was built in 1935 by the WPA.

Fort Pierce — The preferrettaanative is located at Orangeenue (Alternative 1). Two
NR-listed resources are at thigation, including the Old FoRierce City Hall (SL0289), built
in 1925, and the Sunrise Theatre (SL799), built in 1923.

Stuart — The preferred altetive station location is at @gimann Boulevard (Alternative
3). NR-listed or potentially eligle resources at this locatiorclnde the East Coast Lumber and
Supply building (MT130), built in 1917, the Hol&und Cabinetry building (MT131), built in
1925, and the NR-listed Old Martin Coyr@ourt House (MT348), built c. 1940.

Summary of Potential Effects
Direct effects.

St. Augustine — FEC Freight Building A (SJ5476) will require updates and alterations for
use as a passenger station. @owtion with DHR is necessafgr the adaptive reuse of this
building. No direct effects aranticipated regarding FEC Fgkt Building B (SJ5477) and FEC
Freight Building C (SJ5478).

Titusville — The preferred alternative statilocation calls for the adaptive reuse of the
Titusville Train Station (BR468), including pot@ilt considerable restation of its former
appearance and configuration. Coordination \MthR is necessary during design phases of the
project.

Vero Beach - The Preferred Alternativellwiot involve the use of the Vero Beach
historic railroad station building. The PreferrAtternative will involve direct impacts to the



publicly-owned property that iesides on (2336 14th Avenue), an existing parking lot. This
historic building was relocated to city-ownprbperty and is owned by the Indian River County
Historical Society (a private, non-profit orgartiba). The Historical Society leases the existing
property from the City of Vero Beach. The mrcf proposes to build aancillary structure
adjacent to the former railroad station builglito accommodate the proposed station in Vero
Beach. The proposed improvements will not impaetdharacter or diminish the integrity of the
resources’ historical features; therefore, thefétred Alternative and will not change the NRHP
eligibility of the historic train stations. Propes renovations will be made in conformance with
the U.S. Secretary of Transportation'Stadndards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for
Rehabilitating Buildings"that preserves the historical araichitectural value of historic
resource. As a result of the Section 106 consultation, no adverse effects are anticipated as a result
of the proposed action.

Indirect effects. There will be an increase in frequency of noise events but no change to
the severity of noise levels within 70 ft of thal line (i.e., moderate noise levels will remain
moderate with the addition ofdéhfour passenger trains each day). Changes to viewsheds will
vary by resource location relative the proposed sidings and&tation location, as well as by
the station type (ex., satl ticketing kiosk vs. mgium-sized station).

Daytona Beach — The Dunn Lumber & HardevdvO5571) is located directly adjacent
to proposed parking areas for gheeferred passenger station lacat There will be a taking of
the existing parking lot, but no loss of property or the structure. The Daytona Beach Water
Softening Plant (VO5904) is shielded from direstws of the stationral sidings by a row of
intervening buildings. No adverse effects will occur.

Titusville — The potentially @ible structure at 428 Juli@treet (BR426) is immediately
adjacent to proposed sidings for the preferréetaditive station, while 423 Main Street (BR430)
is slightly further away to the easNo adverse effects will occur.

Melbourne — The NR-listed resource, thierida Power and Light Company Ice Plant
(BR215), sits on a lot nearly 100 m from the propasidihgs at the preferred alternative station
location. No adverse effects will occur.

Vero Beach — The preferred alternativetista location will be adjacent to the Vero
Railroad Station/IRC History Society Museum 6B but will not require any direct alterations
of the museum building. Coordination with BHs necessary as sifgans are developed,
however, to avoid adverse indirect impactdhte resource. The Old Vero Beach Community
Building (IR624) sits approximately 70 m from theoposed siding for this station. No adverse
effects will occur.

Fort Pierce — The Old FoRierce City Hall (SL0289) isituated approximately 50 m
west of the proposed siding foretlpreferred alternative. Naleerse effects will occur. The
Sunrise Theatre (SL799) will be located acrassopen parking lot from the platform for the
station. No adverse effects will occur. Rathvisitation and use dhe theatre will likely
increase as passengers disembark at this station.



Stuart — The NR-listedOld Martin County Court Hase (MT348) is located
approximately 100 m northeast of the proposed sidiogthe preferred alteative station. No
adverse effects will occur. The East Coastber and Supply building (MT130) and the Hobe
Sound Cabinetry building (MT131) will be immedibt adjacent sidings and/or parking areas for
the new station. No adverse effects will occur.
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INTRODUCTION

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)daAmtrak are proposing to restore intercity
passenger rail service along nearly 350 miles ofidfd¢s east coast. This will be done using the
existing Florida East Coast (FEC) Railwaydaby expanding Amtrak’s long-distance passenger
rail service from Jacksonville to West Palradgh, with continuation to Miami on the existing
South Florida Rail Corridor (SFRC) (Figure.1No rail infrastructure improvements are
proposed on the SFRC south of the Northwood €otion, so this section was excluded from
the Area of Potential Effects (APE). This reppresents the results of a cultural resource
assessment survey of proposed rail station altematigs in eight cities along this route. These
sites are located in St. Augustine, St. Johasr®y; Daytona Beach, Volusia County; Titusville,
Cocoa, and Melbourne, Brevard County; Vero Beadedian River Countyft. Pierce, St. Lucie
County; and Stuart, Martin County, Florida.adh city has between two and five alternative
station locations considered in this reporElorida Department of Transportation (FDOT),
District 4, is providing support for the compn of a National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) Environmental Assessment (EA) do@nh through the use of their environmental
compliance contractors, including cultural gesces contractors. The purpose of this
investigation was to document cultural resounvéhin and adjacent to each station alternative
project limits and assess their potential eligibility listing in the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP). This investigation was condddte comply with Setton 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public L&8-665, as amended), as implemented by 36 CFR
Part 800 (Protection of Historic Propesfie and Executive Order 11593. This project was

designed to be consistent with both federal and state standards and guidelines as promulgated in

Chapter 12 of the FDOT Project Development Bngironmental Manual, as well as the Florida
Division of Historic Resources Manageméfiandbook and the Florida Division of Historic
Resources Historic Preservation CompliaRexiew Program (revised November 1990).

s
SN

Figure 1. FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail project corridor.



Fieldwork was conducted by Panamericaonslltants, Inc. (PCI) staff members
Katherine Baar, Bradley Muller, José Pefia, Jorge Provenzali, Bryce Rodgers, and Jelane
Wallace. Fieldwork was carried out under gupervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA,
Senior Archaeologist, and Kelly Mahar, M.H.FArchitectural Historian, in April and May,

2010. Kelly Nolte, M.A., SenioArchitectural Historian, and Kelly Mahar contributed to the
analysis of the historical architecture and viewsheds of each station alternative.

This report is organized into sections by the future station cities following a summary of
field methods. While each volume of this studysvekesigned to be as much of a stand-alone
document as possible, in order to avoid unesaey repetition of some background material we
would direct the reader to Volume | — FEC Maia study for an overview of the cultural history
of the FEC route. Volume Il — Northwood Contien contains information about the crossover
corridor between the FEC line and the SFRC to beldped in West Palm Beach. In this third
and final volume, a summary of environmentahditions, abbreviated and site-specific cultural
histories, and previous investigations for eatiti is provided at the beginning of each section
pertaining to a specific city. A summary of reaoendations for all alternative station locations
for a specific city are found at the end @dch section. Appendices include minutes from
consultation meetings with DHR staff iDecember 2009 and April 2010 (Appendix A) and
Florida Master Site Forms for previouslydanewly recorded resources documented at the
alternative station locations (Appendices B-I).



RESEARCH DESIGN

A research design is a plan to coordindte investigation from the inception to the
completion of the project. This plan should minimally account for three things: it should make
explicit the goals and intentions of the reseadgiine the sequence of events to be undertaken
in pursuit of the research goals, and providesis for evaluating the findings and conclusions
drawn from the investigation.

OBJECTIVES

The goal of these cultural resource assess$msurveys is to locate and document the
existence of any evidence of potentially importaistoric cultural resources within each station
location alternative and to evaluate any possMkewshed issues. These activities typically
manifest as archaeological or historic sitestdric structures, or archaeological occurrences
(single artifact finds). Assessment surveyterapt to locate evidence of any past human
activities that are archaeologically discernablgh current investigative techniques. The
techniques employed must be able to identify kimels of sites expected in the region, yet be
cost effective, as not to expose the public to excessive expense.

The research strategy is composed folir interrelated and roughly sequential
components: a background investigation, a histdocument search, the formulation of an
aboriginal site location predictive model, atlie field survey. A review of the relevant
archaeological literature produced a summaryp@vious archaeological work in southeast
Florida and a discussion of previous survey wamklertaken near each project area. The Florida
Master Site File was checked for any previouslgorded sites within each project area and to
provide an indication of the prehistoric sattent and land-use patterns for the region. All
current soil surveys, vegetation maps, andvegie literature were consulted to provide a
description of the physiographic and geologicgiae of which each project area is a part.

The historic document search involved a egviof both primary and secondary historic
sources. Relevant historical sources wehecked for any information pertaining to the
existence of historic structures, sites of histagvents, and historically occupied or noted
aboriginal settlements within each station alteuedimits. A prehistoric site location predictive
model for the survey tracts was formulated basethe variables of soil drainage characteristics,
distance to permanent sources of potable water, and topography (relative elevation).

Cultural resource assessment surveys in Florida have demonstrated that certain
environmental locales were preferred for prehistoric and early historic people. Predictive models
enable the researcher to access potential foitatian in the area of the site based upon the
co-occurrence of relevant environmental varigbleThe relative importance of each of these
variables depends upon the composite environmeeting. In a sand hills environment, for
example, a majority of the known sites are locaear a water source on a ridge slope. If a water
source is not located in the vicinity, the probabititysite occurrence decreases dramatically. Water
will not be the determining factonowever, if another resource with more limited distribution, such



as stone for tool manufacture, is available.ar@as of relatively low relief and abundant wetlands,
areas of higher elevation relative to the surraugderrain would be considered more likely to
contain sites. In areas of high relief, relatively, flawel areas adjacent to wetlands seemed to be the
preferred locations for prehistoric settlements.

Freshwater was an important resource for ptehesaboriginals, as the need for water is
universal. This variable would have beemgdater importance duringdlPaleoindian and Early
Archaic stages (12,000 to 7500 BC), when the pereteter system was much more restricted.
Access to water during these early periods @duhve been from sinkholes and aquifer-fed
rivers. By the Late Archaic between 5,000 and 2,500 years ago, the climate and vegetation of
Florida approached modern conditions (Miller 1998).

EXPECTED RESULTS

Although predictions can be made about wherh prehistoric and historic sites are most
frequently discovered, sites have been found &b @lbout every environment that is defined in
Florida. Judgmental testing is used to chkedations where sites may be found, regardless of
probability zone. Generally speaking, the statitiar@atives are sited in previously developed
areas, occasionally in existing railroad facilitiesgoounds. The likelihood of encountering intact
prehistoric deposits was thought to be low & tlutset of these cultural resource assessments.
More likely were encounters with historic scattgmn previous uses of the alternative sites, and
considerable potential impacts to viewsheds frostoric structures abutting the proposed station
alternative sites.

PROCEDURES TO DEAL WITH UNEXPECTED DISCOVERIES

Every reasonable effort has been made duhigginvestigation to identify and evaluate
possible locations of prehistoric and historic amtiogical sites. However, the possibility exists
that evidence of historic resources may yeebeountered within the project limits. Should any
evidence of historic resources be discovedewing construction activities all work in that
portion of the project site should stop. Evidemtehistoric resources includes aboriginal or
historic pottery, prehistoric stone tools, bonesbell tools, historic trash pits, coffin hardware,
and historic building foundations. Should gtienable materials be uncovered during the
development of the project area, representatdfe®CIl will assist in the identification and
preliminary assessment of the materials.

In the event that human skeletal remains or associated burial artifacts are uncovered
within the project area, all work in that aremst stop. PCI should be contacted immediately
and can determine whether the discovery museperted to local law enforcement, who will in
turn contact the medical examiner, or whether the State Archaeologist should be contacted per
the requirements of Chapter 872.05, Florida Statutes instead.



CRITERIA FOR NRHP ELIGIBILITY

Cultural resources are evaluated for potential NRHP eligibility based on several criteria.
“The quality of significance in American hasy, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and
culture is present in districts, sites, buildingructures, and objects that possess integrity of
location, design, setting materials, workmanshaelihg, and association” (U.S. Department of
the Interior [USDI] 1998:2). To be considered sfmaint, the historic property must meet one or
more of the four National Register of Historic Places criteredditionto possessing integrity:

A. Be associated with events thatvhamade a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of our history; or

B. Be associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

C. Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, or that represent therlwemf a master, or that possess high
artistic values, or that represent grgficant and distinguishable entity whose
components may lack individual distinction; or

D. Have yielded, or may be likely to yiklinformation important in prehistory or
history.

Criterion D is most commonly applied to aaelwlogical sites, while criteria A, B, and C
are most often used to evaluate buildingsl atructures (USDI 1998). In some instances,
cultural resources may be considered significaren if they are not yet 50 years old under
Criterion Consideration G: Properties That Ha\ehieved Significance Within the Past Fifty
Years; however, they typically must be of “exceptianaortance” or be part of a district that is
NRHP eligible. The fifty-year mark was put ptace not to exclude significant buildings, but to
ensure that structures placed on the NRHPaataally historic. In addition, this arbitrary
number of years in an easily understood time gpahallows the property’s significance to be
assessed with the perspective of time (USDI 1996, 1998).

FIELD METHODS

A professional archaeological and histati survey was conducted at each station
alternative. Consultation with DHR staff December 2009 and April 2010 helped guide and
refine field methods for each aspect of #€eC Amtrak Passenger Rail project, including the
station alternatives surveys (Appendix A). Specifically, the APE for each station alternative was
set for the footprint of the station and/omafibrm and rail sidings, as well as any property
immediately adjacent to the proposed stationtlona Many of the station alternative sites are
heavily developed and disturbed so surface inspection was conducted at each site and along the
proposed siding routes to identify resources ded.s Surface collection and shovel testing were
conducted where possible and as appropriate. stAlictures or cultural resources at least 45
years old or older located immediately adjacerdlternative station sites and their sidings were
photographed and documented. All field measurésnesere taken in metric units. The field



notes, copies of the project pg and photographs will be kept on file at the offices of
Panamerican Consultants, Inc., Brandon, Florida under accession number 30003.003.

LABORATORY METHODS

Following collection or excavation, artifacts ae¢urned to the laboratory at Panamerican
Consultants, Inc.—Tampa. Field specimen (F&mbers are assigned to each recovery
provenance in the field. All artifagthat appear sufficiently stable are washed and allowed to air-
dry. Once dry, the artifacts are separated into mahtlypes for analysis. Once the analysis is
complete, the materials are-bagged in standard curation 4-mil polyvinyl bags.

Historic Artifacts

All historic artifacts are recorded accordittigmaterial, count and weight. Materials are
sorted into the following categories: Building tdeals, Metals, Ceramics, and Glass When the
artifact assemblage is sufficiently large, higtaartifacts are sorted and analyzed according to
functional groups, following South (1977), e.g., aettural, kitchen, arms, clothing, furniture,
personal, tobacco, etc. Any distinguishing makenarks are recorded and researched when
present on historical materials.

Laboratory Documentation

Standardized forms are used to record datecerning recovered cultural materials. This
effort is geared toward the compilation d¢débular summaries of recovery (i.e., Excel
spreadsheets). All pertinent information inchglisample type, catalog numbers assigned, date
of analysis, and initials of analysts are recordedhese forms. As analysis proceeds, summary
tables are generated to provide data on diagnasticother pertinent material recovered. This
provides rapid access to cultural, temporal, angbairticular cases, functional information, thus
aiding in interpretations. Eventually, all matenatovered is tabulated by specific provenience.
The data are presented by site, intrasite provenience, and analytical class.

During laboratory analysis, materials are catalogued in the following manner. Materials
are grouped into lots by artifact type and proeace. Thus, materials from a single unit and
level are grouped together into lots based sime, material, and other key classification
distinctions and are assigned to sequential lotbmimwithin that particular provenience. Lot
numbers are recorded in catalog records and on bags and bag labels.

Materials are bagged by lot number in appiadpty sized, polyvinyl bags with ziplock
closures. Labels that list the provenience information, FS numbers, and lot numbers are printed
on acid-free, archival quality paper and placedhin each bag. In addition, the same
provenience information, FS numbers, and lot nusbee written on the bags themselves using
permanent ink markers. The individual lot bags placed in larger, 4-mm, polyvinyl “cover
bags” with ziplock closures, organized by widual provenience. The FS number, provenience
information, and the lot numbers included witkine bag (e.g., lots 1-4 for a bag containing four
individual lot bags) are written in permanent marker on the outside of each cover bag.



ST. AUGUSTINE STATION ALTERNATIVES

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Physiography

The St. Augustine project area (Alternatives2, and 3) lies in northeastern Florida
within St. John County. It falls within the Northern, or Proximal Zone physiographic division of
Florida, specifically the Eastern Valley phygraphic province (White 1970: Map 1-B). The
Eastern Valley province is bounded on the wedhleyAtlantic Coastal Ridge and on the east by
the Atlantic Ocean. This province is a broaat flalley which extends about 90 miles southward
from Geneva Hill, east of Sanford in Semin@eunty, to roughly Vero Beach in Indian River
County. It varies in elevation from about 9.1 metd#rsve mean sea level (amsl) (30 feet), near
Vero Beach, to 1.5 meters amsl (5 feet) or lesar the St. Johns River. The topography within
the project area is relatively flat.

Hydrology

The eastern portion of St. Johns Countyfed by both the Floridan Aquifer, which
provides the ground water for most of Floridagdahe Shallow Aquifer, which is present over
much of the state, but is generally notieaportant source of groundwater (Hyde 1975). Water
from the Floridan Aquifer is highly mineralizedspecially along the Atlantic and Gulf coasts.
Water from this aquifer will rise in artesian Ngeto altitudes of a few feet above median sea
level (amsl) near the coast to more that 40 rsedensl (130 feet) in central upland areas (Hyde
1975). The sources of fresh water nearest t&Gthédugustine project area are the San Sebastian
and Matanzas Rivers.

Soils

A single solil association is mapped for theject area (Readle 1983: General Soil Map):
Myakka-Immokalee-St. James. This association consistdNefrly level, poorly drained and
very poorly drained soils that have a dadbsoil stained by organic matter” (Readle 1983:11).
Historically these soils were found in broacheiflatwoods and narrow to broad depressional
areas. Native vegetation in drier areas wohéve included longleaf and slash pine, saw
palmetto, inkberry, bluestem, panicum, andegrass while wetter areas would have had
cypress, bay, sweetgum, red maple, cinnamon fern, and madiencane.

LocAL HISTORY

St. Johns County is located in northeastElorida. It was one of the two original
counties when Florida was organized as a territory in 1822, the other being Escambia County.
Escambia County encompassed the Florida Panhandle but all of Florida east of the Suwannee
River traces back originally to St. Johns Couih 1822, ‘23, and ‘24 the county was reduced in



size in order to create Duval, Monroe, ahldchua Counties respectively. From 1824 to 1849,
St. Johns County maintained its same boundariég last alteration to St. Johns County's
boundaries was in 1917 when the southern @ortalong with a portion of Volusia County, was
removed to become Flagler County. PreseB8tlyJohns County is bounded on the east by the
Atlantic Ocean, on the north by Duval County,tba west by Clay and Putnam Counties and on
the south by Flagler County. The county seat is at St. Augustine (Timm 2008).

St. Augustine is the oldest continuously occupied European-established city in the United
States and the oldest port in the continentatddnStates. Prior to the founding of St. Augustine
in 1565, several earlier failed attempts at Europsalonization in what is now Florida were
made by both Spain and France. The viciitySt. Augustine was first explored in 1513 by
Spanish explorer, Ponce de Leon who was thengovernor of nearby Puerto Rico. Ponce de
Leon claimed the region for the Spanish crown.

Juan Menendez de Aviles established the first settlement for Spain at St. Augustine in
1565. Chosen for its strategic location, St. Augustine existed as a military outpost and as a base
of missionary activities. Military operations tookapé in the form of land patrols to keep other
colonial powers (e.g. France and Great Britdno)n infringing on Spanish claims. Spanish
military ships used St. Augustine as a basepefration for protecting gold shipments that passed
throughout the Florida Straits in route to SpaonfrMexico and South America. For almost 200
years, St. Augustine was the Spanish center oepawNorth America. Apart from the problem
of hurricanes, the city faced a history of waith the French, British, and Native Americans, as
well as famine and plague (Gannon 2003). WheairSpeded Florida to America, St. Augustine
prospered, especially during the Seminole war of the 1830s (CityTownInfo.com 2010).

During the winter of 1883-84, Henry M. Flagler, one of the co-founders of the Standard
Oil Company, visited the City and was impresseth the resort possibilities of the area. As a
result of his interest, he built the Hotel PoieeLeon and the Alcazar Hotel, and purchased the
newly constructed Hotel Casa Monica - rermagnit Hotel Cordova. With the opening of these
three hotels, St. Augustine became a winter red@stination for wealthy northerners. Flagler
purchased the surrounding railroads at the sime as he started his hotels, marking the
beginning of the Florida East Coast (FE&ilroad. Built in segments, by 1896 the FEC had
reached Palm Beach and Miami and by 1912 it had reached Key West (Gannon 2003; St. Johns
County Chamber of Commerce 2009).

RESEARCH DESIGN

The research strategy for the St. AuguestBtation Alternatives involved background
investigation, a historic document search, and field survey for historic sites, historic
structures, or archaeological occurrences. Wewe of the relevant archaeological literature
produced a summary of previous archaeologicakwo the project area. The Florida Master
Site File was checked for any previously recordiggls within the project area and to provide an
indication of the prehistoric settlement andidause patterns for the region. The St. Johns
County Property Appraiser was also reviewed tate any structures in the vicinity which were
45 years old or older (Outland 2010). Currentl sorveys, vegetation maps, and relevant
literature were consulted to provide a dedaip of the physiographic and geological region of



which the project area is a part. The reviealuded assessing standing buildings, structures, and
landscapes for architectural and historic signifigaand NRHP eligibility in those areas directly

adjacent to the stations locations. In Apnid May 2010, PCI personnel visually inspected the
study area of the proposed station locations.

RESULTS FOR ST. AUGUSTINE STATION ALTERNATIVE 1, U.S. 1 AT SAN MARCO
AVENUE, EAST OF FEC
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Figure 2. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 1.



Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on May 3, 20l Katherine Baar and José Pefia, under
the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The project area comprisesptbeegrSt.
Augustine Station Alternative 1 location and adjageoperties in St. Johns County. Alternative 1
is located in the vicinity othree previously recorded archaeological sites (SJ05436, SJ05005,
SJ04984). Two of these sites, SJ5436 and SJ5005 catedowvithin the immediate project area.

A total of eight shovel tests were excavated within the project area, all of which were negative
for cultural material. Summaries of SJ5005 and SJ5436 follow.

Table 1. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for St. Augustine Station Alternative 1.

FMSF | Resource Date/ | pesource SHPO Survey
Address Time : :
# Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
20 Louise 20 Louise Not Ineligible for
SJ1188 Street Street 1924 Structure Evaluated NRHP
20" : . .
. Archaeological | Ineligible Ineligible for
SJ5005 | Miller Shops N/A Century site for NRHP NRHP
American
FEC: St. th
Augustine and 19 m& Linear - .
SJ5036 N/A 20 Eligible Eligible
Palatka Resource
Rail Century
ailway
28 Louise 28 Louise Not Ineligible for
SJ51r2 Street Street 1956 Structure Evaluated NRHP
20th
Archaeological Not Ineligible for
SJ5436 | K-367-3 N/A Century site Evaluated NRHP
American

Site SJ5005. The Miller Shops Site is located Townships 6 and 7 South, Range 29
and 30 East, Sections 36 and 56, between US ihanfan Sebastian River, and is bisected by
the Florida East Coast (FEC) Railway. Approxinhat) meters of the northern terminus of the
proposed siding for the St. Augustine Alternativextends into the southern boundary of the
site. SJ5005 measures approximately 1600 by 200rsndike site was originally recorded by
Michael Arbuthnot and Christopher Schaefe2005, and was revisited in 2005 during a phase
Il investigation, and again in 2006 for supplementary information. During these investigations
the site yielded 20 century historic building debris, metal, and glass associated with the FEC
Miller Shops, which were destroyed in the 197Based on these previous investigations, the
SHPO has determined that SJ5005 is not elidimeisting in the NRHP (Schaefer et al. 2006a
and 2006b).

During the current survey, PCI performgrbund surface reconnaissance and excavated
three shovel tests within the northern endtted proposed FEC railroad siding, immediately
southeast of the existing site boundaries, in otdeletermine if the site extends beyond those
boundaries further south into the current project aB@vel tests were plad at 50-m intervals.

No shovel tests were placed within SJ5005 dughdoextent of work akady performed within
the site boundaries, and due to the close pritxito the railway where the proposed siding
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traverses SJ5005. As a result of these efforts, no artifacts were recovered. Given the lack of
additional evidence associated with the sitel &ficurs with previous assessment made by the
SHPO that SJ5005 is not eligible for listingthe NRHP. No further work is recommended at

this site.

SJ5436. This site (K-367-3) is located in Wmship 7 South, Range 30 East, Section 55,
and is adjacent to the east of the proposdohgiand platform for the St. Augustine Station
Alternative 1, north of the proposed station sitethe location of a cellular tower. 8535436 was
originally discovered based on two shovel testsaeated during field survey of the cell tower
site. The site, which measures approximately 248 square-meters, prodticegh20y historic
building debris, glass, metal, and unworkedllsi#dthough the site was never evaluated by the
SHPO, the surveyor concluded that SJ5436 isansignificant cultural resource and therefore
ineligible for listing on the NRHP.

During the current survey, PCI perforthground surface reconnaissance and excavated
three shovel tests at 25-m intervals in the imeedsite area. As a result of these efforts, no
artifacts were recovered. Therefore, it appehes SJ5436 is not present within the proposed
FEC development, and an assessment of the site’s NRHP-eligibility is not possible.

Architectural Investigations

Three previously recorded historic oesces, including one linear resource and two
historic structures were found to be within thieE for Station Alternative 1. The SHPO has not
evaluated either of the two previously reamdstructures, but has determined that linear
resource SJ5036, the FEC Railway, is eligibleligimg on the NRHP. It should be noted that
the segment of SJ5036 within the St. Augustine Alternative 1 APE was dismantled and rerouted
from its original path sometime betwed®56 and 1988 (as per the USGS St. Augustine
Quadrangle [1956, PR1988, MR1992]). The dismandegment traverses a highly disturbed
industrial area.

¥ ¥ A f - e, 4 : ,....1‘ % 4 ]
Figure 3. A dismantled section of the FEC Railroad
(SJ5036) near Alternative 1, facing north (PCI May 2010).
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Six structures were newly recorded in the APE for Station Alternative 1. All of these
were recommended as ineligible for listing on NieRHP. The complete descriptions of these
newly recorded structures can be found below.

Table 2. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for St. Augustine Station Alternative 1.

FMSF # | Resource Name Address DEi /_Tlme RESOLTEE Survey .
Period Type Recommendation
FEC Freight -
. o North Ponce De Leon Ineligible for
SJ5476 2tat|on Building Boulevard (US 1) c1960 Structure NRHP
FEC Freight -
! o North Ponce De Leon Ineligible for
SJ5477 | Station Building c1955 Structure
B (3313) Boulevard (US 1) NRHP
FEC Freight Qi
SJ5478 | Station Building gg;ﬁgfaﬁgi%gi;‘ eon €1955 Structure :\rl]g"_ﬂlable for
C (3323)
SJ5479 | 22 Louise Street | 22 Louise Street 1960 Structure ',\T;'Lﬂ':b'e for
SJ5480 | 24 Louise Street | 24 Louise Street 1924 | Stucwre | neiglefor
SJ5481 | 30 Louise Street | 30 Louise Street 1958 Structure :\G‘S'L?F',b'e for

SJ5476 — FEC Freight Station Building A

Figure 4. East facade of SJ5476, facing west (PCl May 2010).

Structure SJ5476, the FEC Freight Stationldéug A, is located on North Ponce De
Leon Boulevard (US 1) and does not have a desidratdress. It lies on the west side of US 1
between Rambla Street and Bella Vista Blvihis Modern style commercial building was
constructed circa 1960. Stylistic elementslude long and low proportions, a flat roof, a
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massive exterior stack stone marquee on thefagatle, a covered walkway with flat roof on
east and south facades, and an east walkwayosted by modern A-frame steel supports and
south facade supported by metal poles. Sincebihigling lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

SJ5477 — FEC Freight Building B

Figure 5. North and east facades of SJ5477, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure SJ5477, the FEC Kl Station Building B (3313), is located at North Ponce
De Leon Boulevard (US 1), and dorot have a designated address. It lies on the west side of
US 1 between Rambla Street and Bella Vi8tad. This Masonry Vernacular style commercial
building was constructed circa 1955. Stylistiersénts include the following: a rectangular
block plan, concrete block walls, a flat roof, dvenging eaves on the east facade, exposed rafter
tails, and a loading dock. Since this building Eeky historical association or distinguishing
features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

SJ5478 — FEC Freight Building C

Structure SJ5478, FEC FreigRuilding C (3323), is located at North Ponce De Leon
Boulevard (US 1), and does notvieaa designated address. It lies on the west side of US 1
between Rambla Street and Bella Vista Blvd@his Masonry Vernacular style commercial
building was constructed circa 1955. Stylistiereénts include a rectangular plan, overhanging
eaves on the east and west facades, exposed rdfieama a flat roof. Since this building lacks
any historical association or distinguishing teas it is being recommended as not eligible for
listing on the NRHP.
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Figure 6. South and east facades of SJ5478, facing northwest (PCIl May 2010).

SJ5479 — 22 Louise Street

Figure 7. South and east facades of SJ5479, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

SJ5479 is located at 22 Louise Street. This Masonry Vernacular residence was
constructed in 1960 and the frame garage lodaédwhd it was constructed at an unknown date.
This building features a square plan, 6/1 deuiing sash windows, and a hip roof. Since this
building lacks any historical association ostaiguishing features, it is being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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SJ5480 — 24 Louise Street

Figure 8. South and east facaes of SJ5480, facing nrthwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure SJ5480 is located at 24 Louisee@&t This Frame Vernacular multi-family
residence was constructed in 1924. The gaveageconstructed at an unknown date. Stylistic
elements include a rectangular plan, a firetysbpen porch topped by an enclosed second-story
porch, exposed rafter tails, and a gable frontc&ihis building lacks any historical association
or distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

SJ5481 — 30 Louise Street

Figure 9. East facade of SJ5481, facing west (PCI May 2010).

Structure SJ5481 is located at 30 Louise@&tr This Frame Vernacular style residence
was constructed in 1958. Stylistic elementsudel a gable roof, enclosed front porch addition,
decorative metal posts supporting an entrance pachand vinyl siding. Since this building
lacks any historical association or distirghing features, it is being recommended as not
eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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Alternative 1 Investigations Conclusion

The general architectural landscape for Altéu@al is commercial as well as residential
and contains elements directly related to the FEC railroad. The only potential eligible resource
in the APE for Alternative 1 is the FEC iRaad (SJ5036) itself. Based on preliminary
consultation with DHR, returning passenger tatck on the mainline would not constitute an
adverse effect to the NRHP-eligible FEC Raijw(Appendix A). Should this alternative be
selected, adaptive reuse of the former midsttieth century freight stations (SJ5476-5478)
would occur. None of these three buildirage recommended as being potentially eligible for
listing on the NRHP. Regardless, their potential re-use would enhance these structures and
should not constitute an adverse effect. Based emetults of this field investigation, it is the
opinion of PCI that development of the projeaaawill not adversely affect any sites that have
historical, cultural, or sacred significance, aattbtherwise meet the minimum criteria for NRHP
listing excepting the FEC rail line itself. Nuaorther investigation is recommended for the
proposed St. Augustine Station Alternative 1.
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RESULTS FOR STATION ALTERNATIVE 2, U.S. 1 AT CARRERA STREET, EAST OF
FEC
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Figure 10. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 2.
Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on May@10 by Katherine Baar and José Pefia under
the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The project area comprisespibeegrSt.
Augustine Station Alternative 2 location and allea@int properties in St. Johns County. A total of 4
shovel tests were excavated within the progea, all of which were negative for cultural
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material. No previously recorded archaeologritds were located within the project area, nor
were any previously unrecorded archaeological resources identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

A total of seven previously recorded oasces were found to be within the Area of
Potential Effect for Station Alternative 2. Amotigese are three structures, two linear resources,
one designed historic landscape, and one histbsitict. The SHPO has determined that the
FEC Railroad Park (SJ2492), a designed landscape, is potentially eligible for listing in the
NRHP. The Model Land Company Historic Distr(SJ2462) was listed on the NRHP on August
2, 1983. The three structures and the park previously recorded within the APE are also located
within this district. The SHPO has evaluataay one of these structures, SJ147, which it has
determined is potentially eligible for listing oretNRHP. As a result of ihsurvey, none of the
remaining structures is being recommendedpatentially eligible for listing on the NRHP
individually, although they may be significaas contributors to the Model Land Company
Historic District. Structure SJ1544 currently noted with the Florida Master Site File as having
been destroyed. This structure actually still exists, though with a new address.

Table 3. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for St. Augustine Station Alternative 2.

FMSF Resource TS I_Dr?rtnee/ Resource SHPO Survey
# Name . Type Evaluation Recommendation
Period
79 Almeria 79 Almeria Potentially Potentially NRHP
SJ147 Street Street ¢ 1915 | Structure NRHP Eligible | Eligible
78 Lemon 78 Lemon Ineligible for
SJ1104 Street Street c1924 Structure Not Evaluated NRHP
606 Ponce De Not evaluated
sJ1544 | 103 Orange | Leon (formerly | 00, | gyrycture | (currently noted | MEligible for
Street 103 Orange NRHP
as Destroyed)
Street)
Ei/lgr('jnela%wand 19" and Historic
SJ2462 | ZOMPANY | A 20" ISto NRHP-Listed | NRHP-Listed
Historic Centur District
District Y
FEC Designed . .
SJ2492 | Railroad N/A c1890 | Historic Potentially Potentially NRHP
NRHP Eligible | Eligible
Park Landscape
FEC: St.
, 19th & .
SJ5036 | Augustine i, oot | Linear Eligible Eligible
and Palatka Resource
X Century
Railway
20" Linear Ineligible for Ineligible for
SJ5271 1 US 1 A Century | Resource NRHP NRHP

Linear resource SJ5036, the FEC Railroad, has been determined by the SHPO as being
eligible for listing on the NRHP. Proposed deyehent of Alternative 2 will entail the removal
of a section of track, and the alteration of thgtdric railroad alignment. As this railroad has
remained in constant operation since its construction and its tracks, ties, signs and other
components have all been replaced through repadsupgrades over the years, the only historic
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aspect of the railroad that rems is its alignment. This proposed alteration of its alignment
would therefore have an adverse impact upon the linear resource.

SJ147 — 79 Almeria Street

Figure 11. North facade of SJ147, looking south (PCIl May 2010).

Structure SJ147 is located at 79 Almeriae8t, and is a contributing building to the
Model Land Company Historic District (SJ2462)his Bungalow Residence was constructed
between 1915 and 1924. It features a rectangudar, jal hip on hip roof,ral an enclosed porch
with posts of locally produced coquina. Thisilding was once the residence of William and
Nancy Smith, both of whom were employed by the Florida East Coast Railway as Ticket Agents.
The SHPO has determined that this building is potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP.

SJ2462 — Model Land Company Historic District

Figure 12. SJ2462, Saragossa Street, facing west (PCI May

2010).
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The Model Land Company Historic District, SJ2462, was listed on the NRHP on August
2, 1983. It is bounded on the east by Cordova Stwedhe west by US 1 and the San Sebastian
River, on the North by Orange Street, and ondbigth by King Street. The district is mostly
residential, with some religious and educational facilities. Development generally occurred in
two phases, 1885-1904 and 1914-1930. Most of the stva#tin the District were laid out by
Henry Flagler in the late ¥9century. The district experienced a boom in 1914-1930, and lots
were subdivided into smaller lots. The Modeind Company Historic District exhibits an
excellent collection of some of the best examples of architecture during those eras.

SJ2492 — FEC Railroad Park

Figure 13. SJ2492, iooking north (PCI May 2010).

The FEC Railroad Park (SJ2492), is located in the Model Land Company Historic
District (SJ2462), immediately west of Malagae®st, south of the US 1 intersection. The park
was originally constructed between 1884 dr@&85, with later development in the early"20
century. The landscaped park features a fonrtteat was commissioned by Henry Flagler circa
1889, and was restored in 2009. A statue of @agler was placed in the park in 1915, but
subsequently moved to Flagler College. It nglvares a parcel with éhCity of St. Augustine
Fire Station, a modern building. SJ2492 has be&rmieed to be potentially eligible for listing
in the NRHP by the SHPO. It dlifees under Criteria A: Association with historic events (the
construction of the FEC Railroad), and B: Asation with a significant historic person (Henry
Flagler).

As a result of this survey, three structures and two bridges were newly recorded within
the APE for Station Alternative 2. All of thegere recommended as ineligible for listing on the
NRHP. Table 4 details the newly recordessources located along St. Augustine Station
Alternative 2. Descriptions of these resources follow.
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Table 4. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for St. Augustine Station Alternative 2.

FMSF Date / Time | Resource Survey
# RS EA U Aetltess Period Type Recommendation

FEC Bridge at San . -

SJ5474 Sebastian River, North N/A €1950 Bridge Ineligible for NRHP
FEC Bridge at San . -

SJ5475 Sebastian River, South N/A €1960 Bridge Ineligible for NRHP

SJ5482 208 North Ponce De 208 N Ponce De €1950 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Leon Boulevard Leon Boulevard

SJ5483 Muffler'Man of St. 210 N Ponce De 1964 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Augustine Leon Boulevard

SJ5484 | Flower Works 510N Ponce De 1960 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

Leon Boulevard

SJ5474 — FEC Bridge North

T

Figure 14. SJ5474, facing northwt (PCI May 2010).

Historic Bridge SJ5474, the EEBridge at San Sebastian Tributary, North, is a Concrete
Slab railroad bridge constructed over the SapaSgan River circa 1950. This is a very small,
purely utilitarian bridge and has no decorative detail. It does have a small, pole handrail on one
side only. Since this bridge lacksy historical association or distinguishing features it is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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SJ5475 — FEC Bridge South

Figure 15. SJ5475, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).

Historic Bridge SJ5475, FEC Bige at San Sebastian River, South, is a concrete T-Beam
railroad bridge over the San Sebastian River and was constructed circa 1960. This is a purely
utilitarian bridge with no decorative elements. ¢®irthis bridge lacks any historical association
or distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

SJ5482 — 208 North Ponce de Leon Boulevard

Figure 16. Southn west facades of SJ542, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure SJ5482 is located at 208 North Ponce De Leon Boulevard. This Frame
Vernacular building was constructed circa 1950. This building is a two story residential building
converted for commercial use. Since the bndd lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features, it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

22



SJ5483 — Muffler Man of St. Augustine

S,

Figure 17. South and west facades of SJ5483, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure SJ5483, the Muffler Man of Studustine, is located at 210 North Ponce De
Leon Boulevard. This Masonry Vernacular builgiwas constructed in 1964. This building is
constructed of concrete block with a flat r@wfd awnings windows. Since the building lacks any
historical association or diaguishing features, it is being recommended as not eligible for
listing on the NRHP.

SJ5484 — Flower Works

_H.... L §
Figure 18. South facade of SJ5484, facing north (PCI May 2010).

Structure SJ5484, Flower Works, is locae#d510 North Ponce De Leon Boulevard.
This Masonry Vernacular building was comstted in 1960. Stylistic elements include
symmetrical massing, asymmetrical fenestration, and a stepped parapet with drops. Since the
building lacks any historicalssociation or distinguishing features it is being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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Alternative 2 Investigations Conclusions

The general architectural landscape forAtgustine Alternative 2 is both commercial
and residential and contains elements direthated to the FEC railroad. The NRHP listed
resource within the APE for St. Augustine ti&ta Alternative 4 is the Model Land Company
Historic District (SJ2462). Tk historic district has a period of significance from 1885 to 1930
and was developed in conjunction with the raittoghe potentially eligible resources include 79
Almeria Street (SJ147), and the FEC Railrd@ark (SJ2492). Since these resources were
constructed during an era when passenger service was a regular occurrence on the FEC rail line
and since the railroad contributed to the groathhe area and many tie businesses located
within the historic district, restoration of pasger service to the FEC should not be an adverse
effect to this district. However, as this aftative would result in the realignment of the FEC,
and the only remaining historic aspect of tladlroad is its alignment, this would pose and
adverse effect. Based on the results of thefdfinvestigation, it is the opinion of PCI that
development of the project area will not adversdigca any sites that have historical, cultural,
or sacred significance, or that otherwise mbetminimum criteria for NRHP listing excepting
the FEC rail line itself. Based on preliminasgnsultation with DHR, returning passenger rail
back on the mainline would not constitute an aseeffect to the NRHP-eligible FEC Railway,
however changing the historic alignment ok tREC could possibly be an adverse effect
(Appendix A). No further investigation igcommended for the proposed St. Augustine Station
Alternative 2.
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RESULTS FOR ST. AUGUSTINE STATION ALTERNATIVE 3, ST. JOHN'S COUNTY
AIRPORT, EAST OF FEC

FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail
N St. Augustine Station Alternate 3

St. Johns County, Florida

Township 6 South, Range 29 East

) ==, Base map: true color aerial,
o] negative shovel tests N 2004 digital orthophoto quarter quad

o historic structure - 0 200 400 600 800 Feet

resource group

Legend
D station and parking J'

siding

0 50 100 150 200 250 Meters

Figure 19. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 3.

Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on May@10 by Katherine Baar and José Pefia under
the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The project area comprisespibeegrSt.
Augustine Station Alternative 3 location and alleagjnt properties in St. Johns County. A total of
six shovel tests were excavated within the proges, all of which were negative for cultural
material. No previously recorded archaeologictfaats or sites were located within the project
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area, nor were any previously unrecordedhaeological resources identified during the
investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Two previously recorded resources wdorind to be within the APE for Station
Alternative 3. The SHPO has determined B#036, the FEC Railway, is eligible for listing on
the NRHP. Linear resource US 1, SJ5271, has lbe¢ermined ineligible for listing on the
NRHP.

Table 5. Previously Recorded Resource within the APE for St. Augustine Station Alternative 3.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP_O Survey _
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
FEC: St. ) )
Augustine 19" & 20" | Linear . .
SJ5036 and Palatka N/A Century Resource Eligible Eligible
Railway
20" Linear Ineligible for | Ineligible for
SJ5271 usl N/A Century Resource NRHP NRHP

Two structures were newly recorded ire tAPE for Station Alternative 3. Neither of
these structures is being recommended as pdtgmi@ible for listing on the NRHP. Additional
historic structures may be located on the sanoperty, but access to the property was denied,
and additional structures could not be recorfdech the US 1 right-of-way. In all likelihood any
additional structures would not be negativelypaunted by the placement of a station at this
location. Further, preliminary designs for a prambsedesign of the airport were displayed at a
public meeting to discuss station alternatives inABgustine. It appears that many, if not all of
the buildings in the area oflt@rnative 3 would be removed or heavily altered to accommodate
access to the station and other modes of groundpioatation to and from the airport. Table 6
details the newly recorded resources located along St. Augustine Station Alternative 3.

Table 6. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for St. Augustine Station Alternative 3.

Date /
AR Resource Name Address Time Resource Survey .
# . Type Recommendation
Period
Northrop Grumman Ineligible for

SJ5484 | Aerospace Systems Building | 5000 N US 1 c1954 Structure

2 NRHP
Northrop Grumman -
- Ineligible for
SJ5485 | Aerospace Systems Building | 5000 N US 1 c1960 Structure NRHP

3
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SJ5485 — Northrop Grumman Building 3

Figure 20. SJ5485, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure SJ5485, Northrop Grumman Aerosggygsiems, Building 3, is located at 5000
North US 1 within the Northrop Grumman Aerasp Systems complex. This building is related
to SJ5486, Northrop Grumman Aerospace SystenidiBg 2. This Industrial style building was
constructed in 1960. This structure includes ftiilowing architectural elements: an irregular
shape; large doorways that open almost todbé& few scattered windows of indeterminate type;
and multiple ventilators on the roof and sid#sthe building. Since this building lacks any
historical association or distinguishing featutas being recommended as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.

SJ5485 — Northrop Grumman Building 2

Figure 21. SJ5486, - (PCI May 2010).

Structure SJ5486, Northrop Grumman Aesxsp Systems Building 2, is located at 5000
North US 1 within the Northrop Grumman Aerospace Systems complex. This building is on the
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same parcel as SJ5485, Northrop Grumman Aerospace Systems, Building 3. This Industrial style
hangar was constructed in 1954. Architectural eles include the following: a clerestory of

fixed windows that provide natural light; a conttower on northwest side illustrating that the
building was originally a hangar; doorways thatope clerestory; exterior access walkways to
roof; and wall ventilation sections that can bergukout or retracted flat against the building.
Since this building lacks any historical assticin or distinguishing features it is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 3 Investigations Conclusion

The general architectural landscape foltefative 3 is commercial as well as
undeveloped land. The only potential eligibleorgse in the APE for Alternative 1 is the FEC
Railroad (SJ5036) itself. Based on preliminaoysultation with DHR, returning passenger rail
back on the mainline would not constitute an aslwesffect to the NRHP-eligible FEC Railway
(Appendix A). Based on the results of this diehvestigation, it is the opinion of PCI that
development of the project area will not adversdigca any sites that have historical, cultural,
or sacred significance, or that otherwise mbetminimum criteria for NRHP listing excepting
the FEC rail line itself. No further investigan is recommended for the proposed St. Augustine
Station Alternative 3.

EVALUATION OF ST. AUGUSTINE STATION ALTERNATIVES

Three alternative station locations haweih proposed for the St. Augustine area. Only
Alternative 2 requires the consideration of akand noise impacts to a number of cultural
resources, primarily in the form of a historittict listed on the NRHP. However, as much of
this specific resource post-dates the developiRE rail, these visuand noise effects should
not be considered adverse. The noise fraih traffic in the vicinity of the Model Land
Company Historic District (SJ2462) will represamtincrease in the frequency of noise episodes
but not an increase in volume, and as such shaldo not be considered an adverse effect.
However, the realignment of the FEC propobgdStation Alternative 2 could possibly pose an
adverse effect to the NRHP-eligible FEC Raittd®J5036). Therefore, the station locations and
sidings of Alternatives 1 and 3 are equally acdaptan terms of their lack of potential adverse
impacts to cultural resources, while Alternat®avould be the least preferred due to potential
adverse effects.
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DAYTONA BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVES

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Physiography

The Daytona Beach project area (Alternatitef 3, 4, and 5) lies in northeastern Florida
within Volusia County. It is situated within énCentral or Mid-Peninsular Zone physiographic
division of Florida, specifically the EasteYfalley physiographic province (White 1970: Map 1-

B). The Eastern Valley province is bounded onwlest by a narrow extension of the Atlantic
Coastal Ridge and on the east by the Atlantic Coastal Lagoons/Atlantic Ocean. This province is a
broad flat valley which extends about 90 milestiward from Geneva Hill, east of Sanford in
Seminole County, to roughly Vero Beach in IndRiver County. It varies in elevation from
about 9.1 meters amsl (30 feet), near Vero Beach,5 meters amsl (5 feet) or less near the St.
Johns River. The topography within the project area is relatively flat.

Hydrology

The eastern portion of Volusia County fisd by both the Floridan Aquifer, which
provides the ground water for most of Floridagdahe Shallow Aquifer, which is present over
much of the state, but is generally notieaportant source of groundwater (Hyde 1975). Water
from the Floridan Aquifer is highly mineralizedspecially along the Atlantic and Gulf coasts.
Water from this aquifer will rise in artesian weltsaltitudes of a few feet above mean sea level
(amsl) near the coast to more that 40 meters amsl (130 feet) in central upland areas (Hyde 1975).
The entire eastern half of Volusia County isided by the coastal area between the St. Johns
River and Turkey Creek (Baldwin et al. 1980).

Soils

A single soil association is mapped for thejpct area (Baldwin et al. 1980: General Soll
Map): Daytona-Satellite-Cassia. This assooratconsists of “Low sand ridges dominated by
moderately well drained to somewhat poodsained, grayish sandy soils, some having an
organic-stained subsoil; interspersed with amdgsoorly drained and very poorly drained soils”
(Baldwin et al. 1980:9). Historically theseilsowere found on broad dunes, former shoreline
ridges and the DelLand and Crescent City Ridjasive vegetation would have largely consisted
of sand pine-scrub oak communities.

LocAL HISTORY

Volusia County is located in east-centrabiida. When Ponce de Leon, Governor of
Puerto Rico, explored the east coast afridh in 1513, the region, including Volusia County,
was inhabited by the Timucuan Indians. AfteaBigh colonization, the Franciscans established
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missions in the vicinity of the Tomoka River as early as 1587. By 1821 the United States had
acquired Florida from Spain. Volusia County westablished in 1854 from portions of Orange
County which lay east of the St. Johns Rivewds named for the settlement of Volusia Landing
which was located along the St. John's Rivertt@county's western side. About 30 families
were reported to be living in the area at thiate. Enterprise, located on the shores of Lake
Monroe, was selected as the seat of county gavenh At the start of the Civil War, the county
had slightly more than 1,000 inhabitants. Aftes thar, the county developed as different means
of transportation became available. Until thiroads were built in the 1880s, the steamboat was
the most important form of transportation. Afténe arrival of the rn&oads, the town of
Enterprise declined in importance. In 1880 Volusia County seat was moved to DelLand
(Baldwin et al. 1980:1-2).

In 1870, Mathias D. Day purchased 1295 hes48,200 acres) of land along the Atlantic
coast. After Day left the area, growth contidueith the help of Charles Jackson and William
Burr. In one 1875 account of life in Daytona, aident estimated a population of 70, and stated,
“Nearly every section of the coumtis represented, the majority being from the Northern States”
(Gold 1927:104). The city of Daytona was innarated in 1876 and was named for its founder,
Mathias Day. This area, later known as DaytBeach, became a hub activity after 1900 as
the automobile became a popular mode of transportation.

Upon drainage of surrounding land, settlementeased and railroads were developed.
The Plant Investment Company brought the Sankille Tampa & Key West Railroad to the
area (Barber 1975). This railway purchased tHatkaand Indian River Railway in 1887. At the
turn of the century, the first cars were introdd to the area and automobile racing became a
popular local sport. According to an earlgtory, Ormond-Daytona Beach processed “one of
the finest roadways in the world” (Golti927:151). Early roads were soon constructed to
accommodate automobile travel and were constructed of coquina rock, white marl, or oyster
shell taken from aboriginal shell moun@&old 1927). The popularity of motorsports and
sophistication of the vehicles both increasau] so, by the 1950s, work began of the Daytona
International Speedway. The venue was completed in 1959, when it hosted its first stock car race
(Orlando Sentinel 2010). The Speedway remains a popular attraction today. The beach, too, is a
popular destination. It is still accessible to vedsclthough at a much slower pace than during its
early days as a racetrack.

RESEARCH DESIGN

The research strategy for the Daytona Be&tation Alternatives involved background
investigation, a historic document search, and field survey for historic sites, historic
structures, and archaeological occurrences. vewe of the relevant archaeological literature
produced a summary of previous archaeological vabeach alternative station site. The Florida
Master Site File was checked for any previouslyorded sites within thaternative sites and to
provide an indication of the prehistoricttfement and land-use patterns for the region.
Additionally, the Brevard County Property Appraiseas checked to determine if any of the
structure in the vicinity of the station alternatives were 45 years old or older (Gilreath 2010).
Current soil surveys, vegetation maps, andveeie literature were consulted to provide a
description of the physiographic and geologioadion of which the project area is a part.
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Fieldwork was performed in those areas withmal @irectly adjacent to each alternative station
location and their proposed sidings, and inctudssessing standing buildings, structures, and
landscapes for architectural and historign#icance and NRHP eligibility. Archaeological
investigations were performed at the proposedrative station locations and within right-of-ways

for sidings. In April and May 2010, PCI personnel visually inspected the study area for the
potential station locations.
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RESULTS FOR DAYTONA BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVE 1, SOUTH OF
INTERNATIONAL SPEEDWAY BLVD (MAGNOLIA AVE), EAST OF FEC

Fea t Iy §o0
Legend FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail
Daytona Beach Station Alternate 1
- K peng N Volusia County, Florida
T siding o3y SO Township 15 South, Range 33 East
] negative shovel test TN Q‘ Base map: true color aerial,
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o historic structure h o=
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NRHP-listed resource i
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—" — —

Figure 22. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 1.

Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on May 5, 2B Katherine Baar and José Pefia under
the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPAtotal of four shovel tests were excavated
within the project area, all along the proposgding. Close surface inspection was also
conducted.  However, no cultural material swaecovered. @ No previously recorded
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archaeological sites were located within thejget area, nor were any previously unrecorded
archaeological resources identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Sixteen previously recorded resourcegluding one linear resource and 15 historic
structures, were found to be within the Area ofelftial Effect for Station Alternative 1. Linear
resource VO8606, the FEC Railroad, has been detedniiy the SHPO to be eligible for listing
on the NRHP (Appendix A). Nonaf the previously recorded structures were evaluated by the
SHPO, but three of them were recommended bystinigey as potentially eligible for the NRHP.
One of the previously recorded structures Yoamd to have been demolished or removed. The
following table details these previously recorded resources.

Table 7. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternative 1.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHPO Survey
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
. 212 N
vosagy | FlordaPower | oo Ve 1945 | structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
& Light Office Evaluated
Street
. 142 S
vosse4 | Ploneerwood | g ove c1916 | Structure | NO! Ineligible for NRHP
Design S Evaluated
treet
The Green 150 S Not
VO5565 | House Segrave €c1940 | Structure Destroyed
Evaluated
Restaurant Street
403-413 W
voss70 | Snows Glass & | Intemational | 14,5 | gyycrure | NOt Ineligible for NRHP
Mirror Speedway Evaluated
Blvd
204 S
VO5571 Dunn Lumber & Segrave €1940 | Structure Not Potentially Eligible
Hardware Evaluated
Street
Old Malby &
VO5573 | Conrad Lumber | 432 0raN9€ | 11910 | spructure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Evaluated
Co. #2
320 S
vosg77 | 320 South Segrave c1924 | Structure | NOU Ineligible for NRHP
Segrave Street Evaluated
Street
vosggo | Corliss Tool & | 321 Marion | 1945 | grycture | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Die Street Evaluated
V05883 500 Orange 500 Orange €1945 | Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
DB Water 220 Marion Not . -
V05904 Softening Plant | Street 1937 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
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Date /

EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP_O Survey _
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
Bryson Crane 225 Marion Not -
V05907 Rental Office Street €c1920 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Dunns Pre- .
VO5908 | Hung Door 245Marion | 1945 | structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Street Evaluated
Plant
115-119 N
vosgsg | L1o-119 North o les 1922 | Structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Charles Street Evaluated
Street
508 W
vosoge | Robison's International | 1954 | gyrycture | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Motorcycles Speedway Evaluated
Blvd
506 W
V05987 Daytpna International c1924 | Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Bearing Supply | Speedway Evaluated
Blvd
. 19"and |, .
vogeos | Florda Bast . oo | Linear Eligible Eligible
Coast Railroad Resource
Century

VO5571 — Dunn Lumber & Hardware

Figure 23. North and east facades of VO5571, facing south (PCI May 2010).

Dunn Lumber & Hardware is located at 284uth Segrave Street and was constructed

circa 1940.

It is an Art Moderne Style warehouse and commercial building.

It features an

irregular building plan, stucco and concrete block exterior, a dlat and fixed commercial
It was originally recorded in 19%uit was never evaluated by the SHPO. This

windows.
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structure is being recommended by this surasypotentially eligible for listing on the NRHP
under Criteria A and C as a good example ofAah Moderne style building which is still
functioning as it was originally constructed as a lumber warehouse and hardware store.

V05904 — Daytona Beach Water Softening Plant

Figure 24. North and east facades of VO5904, facing south (PCI May 2010).

The Daytona Beach Water Softening Platiocated at 220 Marion Street and was
constructed in 1937. Itis an Art Deco Style naywal building. It features an irregular building
plan, stucco exterior, a flat roof, Egyptian stydtringcourse, and flutefilasters. It was
originally recorded in 1994 but was never exkd by the SHPO. This structure is being
recommended by this survey as potentially elegior listing on the NRHP under Criteria A and
C as a good example of an Art Deco style myaicbuilding which is still functioning as it was
originally constructed.

Five structures were newly recorded in the APE for Station Alternative 1. All of these
were recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP. The following table details the newly
recorded resources located along Titusvilleti®ta Alternative 1. Descriptions of newly
recorded structures follow.

Table 8. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternative 1.

g1 Resource Surve

FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
. Type Recommendation

Period
V09253 | FP&L Loading Dock 132 N Segrave Street | ¢1955 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
V09254 | FP&L Offices 132 N Segrave Street | ¢1951 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
V09255 | Total Entertainment | 201 W International |4 95, | giricrure | Ineligible for NRHP

Speedway Blvd

V09256 | 229 Marion Street 229 Marion Street €1940 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
V09257 | 323 Marion Street 323 Marion Street 1958 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
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V09253 — FP&L Loading Dock

Figure 25. V09253 north and west facades, facing southeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure VO9253, FP&L Loading Dock, is loedtat 132 North Segrave Street. This
Masonry Vernacular style commercial building veasstructed in 1955. It is purely utilitarian
and has no decorative elements. As this mgldacks any distinguishing characteristics or
historical associations, it is recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP.

V09254 — FP&L Offices

Figure 26. V09254 north and east fagades, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure V09254, FP&L Offices, is located1®? North Segrave Street. This Masonry
Vernacular commercial building was constructed in 1951. It is a utilitarian building and as such
has few decorative elements aside from overlmgngaves and exposed rafter tails. Since this
building lacks any historicalssociation or distinguishing features it is being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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V09255 — Total Entertainment

Figure 27. V09255 north and st faades, facing southeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure V09255, Total Entertainment, is l@echat 501 West International Speedway Blvd.
This Masonry Vernacular structure was erectetidf0. Stylistic elements include a rectangular
plan, symmetrical fenestration, fixed sash comaa¢ windows, central recessed entry on north
facade and a flat roof. As this building lacks &rstorical association or distinguishing features,
it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

V09256 — 229 Marion Street

e |

e

Figure 28. VO9256 north and west facades, fac'ing east '(PCI May 2010).

Structure VO9256 is located at 229 Mariore$t. This Masonry Vernacular commercial
structure was constructed circa 1940. Stylisterants include a rectangular plan, symmetrical
fenestration, flat roof, stucco txior, fixed sash commercial windows, and single leaf entries on
west facade flanking bay roll up garage doorsmétal shed roof porch addition was added to
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the west facade sometime after 1997. As thiddimg lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features, it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

V09257 — 323 Marion Street

Figure 29. V09257 south and West fa(;ades facmg northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure VO9257 is located at 323 Mariome$t. This Masonry Vernacular structure
was erected in 1958. Stylistic elements includgngple rectangular plan executed in concrete
block clad in stucco. The main (south) facéekgtures two single-leaf entry doors flanked by a
glass block window on one sidada single bay garage opening on the other. A parapet also
tops this main fagade. As this building lacks arstorical association atistinguishing features,
it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 1 Investigations Conclusions

The general architectural landscape for Alternative 1 is commercial as well as industrial
and contains elements directly related to th€ [f&lroad. The potential eligible resources in the
APE for Alternative 1 include Dunn Lumber Bardware (VO5571) and Daytona Beach Water
Softening Plant (VO5904). These resourcesewsnstructed during an era when passenger
service was a regular occurrence on the FEC rai] &nd freight loading and unloading was part
of the commercial draw for these businesses. dBaredhe results of this field investigation, it is
the opinion of PCI that development of the projaxaa will not adversely affect any sites that
have historical, cultural, or sacred significanaethat otherwise meet the minimum criteria for
NRHP listing excepting the FEC rail line itselBased on preliminary consultation with DHR,
returning passenger rail back on the mainline @aoubt constitute an adverse effect to the
NRHP-eligible FEC Railway (Appendix A). Nrther investigation is recommended for the
proposed Daytona Beach Station Alternative 1.
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RESULTS FOR DAYTONA BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVE 2, SOUTH OF ORANGE
AVENUE, EAST OF FEC
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Figure 30. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 2.

Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on May 5, 20 Katherine Baar and José Pefia under
the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPAtotal of three shovel tests were excavated
within the project area, one at the proposed platform and two along the proposed siding. Close
surface inspection was also conducted. However, no cultural material was recovered. No
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previously recorded archaeological artifacts ibesswere located within the project area, nor
were any previously unrecorded archaeological resources identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Eighteen previously recorded resourcegluding one linear resource and 17 historic
structures, were found to be within the Area ofelftial Effect for Station Alternative 2. Linear
resource VO8606, the FEC Railroad, has beerrmeated eligible for listing on the NRHP by
SHPO. None of the previously recorded structures were evaluated by the SHPO, but two of
them were recommended by this survey as piaign eligible for the NRHP. Two of the
previously recorded structures were foundhdéwe been demolished or removed. The following

table details these previously recorded resources.

Table 9. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternative 2.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP(_) Survey _
Name . Type Evaluation Recommendation
Period
. 142 S
vosse4 | PloneerWood | g ove 1916 | Structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Design Evaluated
Street
The Green 150 S Not
VO5565 | House Segrave €c1940 | Structure Evaluated Destroyed
Restaurant Street
204 S
VO5571 Dunn Lumber Segrave c1940 | Structure Not Potentially Eligible
& Hardware Evaluated
Street
Old Malby &
Conrad 415 Orange Not .
VO5573 Lumber Co. Avenue c1910 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
#2
312 South 312S Not
VO5575 | Segrave Segrave 1924 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Evaluated
Street Street
406-408 406-408 Not
VO5576 | Evergreen Evergreen 1924 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Evaluated
Court Court
320 South 320S Not
VO5577 | Segrave Segrave c1924 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Evaluated
Street Street
324 South 324 S Not
VO5578 | Segrave Segrave c1925 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Evaluated
Street Street
V05827 516 Loomis 516 Loomis c1924 | Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
433 Marion 433 Marion Not .
V05828 Street Street cl1924 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
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Date /
EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP(_) Survey _
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
419 Marion 419 Marion Not
V05835 Street Street c1924 | Structure Evaluated Destroyed
320 South 320 S Not
VO5877 | Segrave Segrave €c1924 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Evaluated
Street Street
vosggo | CoMliss Tool & | 321 Marion | 1 g4 | gyrycture | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Die Street Evaluated
vosggg | 200 Orange | 500 Orange | 1945 | sprycture | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
DB Water .
V05904 | Softening 220 Marion 1937 Structure Not Potentially Eligible
Street Evaluated
Plant
Bryson Crane | 225 Marion Not .
V05907 Rental Office Street €c1920 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Dunns Pre- .
V05908 | Hung Door 245 Marion €1945 | Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Street Evaluated
Plant
Florida East 19"and | .
th Linear . .
VO8606 | Coast N/A 20 Eligible Eligible
X Resource
Railroad Century

Six structures were newly recorded in the APE for Station Alternative 2. All of these
were recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP. The following table details the newly
recorded resources located along Daytona BeaatioStAlternative 2. Descriptions follow of
newly recorded structures not already described for Alternative 1 above.
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Table 10. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternative 2.

FusE# | R | address | PR | S e | Recommendation
Vo256 | 229 Marion | 229 Marion 61940 Structure ineligible for the
V09257 gfr?ég/tlarion g%r?étlavtlarion €1958 Structure :\r;;lli_?Fi)ble for the
V09260 | Sawgrass i\llinl‘li\ée Oak 1920 Structure :\rllglli_?Fi)ble for the
V09268 | AC Hydraulics i?/gnLl;)é)mis 1965 Structure :\r;;lli_?liable for the

V09258 — Sawgrass Garage

P E
Figure 31. V09258 south and east fagades, facing northwest (PCl May 2010).

Structure V09258, the Sawgrass Garage, isdaocat 414 Live Oak Aenue (Figure 29).
It is associated with other Sawgrassidings V09259, Sawgrass Loading Dock, and VO9560,
Sawgrass. It is the oldest building on the clem@nd was constructed circa 1920. It is a single-
story Masonry Vernacular 12-bay garage executed in brick, topped with a shed roof and exposed
rafter tails on east and west facades. Thehsand east facades are clad in stucco, with
castellated parapet on the south facade. dbkioration was probably an alteration to the
original facade, and probably dates to the 1940’ke building maintains many of its original
wood panel garage doors. There have beenstai®n alterations to the building, including
replacement doors and filled-in windows. As thisilding lacks any historic associations or
outstanding architectural features it is being recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP.
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V09259 — Sawgrass Loading Dock

Figure 32. V9 uh fgade, h (PCI May 2010).

Structure VO9259, the Sawgrass Loading Doclqaated at 414 Live Oak Avenue. ltis
associated with V09258 and V09260, which areeptbuildings within the same Sawgrass
industrial complex. This building was constiedt in 1954. Stylistic elements include an L-
shape plan executed in concrete block, arflaf with overhang covering the loading dock, and
bay door openings. There have been some atiagato the fenestration, including filled-in bays
and new openings along the loading dock. This ugidé located along the rail line. As it lacks
any distinguishing architectural features ostbiic associations it is being recommended as
ineligible for listing on the NRHP.

V09260 — Sawgrass

Figure 33. V09260 west and south facades, facing northeast (PCl May 2010).
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Structure VO9260, Sawgrass, is located at 414 Kak Avenue. It is associated with
other buildings within the Sawgrass ngplex: V09258, Sawgrass Garage, and V09259,
Sawgrass Loading Dock. The Volusia County PrigpAppraiser lists a construction date of
1920. It is a small, rectangular Masonry Vernacateucture executed in concrete block clad in
stucco. The structure exhibits two original sexgaf entry doors on the west facade, a filled-in
window on the south facade, amdflat roof with box eaves. Since it lacks any historical
association or distinguishing features it isngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

V09268 — AC Hydraulic

e S0

Figure 34. V09268 north and west fa(;ades, facing southeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure V09268, AC Hydraulic, is located at 405 Loomis Avenue. It is a Vernacular
Industrial building constructed in 1965. Stylisetements include single story construction, a
side gable roof, and corrugated metal walls avaf.r Since this building lacks any historical
association or distinguishing features itasammended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 2 Investigations Conclusions

The general architectural landscape for Alternative 2 is commercial as well as industrial
and contains elements directly related to th€ [f&lroad. The potential eligible resources in the
APE for Alternative 2 include Dunn Lumber Bardware (VO5571) and Daytona Beach Water
Softening Plant (VO5904). These resourcesewsnstructed during an era when passenger
service was a regular occurrence on the FEC rai] &nd freight loading and unloading was part
of the commercial draw for these businesses. daredhe results of this field investigation, it is
the opinion of PCI that development of the projaxata will not adversely affect any sites that
have historical, cultural, or sacred significanaethat otherwise meet the minimum criteria for
NRHP listing excepting the FEC rall line itself. hiis been previously determined that returning
passenger rail back on the mainline would not constdn adverse effect to the NRHP-eligible
FEC Railway (Appendix A). No further investition is recommended for the proposed Daytona
Beach Station Alternative 2.
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RESULTS FOR DAYTONA BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVE 3, NORTH OF ORANGE
AVENUE, EAST OF FEC

4 /008606 [
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] mstemana g Volusia County, Florida
siding i Township 15 South, Range 33 East
o] negative shovel test Base map: true color aerial,
2004 digital orthophoto quarter quad
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Figure 35. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 3.
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Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on May 5, 2B Katherine Baar and José Pefia under
the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPAtotal of three shovel tests were excavated
within the project area, all along the proposadings. Close surface inspection was also
conducted. However, no cultural material wa®veced. No previously recorded archaeological
sites were located within the project area, were any previously unrecorded archaeological
resources identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Fifteen previously recorded resourcesgliling one linear resource and 14 historic
structures, were found to be within the Area ofelAtal Effect for Station Alternative 3. Linear
resource VO8606, the FEC Railroad, has beerrmeated eligible for listing on the NRHP by
SHPO. None of the previoushgcorded structures were evaluated by the SHPO, but three of
them are recommended here as potentially ééigibr the NRHP. One of the previously
recorded structures was found to have beemotished or removed. The following table details
these previously recorded resources.

Table 11. Previously Recorded Resource within the APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternative 3.

Date /
Resource 3 Resource SHPO Survey
e Name CLIEES Ll Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
. 212N
V05397 F'Of'da F’OV.V” Segrave €1945 | Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
& Light Office Evaluated
Street
. 142'S
vosse4 | Ploneerwood | g ave 1916 | Structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Design Evaluated
Street
The Green 150 S Not
VO5565 | House Segrave c1940 | Structure Destroyed
Evaluated
Restaurant Street
403-413 W
voss70 | Snows Glass & | International | ;g4 | gyycrure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Mirror Speedway Evaluated
Blvd
204 S
voss71 | Dunn Lumber& | oo ove 1940 | Structure | NO Potentially Eligible
Hardware Evaluated
Street
Old Malby &
VO5573 | Conrad Lumber 415 Orange €c1910 | Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Evaluated
Co. #2
320 S
320 South Not I
VO5877 Segrave Street gtergr;ve €c1924 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
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Date /
EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP(_) Survey _
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
vosggo | Corliss Tool & | 321 Marion | 1945 | grycture | NOt Ineligible for NRHP
Die Street Evaluated
vosggs | 200 Orange S000range | 1945 | structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
DB Water 220 Marion Not . .
V05904 Softening Plant | Street 1937 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
Bryson Crane 225 Marion Not -
V05907 Rental Office Street €1920 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Dunns Pre- .
V05908 | Hung Door 245 Marion €1945 | Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Street Evaluated
Plant
508 W
vosgge | Robison's International | = 1954 | gyructure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Motorcycles Speedway Evaluated
Blvd
506 W
vOsg9g7 | Daytona International | 1954 | syrycture | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Bearing Supply | Speedway Evaluated
Blvd
. 19"and | .
voseos | FloridaEast oot | Linear Eligible Eligible
Coast Railroad Resource
Century

Eight structures were newly recorded in i@k for Station Alternative 3. All of these
structures were recommended as ineligibldifting on the NRHP. The following table details
the newly recorded resources located along Daytona Beach Station Alternative 3. All of these
structures have been previously described above.
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Table 12. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternative 3.

Resource DEiz Resource Surve
FMSF # Address Time y
Name . Type Recommendation
Period

V09253 [F)kaL Loading | 135 N segrave Street | ¢1955 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
V09254 | FP&L Offices | 132 N Segrave Street | ¢1951 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP

Total 501 W International -
V09255 Entertainment | Speedway Blvd 1950 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
V09256 éfr%g[lanon 229 Marion Street €1940 | Structure Not Evaluated
V09257 :;%riig[lanon 323 Marion Street €1958 | Structure Not Evaluated
V09258 Sawgrass 414 Live Oak Avenue 1920 Structure Ineligible for the

Garage NRHP

Sawgrass . Ineligible for the
V09259 Loading Dock 414 Live Oak Avenue 1954 Structure NRHP
V09260 | Sawgrass 414 Live Oak Avenue | 1920 | Structure :{;;'L?F',b'e for the

Alternative 3 Investigations Conclusions

The general architectural landscape for Wi&tive 3 is commercial as well as some
residential and contains elements directly teglato the FEC railroad. The potential eligible
resources in the APE for Alternative 3cimde Dunn Lumber & Hardware (VO5571) and
Daytona Beach Water Softening Plant (VO5904hese resources were constructed during an
era when passenger service was a regular oomaren the FEC rail line, and freight loading
and unloading was part of the commercial drawtliese businesses. Based on the results of this
field investigation, it is the opinion of PCI thatvédéopment of the project area will not adversely
affect any sites that have historical, culturalsacred significance, or that otherwise meet the
minimum criteria for NRHP listing excepting tHeEC rail line itself. Based on preliminary
consultation with DHR, returning passenger katk on the mainline would not constitute an
adverse effect to the NRHP-eligible FEC Railw@ppendix A). No further investigation is
recommended for the proposed Daytona Beach Station Alternative 3.
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RESULTS FOR DAYTONA BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVE 4, SOUTH OF LIVE OAK
AVENUE, WEST oF FEC
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Figure 36. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 4.

Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on May 5, 20 Katherine Baar and José Pefia under
the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPtotal of two shovel tests were excavated
within the project area, all along the proposgding. Close surface inspection was also
conducted.  However, no cultural material swaecovered. @ No previously recorded
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archaeological sites were located within thejget area, nor were any previously unrecorded
archaeological resources identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Twelve previously recorded resources, inahgdone linear resource, one historic district,
and 10 historic structures, were found to bighiv the Area of Potential Effect for Station
Alternative 4. Linear resource VO8606, the FR@ilroad, has been determined eligible for
listing on the NRHP by SHPO. V88, the Southwest Daytona Beach Black Heritage Historic
District was added to the NRHP on May, 23, 199Mone of the previously recorded historic
structures were evaluated by the SHPO, but alhei are being recommended by this survey as
ineligible for listing on the NRHP. One of theepiously recorded structures was found to have
been demolished or removed. The following table details these previously recorded resources.

Table 13. Previously Recorded Resource within the APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternative 4.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP_O Survey '
Name . Type Evaluation Recommendation
Period
Old Malby & 415 Not
VO5573 | Conrad Lumber | Orange €1910 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Evaluated
Co. #2 Avenue
V05613 | 618 Clark Street | 918 ClAK | 1910 | structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Street Evaluated
V05614 | 622 Clark Street | 922 1K\ 1904 | structure | N Ineligible for NRHP
Street Evaluated
611 Marion 611 Marion Not -
VO5721 Street Street c1900 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
506 Cedar 506 Cedar Not -
VO5730 Street Street c1924 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
vOsg27 | 216 Loomis 516 Loomis | 1904 | structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
433 Marion 433 Marion Not -
V05828 Street Street c1924 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
419 Marion 419 Marion Not
V05835 Street Street €c1924 | Structure Evaluated Destroyed
320 S
vosg77 | 320 South Segrave 1924 | Structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Segrave Street Evaluated
Street
vosggo | Cofliss Tool & | 821 Marion | 1 g4 | gyrycture | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Die Street Evaluated
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Date /
EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP_O Survey _
Name Period Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Southwest
Daytona Beach 1884- | Historic NRHP- .
VOT188 | Black Heritage | VA 1048 | District | listed NRHP-listed
District
. 19"and | .
voseoe | Hlorida East N/A oot | Linear Eligible Eligible
Coast Railroad Resource
Century

VO7188 — Southwest Daytona Beach Black Heritage Historical District

Figure 37. Live Oak Ave, within VO7188, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

This Black Heritage Historic District hasperiod of significance #t dates from 1848 to
1948. It includes examples of Frame and Masonry Vernacular architecture along with
Mediterranean Revival, Mission, CraftsmanndaQueen Anne styles. It encompasses
approximately 100 acres and comprises thestnmgignificant concentration of resources
associated with the development of Daytona Beach'’s African-American community during the
historic period. Is just south of Intetianal Speedway Blvd (US 92) and is roughly bounded by
Foote Court to the north, Marion Street and BiC Railroad on the east, South Street to the
south and Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvdofimerly Campbell Street) on the west. This
Historic District was added to the NRHP on May 23, 1997.

Nine structures were newly recorded in &fRE for Station Alternative 4. These were all
recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP. The following table details the newly
recorded resources located along Daytona Beach Station Alternative 4. Descriptions of newly
recorded resources not previously discussed above follow.
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Table 14. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternative 4.

DR § Resource Surve
FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
Peri Type Recommendation
eriod
V09258 | Sawgrass Garage | ‘oo LIve O2K 1920 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
vogzsg | Sawgrass Loading | 414 Live Oak 1954 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Dock Avenue
V09260 | Sawgrass 414 Live Oak 1920 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue
V09261 | 626 Clark Street 626 Clark Street 1953 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
V09265 | 431 Warner Place 431 Warner Place 1924 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
V09266 | 431 1/2 Warner Place g?alcél 2 Warner 1946 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
V09267 | 437 Warner Place 437 Warner Place 1939 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
V09268 | AC Hydraulics 405 Loomis 1965 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue
V09269 | 501 George Street 501 George Street 1949 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
V09261 — 626 Clark Street

Structure V09261 is located at 626 Clarke8tr This Masonry Vernacular residence
was constructed in 1953. Stylistic elementsudel asymmetrical massing, attached flat roof
carport, enclosed side porch, brick exterior valdpboard in the low pitch gable, and flat roof
additions with box eaves. Since this building Reky historical assaion or distinguishing

it o,

[ e i
Figure 38. V09261 no

features it is recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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V09262 — 414 Dr. Mary M. Bethune Blvd

Figure 39. VO ' d st faades, facing north (PCI May 2010).

Structure V09262, is located at 414 .Dvlary M. Bethune Boulevard. This
Prefabricated utilitarian commercial buildimates to 1940, according to the Volusia County
Property Appraiser. It has a gable roof and itsrextés covered with metal panels. This is an
industrial prefabricated building constructed for utility and as such has no distinguishing
features. Since this building lackny historical association or distinguishing features it is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

V09263 — 312 North Charles Street

Figure 40. 09263 soUth and eaét fai(;édés, facing nohwest (CI May 2010).
Structure V09263 is located at 312 North Gd&rStreet. It is a Masonry Vernacular

residence built in 1956. Stylistic elements include a simple rectangular plan, concrete block
construction, asymmetrical fenestration, a phstimth porch, box eaves and a flat roof with
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overhangs. Since the building lacks any historasdociation or distinguishing features, it is
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

V09264 — Fellowship Union Church of God

Structure V09264, the Fellowship Union ChuafhGod, is located at 520 Dr. Mary M.
Bethune Boulevard. This Masonry Vernacular baig with some International Style elements,
was erected in 1955. Stylistic elements include $tories, a rectangular shape, concrete block
construction clad in stucco, a flat roof, fiesst-story side-recessed store front topped by a
cantilevered flat roof, coping aof edge, and paired windows on the second story. Since the
building lacks any historical association or distinguishing features it is recommended as not
eligible for listing on the NRHP.

V09265 — 431 Warner Place

Figure 42. VO9265 es, as May 2010).
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Structure VO9265 is located at 431 Warneacel It is a simple Frame Vernacular
residence built in 1924, according to the Volusia County Property Appraiser. Stylistic elements
include a gable-front main- block flanked byotwingle-story wings, asymmetrical fenestration,
double hung sash windows and wood reidi The structure has had several alterations. It is
associated with VO9266. Since the building laaky historical association or distinguishing
features it is recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

V09266 — 431 Y2 Warner Place

Figure 43. V09266 West facade, facing northeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure VO9266 is located at 431%2 WarR&ce. It was built in 1946, according to
the Volusia County Property Appraiser. Ippears to have once served as a detached
garage/apartment and is now a residence. It is concrete block building with a metal paneled
carport on the west facade. Has a flat roof, jalousie and single hung sash windows. The
structure has had several alterations. Is®aiated with VO9265. Since the building lacks any
historical association or distinguishing featuites recommended as not eligible for listing on
the NRHP.
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V09267 — 437 Warner Place

Figure 44. V09267 north and west facades, facing southeast.(PCI May 2010).

Structure V09267 is located at 437 Warridace. This Craftsman Bungalow was
constructed in 1939. Stylistic elements incltige following: a single sty, a cross gable roof,
an enclosed porch, overhanging eaves with esgpaafter tails, wood soffits, and a brick end
chimney. Since this building lacks any historieasociation or distinguishing features it is
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

V09269 — 501 George Street

Figure 45. V0269 north and east fac es, facin southwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure V09269, is located at 501 Georgedtr It is a Masonry Vernacular residence
constructed in 1949. Stylistic elements include llgeoof, attached flat roof carport, wood post
supported gable roof portico on west facade oven matry, concrete block exterior and metal
single hung sash windows. Since this building $aa@ky historical association or distinguishing
features it is recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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Alternative 4 Investigations Conclusions

The general architectural landscape for Altéu@ad is commercial as well as residential
and contains elements directly related toRE€ railroad. The NRHP listed resource within the
APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternatives4vVO7188, the Southwest Daytona Beach Black
Heritage Historic District. This historic digtt has a period of significance from 1848, predating
the railroad, to 1948, well after the railroad wasstructed. Since many of the resources within
the district were constructed during an erseewlpassenger service was a regular occurrence on
the FEC ralil line and since the railroad contributedhe growth of the area and many of the
businesses located within the historic distriestoration of passenger service to the FEC should
not be an adverse effect to this district. Basedhe results of this field investigation, it is the
opinion of PCI that development of the projeaaawill not adversely affect any sites that have
historical, cultural, or sacred significance, aattbtherwise meet the minimum criteria for NRHP
listing excepting the FEC rail line itself. Base preliminary consultation with DHR, returning
passenger rail back on the mainline would not coretdn adverse effect to the NRHP-eligible

FEC Railway (Appendix A). No further investitjon is recommended for the proposed Daytona
Beach Station Alternative 4.
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RESULTS FOR DAYTONA BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVE 5, NORTH OF
INTERNATIONAL SPEEDWAY BLVD, EAST OF FEC

B, 24670y
% vososs | A PR,

Legend N FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail
g : Daytona Beach Station Alternate 5

tation and parki . .
:I station and parking i Volusia County, Florida
siding e Township 15 South, Range 33 East

Base map: true color aerial,
2004 digital orthophoto quarter quad

o negative shovel test

o historic structure

fiFiR i segircs ? 200 400 600 800 ‘IGIDO Feet

[777]  resource group 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 Meters
e e e

Figure 46. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 5.
Archaeological Investigations
The project area was surveyed on Map®10 by Katherine Baar and José Pefia under
the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RIFgure 43). A total of three shovel tests

were excavated within the project area, twdhe proposed station and one along the proposed
siding. Close surface inspection was alemducted. However, no cultural material was
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recovered. No previously recorded archaeadlalgartifacts or sites were located within the
project area, nor were any previously unrecordexhaeological resources identified during the
investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Fourteen previously recorded resourdesjuding one linear resource and 13 historic
structures, were found to be within the Area ofelAtal Effect for Station Alternative 5. Linear
resource VO8606, the FEC Railroad, has beerrmeated eligible for listing on the NRHP by
SHPO. None of the previously recorded hist@tructures were evaluated by the SHPO, but
three of them are being recommended by thisesuas potentially eligible for the NRHP. One
of the previously recorded structures wasirfd to have been demolished or removed. The
following table details these previously recordextources, and descriptions of previously
recorded resources that are recommended @&nhipadty eligible for listing on the NRHP that

have not been discussed in previous alternatives follow below.

Table 15. Previously Recorded Resource within the APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternative 5.

Date /

Resource " Resource SHPO Survey
e Name AERIEES T|r_ne Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
. 212N -
Florida Power & Not Ineligible for
VO5397 Light Office Segrave c1945 | Structure Evaluated NRHP
Street
240N -
Daytona Beach Not Ineligible for
V05402 Cold Storage Segrave €1940 | Structure Evaluated NRHP
Street
Motens 402 Dr. Mary Not Ineligible for
V05403 | Upholstery & M. Bethune c1924 | Structure 9
Evaluated NRHP
Carpet Blvd
Steamatic 312N Not Ineligible for
V05404 | Cleaning Segrave €c1940 | Structure 9
. Evaluated NRHP
Service Street
. 142’ S .
voss64 | PloneerwWood | g0 ove c1916 | Structure | NO! Ineligible for
Design Evaluated NRHP
Street
The Green 150 S Not
VO5565 | House Segrave c1940 | Structure Destroyed
Evaluated
Restaurant Street
403-413 W
Snows Glass & | International Not Ineligible for
VO5570 Mirror Speedway c1940 | Structure Evaluated NRHP
Blvd
204 S
voss71 | Dunn bumber& | o0 e 1940 | Structure | NO! Potentially Eligible
Hardware Evaluated
Street
DB Water 220 Marion Not . -
V05904 Softening Plant | Street 1937 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
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Date /

EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP(_) Survey _
Name Period Type Evaluation | Recommendation
115-119 N i
115-119 North Not Ineligible for
VO5958 Charles Street Charles €c1922 | Structure Evaluated NRHP
Street
508 W
Robison's International Not Ineligible for
V05986 Motorcycles Speedway €1924 | Structure Evaluated NRHP
Blvd
506 W
Daytona Bearing | International Not Ineligible for
VO5987 Supply Speedway c1924 | Structure Evaluated NRHP
Blvd
: 515 Dr. Mary
vosggg | New Mount Zion | "goinine” | c1040 | Structure | NO Potentially Eligible
Baptist Church BIVd Evaluated
Florida East 19" "f}]nd Linear - -
V08606 : N/A 20 Eligible Eligible
Coast Railroad Resource
Century

V05988 — New Mount Zion Baptist Church

The New Mount Zion Baptist Church is loedtat 515 Dr. Mary M. Bethune Boulevard
and was constructed in 1940. It is RomanesquevBkstyle religious structure. It features an
irregular building plan, brick exterior, a galteof, Tuscan columns, round stained glass window
and an arched fanlight. It was originally reded in 1994 but was never evaluated by the SHPO.
This structure is being recommended by thisvey as potentially eligible for listing on the
NRHP under Criteria A and C as a good examplRahanesque Revival style church building

Figure 47. North facade of VO5988, facing southeast (PCI May 2010).

which is still functioning as it was originally constructed.

60




Seven structures were newly recorded in the APE for Station Alternative 5. These were
all recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP. The complete descriptions of these
newly recorded structures which have not beewvipusly discussed in other alternatives, can be
found below. The following table details thewly recorded resource located along Daytona
Beach Station Alternative 5.

Table 16. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Daytona Beach Station Alternative 5.

Date / Resource Surve
FMSF # Resource Name Address Time Yy
. Type Recommendation
Period
. 132 N Segrave Ineligible for
V09253 | FP&L Loading Dock Street €1955 Structure NRHP
. 132 N Segrave Ineligible for
V09254 | FP&L Offices Street c1951 Structure NRHP
. 501 W International Ineligible for
V09255 | Total Entertainment Speedway Blvd 1950 Structure NRHP
V09256 | 229 Marion Street 229 Marion Street c1940 | Structure mg&b'e for
414 Dr. Mary M. 414 Dr. Mary M. Ineligible for
VO9262 | pothune Bivd Bethune Blvd 1940 | Structure | \pup
312 N Charles Ineligible for
V09263 | 312 N Charles Street 1956 Structure NRHP
Fellowship Union 520 Dr. Mary M. Ineligible for
V09264 Church of God Bethune Blvd 1955 Structure NRHP

Alternative 5 Investigations Conclusions

The general architectural landscape for Alternative 5 is commercial as well as industrial
and contains elements directly related to th€ [f&ilroad. The potential eligible resources in the
APE for Alternative 5 include Dunn Lumbé& Hardware (VO5571), Daytona Beach Water
Softening Plant (VO5904) and New Mount Zi8aptist Church (VO5988). These resources
were constructed during an era when passesgyeice was a regular occurrence on the FEC rall
line, and freight loading and unloading was parth&f commercial draw for the two businesses.
Based on the results of this field investigatiting the opinion of PCI that development of the
project area will not adversely affect any sitdgt have historical, cultural, or sacred
significance, or that otherwise meet the mmuam criteria for NRHP listing excepting the FEC
rail line itself. Based on preliminary consultation with DHR, returning passenger rail back on
the mainline would not constitute an adverse effect to the NRHP-eligible FEC Railway
(Appendix A). No further investigation ieecommended for the proposed Daytona Beach
Station Alternative 5.

EVALUATION OF DAYTONA BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVES

Five alternative station locations have beeoposed for the Daytona Beach area. Only
Alternative 4 requires the consideration of @lkand noise impacts to a number of cultural
resources, primarily in the form of a historittict listed on the NRHP. However, as much of
this specific resource post-dates the developfRE& rail, these visuand noise effects should
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not be considered adverse. The noise fromtraic in the vicinity of the Southwest Daytona
Beach Black Heritage Historic District (VO7188)ll represent an increase in the frequency of
noise episodes but not an increase in volume, @ such should also not be considered an
adverse effect. All five alternative statiorc&tions and their sidings are equally acceptable in
terms of their lack of potential adverse impacts to cultural resources.
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TITUSVILLE STATION ALTERNATIVES

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Physiography

The Titusville project area (Alternatives 1, 2ald 4) lies in east central Florida within
Brevard County. It is situated within the CentralMid-Peninsular Zone of Florida, specifically
along the eastern edge of the Atlantic CdaRidge (White 1970: Map 1-B). The Atlantic
Coastal Ridge is a narrow ridge, 1.6 to 3.2 kilometer® 2 miles) wide, that extends along the
east coast of the Florida peninsula from the sehtive of St. Mary’s River at the Georgia state
line to southwest of Miami in Dade County. Nehe project area this portion of the Atlantic
Coastal Ridge is composed of a series of rédeach ridges and bars parallel to the Atlantic
Ocean. The topography within the project arealaively flat with elevations ranging from 3.0
meters (10 feet) to 1.5 meters amsl (15 feet).

Hydrology

Large quantities of surface water are avadadil many places in Brevard County. The St.
Johns River throughout its length is a potential sewf water while the series of lakes through
which the river flows are natural reservoirs. Theamns that flow eastward out of the Atlantic
Coastal Ridge into the Indian River Lagoon pegennial and the lakes and sloughs within the
ridge system also can be used to provide waipplies. Both non-artesian and artesian water is
available in the county. The largest supply of @ige water in is the Floridan aquifer. This
aquifer is the main source of irrigation water in Brevard. Many scattered artesian wells occur
throughout the county (Huckle et al. 1974:4).

Soils

A single soil association is mapped for fhreject area (Huckle et al. 1974:General Soll
Map): Myakka-EauGallie-Immokalee. This associatconsists of “Nearly level, poorly drained
soils, sandy throughout, or sandy to a depth oindies (102 centimeters) and loamy below”
(Huckle et al. 1974:8). Historically this soil asgiion was made up of nearly level pine and
palmetto flatwoods interspersed with low dzroak ridges, small to large grassy ponds and
sloughs, and swamps. Native vegetation in the @atig is mainly pine trees, saw-palmetto, and
pine-land three-awn. Low ridges with commurstief scrub oaks, pine-land three-awn, and
scattered pines are more numerous near Indian River.

LocAL HISTORY

By the time of initial European contact, present-day Brevard County stretching from the
Atlantic Coast and inland about 20 miles to 8te Johns River area was inhabited by the Ais
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Indians (Milanich 1994). Perhaps the earliest contact with the Ais occurred in 1565 when the
Frenchman, Jean Ribault, rescued two saildne Wwad been captives of the Ais for fourteen
years. The Indian River area was on the fringeSpainish activity, but played an important role

due to its position at the mouth of the Strait§lofrida, where a number of ships sailing to Spain
were wrecked. Attack from the north by invaglindians and Englishmen literally drove the Ais

into extinction. The Yamassee and Creek Indians foraged into the peninsula, and by 1750,
Creeks were reported on the Indian River. 1Bg0, the only residents of the Indian River region
were several Spaniards who annually esthblisfishing quarters along the coast and a few
Indians (Rouse 1951).

When the British took Florida from the Spanish in 1764, more than 3,000 Spanish
colonists left the region. The English offerieehd grants to encourage settlement, and a few
plantations were established between 1768 &775 along the Indian River; however, the
outbreak of the American Revolution altered tlevelopment of British Florida (Schene 1976).
By 1784, Spain had reclaimed the Florida teryito With the departure of the British, the
population of East Florida fell to under 2,000danumerous plantations were abandoned. To
encourage agriculture in Florida, the Sparbglgan issuing land grants to anyone who would
swear an oath of allegiance to Spain, even non-Catholics (Tanner 1963).

Florida became a United States territoryl821 and was granted statehood in 1845. Fort
Ann was established in 1837 and 1838 in the Titesarea during the Second Seminole War. The
fort was used to protect the teortation route between the Mosquito Lagoon and the Indian River.
This fort formed the original settlement morthern Brevard County. Douglas Dummett was an
influential settler who developed the citrus indysn what was then called Mosquito County.
Dummett grafted the Spanish sour-orange treesthélsweeter variety to produce a tree that was
both hardy and sweet. This would later becomeeaitea of Indian River Citrus (Historic Property
Associates, Inc. 1987).

Titusville did not develop until 1867. The foumds# Titusville, Colonel Henry T. Titus
settled at Sand Point. In 1869, the rest of hisljaatso settled in the area. Titus built a hotel
called Titus House, establishing the only hotel in the county. In 1873, the post office name was
changed from Sand Point to Titusville after Cbitus. By 1879, Titusville was also voted the
county seat. The advent of Henry Flagleriédroad increased the population of Brevard County
as it did for most of Florida's east coast. ith\the dawning of cheaper and more accessible
transportation, the area’s population grew amarism increased. The popularity of the area
expanded throughout the land boom of the 1920swehler, this economic growth was stifled
by the Great Depression and did not rebound agjaiith after World War 1l and the creation of
NASA and the Space Program (Historic Propersgéciates, Inc. 1987). The Naval Air Station
and Space Program continue today to be important economically for the county.

RESEARCH DESIGN

The research strategy for the Titusvillstation Alternatives involved background
investigation, a historic document search, and field survey for historic sites, historic
structures, and archaeological occurrences. vewve of the relevant archaeological literature
produced a summary of previous archaeologicakwo the project area. The Florida Master
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Site File was checked for any previously recordiggls within the project area and to provide an
indication of the prehistoric settlement anddause patterns for the region. The Brevard County
Property Appraiser was also consulted to loaatg structures in the vicinity which were 45
years old or older prior to commencementtlod survey (Ford 2010). Current soil surveys,
vegetation maps, and relevant literature weomsulted to provide a description of the
physiographic and geological region of whithe project area is a part. Fieldwork was
performed in those areas within and direcljjacent to the alternative station location, and
included assessing standing buildings, structuaed, landscapes for architectural and historic
significance and NRHP eligibility. Archaeological investigations were performée gidposed
alternative station locations and within right-ofywafor sidings whenever possible. In April and
May 2010, PCI personnel visually inspected the study area for the potential station locations.
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RESULTS FOR TITUSVILLE ALTERNATIVE 1, SOUTH OF JULIA STREET, EAST OF
FEC

Legend FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail
9 Titusville Station Alternate 1
D station and parking N .
N Brevard County, Florida
sling Township 22 South, Range 35 East
o negative shovel test Base map: true color aerial,
2004 digital orthophoto quarter quad
o historic structure
NRHPJistod rosource 0 200 400 600 800 1000 Feet

m resource group

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 Meters
e e

Figure 48. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 1.
Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on iAR@8, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and Bradley
Mueller under the supervision of Ramie A. GooigePh.D., RPA. The project area is located on
an urban setting precluding subsurface testing. However, closeeimEpection was conducted.
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No previously recorded archaeological sites weoated within the project area, nor were any
previously unrecorded archaeological resources identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Thirteen previously recorded resourcesluding one linear resource and 12 historic
structures, were found to be within the Area ofelftial Effect for Station Alternative 1. Linear
resource BR1870, the FEC Railroad, has been detednfiy the SHPO to be eligible for listing
on the NRHP. BR177, the St. Gabriel's Episddplaurch was listed on the NRHP on December
5, 1972. None of the other previously recordedcstires were evaluated by the SHPO, but five
of them were recommended by this survey asma@lly eligible for the NRHP. Three of the
previously recorded structures were foundhdwe been demolished or removed. The following
table details these previously recorded resources.

Table 17. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Titusville Station Alternative 1.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP_O Survey '
Name Period Type Evaluation Recommendation
St. Gabriel's
BR177 | Episcopal AlaSPalm | 997 | grycture | NRHP- NRHP-listed
Avenue listed
Church
BrR377 | 411 Dummitt j4llDummitt | o505 | guicryre | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
. 507A
BR37g | 207 Dummitt | 5 it c1910 | Structure | NO! Destroyed
Avenue-A Evaluated
Avenue
. 507B
Bra7g | 207 Dummitt | b it 1930 | Structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue-B Evaluated
Avenue
BR381 611 Dummitt 611 Dummitt c1920 | Structure Not Destroyed
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
Hill Hotel and 422 Julia Not . -
BR425 Apartments Street 1925 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
BR426 428 Julia Street 428 Julia €c1905 | Structure Not Potentially Eligible
Street Evaluated
423 Main 423 Main Not . -
BR430 Street Street €c1910 | Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
427 Main 427 Main Not
BR431 Street Street cl1915 | Structure Evaluated Destroyed
511 Main 511 Main Not -
BR432 Street Street €c1925 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
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Date /
EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP_O Survey _
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
Brevard County | 506 S Palm Not . .-
BR465 Courthouse Avenue 1912 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
Titusville Train | 420 Pine Not . -
BR468 Station Street 1925 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
Florida East 19" and Linear
BR1870 : N/A 20" Eligible Eligible
Coast Railroad Resource
Century

BR177 — St. Gabriel’'s Episcopal Church

Figure 49. North facade of BR177, facing south (PCI April 2010).

St. Gabriel's Episcopal Church is locatedthe east of the FEC railroad at 414 South
Palm Avenue. This church is the GothicvRal style which was feored by Florida’s second
Episcopal Bishop, Edwin Weed. For his promontiof this style and its specific use in
construction of churches in Florida, it is nandedhim, the Bishop Weed Gothic Revival style.
Constructed in 1887, on land donated by the foundditaéville’s wife, this church is highly
intact and still functioning as a house of worshlpis a modified cruciform plan with a cross
gabled roof that is steeply pitched. It featupointed arch windowsithr stained glass from
England, tracery, board and batten exterior an@djaining bell tower. For its architectural
significance and association with the early relig history of the City of Titusville, BR177 was
listed on the NRHP on December 5, 1972.
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BR425 — Hill Hotel and Apartments

7;.. T e = ’ : s~ - T >
Figure 50. South facade of BR425, facing north (PCI April 2010).

The Hill Hotel and Apartments, located 422 Julia Street, consist of a 3 story
rectangular block with symmetrical massing, stua@dls, a parapet, vigas, bands of windows,
and a full width enclosed entry porch. Itagepresentative example of a Mission style multi-
family apartment dwelling with several facade mt®mns. It cost early Titusville entrepreneur
Fred Hill $25,000 in 1925 to have this buildingnstructed by Otis Powell. As originally
designed, it had six hotel rooms and nine apartmelbtsad a screened porch on the first floor
(now enclosed) topped by an open sun deck. d&egbroximity to the rail line would have made
it easily accessible for tourists visiting the ardais building was originally recorded in 1987
but never evaluated by the SHPO. It is beegpmmended as potentially eligible for the NRHP
under criteria C as it is a representative exangdl a Mission style building from the early
settlement period of the City of Titusville and @ssociation with early tourism in the region.

BR426 — 428 Julia Street

Figure 51. South and West fagades 'bfélﬁ?‘ﬁé, i‘ééih—g—northeast (PCI April 2010).
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Structure BR426 is located at 428 Julia Stréetvas constructed circa 1905 and consists
of a rectangular block with symmetrical massistyicco exterior, and a parapet. It is a good
representative example of a Masonry Vernacatanmercial building with several facade and
fenestration alterations. It was occupied by early Titusville entrepreneur Fred Hill's Grocery
Store in 1926, when he built the Hill Apartmentslddotel next door at 422 Julia Street (BR425)
for $25,000. This building was originally reded in 1987 but was never evaluated by the
SHPO. It is being recommended as potentidilyilde for the NRHP undecriteria C as it is a
representative example of a Masonry Vernacsiyle commercial building from the early
settlement period within the City of Titusville.

BR430 — 423 Main Street

Figure 52. South facade of BR430, facing north (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR430 is located at 423 Maine$trand was constructed circa 1910. Itis a
largely intact example of a Queen Anne stgigelling, with few alterations. Stylistically it
features asymmetrical massing and fenestmatpaired windows on forward facing gable, 2/2
double hung sash windows, a clipped gable, den@ verge-board, a wraparound porch and a
cross gable roof. This structure was originahgorded in 1987 but was never evaluated by the
SHPO. Itis being recommended as potentidigil#e for listing on the NRHP under Criteria C.
Its significance derives from its intact land ysdtern and as good representative example of an
early-twentieth century Queen Anne style building.
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BR465 — Brevard County Courthouse

Figure 53. East facade of BR465, facing west (PCI April 2010).

The Brevard County Courthouse is locatatdl 506 South Palm Avenue and was
constructed in 1912. It is a Classical Revi8#yle governmental building with a pedimented
portico, and a symmetrical facade. An elab®m@airnice runs around the entire building and it
has a pent roof with boxed eaves, modilliond a wide frieze band. Decorative diamond panels
are carved into the soffit of the eaves. Thezi topping the portico matches that of the main
block and is supported by Tuscan columrswas constructed by Lightman, McDonald and
Company with Hirshberg, Thompson and Hadwns Construction Co. constructing the 1925
addition. This building was originally recorded1987 but has not been evaluated by the SHPO.
It is being recommended as potentially eligifde the NRHP under criteria A and C as it is a
highly intact Classical Revival style governmanbuilding from the early settlement period
within the City of Titusville with an intadand use pattern as it still houses county offices.

BR468 — Titusville Train Station

Figure 54.
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Structure BR468, Titusville Train Station, liscated at 420 Pine Street. This highly
intact Mission style station was constructedlB28. Stylistic elements include: Rectangular
plan, visually divided into three sections, tatlsection with parapet and coping, rough stucco
walls, simple round arched entries, oculus at hoef, and flat roof on lower sections. Titusville
Station is recommended as potentially eligitalelisting on the NRHP under Criteria A and C.
Its significance derives from its intact land yss#tern and as a good representative example of
an early-twentieth century Mission styleilding, with a period of significance from 1928-
present.

Six structures were newly recorded in the APE for Station Alternative 1. All of these
were recommended as ineligible for listing oe tRRHP. The table below details the newly
recorded resources located along Titusville Stathlternative 1. Descriptions of these newly
recorded structures follow.

Table 18. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Titusville Station Alternative 1.

FMSF # Resource Name Address DRI J _Tlme REEEL e oy .
Period Type Recommendation

BR2591 | 313 Wilson Avenue i\ll?;r\]’l\j'e'son 1950 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

BR2592 | 321 Wilson Avenue iiir:ﬁhelson c1920 Structure Ineligible for NRHP

BR2593 | 415 Dummitt 415 Dummitt 1952 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue

BR2594 | 405 Dummitt 405 Dummitt 1951 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue

BR2595 | 513 Main Street 513 Main Street 1944 Structure Ineligible for NRHP

BR2599 United Ch”St'an 609 Dummitt 1925 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Fellowship Avenue

BR2591 — 313 Wilson Ave
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Structure BR2591 is located at 313 Wits Avenue. This Masonry Vernacular
commercial building was constructed in 1950. liStig elements include: Rectangular plan,
visually divided into three blocks, concrete tHagalls and flat roof. Since this building lacks

any historical association or distinguishing teas it is being recommended as not eligible for
listing on the NRHP.

BR2592 — 323 Wilson Ave

Figure 56. North facade of BR2592, facing south (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2592 is located at 323 WilsoneAue. This Frame Vernacular residence
was constructed circa 1920. Stylistic elementtushe: wood clapboard, gable roof, and several
additions. Since this building lacks any historiaakociation or distinguishing features and has
been greatly altered it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2593 — 415 Dummitt Ave

Figure 57. South and west facades of BR2593, facing northeast (PCI April 2010).

73



Structure BR2593 is located at 415 DummitteAue. This Ranch style residence was
construed in 1952. Stylistic elements includeong and low proportions, side gable roof,
concrete block walls. Since this building lackny historical association or distinguishing
features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2594 — 405 Dummitt Ave

Figure 58. North d Wes faca of BR2594, facing southeast (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2594 is located at 405 DummitteAue. This Ranch/Frame Vernacular
style residence was constructed in 1951. Siyledements include: Long and low proportions,
jalousie windows and hipped roof. Since thisilding lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2595 — 513 Main Street

Figure 59. North and east fa(;adesiof BR2595, facing southwest (PCI April 2010).
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Structure BR2595 is located at 513 Main Streghis Frame Vernacular residence was
constructed in 1944. Stylistic elements uug: several alterations, faux half timbering on
second story, exposed rafter tails and hippeaf.rSince this building lacks any historical
association or distinguishing features it isngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

BR2599 — United Christian Fellowship

Figure 60. North and west facades of BR2599, facing southeast (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2599, United Christian Fellowshgplocated at 609 Dummitt Avenue. This
Masonry Vernacular/Mission style building was doasted in 1925. Stylistic elements include:
Rectangular plan, Mission parapet, centratyeflanked by two elongated 1/1 double hung sash
windows, stucco walls and gable roof. Since thidding lacks any historical associations or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 1 Investigations Conclusion

The general architectural landscape for Altéueal is residential and contains elements
directly related to the FEC railroad, including thistoric Titusville Train Station (BR468). St.
Gabriel's Episcopal Church (BR177) is listedtbe NRHP. Other potential eligible resources in
the APE for Alternative 1 include Hill Hotehd Apartments (BR425), 428 Julia Street (BR426),
423 Main Street (BR430), and the Brevadunty Courthouse (BR465). The courthouse
predates the presence of anratation, but was built adjacent to the FEC railroad. The other
resources were constructed during an era vplassenger service was a regular occurrence on the
FEC ralil line, and an operational train statiorsypart of the neighborhood. Based on the results
of this field investigation, it is the opinion &CI that development of the project area will not
adversely affect any sites thatvieahistorical, cultural, or sacred significance, or that otherwise
meet the minimum criteria for NRHP listingxcepting the FEC rail line itself. Based on
preliminary consultation with DHR, returningassenger rail back on the mainline would not
constitute an adverse effect to the NRHP-eligible FEC Railway (Appendix A). No further
investigation is recommended for the proposed Titusville Alternative 1.
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TITUSVILLE ALTERNATIVE 2, NORTH OF PINE STREET, EAST OF FEC
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Figure 61. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 2.
Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on iA@8, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and Bradley
Mueller under the supervision of Ramie A. GooigePh.D., RPA. The project area is located in
an urban setting precluding subsurface testing. However, closeesimEpection was conducted.
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No previously recorded archaeological sites weoated within the project area, nor were any
previously unrecorded archaeological resources identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Thirteen previously recorded resourcesluding one linear resource, and 12 historic
structures, were found to be within the Area ofelftial Effect for Station Alternative 2. Linear
resource BR1870, the FEC Railroad, has been detednlin the SHPO to be potentially eligible
for listing on the NRHP. BR177, the St. GabsdEpiscopal Church was listed on the NRHP on
December 5, 1972. None of thenet previously recorded structures were evaluated by the
SHPO, but five of them were recommended by shivey as potentially eligible for the NRHP.
Three of the previously recorded structuresenv®und to have been demolished or removed.
The adaptive reuse of the Titusville Train Stai®proposed by this alternative. The following
table details these previously recorded resources.

Table 19. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Titusville Station Alternative 2.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHPO Survey
Name Period Type Evaluation | Recommendation
St. Gabriel's
BR177 | Episcopal alaspam | 407 | syycture | NRHP- NRHP-listed
Avenue listed
Church
BR377 411 Dummitt 411 Dummitt 1925 Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
. 507A
BR378 507 Dummitt Dummitt €1910 | Structure Not Destroyed
Avenue-A Evaluated
Avenue
: 507B
BR379 507 Dummitt Dummitt c1930 | Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue-B Evaluated
Avenue
Bragy | o1l Dummitt | 611 Dummitt | 1454 | gyryeture | NO Destroyed
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
Hill Hotel and 422 Julia Not . -
BR425 Apartments Street 1925 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
. 428 Julia Not . -
BR426 | 428 Julia Street Street c1905 | Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
423 Main 423 Main Not . -
BR430 Street Street €1910 | Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
427 Main 427 Main Not
BR431 Street Street €c1915 | Structure Evaluated Destroyed
511 Main 511 Main Not -
BR432 Street Street €c1925 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Brevard County | 506 S Palm Not . i
BR465 Courthouse Avenue 1912 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
Titusville Train | 420 Pine Not . .-
BR468 Station Street 1925 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
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Date /

EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHPQ Survey _
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
th
. 19" and .
BR1g70 | HordaEast )y, ogh | Linear Eligible Eligible
Coast Railroad Resource
Century

Six structures were newly recorded in thEeE for Station Alternative 2 and were also
recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHHL of these structures have been described
above in Titusville Station Alternative 1. The following table details the newly recorded
resources located along Titusville Station Alternative 2.

Table 20. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Titusville Station Alternative 2.

DR Resource Surve

FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
. Type Recommendation

Period
BR2591 | 313 Wilson Avenue i\llir:’l\j'e'son 1950 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2592 | 321 Wilson Avenue i%ir:ﬁ"e'son 1920 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2593 | 415 Dummitt Avenue iignaimm'“ 1952 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2594 | 405 Dummitt Avenue igzn%‘émm'“ 1951 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2595 | 513 Main Street 513 Main Street 1944 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2599 | United Christian 609 Dummitt 1925 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

Fellowship Avenue

Alternative 2 Investigations Conclusion

The general architectural landscape for Altéuea2 is residential and contains elements
directly related to the FEC railroad, including thistoric Titusville Train Station (BR468). St.
Gabriel's Episcopal Church (BR177) is listedtbe NRHP. Other potential eligible resources in
the APE for Alternative 2 include Hill Hotehd Apartments (BR425), 428 Julia Street (BR426),
423 Main Street (BR430), and the Brevaaunty Courthouse (BR465). The courthouse
predates the presence of a train station inAllhernative 2 APE, but was built adjacent to the
FEC railroad. The other resources were consduduring an era when passenger service was a
regular occurrence on the FEC rail line, and an operational train station was part of the
neighborhood. Based on the results of this fielestigation, it is the opinion of PCI that
development of the project area will not adversélgch any sites that have historical, cultural,
or sacred significance, or that otherwise maetminimum criteria for NRHP listing excepting
the FEC rall line itself. Based on preliminargnsultation with DHR, returning passenger ralil
back on the mainline would not constitute an aslweffect to the NRHP-eligible FEC Railway
(Appendix A). Adaptive reuse of the Titusvillealm Station for this alternative will require
SHPO consultation and review, but this shonlt be considered a negative factor for the
potential selection of this alternative. Rather, adaptive reuse of the historic train station is likely
to enhance and preserve this presently underarsggotentially threatened (by neglect) historic
resource. No further investigation is recommended for the proposed Titusville Alternative 2.
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RESULTS FOR TITUSVILLE ALTERNATIVE 3, SPACE CENTER EXECUTIVE AIRPORT,
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Figure 62. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 3.

Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on iA@8, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and Bradley
Mueller under the supervision of Ramie A. GougdemD., RPA. A total off shovel tests were
excavated within the project area, all of whichreveegative for cultural material. No previously
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recorded archaeological sites were located within the project area, nor were any previously
unrecorded archaeological resources identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Only one previously recorded resource vimsnd to be within the Area of Potential
Effect for Station Alternative 3. Linearseurce BR1870 is the FEC Railroad. It has been
determined by the SHPO to be eligible fotitig on the NRHP. The table below details this
resource.

Table 21. Previously Recorded Resource within the APE for Titusville Station Alternative 3.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHPQ Survey '
Name . Type Evaluation Recommendation
Period
th
. 19" and :
BRig70 | FlordaEast |, . 20" Linear Eligible Eligible
Coast Railroad Resource
Century

Two structures were newly recorded in theEAIBr Station Alternative 3. Both of these
were recommended as ineligible for listing on NRHP. The complete descriptions of these
newly recorded structures can be found beldvine following table details the newly recorded
resources located along Titusville Station Alternative 3.

Table 22. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Titusville Station Alternative 3.

FMSF # Resource Name Address Date / _Tlme Resource Survey .
Period Type Recommendation
American Legion 7260 US Hwy 1 .
BR2596 Post 359 South 1956 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2597 7220 US Hwy 1 7220 US Hwy 1 1958 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
South South
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BR2596 — American Legion Post 359

Figure 63. E:';\st ahd south facades of BR2596, fa&ng northwest (PCi April 2010).

Structure BR2596, American Legion Post 359psated at 7260 US Highway 1 South.
This Masonry Vernacular commercial building was constructed in 1956. Stylistic elements
include: Rectangular plan, stucco walls, and steppthed side gable roof. Since this building
lacks any historical association or distinguishiegtures it is being recommended as not eligible
for listing on the NRHP.

BR2597 — 7220 US Hwy 1 South

Figure 64. South facade of BR2597, facing north PI pril 2010).

Structure BR2597, a commercial building,legated at 7220 US Hwy 1 South. This
Frame Vernacular commercial building was condgeédan 1958. Stylistic elements include low
overall proportions, stucco and drop siding wallat floof and overhanging eaves. Since this
building lacks any historicalssociation or distinguishing features it is being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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Alternative 3 Investigations Conclusion

The general architectural landscape fdtefative 3 is undeveloped or commercial
properties. The only potentially eligible oesce in the APE for Alternative 3 is the FEC
railroad itself (BR1870). Based on the results of tield investigation, it is the opinion of PCI
that development of the project area will not adely affect any sites that have historical,
cultural, or sacred significance, or that othiee meet the minimum criteria for NRHP listing
excepting the FEC rail line itself. Based orelpninary consultation with DHR, returning
passenger rail back on the mainline would not coretdn adverse effect to the NRHP-eligible
FEC Railway (Appendix A). No further ing&gation is recommended for the proposed
Titusville Alternative 3.

82



RESULTS FOR TITUSVILLE STATION ALTERNATIVE 4, SOUTH OF S.R. 50 (NORTH
OF NASA CAUSEWAY, EAsT oF FEC
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Figure 65. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 4.
Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on iA@8, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and Bradley
Mueller under the supervision of Ramie A. GooigePh.D., RPA. A total of three shovel tests
were excavated within the project area, alwdfich were negative for cultural material. No
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previously recorded archaeological artifacts ibesswere located within the project area, nor
were any previously unrecorded archaeological resources identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Only one previously recorded resource was fountdeavithin the Area oPotential Effect for
Station Alternative 4. Linear resource BR18#® FEC Railroad, has been determined by the
SHPO to be eligible for listing on the NRHP. The following table details this resource.

Table 23. Previously Recorded Resource within the APE for Titusville Station Alternative 4.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHPO Survey _
Name ) Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
th
. 19" and .
BR1g70 | HordaEast ), 20" Linear Eligible Eligible
Coast Railroad Resource
Century

One structure was newly recorded in tAPE for Station Alternative 4. It was
recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHPhe complete description of this newly
recorded structure can be found below. The following table shows the details of this resource.

Table 24. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Titusville Station Alternative 4.

Date / Time Resource Survey
FMSF # Resource Name Address Period Type Recommendation
BR259g | Stormwater & | 5220 US Hwy 1 1964 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Underground South

BR2599 — Stormwater & Underground

Figure 66. South and east facades of BR2598, facing northwest (PCI April 2010).
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Structure BR2598, Stormwater and Undergrd, is located at 5220 South Washington
Avenue. This Masonry Vernacular style commeroialding was constructed in 1964. This is a
utilitarian building and there are no stylistic eletsenSince this building lacks any historical
association or distinguishing features it isngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

Alternative 4 Investigations Conclusion

The general architectural landscape fdtefative 4 is undeveloped or commercial
properties. The only potentially eligible cesce in the APE for Alternative 4 is the FEC
railroad itself (BR1870). Based on the results of fleld investigation, it is the opinion of PCI
that development of the project area will not adely affect any sites that have historical,
cultural, or sacred significance, or that athiee meet the minimum criteria for NRHP listing
excepting the FEC rail line itself. Based orelpninary consultation with DHR, returning
passenger rail back on the mainline would not cornetén adverse effect to the NRHP-eligible
FEC Railway (Appendix A). No further ingg&gation is recommended for the proposed
Titusville Alternative 4.

EVALUATION OF TITUSVILLE STATION ALTERNATIVES

Four alternative station locations have bpmposed for the Titusville area. Alternatives
1 2, 3, and 4 have no significant cultural resousseés and, from this perspective, are equally
suitable for selection as the preferred stati@ation. Alternative 2 includes the Titusville Train
Station. Adaptive reuse of the Titusville TrraBtation will require SHPO consultation and
review, but this should not be considered a hegédactor for the potential selection of this
alternative. Rather, adaptive reuse of the historic train station is likely to enhance and preserve
this presently underused and potentially threadeifby neglect) historic resource. Each
alternative station location requires the consiti@naof visual and noise impacts to a number of
cultural resources, primarily in the form resoes post-dating the development of the FEC rall
line. These visual and noisffexts should not be considered adverse. All alternative station
locations and their sidings are equally acceptablerms of their lack of potential impacts to
cultural resources.
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COCOA STATION ALTERNATIVES

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Physiography

The Cocoa project area (Alternatives 1 andi€d) in east central Florida within Brevard
County. It is situated within the Central or Midsiesular Zone of Florida, specifically along the
eastern edge of the Atlantic &ial Ridge (White 1970: Map 1-B). The Atlantic Coastal Ridge is
a narrow ridge, 1.6 to 3.2 kilometers (1 to 2 mig)e, that extends along the east coast of the
Florida peninsula from the soushore of St. Mary’s River at the Georgia state line to southwest
of Miami in Dade County. Neahe project area this portion of the Atlantic Coastal Ridge is
composed of a series of relict beach ridgesl bars parallel to the Atlantic Ocean. The
topography within the project area is relatively flath elevations averaging 9.1 meters amsl (30
feet).

Hydrology

Large quantities of surface water are avadadil many places in Brevard County. The St.
Johns River throughout its length is a potential sewf water while the series of lakes through
which the river flows are natural reservoirs. Hteeams that flow eastwaout of the Atlantic
Coastal Ridge into the Indian River Lagoon pegennial and the lakes and sloughs within the
ridge system also can be used to provide waipplies. Both non-artesian and artesian water is
available in the county. The largest supply of @ige water in is the Floridan aquifer. This
aquifer is the main source of irrigation water in Brevard. Many scattered artesian wells occur
throughout the county (Huckle et al. 1974:4).

Soils

A single soil association is mapped for fhreject area (Huckle et al. 1974:General Soll
Map): Paola-Pomello-Astatula. This associatamsists of “Nearly level to strongly sloping,
excessively well drained and moderately warthined soils, sandy throughout” (Huckle et al.
1974:6). Historically this soil association wasdeaip of undulating sand hills interspersed with
small areas of flatwoods, grassy sloughs, and isolated wet depressions. In the sand hills the
natural vegetation is sand pine, scrub live oak, turkey oak, scattered saw-palmetto, runner oak,
grasses, and rosemary; in the flatwoods itwe-galmetto, slash pine, longleaf pine, and pineland
three-awn, or wiregrass; and in the sloughd wet depressions, wetland grasses, sedges, and
flags.
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LocAL HISTORY

By the time of initial European contact, the Indian River area was inhabited by the Ais
Indians (Milanich 1994). Perhaps the earliesbtact with the Ais in the Indian River area
occurred in 1565 when the Frenchman Jean Ribault rescued two sailors who had been captives of
the Ais for fourteen years. Attack from therth by invading Englishmen and Indians literally
drove the Ais into extinction. By 1760, the onfgsidents of the Indian Eiver region were
several Spaniards who annually establishedrigslgquarters along the coast and a few Indians
(Rouse 1951).

Prior to the nineteenth century there waesy little European settlement in Brevard
County. Florida became a U.S. territory in 1821 and was granted statehood in 1845. In 1824,
northeast Florida, including Brevard County, wiesignated Mosquito County (Huckle et al.
1974). As the citrus industry slowly grew, smo did the population of Mosquito County.
Mosquito County was divided in 1884 with theearthat would eventually be Brevard County
falling into the newly formed St. Lucie Coynt In 1855, the county name was officially
changed to Brevard after Judge Brevard, the state comptroller.

In the first half of the nineenth century the Seminole Wars reached into the area. The
Armed Occupation Act of 1842 enabled any manléim 160 acres of land south of Gainesville
and Palatka, under the condition that he live on the land for five years and cultivate at least five
acres. This act led to the settlerhef the area along the Indian River, primarily on the west side
of the river near the abandoned Fort Pierce andar south as Jupiter Inlet (Van Landingham
1988).

The city of Cocoa was founded by fishermerthe mid nineteenth century around a post
office established at Magnolia Point. The orggof the city’s name are not clear, however in
1895, the city of Cocoa was incorporated. eTiedgling city had numerous setbacks to
development, among them the destruction ofbilnginess district by fire in 1890 and the “Great
Freeze” during the winter of 1894-1895 that dmgtd the citrus crop and prompted Henry
Flagler to extend his railroad line farther south.

In 1892, the Jacksonville, St. Augustine andian River Railroad, also known as the
Florida East Coast Railroad, reached Cocoa. d?dlne Flagler System of railroads, this railroad
brought increased growth to Brevard County,udahg Cocoa. The local citrus industry grew,
but was still periodically thwarted by severe freezes.

With the stock market crash of 1929, deymhent across Florida, including in Cocoa,
halted. It was not until after World War Il thée¢velopment in the area would begin to pick up
again. The emergence of the fledgling space progat nearby Cape Canaveral was the biggest
boost to Cocoa’s development. The benefitthe area was the abundant land and nearby
support facilities, including a nearby naval awation. Banana River Naval Air Station
encompassed 1,822 acres and was activated in 1940. Deactivated in 1947, the base was re-
activated in 1949 as Patrick Air Force Base ttuthe emergence of the “Cold War” following
the end of World War 1. The mission of the base was to serve as the headquarters for the
Guided Missile Proving Ground, a new program that b@en just signed to law. By the end of
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the 1950s, prior to the launch of the first state probe, all the additional acreage had been
purchased from private landowners, many of wiaved to nearby locations, such as Cocoa, in
Brevard County (Shofner 1995). In 1958, thetidlzal Aeronautics Space Administration
(NASA) began operations out of the capehe space program quadrupled the population from
1940 to 1960 as residents moved into the area and tourists came to witness the rocket and shuttle
launches (Historic Property Associates, Inc. 1991).

RESEARCH DESIGN

The research strategy for the Cocoa Stathlternatives 1 and 2 involved a background
investigation, a historic document search, and field survey for historic sites, historic
structures, and archaeological occurrences. ewe of the relevant archaeological literature
produced a summary of previous archaeologicakwo the project area. The Florida Master
Site File was checked for any previously recordiggls within the project area and to provide an
indication of the prehistoric settlement and larsd- patterns for the region. Current soil surveys,
vegetation maps, and relevant literature weomsulted to provide a description of the
physiographic and geological region of which fireject area is a part. The Brevard County
Property Appraiser was also consulted to loaatg structures in the vicinity which were 45
years old or older prior to commencement & survey (Ford 2010). Fieldwork was performed
in those areas within and directly adjacenttite alternative station location, and included
assessing standing buildings, structures, and lanesdaparchitectural and historic significance
and NRHP eligibility. Archaeological investigations were performed at thpoped alternative
station locations and within right-of-ways for sidings. In A@iild May 2010, PCI personnel
visually inspected the study area for the potential station locations.
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RESULTS FROM COCOA STATION ALTERNATIVE 1, SOUTH OF STONE STREET,
EAsST OF FEC
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Figure 67. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 1.
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Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on iAR@7, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and Bradley
Mueller under the supervision of Ramie A. GooigePh.D., RPA. A totabf four shovel tests
were excavated within the project area; two in the proposed platform area and two along the
proposed siding (Figure 67). Close surface inspeevas also conducted. However, no cultural
material was recovered. No previously recordechaeological sites were located within the
project area, nor were any previously unrecordexhaeological resources identified during the

investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Nine previously recorded resources, includimg linear resource, one historic cemetery,
and seven structures, were found to be withinAlRE for Station Alternative 1. Linear resource
BR1870, the FEC Railroad, has been determineth®ySHPO to be eligible for listing on the
NRHP. The Cocoa Cemetery, BR1777, and Mattie Lamar House, BR1163, were also
recommended as potentially eligible for the NRHFhree of the previously recorded structures
were found to have been demolished or removEle following table details these previously

recorded resources.

Table 25. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Cocoa Station Alternative 1.

Date /
EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP(_) Survey _
Name Period Type Evaluation Recommendation
Mattie Potentially
BR1163 |Lamar 361 Stone Street 1917 Structure | NRHP Potentially Eligible
House Eligible
Old Freight | 312 Rosa L. Ineligible for .
BR1166 House Jones Blvd c1910 Structure NRHP Ineligible for NRHP
Cocoa Seed .-
701 S Cocoa Ineligible for -
BR1737 ianncd Feed, BIvd c1920 Structure NRHP Ineligible for NRHP
285 Lemon | 285 Lemon Ineligible for
BR1757 Street South | Street South c1927 Structure NRHP Destroyed
337 Stone Ineligible for
BR1773 Street 337 Stone Street €1950 Structure NRHP Destroyed
341 Stone Ineligible for
BR1774 Street 341 Stone Street €1923 Structure NRHP Destroyed
Mr. Henry's
Player's Ineligible for -
BR1775 House Pool 358 Stone Street 1940 Structure NRHP Ineligible for NRHP
Room
Intersection of Potentially
BR1777 | £0c02 Peachtree Street | 149 | Cemetery | NRHP Potentially Eligible
Cemetery and S Cocoa Eligibl
Blvd igible
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Date /
EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP_O Survey _
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
Florida East 19" and .
th Linear - -
BR1870 | Coast N/A 20 Eligible Eligible
: Resource
Railroad Century

BR1163 — Mattie Lamar House

S

Figure 68. North facade of BR1163, facing south (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR1163, the Mattie Lamar Houselosated at 361 Stone Street (Figure 2).
This Queen Anne style residence was constducte 1910. The garage was constructed at an
unknown later date. Stylistic elements inclubteegular massing, full width single story porch,
2/2 windows, exposed rafter tails in forward fagigable, brick end chimneys and a cross gable
roof. This building was previously determineglt the SHPO to be potentially eligible for the
NRHP. This survey finds this determination tidl e accurate given that this is a highly intact
Queen Anne style residence.

BR1777 — Cocoa Cemetery

The Cocoa Cemetery is located at the soasliveorner of the intsection of Peachtree
Street and South Cocoa Boulevard. This cemetvas established in 1890 with burials dating
back to 1885. It was originally owneoly Adam and Sophie Dixon before it became a
community cemetery owned by théyCof Cocoa in March 11, 1930. Itis still in use to this day
and is well maintained. On October 25, 2001 it was determined by the SHPO to be potentially
eligible for listing on the NRHP, specifically in the community planning and development area
of historical significance, due to its assaicia with the founding of the City of Cocoa.
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Figure 69. Cocoa Cemetery, BR1777, facing northwest (PCI April 2010).

Fifteen structures were newly recorded ie &PE for Station Alternative 1. All of these
were recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP. The following table details the newly
recorded resources located along Cocoa Statitarrfative 1. Descriptions of these resources
follow.

Table 26. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Cocoa Station Alternative 1.

FMSF # Resource Name Address DELS /_Tlme RESTUIES Sley .
Period Type Recommendation
BR2572 :éil%VSdRosa L. Jones Ié:la\?dRosa L. Jones 1958 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2573 :éil%\jldRosa L. Jones Ié:la\inosa L. Jones 1960 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2574 Mor.t(')n Salt Cocoa 440 W Railroad 1963 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Facility Ave
BR2575 3='n‘i’;tfe°sy Church 1 357 Stone Street 1962 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
358 Stone Street -
BR2576 Residence 358 Stone Street 1961 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2577 | Stone Funeral Home |516 W King Street 1951 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2578 | FEC Freight House glleRosa L. Jones 1962 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2579 |Floor Store 519 S Cocoa Bivd 1963 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2580 | 633 S Cocoa Blvd 633 S Cocoa Blvd 1954 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR25g1 | 201-511 S Cocoa | 501-511 S Cocoa 1961 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Blvd Blvd
BR2582 | Haiti Donation Center | 717 S Cocoa Blvd c1953 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2583 g'eer'ﬂg:‘e CarCare | 401 s Cocoa Bivd 1964 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2584 | 301 S Cocoa Blvd 301 S Cocoa Blvd 1962 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2585 | AutoMacks 305 S Cocoa Blvd 1959 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
BR2586 | Mo ramans TUek | 19 5 Cocoa Bivd 1961 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
xchange
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BR2572 — Cocoa Service Center

<

Figure 70. North facade of BR2572, facing south (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2572, Cocoa Service Centelpcated at 335 Rosa L. Jones Blvd. This
Modern Style building was constructed in 1958 appears to be a typical single story masonry
Modern style structure with stucco walls and fladf. There is one outstanding feature of the
building, however, a carved low relief on the noftitade. Since this building lacks any
historical association or distinguishing featutas being recommended as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.

BR2573 — 334 Rosa L. Jones Blvd.

Figure 71. South and west fagades of BR2573, facing northeast (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2573 is located at 334 Rdsalones Blvd. This Masonry Vernacular
building was constructed in 1960. Stylistic edts include: Utilitarian structure, concrete
block walls, and flat roof with overhanging eavesSince this building lacks any historical
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association or distinguishing features it isngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

BR2574 — Morton Salt Cocoa Facility

Figure 72. South and west facades of R2574, facing northeatPCI April 2010).

Structure BR2574, Morton Salt Cocoa Facility, is located at 440 West Railroad Avenue.
This Masonry Vernacular style building was counsted in 1963. Stylistic elements include:
Utilitarian structure, concrete block walls, gardupeys for loading, and flat roof. Since this
building lacks any historicalssociation or distinguishing features it is being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2575 — Qil of Joy Church Ministries

Figure 73. North and east facades of BR25

=

75, facing southwest (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2575, Oil of Joy Church Minigtsi is located at 357 Stone Street. This
Masonry Vernacular building was constructedl®62. Stylistic elements include: Rectangular
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plan, stucco walls, quioning at corners, centralyeatd flat roof. Sincéhis building lacks any
historical association or distinguishing featutds being recommended as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.

BR2576 — 358 Stone Street Residence

Figure 74. South and east facades of BR2576, facing northwest (PCI April 2010).
Structure BR2576 is a residence located3®8 Stone Street and is associated with
BR1775. This Masonry Vernacular residencesveanstructed in 1961. Stylistic elements
include: Irregular shape, low proportions,cstol walls, 2/2 double hung sash windows, concrete

sills, and hipped roof. Since this building lac&ny historical association or distinguishing
features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2577 — Stone Funeral Home

Figure 75. South and east facades of BR2577, facing northwest (PCI April 2010).
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Structure BR2577, Stone Funeral Home|asated at 516 West King Street. This
Masonry Vernacular building was construtten 1951. Massive circa 1980s front facade
covered much of the building, with the portiontleé structure dating to the 1950s is still visible
at the rear. Since this builditacks any historical association distinguishing features and has
been greatly altered it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2578 — FEC Freight House

Structure BR2578, the FEC Freight Housdpated at 317 Rosa L. Jones Blvd. This
Masonry Vernacular building was constructed 862. Stylistic elements include asymmetrical
massing, a carport on north fagade, brick stretbbad, concrete sills and lintels, exposed rafter
tails and a flat roof. Since this building lacksydnistorical association or distinguishing features
it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2579 — Floor Store

Figure 77. South and east facades of BR2579, facig northwest (PCI April 2010).
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Structure BR2579, the Floor Store, is l@chait 519 South Cocoa Blvd. This Masonry
Vernacular building was constructed in 1963. Stylistic elements include: Curtain wall storefront,
brick veneer, exposed rafter tails and shedf.r Since this building lacks any historical

association or distinguishing features it isngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

BR2580 — 633 S. Cocoa Blvd.

Figure 78. North and east facades of BR2580, facing southwest (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2580 is located at 633 Soutlt@oBlvd. This Prefabricated Quonset hut
was erected in 1954. Stylistic elements inclut@rugated metal walls and roof and a gable
front shed with central garage bay. Since thislding lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2581 — 501-511 S. Cocoa Blvd.

Figure 79. North and east facades of BR2581, facing southwest (PCI April 2010).
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Structure BR2581, a strip shopping centelpdsited at 501-511 South Cocoa Blvd. This
Masonry Vernacular shopping center was constdugiel961. Stylistic elements include six
storefronts, concrete block walls, some stuccdahenexterior, and a flat roof. Since this strip
shopping center lacks any historical assoomatior distinguishing features it is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2582 — Haiti Donation Center

Figure 80. East facade of BR2582, facing west (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2582, Haiti Donation Center,logated at 717 South Cocoa Blvd. This
Frame Vernacular style commercial building veasmstructed circa 1953 as a train warehouse.
Stylistic elements include located along raiklimectangular plan, @od loading dock, two cargo
bays, two single entry doors, and a side gable r&fice this building lacks any distinguishing
architectural features it is being recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP.
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BR2583 — Meineke Car Care Center

Figure 81. South and east facades of BR2583, facing northwest (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2583, Meineke Car Care Centelpcated at 401 South Cocoa Blvd. This
Masonry Vernacular building was constructed in 1964 as a gas station. Stylistic elements
include: Utilitarian building, modern pump steg still remaining, concrete block walls and
garage bays, and flat roof. Since this commeéstiaicture lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features and has been alteredoiéisg recommended as not eligible for listing on

the NRHP.

BR2584 — 301 S. Cocoa Blvd.

Figure 82. North and eas fes of BR2584, facing southwest (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2584, a commercial building,lagated at 301 South Cocoa Blvd. This
Masonry Vernacular shopping center appears to have been constructed in 1962 as a motor court
and then modified for commercial use. IBtyc elements include: asymmetrical massing,
covered walkway along building, textile block walhd stucco walls. Since this structure lacks
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any historical association or distinguishing teas and has been altered from its original
configuration and use, it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2585 — AutoMacks

e L.
Figure 83. South and east facades of BR2585, facing northwest (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2585, AutoMacks, is locatatl 305 South Cocoa Blvd. This Masonry
Vernacular building was constructed in 1959 and was most likely originally used as a gas station.
Stylistic elements include: Rectangular plaxefl sash display windows, and flat roof with
mansard parapet. Since this building lacks asyohcal association or distinguishing features
and has been greatly altered it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2586 — Mike Erdman’s Truck Exchange

Figure 84. North and east facades of BR2586, facing southwest (PCI April 2010).

Structure BR2586, Mike Erdman’s Truck Exclye, is located at 219 South Cocoa Blvd.
This Masonry Vernacular building was constructed in 1961. Stylistic elements include:
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Rectangular plan, stucco walksged sash display windows and flat roof. Since this building
lacks any historical association or distinguishiegtures it is being recommended as not eligible
for listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 1 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of the project area will not adversely affect amgss that have historical, cultural, or sacred
significance, or that otherwise meet thenmmum criteria for NRHP listing. While several
previously recorded resources are presentenARE for Alternative 1, including three that are
considered potentially eligible for listing on theRHP, these are largely related to development
of the city following the arrival of the FEC raolad. Restoration of passenger service to the FEC
rail line should not constitute an adverse effedhtese resources, since such service was a part
of their original historical settings. No fhdr investigation is recommended for the proposed
Cocoa Station Alternative 1.
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RESULTS FROM COCOA STATION ALTERNATIVE 2, SOUTH OF ROSA L. JONES
BLvD, EAST OF FEC
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Figure 85. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 2.
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Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on iAR@7, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and Bradley
Mueller under the supervision of Ramie @ougeon, Ph.D., RPA. Two shovel tests were
excavated within the project area, both along the proposed siding. Close surface inspection was
also conducted. However, no cultural matemes recovered. No previously recorded
archaeological artifacts or sites were located iwithe project area, nor were any previously
unrecorded archaeological resources identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Four previously recorded resources, inahgdione linear resource, and three historic
structures, were found to be withthe APE for Cocoa Station Alternative 2. Linear resource
BR1870, the FEC Railroad, has been determinedhbySHPO to be potentially eligible for
listing on the NRHP. The three structures hagerbdetermined by the SHPO to be ineligible
for the NRHP, and one of them, BR1757, has sbemn destroyed. The following table details
these previously recorded resources.

Table 27. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Cocoa Station Alternative 2.
Date /

EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP(_) Survey _
Name . Type Evaluation Recommendation
Period

Old Freight 312 Rosa L. Ineligible for -

BR1166 House Jones Blvd c1910 Structure NRHP Ineligible for NRHP
Cocoa Seed 701 S Cocoa Ineligible for -

BR1737 and Feed, Inc. | Bivd c1920 Structure NRHP Ineligible for NRHP
285 Lemon 285 Lemon Ineligible for

BR1757 Street South Street South cl927 Structure NRHP Destroyed

lorid 19" and : al l

BR1870 Florida East N/A 20h Linear |Potentia y Pqt(_antla y NRHP

Coast Railroad Century Resource | NRHP Eligible | Eligible

Nine structures were newly recorded in KRRE for Station Alternative 2. All of these
were recommended as ineligible for listing on HfRHP. This alternative proposes the adaptive
reuse of BR2578, FEC Freight House for a train@tdtication. As this structure is historic, but
is being recommended as ineligible for the NRKfise should be considered beneficial for the
preservation of this resource. The following tabktails the newly recorded resources located
along Cocoa Station Alternative 2. Descriptionshafse newly recorded structures have already
been presented above in Alternative 1.
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Table 28. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Cocoa Station Alternative 2.

FMSF # | Resource Name Address Lz .Tlme RESOLTEE Survey :
Period Type Recommendation

BR2572 | 530 Rosa L. Jones | 335 Rosa L. 1958 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Blvd Jones Blvd

BR2573 334 Rosa L. Jones | 334 Rosa L. 1960 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Blvd Jones Blvd

BR2574 | Morton Salt Cocoa | 440 W Railroad 1963 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Facility Ave

BR2578 | FEC Freight House | S/ RosaL. 1962 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

Jones Blvd

BR2579 | Floor Store gll\?ds Cocoa 1963 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

BR2580 | 633 S Cocoa Blvd gf’fds Cocoa 1954 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

BR25g1 | 201511 S Cocoa | 501-511 S 1961 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Blvd Cocoa Blvd

BR25g2 | Haill Donation 717 S Cocoa 1953 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Center Blvd

BR25g3 | Meineke Car Care | 401 S Cocoa 1964 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Center Blvd

Alternative 2 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of the project area will not adversely affect amgss that have historical, cultural, or sacred
significance, or that otherwise meet the mmam criteria for NRHP listing. Both previously
recorded structures and all newly recorded structures present in the APE for Alternative 2 are
recommended as ineligible for inclusion on tiBHP. The one resource that is considered
potentially eligible by the SHP®@ the FEC railroad corridor itself. Restoration of passenger
service to the FEC rail line will constitute an adeeedfect to this or any other resources. No
further investigation is recommended for the proposed Cocoa Station Alternative 2. Further,
adaptive reuse of the historic FEC Freigliude, BR2578 should not be considered a negative
factor for the potential selection of this altatime. Rather, adaptive reuse of the historic
building is likely to enhance and preserve it.

EVALUATION OF COCOA STATION ALTERNATIVES

Two alternative and overlapping station locati have been proposed for the Cocoa area.
Alternatives 1 and 2 have no significant culturaorces issues and, from this perspective, are
equally suitable for selection as the preferrediah location. Each alternative station location
requires the consideration of visual and noisgacts to a number of cultural resources,
primarily in the form of residential or munpal resources recommended eligible or potentially
eligible for listing on the NRHP. However, as these specific resources all post-date the
development FEC rail, these visual and noiseat$fshould not be considered adverse. Adaptive
reuse of the historic FEC Freight House, BR25f8uld not be considered a negative factor for
the potential selection of Alternative 2. Rathegtve reuse of the historic building is likely to
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enhance and preserve this historic resourcealfdtnative station locations and their sidings are
equally acceptable in terms of their lack of potential impacts to cultural resources.
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MELBOURNE STATION ALTERNATIVES

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Physiography

The Melbourne project area (Alternatives 1a8d 3) lies in east central Florida within
Brevard County. It is situated in the CentralMid-Peninsular Zone of Florida, specifically the
Eastern Valley physiographic province (Whit870: Map 1-B). The Eastern Valley province
encompasses portions of the Atlantic CoastdgRibut near the project area the Ridge lies east
of the Valley and is separated from it by IndiandRi This province is a broad flat valley which
extends about 90 miles southward from Gendith east of Sanford in Seminole County, to
roughly Vero Beach in Indian River County. Itries in elevation from about 9.1 meters above
amsl (30 feet), near Vero Beach, to 1.5 meters é@niget) or less near the St. Johns River. The
topography within the project area is relativélgt with elevations ranging from 6.1 to 7.6
meters amsl| (20 to 25 feet).

Hydrology

Large quantities of surface water are avadadil many places in Brevard County. The St.
Johns River, throughout its length, is a potentialrse of water while the series of lakes through
which the river flows are natural reservoirs. Bieams that flow eastward out of segments of
the Atlantic Coastal Ridge into the IndianvBi Lagoon are perennial and the lakes and sloughs
within the Coastal Ridge system also canused to provide water supplies. Crane Creek
traverses Melbourne, and drains into the Ind®wer. Both non-artesian and artesian water is
available in the county. The largest supply of @ia@e water in is the Floridan aquifer. This
aquifer is the main source of irrigation water in Brevard. Many scattered artesian wells occur
throughout the county (Huckle et al. 1974:4).

Soils

A single soil association is mapped for thejpct area (Huckle et al. 1974: General Soil
Map): Paola-Pomello-Astatula. This associatamsists of “Nearly level to strongly sloping,
excessively well drained and moderately wathined soils, sandy throughout” (Huckle et al.
1974:6). Historically this soil association wasdeaip of undulating sand hills interspersed with
small areas of flatwoods, grassy sloughs, and isolated wet depressions. In the sand hills the
natural vegetation is sand pine, scrub live oak, turkey oak, scattered saw-palmetto, runner oak,
grasses, and rosemary; in the flatwoods itwe-galmetto, slash pine, longleaf pine, and pineland
three-awn, or wiregrass; and in the sloughd wet depressions, wetland grasses, sedges, and
flags.
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LocAL HISTORY

Two distinctly different settlements, M@urne and Eau Gallie, developed along the
natural harbors of the Indian River Lagoon in ldie nineteenth century. The Indian River was
vital to the early settlements as the onlyrawe of commerce and communication. The early
settlers relied on the barge traffic north and south along the Indian River.

Although hunters had been using Crane Creeknaaccess point into the interior of the
county for some time, the first permanent settlers recorded in Melbourne were three African
American freedmen (Peter Wright, Baalam Bailum], and Allen Wright Brothers) who came
to Crane Creek sometime in the early to mid 1870s (Shofner 1995). Peter Wright was called the
“sailing mailman”, sailing regularly from Titugle to Malabar to deliver mail to riverside
settlements. Kjerulff (1972:30) describes Petergirias “...literate, sharp, and dependable. He
built a house on his lands at the crest of thdf mtuMelbourne where he set out one of the
earliest orange groves in the area. He heddntlail contract between Melbourne and Cocoa”.
Later, Wright sold his land holdings and mowedCocoa (Kjerulff 1972). The first permanent
Caucasian settlers to arrive in Melbourne, oadfincalled “Crane Creek,” were the Clohechys
(1874), the Bradleys (1875), Richard W. God¢d877), and Cornwaite J. Hector who arrived
from Australia in 1878. When the first posfice was established in 1880, Goodes and Hector
drew straws to determine the name of the settg. Hector drew the long straw and renamed
the growing settlement of Crane Creek in hoonbrthe Australian city Melbourne (City of
Melbourne 2010; Shofner 1995).

When Melbourne was incorporated 11887, the population was about 70 people. A
bridge was built over Crane Creek in the [2880s. Before 1894, the nearest train stop was in
EauGallie, but in that year the Melbourne anithAtic Railroad (later the Florida East Coast
Railroad) reached Melbourne. The city senada transfer point for trains and steamships
between the upper and lower portions of the Indian River (Shofner 1995).

In 1894 and 1895, hard freezes devastatedidba citrus and pineapple industries.
Fishing and cattle breeding became profitable in Melbourne in the 1900s. In 1900 the first road,
a sand trail, between Eau Gallie and Melbourne was completed. Eau Gallie remained a distinct
settlement until 1969 when it was consolidated into the City of Melbourne.

In 1919, a fire swept through Melbourne, deging much of the business district along
the riverfront south of the Bluff Walk (a localemting place). After the fire, the business district
was rebuilt to the west of Washington Aveni#S Highway 1). One of the early hotels in
Melbourne was the Carleton Hotel, built bynéha Strawbridge, who was from upstate New
York. The hotel was the center of Melboumeocial life until it burned in 1925 (Kjerulff
1972:64).

During World War 11, the Melbourne Nav&lir Station was created at the Melbourne-
Eau Gallie Airport (City of Melbourne 2010). & exploration began in the 1950s and gained
momentum in the 1960s. Industry starteehtting toward the space program, replacing the
agricultural economy of Melbourne and Eau Gallie (Huckle et al. 1974).
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RESEARCH DESIGN

The research strategy for the Melbourne Station Alternatives involved background
investigation, a historic document search, and field survey for historic sites, historic
structures, or archaeological occurrences. Wewe of the relevant archaeological literature
produced a summary of previous archaeologicakwo the project area. The Florida Master
Site File was checked for any previously recorsiégls within the project area and to provide an
indication of the prehistoric settlement anddause patterns for the region. Additionally, the
Brevard County Property Appraiser was checkedletermine if any of the structure in the
vicinity were 45 years old or older (Ford 2010Current soil surveys, vegetation maps and
relevant literature were consulted to provalelescription of the physiographic and geological
region of which the project ea is a part. The review includes assessing standing buildings,
structures, and landscapes for architecturalrasiric significance and NRHP eligibility in the
areas within and immediately adjacent to pheposed development locations. In May 2010, PCI
personnel visually inspected the study area for the potential station locations.
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RESULTS

FOR MELBOURNE STATION ALTERNATIVE 1,
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Figure 86. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 1.

Archaeological Investigations

The Melbourne Station Alternative droject area was surveyed on May 12, 2010 by
Katherine Baar and José Pefia under thersigmen of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The
project area comprises the proposed developmeMetifourne Station Alternative 1, located in
Brevard County. A total of severm®vel tests were excavated withthe project area, all of

which were negative for cultural material (Figut).
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artifacts or sites were documented within thejgxt area, nor were any previously unrecorded
archaeological resources identified during the current investigation.

Architectural Investigations

One resource, the Florida East Coast Rail(&1870), was previously recorded within
the APE for Melbourne Station Alternative 1. TBEHPO has determined that BR1870 is eligible
for listing in the NRHP.

Table 29. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Melbourne Station Alternative 1.

Date /
EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHPO Survey
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
19" and
Florida East 20th Linear - -
BR1870 Coast Railway N/A Century Resource Eligible Eligible
American

Ten resources, all structures, were newly réed in the APE for Station Alternative 1.
All of these are recommended as ineligiblelfsting on the NRHP. The complete descriptions
of these newly recorded structures can duenél below. Table 30 details the newly recorded
resources located along Melbourne Station Alternative 1.

Table 30. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Melbourne Station Alternative 1.

Date / Time | Resource Survey
FMSF # Resource Name Address Period Type Recommendation
South Brevard 51 Nieman Ineligible for
BR2606 Branch Courthouse Avenue 1959 Structure NRHP
202-204 Nieman 202-204 Nieman Ineligible for
BR2607 Avenue Avenue 1963 Structure NRHP
216 Nieman Ineligible for
BR2608 | Osbhorne Apartments Avenue c1958 Structure NRHP
BR2609 | 330 Nieman Avenue | S50 Nieman 1965 Structure | INeligible for
Avenue NRHP
East Coast Tile and Ineliaible for
BR2610 | Terrazzo Supplies, 115 W Avenue D €1958 Structure NRI—?P
Inc.
. 436 Nieman Ineligible for
BR2611 | Lifehouse Avenue 1959 Structure NRHP
BR2612 | 438 Nieman Avenue | 456 Nieman 1957 Structure | Ineligible for
Avenue NRHP
. 432 Babcock Ineligible for
BR2613 | Ferrazzano Design Street 1958 Structure NRHP
Tedco Discount 437-439 S Ineligible for
BR2614 Electronics Babcock Street 1965 Structure NRHP
BR2615 | 500 Wisteria Drive | 200 Wisteria 1956 Structure | Ineligible for
Drive NRHP

111



BR2606 — South Brevard Branch Courthouse

Figure 87. Main facade of R2606, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2606, South Brevard Branch Cloowse, is located at 51 Nieman Avenue.
This Masonry Vernacular style building was constructed in 1959. Stylistic elements include
asymmetrical massing, gable entry portico, box eawesd,overhang, flat roof, and modern rear
addition. Because this building lacks historicsd@ciations or distinguigig features it is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2607 — 202-204 Nieman Ave

Figure 88. East facade of BR2607, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2607 is located at 202-204 Niemaenue. This Masonry Vernacular style
building was erected in 1963. Stylistic eleméantdude a rectangular plan, a shed-roof parapet
supported by square posts, and a flat roof. is Tuilding lacks historical association or
distinguishing features and is, therefore,ngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.
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BR2608 — Oshorne Apartments

Figure 89. BR2608, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2608, Osborne Apartments, is ledatt 208 Nieman Avenue. This Masonry
Vernacular building was constructed circa 1998ie multi-unit dwelling exhibits asymmetrical
massing, motor court design, awnings, vinyl siding arftht roof, as well as an intact garage-
apartment block with four bays and a cengnatiry (also constructed circa 1958). BR2608 lacks

historical association or dieguishing features and is, therefore, being recommended as not
eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2609 — 330 Nieman Avenue

- v g .h‘ “"\ ‘ s
F|gure 90. BR2609 facmg southwest (PCI May 2010)

Structure BR260%s located at 330 Nieman Avenue. This Masonry Vernacular building
was constructed circa 1965. The structure idilgamian multi-garage with a shed roof; the
overhanging roof has had gutters added. One o#étis is partially constructed of wood. Since
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this building lacks any historical associationdistinguishing features it is being recommended
as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2610 — East Coast Tile and Terrazzo Supplies, Inc.

ay 2010).

bl

Figure BRGO, acing noret P

Structure BR2610, East Coast Tile and Terra@mpplies, Inc., is located at 115 West
Avenue D. This Industrial style building w@onstructed circa 1958 to 1963. The southwestern,
flat-roofed masonry portion of the structungpaars to have been constructed by 1958, earlier
than the corrugated metal addition. It has littjdistic detail aside from the front gable addition.
This building lacks historical association orstthguishing features and is, therefore, being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2611 — Lifehouse

(B e s e Rl S T %

Figure 92. Nérth and east facades c')fABR2611, fai south (PCI May 2010).

114



Structure BR2611, Lifehouse, is located 486 Nieman Avenue. This Masonry
Vernacular style building was constructed in 1930 exhibits a single-story rectangular plan
with little stylistic detailing. BR2611 lacks histoal association or distinguishing features and
is, therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2612 — 438 Nieman Ave

Structure BR2612 is located at 438 Niem@avenue. This Masonry Vernacular style
building was constructed in 1957. Stylistic eletseinclude a single-story rectangular plan, a
flat roof with overhang, two single-leaf entriegxpped by awnings and a stucco exterior. This
building lacks historical association or filiguishing features and is, therefore, being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2613 — Ferrazzano Design

Figure 94. BR2613, facing south-southwest (PCI May 2010).

115



Structure BR2613, Ferrazzano Design, is ledaat 432 Babcock Street. This
Modern/Mediterranean style building was cousted in 1958. Stylistic elements include a
Modern Mediterranean fagcade created throughube of applied and non-essential columns,
porches, arched windows and cornices. This mgldiacks any distinguishg features and has
many modern improvements so it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2614 — Tedco Discount Electronics

Figure 95. Main fagade of BR2614, facing northeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure BR2614, Tedco DiscouBtectronics, is located at 437-439 South Babcock
Street. This Masonry Vernacular commercial building was constructed ca. 1965. Stylistic
elements include a low profile, facade dividedplain pilasters, dispy windows, and a boxed
eave across the front walkway. Since thisldimg lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2615 — 500 Wisteria Drive

T s

Figure 96. North facade of BR2615, facing south (PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR261%s located at 500 Wisteria Drivelhis Modern/Ranch style residence
was constructed in 1956. This structure featuregle-gable roof with clapboard in the gable,
stack stone, a partial-width porch and attachadlsicar garage. This building lacks historical
association or distinguishing features and isyrdfore, being recommended as not eligible for
listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 1 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of the project area will not affect any sites that hlaséorical, cultural, or sacred significance, or
that otherwise meet the minimum criteria for NIR listing, excepting the FEC rail line itself. It
has been previously determined that rahgrpassenger rail back on the mainline would not
constitute an adverse effect to the NRHP-elgiBEC Railway. No further investigation is
recommended for the proposed Melbourne Station Alternative 1.
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RESULTS FOR MELBOURNE STATION ALTERNATIVE 2, SoOuTH OF U.S. 192
(JERNIGAN AVENUE), EAST OF FEC
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Figure 97. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 2.

Archaeological Investigations

The Melbourne Station Alternative oject area was surveyed on May 14, 2010 by
Katherine Baar and Jose Pefa, under thergispen of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The
project area comprises the proposed developmektetifourne Station Alternative 2, in Brevard
County. Several prehistoric archaeological sites h&em recorded in the general project vicinity,
although these all occur on the banks of Crane Gredkhe Indian River. No archaeological sites
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were previously documented within or immedigtatijacent to the project area. A total of eight
shovel tests were excavated within the propaseeelopment during the current investigation.
As a result, one archaeological site, BR26W@&s identified within the proposed station
alternative location.

BR2670 — Jernigan Avenue Historic Scatter

T

Figure 98. BR2670, facin southeat (PCI May 2010).

Archaeological site BR2670, The JerniganeAue Historic Scatter is located in
Township 27 South, 37 East, Section 11, withinlddarne, Florida. US 1 lies immediately to
the east, Irwin Street lies to teest, and Jernigan Avenue lies to the north of the site. This site
was detected based on ground surface reconnaissadibsurface testing of five shovel tests.
Shovel tests were placed at 12.5-m to 25-m iadsrwithin the proposed Melbourne Alternative
2 Station location.

Background research, including a reviefvthe Melbourne East (USGS 1949 PR1980)
guadrangle map, and historic aerials dating from the 1940s and 1950s (University of Florida
PALMM Library 2006), indicates historic activity within the gmosed station area. The
guadrangle map indicates the presence wérs¢ structures along US 1 by 1949. Based on
historic aerial images, land-clearing activitythvin the site area is apparent by 1943. What
appear to be several small structures &i@ve on the 1951 images of the project area, with
perhaps additional structures by 1958. One ofsthectures in the 1958 aerial image may have
been present until sometime in the last decadestNmtures have been recorded immediately
within the project area, and no structures warserved in the proposed station area at the time
of this survey.

BR2670 shows obvious signs of disturbance: thehgern half of theit is occupied by a
raised area of fill material, and is scatteseith glass and building rubble, including brick
fragments, tile and concrete. The southern ehthe proposed station location is used as a
parking area for a neighboring business. Shdesting indicated variable stratigraphy, with
notable subsurface disturbance. Glass and otheisdeére noted in this area, but were heavily
intermixed with modern plastic and glass. lagssumed that some of the debris observed would
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have been associated with historic actiuigticated on the aerials and quadrangle map, although
additional materials may have been imported with the fill soils.

In the northern portion of the site, twhavel tests were excavated at 12.5-m intervals
within the proposed station area. This portion @f $ite is lower in elevation than the southern
half, and includes oak and palm vegetation. One of the shovel tests produced one complete small
medicine bottle and fragments of cut, ¢hégred bone (non-human) from a depth of
approximately 40 to 50 cmbs. The bottle measwapproximately 11 cm x 3.5 cm x 1 cm, and
exhibits a screw-top rim (though the cap is nmgsi Metal fragments and pieces of a glass jar
were collected from approximately 80 to 90 cmbs. The jar fragments feature a patina and
textured pattern. The entire rim was collectedicwimeasures approximately 5.5 cm in diameter
and would have been closed by a screw-top lidadditional sample of iron fragments and glass
was collected from the surface to 100 cmbs. 3d&eond shovel test in this area produced glass
from approximately 30 to 80 cmbs, and 1.5-cnekhile from approximately 50 to 60 cmbs. The
glass sample collected is dominated by brostrerds of varying degrees of curvature and
thickness, with two sherds of flat, colorless glass.

Table 31. Material Recovered From BR2670.

FS | Lot | ST | Strat (E;%tg) Count W?é%ht Class Material Description
colorless glass, jar with

1 1 16 i 80-90 1(10) 91.56 kitchen glass rim sherds, undulating
textured pattern

1] 2|16 m | 89 | 4 24.62 | building | metal | M2t ferrous fragments, 2
bent at 90 degree angles

1| 3|16 - | 0-100 5 2439 | building | metal ;‘”'de”t'f'ed ferrous
ragments

1| 4 |16 - | 0-100 1 32.07 | building | metal Leglrgus hardware  with

1|5 |16 1 | +-40 1 61.08 | kitchen | glass |Smal medicine bottle-
whole

1| 6 |16 | 1w | 4050 3 27.94 | faunal | bone | Putchered bone, large
mammal
colorless glass, slight

17 16| 1m | 0100 | 1 402 | kitchen | glass | Gurve: raised portion of
writing/design-
unidentifiable
brown/amber glass,

2 1 20 1111 30-80 1(8) 63.67 kitchen glass | varying curvature &
thickness

2 | 2 20| - | 30100 2 2.09 | building | glass ;f’;‘;gess' flat - window

> | 32| n | s060 | 1 73.73 | building | ceramic | tNick tle/plumbing terra
cotta-flat rim, slight curve

The Jernigan Avenue Historic Scatter docutséwentieth century éigity in the project
area. However, due to the unexceptional nature of the artifacts collected and observed, the level
of site disturbance, and lack of significant historical affiliation to the site, it is in the opinion of
PCI that BR2670 is not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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Architectural Investigations

A total of six resources were previously reed within the APE for Station Alternative
2. Among these are four structures, one lineasues, and one histordistrict. The SHPO has
determined that two of these resourcs aremally NRHP-eligible (structure BR1569 and the
FEC Railway [BR1870]), and has not evaluatedrémaaining four resources. As a result of this
survey, three of the six resources are being recommended as poentially eligible for listing on the
NRHP: the Hopkins Union Cypress Sawmill Dist (BR2173); structure BR1569; and the FEC
Railway (BR1870).

Three previously recorded structureghim the APE are locad within BR2173, the
Hopkins Union Cypress Sawmill District the higtodistirct. One of these structures, BR1569, is
considered potentially NRHP-eligible. BR1788d BR1570 have not been evaluated by the
SHPO, but are being recommennded as not iddally eligible for listing on the the NRHP.
Another structure, BR1530, outside of the desirhas been destroyed. The following table

details these resources.

Table 32. Previoulsy Recorded Resources within the APE for Melbourne Station Alternative 2.

Date /
FMSF # | Resource Name Address Time RESEIES SHP.O Survey :
. Type Evaluation Recommendation
Period
. 1301
BR1530 1301 Jernigan Jernigan 1926 Structure Not Destroyed
Avenue evaluated
Avenue
Martha Hankins 2710 Main Potentially
BR1569 | House of €c1912 | Structure NRHP Potentially Eligible
- Street L
Triumph Eligible
2610 Main Street
(previously 2610 Main Not I
BR1570 recorded as 2611 | Street €c1920 | Structure evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Main Street)
2712 Main Street
(previously .
BR1713 | recorded as 1105 | 2/12MaIN | 11955 | spructure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Street evaluated
East Church
Street)
. 19"and | | .
BR1g70 | Florida East N/A pgh | Linear Eligible Eligible
Coast Railway Resource
Century
Hopkins Union .
BR2173 | Cypress Sawmill | N/A 1912- M.'Xe.d Not Potentially Eligible
JriEes = 1932 District evaluated
Historic District
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BR1569 — Martha Hankins House of Triumph

Figure 99. South

Structure BR1569, the Martha Hankins Heusf Triumph, is located at 2710 Main
Street. It has been evaluated by the SHP@aasntially eligible for listing on the NRHP. The
Martha Hankins House of Triumph is a two-gtéirame Vernacular structure located within the
Hopkins Union Cypress Sawmill Historic Distrifdiscussed below). This structure may have
been built as early as 1912, and was used as a hotel/boarding house for white workers for the
Union Cypress Sawmill, a significant sourceMxlbourne’s early development. The house still
stands, but is falling into disrepair. An adgnt single-story residence, BR1713, has also been
previously recorded. BR1713 lacks integrity aadhot a contributing resource of the Hopkins
Union Cypress Sawmill Historic DistricBR2173). BR1713 is not being recommended for
individual listing on the NRHP.

BR2173 — Hopkins Union Cypress Sawmill Historic District

Figure 100. Main Street within BR2173, looking northwest (PCIl May 2010).

122



BR2173, the Hopkins Union Cypress Sawmill drgt District, is bounded to the east by
the Florida East Coast Railway, to the west by Grant Street, to the south by University
Boulevard, and to the north byra Street. This district was the site of Hopkins, a company-
owned town inhabited by employees of the dniCypress Sawmill. The town originated in
1912, and featured commercial and racially-dividesidential areas for the mill's employees.
Lumber from the saw mill was exported via fieC Railway, and power from the town’s plant
provided Melbourne with electricity for the firBine. Operations of the mill ceased in 1932 as a
result of the Depression. Based on previoseaech, BR2173 is significant during the period
from 1912 to 1932, in areas of ethnic heritage, community planning & development, social
history, non-aboriginal archaeology, architectunelustry, transportation, engineering, science,
and invention. Structure BR1569, the Marthanklas House of Triumph, is a contributing
resource to the district, and was visited during slurvey. No contributing resources were newly
recorded as a result of the current survegidiional research and survey may result in the
finding of more contributing resources, and, pes)an expansion of the period of significance.
However, due to the limited scope of therreant survey, which included only the eastern
boundary of the district, additional settlement patterns were not assessed.

As a result of this survey, 37 historic resms (including 36 structures and one historic
designed landscape) were newly recorded inARE for Station Alternative 2. All of these are
recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHFhe complete descriptions of these newly
recorded resources can be found below at tltead the Melbourne Architectural section. In
addition, one archaeological site was recordediwitiie APE of this Alternative. The following
table details the newly recorded resourcesated along Melbourne Station Alternative 2.
Descriptions of these resources are found after the following table.

123



Table 33. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Melbourne Station Alternative 2.

Detie § Resource Surve
FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
: Type Recommendation
Period
2425 Solana I
BR2616 | 2425 Solana Street Street c1938 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2617 | 2511 Main Street 2511 Main Street 1963 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2618 | 2521 Main Street 2521 Main Street 1945 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2619 | 2523 Main Street 2523 Main Street 1960 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2620 | 2525 Main Street 2525 Main Street 1962 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2621 | 2603 Main Street 2603 Main Street 1958 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2622 | 2607 Main Street 2607 Main Street 1942 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2623 | 2609 Main Street 2609 Main Street 1953 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2624 | 2920 S Harbor City | 2920 S Harbor 1949 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard City Boulevard
BR2625 | American Pump 2912 S Harbor 1920 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
City Boulevard
BR2626 | 2208 S Harbor City | 2908 S Harbor 1952 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard City Boulevard
Lifeline Christian 2904 S Harbor i
BR2627 Center City Boulevard 1949 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2628 Smove Cuts Barber 2906 S Harbor 1949 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Shop City Boulevard
BR2629 2900 S Harbor City 2900 S Harbor 1952 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard City Boulevard
BR2630 2818 S Harbor City 2818 S Harbor 1946 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard City Boulevard
BR2631 2814 S Harbor City 2814 S Harbor 1955 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard City Boulevard
BR2632 2808 S Harbor City 2808 S Harbor 1955 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard City Boulevard
BR2633 | Glenn's Tire 2726 S Harbor C1950 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
City Boulevard
Jackson’s Electric & | 2638 S Harbor -
BR2634 Melbourne Roofing City Boulevard 1948 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2635 | SMitty's Welding 2526 S Harbor 1956 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Shop City Boulevard
BR2636 | S & B Auto Repair | 2220 S Harbor 1951 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
City Boulevard
BR2637 | Florida Beer 2500 S Harbor 1959 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Company City Boulevard
1201 Line Street .
BR2638 | West (West 1201 Line Street | 4954 | sprycture Ineligible for NRHP
West
Structure)
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Date /

FMSF # Resource Name Address Time RESCUIEE Sy .
. Type Recommendation
Period
1201 Line Street .
BR2639 | West (East 1201 Line Street | 1950 | syrycture Ineligible for NRHP
West
Structure)
BR2640 | Florida Carpet 2490 S Harbor 1954 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
City Boulevard
BR2641 24.08 Johnny Ellison 24.08 Johr)ny 1955 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Drive Ellison Drive
BR2642 | Gloco Grocery 2637 S Harbor 1951 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
City Boulevard
BR2643 | Buggs Funeral Home | 291 S Harbor 1955 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
City Boulevard
Living God
BR2644 | International 2711 S Harbor 1954 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
e City Boulevard
Prophetic Ministries
BR2645 | 2715 S Harbor City | 2715 S Harbor 1961 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard City Boulevard
BR2646 | 2702 Main Street 2702 Main St 1957 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2647 | 2700 Main Street 2700 Main St 1963 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
American Legion 2422 S Harbor -
BR2648 Post #191 City Boulevard 1954 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Main Street / Carol Desianed
BR2664 | Williams Glanton 2701 Main Street cl1964 9 Ineligible for NRHP
landscape
Park
BR2667 | 1209 Mill Street 1209 Mill Street 1963 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2668 | 2904 Main Street 2904 Main Street 1946 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
BR2669 | 2912 Main Street 2912 Main Street 1946 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Jernigan Avenue 20" Archaeological -
BR2670 Historic Scatter N/A Century | Site Ineligible for NRHP
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BR2616 — 2425 Solana Street

Figure 101. North and west facades of BR2616, facing southeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2616 is located at 2425 Solamae$t This Frame Vernacular residence was
constructed circa 1938, and has since been healdyed. Additional research may prove that
this resource has local significance. However, ithesen altered from its original state and lacks
distinguishing features. Therefore, struetBR2616 is being recommended as not individually
eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2617 — 2511 Main Street

Figure 102. South nd ws des of BR2617, facing northeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure BR2617 is located at 2511 Mainme8t. This Ranch style residence was
constructed in 1963. It exhibits a rectangdlock plan, stucco walls, a partial-width porch,
metal awnings, and side-gable roof. This ctiee is located on the eastern boundary of the
Hopkins Union Cypress Sawmill Historic Digtri (BR2173), but was constructed after the
District’'s documented period of significance. iFhouilding lacks historical association or
distinguishing features and is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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BR2618 — 2521 Main Street

Figure 103. South and west facades of BR2618, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2618 is located at 2521 Maime8t. This Bungalow style residence was
constructed in 1945. Stylistic elements incladgmmetrical massing, cross hip roof and stucco
walls. This structure is located on the eastsyundary of the Hopkins Union Cypress Sawmill
Historic District (BR2173), but was construdteafter the District’'s documented period of
significance. This building lacks historical assicin or distinguishing features so it is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2619 — 2523 Main Street

Figure 104. South and wst facades of 8261, facin northeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure BR2619 is located at 2523 Maire8tr This Masonry Vernacular/Ranch style
residence was constructed in 1960. Stylistic el@sinclude a rectangular block plan, a low-
pitch side- gable roof, and a partial-width gar@he windows are boarded-up. This structure is
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located on the eastern boundary of the HopKimson Cypress Sawmill Historic District
(BR2173), but was constructed after the Distriddgumented period of significance. It is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP due to lack of distinguishing features.

BR2620 — 2525 Main Street

Figure 105. South and west fagcades BR2620, facing northeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure BR2620 is located at 2525 MaineBtr This Masonry Vernacular residence
was constructed in 1962. Stylistic elementsudel asymmetrical massing, concrete block walls,
a polygonal bay on the south fagade, an attaclaegort, a textile block half-wall and cross-
gable roof. A matching storage shed is alsaied on the property. It is on the eastern boundary
of the Hopkins Union Cypress Sawmill Historicsbict (BR2173), but was constructed after the
District’'s documented period of significance. iFhouilding lacks historical association or
distinguishing features and is being recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2621 — 2603 Main Street

Figure 106. South and west fagades BR2621, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2621 is located at 2603 Maime8t. This Ranch style residence was
constructed in 1958. It features stucco watlsired windows, ribbon windows, concrete sills,
and a gable roof. This structure is locatau the eastern boundary of the Hopkins Union
Cypress Sawmill Historic DistridBR2173), but was constructed after the District’'s documented
period of significance. This building lacks historieakociation or distinguishing features and is,
therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2622 — 2607 Main Street

Figure 107. South and west facades of BR2622, facing northeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure BR2622 is located at 2607 Maime8t. This Shotgun style residence was
constructed in 1942. Stylistic elements incla®ng rectangular plan, an off-center entrance
flanked by two windows, a full-height and -widfront porch, and frorgable roof. This
structure is located on the eastern boundarthefHopkins Union Cypress Sawmill Historic
District (BR2173), but was constructed after the District’'s documented period of significance.
This building lacks historical association orstiiguishing features and is, therefore, being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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BR2623 — 2609 Main Street

"f:';\éédés ofBR2623 fécing northeast (I5I May 2010).

Structure BR2623s located at 2609 Main Street. i§hHMasonry Vernacular residence
was constructed in 1953. Stylistic elementsudelconcrete block walls, paired windows, and a
flat roof. This structure is located onetleastern boundary of the Hopkins Union Cypress
Sawmill Historic District (BR2173)but was constructed after the District's documented period
of significance. This building lacks historicaksociation or distinguishing features and is,
therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2624 — 2920 South Harbor City Blvd

Figure 109. Looking south-southwest at BR2624 (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2624s located at 2920 South Harb@ity Boulevard. This Masonry
Vernacular building was constructed in 1949. yliStic elements include an irregular plan,
garage bays, and a flat roof. Thisilding lacks historical ass@tion or distinguishing features
and is, therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

130



BR2625 — American Pump

Figure 110. BR2625, facing southeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2625, American Pump, is locatd2912 South Harbor City Boulevard.
This Masonry Vernacular building was constagt circa 1920. Stylistic elements include a
rectangular plan, concrete block/corrugated megdls, and side gable raofThis building lacks

historical association or dieguishing features and is, therefore, being recommended as not
eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2626 — 2908 South Harbor City Blvd

Figure 111. North and east facades of BR2626, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR262Gs located at 2908 South Harbor City Boulevard. This Masonry
Vernacular building was constructed circa 1952yliSic elements include a rectangular plan,
stucco walls, and side gable roof. This buigiacks historical association or distinguishing
features and is, therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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BR2627 — Lifeline Christian Center

Figure 112. Main fagade of BR2627, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2627, Lifeline Christian Centes, located at 2904 South Harbor City
Boulevard, and shares a tax parcel wBR2628. This Masonry Vernacular building was
constructed in 1949. Stylistic elements incluaeectangular plan with a gable roof, boxed
eaves, and a small rear addition. Since tudding lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2628 — Smove Cuts Barber Shop

Figure 113. BR2628, facing southwest (PCIl May 2010).

Structure BR2628, Smove Cuts Barber Shigplocated at 2906 South Harbor City
Boulevard, and shares a tax parcel with BR26PMis Masonry vernacular commercial building
was constructed in 1949. Stylistic elements inclindefollowing: a false brick front that hides a
hipped roof and creates window recesses; winsiig; a small stoop; replacement windows, and
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small side addition. Since this building lacks amstdnical association or distinguishing features,
it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2629 — 2900 South Harbor City Blvd

Figure 114. Main fagade of BR2629, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2629 is located at 2900 Souttrida City Boulevard. This Masonry
Vernacular building was constructed in 1952. fdatures two distinct blocks: the southern
portion has an exterior of concrete and stomel the north has an exterior of stucco. This

building lacks historical association or filiguishing features and is, therefore, being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2630 — 2818 South Harbor City Blvd

: iguré 115‘.

Structure BR2630 is located at 2818 Sodithrbor City Boulevard. This Frame
Vernacular style structure was constructed in 19%ghares a parcel with a modern two-story
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commercial duplex. BR2630 serves as a garage features a rectangular plan, three bays, a
flat roof, and metal and stucco siding. This buitgdlacks historical assa@tion or distinguishing
features and is, therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2631 — 2814 South Harbor City Blvd

Figure 116. BR2631, facing southwest (PCIl May 2010).

Structure BR2631 is located at 2814 Southrbida City Boulevard. This Masonry
Vernacular building was constructed in 1955. liStig elements include a rectangular block
plan, storefront on main fagade, stone venparapet and partial dome awning. This building
lacks historical association or distinguishireatures and is, therefore, being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2632 — 2808 South Harbor City Blvd

Figure 117. BR2632, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2632 is located at 2808 3$ouHarbor City Boulevard. This
Vernacular/Modern building was constructedl®b5. It features irregular massing with circa-
1950s modern design elements. This buildiagks$ historical association or distinguishing
features and is, therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2633 — Glenn’s Tire

T

Figure 118. BR2633, facing south (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2633, Glenn’s Tire, is located at 2726 Selatbor City Boulevard. This
Masonry Vernacular building was constructedwo parts between 1943 and 1958, which were
later connected at an unknown date. Stylistic el@msinclude a U-shape plan, garage bays, and
little decorative ornament. This building lacks brstal association or distinguishing features
and is, therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2634 — Jackson’s Electric & Melbourne Roofing
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Structure BR2634, Jackson’s Electric & Melrne Roofing, is located at 2638 South
Harbor City Boulevard. This Masonry Verndaubuilding was constructed in 1948. Stylistic
elements include a shed parapet, fixed sash windows, and multiple storefftwgsbuilding
lacks historical association or distinguishireatures and is, therefore, being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP

BR2635 — Smitty’s Welding Shop

L i
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facing southwest (PCI May 2010).

Figure 120. North and east facades of BR2635,

Structure BR2635, Smitty’s Welding Shop, is located at 2526 Shiatioor City
Boulevard. This Masonry Vernacular building was constructed in 1956. Stylistic elements
include a gable front, garage bays, and little deén@@rnament. This building lacks historical
association or distinguishing features and isrdfore, being recommended as not eligible for
listing on the NRHP.

BR2636 — S&B Auto Repair

Figure 121. South and weét facades of BR2636, facing northeast (PCl May 2010).
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Structure BR2636, S & B Auto Repais located at 2530 Southarbor City Boulevard.
This Masonry Vernacular building was construated 951. It features stucco walls, buttresses,
and few decorative elements. This building laclssdnical association or distinguishing features
and is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2637 — Florida Beer Company
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Figure 122. South and east facades of BR2637, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2637, Florida Beer Company, is located at 2500 Sdathor City
Boulevard. This Masonry Vernacular building sveonstructed in 1959. It features concrete
block walls, buttresses, a wrap porch, and dbeeWing tanks. This building lacks historical
association or distinguishing features and isyrdfore, being recommended as not eligible for
listing on the NRHP.

BR2638 — 1201 Line Street W est (West Structure)

e = :
Figure 123. North and east facades of BR2638, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2638, is located at 1201 Linee8trWest, and shares a tax parcel with
BR2639. This Masonry Vernacular building was ¢onged in 1950. Stylistic elements include
a rectangular plan, gable front, and attached carddnts building lacks historical association or
distinguishing features and is, therefore,ngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

BR2639 — 1201 Line Street W est (East Structure)

Figure 124. North and west facades BR2639, facirTg southeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2639, is located at 1201 Linee8trWest, and shares a tax parcel with
BR2638. This Masonry Vernacular commercial buitdiwas constructed in 1950. It features a
rectangular plan that has subsumed an earlide¢eont building. This structure now has a flat-
roofed addition with overhanging eaves. Since khigding lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2640 — Florida Carpet
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Figure 125. North and east facades of BR2640, fécin-gj' southwesth(PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2640, Florida Carpet, is locate@480 South Harbor City Boulevard. This
Masonry Vernacular building was constructed in 1984features a rectangular plan with little
decorative element. This building lacks historiaasociation or distinguishing features and is,
therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2641 — 2408 Johnny Ellison Drive

Figure 126. South and east facades of BR2641, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2641 is located at 2408 Johnilys& Drive. This Masonry Vernacular
building was constructed in 1955. Stylistic eletseinclude an irregular plan, concrete block
walls, steel sash windows, andflat roof. This building lacks historical association or
distinguishing features and is, therefore,ngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

BR2642 — Gloco Grocery

Figure 127. West and south facades of BR2642, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2642, Gloco Grocery, is locate@®B87 South Harbor City Boulevard. This
structure shares a tax parcel with a non-histagable-roofed, masonry structure. BR2642 is
Masonry Vernacular building constructed in 1951yliStic elements include a rectangular plan,
stucco/brick walls, and altered fenestration. e Tiuilding lacks historical associations or
distinguishing features and is being recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2643 — Buggs Funeral Home

Figure 128. South and west fagades BR2643, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2643, Buggs Funeral Home, is located at 2701 South Harbor City
Boulevard. This Masonry Vernacular burdi was constructed in 1955. BR2643 exhibits
modern additions and facades. This buildiagkk historical association or distinguishing
features and is, therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2644 — Living God Internationa | Prophetic Ministries, Inc.

Figure 129. North and west facades of BR2644, facing southeast (PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2644, Living God International Propbi@inistries, Inc., is located at 2711
South Harbor City Boulevard. This Masonry Vernacular building was constructed in 1954. This
structure features an irregular plan, metal roof, and several additions. This building lacks
historical association or dieguishing features and is, therefore, being recommended as not
eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2645 — 2715 South Harbor City Blvd

Figure 130. BR2645, facing southwest (PCl May 2010).

Structure BR2645 is located at 2715 South Harbor City Boulevard. This Masonry
Vernacular building was constructed in 1961. Stigielements include a square plan, hipped
roof, overhanging eaves, and central entgnkled by two windows. This building lacks
historical association or dieguishing features and is, therefore, being recommended as not
eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2646 — 2702 Main Street

Figure 131. BR2646, facing south-southwest (PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2646 is located at 2702 MaineStr and shares a tax parcel with BR2647.
This Masonry Vernacular/Ranch residence wasstructed circa 1957. Stylistic elements
include a rectangular plan, metal awnings, #iached single-car garage, a partial-width porch
and a flat roof. This structure is locatedhie Hopkins Union CypresSawmill Historic District
(BR2173), but was constructed after the Dissi documented period of significance. This

building lacks historical association or filiguishing features and is, therefore, being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2647 — 2700 Main Street
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Figure 132. Structure BR2647, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2647 is located at 2700 MaineStr and shares a tax parcel with BR2646.
This Masonry Vernacular residential duplex wasstructed in 1963. It features a rectangular
plan, side-gable roof, and overhanging eavesis $tiucture is located in the Hopkins Union
Cypress Sawmill Historic DistrigBR2173), but was constructed after the District’s documented
period of significance. This building lacks historiealsociation or distinguishing features and is,
therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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BR2648 — American Legion Post #191

"‘__":i

(PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2648, American Legion Post #1Bllocated at 2422 South Harbor City
Boulevard. This Masonry Vernacular building was constructed in 1954. Stylistic elements
include a rectangular plan, stucco walls, and lalegaoof with parapet. This building lacks
historical association or dieguishing features and is, therefore, being recommended as not
eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2667 — 1209 Mill Street

Figure 134. Looking south at BR2667 (PCI June 2010).

Structure BR2667 is located at 1209 Mill &dt. This Masonry Vernacular building was
constructed in 1963. It features a rectangulam,palow profile and a flat roof with overhanging
eaves on the main facade. Theteamsportion of the structure is finished with stucco and faux
brick, while the western portion is painted concrglieck. This structure is located within the
Hopkins Union Cypress Sawmill Historic Digtri (BR2173), but was constructed after the
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District’'s documented period of significance. &ss building lacks historical association or
distinguishing features, it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2668 — 2904 Main Street

=

king west at BR2668 (PCI June 2010).

Structure BR2668 is located at 2904 Main Street. This Masonry Vernacular was
constructed circa 1946. It features a rectanguikam, a front-facing gableof with overhanging
eaves, and symmetrical proportions. This strudsifecated within the Hopkins Union Cypress
Sawmill Historic District (BR2173)but was constructed after the District's documented period
of significance. As this building lacks histori@dsociation or distinguishing features, it is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2669 — 2912 Main Street

Fig]ure 136. Looking southwest at BR2669 (PCI June 2010).
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Structure BR2669 is located at 2912 Maine8tr This Frame Vernacular residence was
constructed circa 1946. Architectural elemeintdude a front-facing gable roof, and a gable-
roofed porch at the entry on the main facades building also has an attached concrete block
porch or sun room topped by a flat roof, whiwwas added to the northwest facade of the
residence. This structure has fallen into diane@nd the windows and doors have been boarded.
This structure is located within the Hopkidsion Cypress Sawmill Historic District (BR2173),
but was constructed after the District's dowented period of significance. As BR2669 lacks

historical association or diaguishing features, it is being recommended as not eligible for
listing on the NRHP.

BR2664 — Main Street/Carol Williams Glanton Park

Figure 137. Looking north at BR2664 (PCI 2010).

Historic landscape BR2664, the Main Street/Carol Williams Glanton Park, is located at

2701 Main Street. The park is bounded to thelsmasgt by Jernigan Avenue, to the southwest by
Main Street, to the northwest by residentialgarty, and to the northeast by the FEC Railway. A
plaque placed at the southernmost corner op#ik indicates that it was originally called Main
Street Park, and was part of the City Bdaation Process between 1964 and 1966. The park
was renamed in June 2000, in honor of Rev. Céfiliams Glanton, a prominent activist in
Melbourne. She was born and raised in the hogrbouse (BR1569) across the street from the
park, and died in 2009 (Neale 2009). Today, pleek includes approximately 0.6 acres of
maintained land, and features natural arehtgd vegetation, and a non-historic gazebo and
playground. BR2667 is located in the Hopkibsion Cypress Sawmill Historic District
(BR2173), but is not a contributing resource,itawas apparently planned after the currently
accepted period of significance. In addition, the parkot directly associated with Rev. Carol
Williams Glanton. Therefore, BR2664 is recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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Alternative 2 Investigations Conclusion

Alternative 2 represents the potential redepment of a formerly developed area.
Archaeological deposits found at this alternatite eepresent the twentieth century use of the
site but are not significant and are recommenrakedheligible for NRHP listing. The Hopkins
Union Cypress Sawmill Historic District is adjacéatthe Alternative 2 APE. This district was
developed concurrently with the rise of Meurne. The FEC rail lineas likely a contributing
factor to the growth of #harea of a whole. It was certainly a part of the historic landscape at the
time the district was being established. Based on the results of this field investigation, it is the
opinion of PCI that development of the project aslanot affect any sites that have historical,
cultural, or sacred significance, or that othise meet the minimum criteria for NRHP listing,
excepting the FEC rail line itself. Based orelpninary consultation with DHR, returning
passenger rail back on the mainline would not cornetdn adverse effect to the NRHP-eligible
FEC Railway (Appendix A). No further insg&gation is recommended for the proposed
Melbourne Station Alternative 2.
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RESULTS FOR MELBOURNE STATION ALTERNATIVE 3, NORTH OF U.S. 192, EAST
OF FEC

Legend N FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail
: o st okl o Melbourne Station Alternate 3

siding Brevard County, Florida
Township 28 South, Range 37 East

o historic structure
NRHP-lsted rasource
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Figure 138. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 3.

Archaeological Investigations

The Melbourne Station Alternative @oject area was surveyed on May 11, 2010 by
Katherine Baar and José Pefia, under thergispgn of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The
project area comprises the proposed developmeatarMelbourne Station Alternative 3, located
in Brevard County. Several prehistoric archaeological sites have been recorded in the general
project vicinity, although these all occur on thesksaof Crane Creek and the Indian River. No
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archaeological sites were previously documentétin or immediately adjacent to the project
area. A total of six shovel tests were excavatethin the project area, all of which were
negative for cultural material (Figure 3). As a result, no archaeological sites were identified
during the current investigation.

Architectural Investigations

A total of 15 historic resources, including $#uctures and one linear resource, were
previously recorded within the APE for Melboer Alternative 3. Two of these resources have
been evaluated by the SHPO: BR215, the FloRdaver and Light Company Ice Plant, is
NRHP-listed; and the BR1870, the FEC Railroad, has been determined to be eligible for listing
on the NRHP. Although none ofétother structures have been evaluated by the SHPO, the
remaining 13 structures are recommended as ibkidor listing in the NRHP. It should be
noted that two of these structures, BR1218l 8R1583, have been destroyed or otherwise
removed from their original locations. Thelléwing table details the previously recorded

resources located along Melbourne Station Alternative 3.

Table 34. Previously Recorded Resource within the APE for Melbourne Station Alternative 3.

Date /
EMSE # Resource Address Time Resourc SHP(_) Survey _
Name . e Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
o Light | 1604 South NRHP-
BR215 9 Harbor City 1927 Structure | . NRHP-listed
Company Ice listed
Boulevard
Plant
BR1216 | Nicholson 1002 Palmetto | 1905 | gyrycture | NO Destroyed
House Avenue evaluated
John Moser 829 Lincoln Not Ineligible for
BR1220 Upholstery Avenue c1920 Structure evaluated NRHP
1802 Tangerine 1802 Not Ineligible for
BR1221 9 Tangerine €1920 Structure 9
Avenue evaluated NRHP
Avenue
1804 Tangerine 1804 Not Ineligible for
BR1222 9 Tangerine c1926 Structure g
Avenue evaluated NRHP
Avenue
Flatiron 927 New Not Ineligible for
BR1410 Building Haven Avenue c1926 Structure evaluated NRHP
, 918 E New Not Ineligible for
BR1420 | Kemper's Food Haven Avenue 1924 Structure evaluated NRHP
Store
924 New Not Ineligible for
BR1422 | Gourmet Galley Haven Avenue 1926 Structure evaluated NRHP
2007-2009 -
BR1424 | JOlS-Moss | ) ourne 1922 | structure | VO Ineligible for
Law Office Court evaluated NRHP
Decraform 2001 Not Ineligible for
BR1426 | Products/Kay's | Melbourne c1926 Structure 9
S evaluated NRHP
Building Court
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Date /

EMSE # Resource Address Time Resourc SHP(_) Survey _
Name Peri e Type Evaluation | Recommendation
eriod

Cassette 1917-1929 Not Ineligible for
BR1428 Carousel Depot Drive c1926 Structure evaluated NRHP

Humanistic 1007 Palmetto Not Ineligible for
BR1430 Growth Center | Avenue c1926 Structure evaluated NRHP

Christmas 1002 New Not Ineligible for
BR1434 Cottage Haven Avenue c1898 Structure evaluated NRHP

. 1610

BR1583 1610 Tangerine Tangerine €1920 Structure Not Destroyed

Street evaluated

Street
. 19"and |, .

BR1g70 | FlordaBast . ooh | Lin€ar | ediple Eligible

Coast Railway Resource

Century

BR215 — Florida Power and Light Company Ice Plant

Figure 139. Suth and east facades of 825, looking northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR215, The Florida Power and Ligldmpany Ice Plant, is an NRHP-listed
resource. This structure is currently notedthe FMSF as having been destroyed. However,
BR215, built in 1926 during Florida’s land boom, stilhinds along US 1 (Dixie Highway), east
of the FEC Railway. The Industrial, Modernistic, two-story commercial building consists of a
steel frame, tile block, and stucco. FP&L’s IcamIbrought modern industry and progress to the
small town of Melbourne; smaller industries, sashfishing and farming, benefited from the ice
produced by the plant. BR215 is one of the lastplants to be constructed by FP&L. This
resource is significant in the areas of architesstcommerce and industry. BR215 exhibits some
modern alterations, such as an addition to theak#re structure. The ding is currently used
as an office complex.

A total of 17 structures were newly recordedhe APE for Station Alternative 3. None
of these resources are recommended as elifblésting in the NRHP. The following table
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details the newly recorded

resources located along Melbourne Station Alternative 3.

Descriptions of these resources follow.

Table 35. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Melbourne Station Alternative 3.

Date /

. Resource Survey
FMSF # Resource Name Address Tlme Type Recommendation
Period

BR264g | 1005 E Strawbridge | 1005 E Strawbridge 1955 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue

BR2650 | 1008 E Strawbridge | 1008 E Strawbridge 1958 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue

BR2651 | Brownlie Funeral 945 Lincoln Avenue 1942 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Home Residence

BR2652 | Brownlie Funeral 949-951 Lincoln 1952 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Home Duplex Avenue
Brownlie Funeral ..

BR2653 Home Crematorium 1010 Palmetto Avenue | 1960 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP

BR2654 | Brownlie Funeral |41 paimetio Avenue | 1945 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Home Main Building

BR2655 | East Coast Lumber 938 Lincoln Avenue 1930 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP

BR2656 | Sun Plumbing 820 E Seminole 1956 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

Avenue

BR2657 | Weather Engineers i%linieSemlnole 1952 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP

BR265g | Horida’s Blood 800 E Seminole 1935 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Center Avenue

BR2659 | Southern Car Care iignisem'”o'e 1964 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

BR2660 | 914-916 Paimetto | 914-916 Palmetto 1962 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Ave Avenue

BR2661 | Strawbridge Civic | 907 E Strawbridge 1925 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Center Condominium | Avenue

BR2662 | 228 E NewHaven | 928 E New Haven 1935 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue

BR2663 | 20 E NewHaven | 936 E New Haven c1925 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue

BR2665 é%tlrt'v'e'bo”me 2011 Melbourne Court | 1946 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

BR2666 | 2013 Melbourne 2013 Melbourne Court | 1939 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

Court
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BR2649 — 1005 East Strawbridge Ave

Figure 140. BR2649, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2649 is located at 1005 Eastv@tradge Avenue. This Masonry Vernacular
building was erected in 1955. Stylistic eleméantdude asymmetrical massing, stucco walls, an
arched entry and flat roof. This buildingas been remodeled. BR2649 lacks historical
association or distinguishing features and isrdfore, being recommended as not eligible for
listing on the NRHP.

BR2650 — 1008 East Strawbridge Ave

Figure 141. Main fagcade of BR2650, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2650 is located at 1008 East\@tradge Avenue. This Craftsman style
building was erected in 1958. Stylistic elemantdude symmetrical massing and fenestration, a
first-story storefront, paired windows on tleecond story, and a hipped roof with wide
overhanging eaves. Ancillary features inclualecarport, as well as a small, rectangular
outbuilding, constructed of concrete block, aongped with a flat roof. This building lacks
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historical association or dieguishing features and is, therefore, being recommended as not
eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2651 — Brownlie Funeral Home Residence

Figure 142. Main facade of BR2651, facing southeast (PCIl May 2010).

Structure BR2651, Brownlie Funeral Home Resgdens located at 945 Lincoln Avenue. This
Masonry Vernacular structure was constructed in 1942. BR2651 appears to have served as a
residence, but now shares a parcel with tlo#eer recorded structures associated with the
Brownlie Funeral Home (BR2652, BR2653daBR2654), and a modern garage. BR2651
includes the following architectural features: timant cross gables with decorative wood insets;
exposed rafter tails on the primary roof; detive shutters; and a front stoop topped by an
overhanging roof-gable with a deetive wood inset. In addition, the structure is located amidst
mature landscape. Since this building lacks astohical association or distinguishing features,

it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2652 — Brownlie Funeral Home Duplex

Figure 143. Main fagade of BR2652, facing southeast (PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2652, Brownlie Funeral Honiguplex, is located at 949-951 Lincoln
Avenue. This Modern style duplex residenceswanstructed in 1952. Architectural features
include the following: a low prdg; a flat roof with the double incised entryway accentuated by
a secondary flat roof; and window sills and aning in colored stone on the front facade. A
carport has been added to one side and enclosed with lattice. Since this building lacks any

historical association or distinguishing featutdas being recommended as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.

BR2653 — Brownlie Funeral Home Crematorium

il

e

Figure 144. Northwest corner of BR2653, looking southeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2653, Brownlie Funeral Home Crematorium, is located at 1010 Palmetto
Avenue. This Masonry Industrial building wasnstructed in 1960. The nature of this building
precludes most decorative elements, althougingathe roof line there is a decorative wood
addition in a type of cornice. Since this buildiagks any historical association or distinguishing
features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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BR2654 — Brownlie Funeral Home Main Building

Figure 145. Structure BR2654, Ioking northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2654, Brownlie Funeral Home iNM#uilding, is located at 1010 Palmetto
Avenue. This Masonry Vernacular commerdpalilding was originally constructed in 1945.
The original structure has been subsumed by a Post-Modern stucco building with faux Mansard
roofs, dormers, side gables, fixed glass blacll metal windows, and a large, freestanding front
gable porch. Since this building lacks any hist@riassociation or distinguishing features it is
being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2655 — East Coast Lumber

Figure 146. Structure BR2655, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2655, East Coast Lumber, is locate@38 Lincoln Avenue. This Frame/Masonry
Vernacular style commercial building was cwoosted circa 1930. Architectural elements
include a street-side step parapet, andwaerhanging roof on both the original wood frame
building and the masonry addition. Several metal ancillary buildings have been added
throughout the property to house building materia$ needed. Since this building lacks any
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historical association or distinguishing featutas being recommended as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.

BR2656 — Sun Plumbing

Figure 147'.“South fagade'of BR2656', facmg nort h(;r west (33 -' May 2010).

Structure BR2656, Sun Plumbing, is located 820 East Seminole Avenue. This
Masonry Vernacular building was constructedl866. Stylistic elements include an irregular
plan, central entry, a flat cantilevered lintéloae windows and door, stucco walls and a flat
roof. A frame/masonry warehouse was addedh® northwest corner in 2007. This building
lacks historical association or distinguishireatures and is, therefore, being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2657 — Weather Engineers

Figure 148. BR2657 South and east facades, facing northwest (PCIl May 2010).

Structure BR2657, Weather Engineers, is located at 812 East Seminole Avenue. This
property shares a tax parcel with BR2658. Acowydo the Brevard County Property Appraiser,

155



the parcel address is 1511 Waverly Place. Thi®nset hut was erected in 1952. There is a
masonry addition on the south facade. Thisilding lacks historical association or

distinguishing features and is, therefore,ngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

BR2658 — Florida's Blood Center

Figure 149. Structure BR2658, looking south (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2658, Florida’'s Blod@denter, is located at 800 East Seminole Avenue. This
structure shares a tax parcel with BR2657. Bhevard County Property Appraiser address for
the parcel is 1511 Waverly Place. This ddary Vernacular commercial building was
constructed circa 1935. Numerous additionsjuiding a Neo-Classical facade, have been
appended to what was once a fairly simple -gidble house. Since this building lacks any
distinguishing features, it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2659 — Southern Car Care

G

Figure 150. South and west fagad_es of BR2659, facing northe-ést (PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2659, Southern Car Care, is ledaat 816 East Seminole Avenue. This
Masonry Vernacular building was erected in 1964. Stylistic elements include a simple
rectangular plan, an off-cententry flanked by two windows, and a flat roof. This building
lacks historical association or distinguishireatures and is, therefore, being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2660 — 914-916 Palmetto Avenue

Figure 151. South and east facades of BR260, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2660 is located at 914-916 Pdlonéd\venue. This Masonry Vernacular
building was erected in 1962. Stylistic featuredude an irregular plan, fixed sash windows, a
recessed-entry storefront and corner entry daamd, overhanging eaves. This building lacks
historical association or disguishing features and is, therefore, being recommended as not
eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2661 — Strawbridge Civic Center Condominium

Figure 152. Noh and east facades of BR2661, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).
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Structure BR2661, the Strawbridge Civic mB& Condominium, is located at 907
Strawbridge Avenue. This Neo-Classicaylstbuilding was erected circa 1925. Stylistic
elements include a rectangular plan, a modgrst-story storefront second-story paired
windows, sills, arched lintels with keystone, cornice, and two stevits a two-tiered side
balcony. This building has been altered and datkstorical association or distinguishing
features. Therefore, BR2661 is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2662 — 928 East New Haven Ave

Figure 153. South facade of BR2662, facing north (PCI May 2010).

Structure BR2662 is located at 928 East New Haven Avenue. This Modern building was
constructed circa 1935. Stylistic elements incladaodern fagade with parapet. This building
lacks any historical associations or digtiishing features and is being recommended as
ineligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2663 — 936 East New Haven Ave

e
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Figure 154. South facade of BR2663, facing north (PCl May 2010).
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Structure BR2663 is located at 936 East New Haven Avenue. This Masonry Vernacular
structure was erected circa 1925. The buildingletdha Modern Classical facade created by the
application of pilasters and a cornice. BR2663 imayocally significant for its part in the early
development of Downtown Melbourne. Howeveristbuilding lacks historical association or

distinguishing features and is, therefore,ngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

BR2665 — 2011 Melbourne Court
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Figure 155. Northwest fagade of BR2665, facing southeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure BR2665 is located at 2011 Melbouf@eurt. This vernacular building was
erected in 1946. Stylistic elements include aredémecessed storefront, double-door entry, shed
parapet, asphalt shingles and marble panel extefibis building lacks historical association or
distinguishing features and is being recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP.

BR2666 — 2013 Melbourne Court

Figure 156. Main facade of BR2666, facing southeast (PCl May 2010).
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Structure BR2666 is located at 2013 MelbwmurCourt. This Masonry Vernacular
building was constructed in 1939. Stylistic etarts include a rectangular plan, side entry,
multi-panel fixed sash display window, and comiabove the storefront and at the roofline.
BR2666 may be locally significant for its part in the early development of Downtown
Melbourne. However, this building lacks historieelsociation or distinguishing features and is,
therefore, being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 3 Investigations Conclusion

The general architectural landscape falternative 3 is mixed commercial and
residential. Based on the results of thisldiinvestigation, it is the opinion of PCI that
development of the project area will not adversdigca any sites that have historical, cultural,
or sacred significance, or that otherwise nmteetminimum criteria for NRHP listing excepting
the FEC rail line itself. Based on preliminaignsultation with DHR, returning passenger ralil
back on the mainline would not constitute an aseeffect to the NRHP-eligible FEC Railway
(Appendix A). No further investigation iscommended for the proposed Melbourne Station
Alternative 3.

EVALUATION OF MELBOURNE STATION ALTERNATIVES

Three alternative station locations have been proposed for the Melbourne area. Only
Alternative 2 requires the consideration of alsand noise impacts to a number of cultural
resources, primarily in the form of a histodistrict recommended potentially eligible for listing
on the NRHP. However, as this specificawe post-dates the development FEC rail, these
visual and noise effects should not be considemdekerse. The noise from rail traffic in the
vicinity of the historic HopkingJnion Cypress Sawmill Historic District (BR2173) will represent
an increase in the frequency of noise episodesdituan increase in volume, and as such should
also not be considered an adverse effect. All three alternative station locations and their sidings
are equally acceptable in terms of their lack of potential adverse impacts to cultural resources.
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VERO BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVES

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Physiography

The Vero Beach project area (Alternatives lar] 3) lies in east central Florida within
Indian River County. It is situated in the Cehiwa Mid-Peninsular Zone of Florida, along the
eastern edge of the Atlantic &ial Ridge (White 1970: Map 1-B). The Atlantic Coastal Ridge is
a narrow ridge, 1.6 to 3.2 kilometers (1 to 2 mig)e, that extends along the east coast of the
Florida peninsula from the soushore of St. Mary’s River at the Georgia state line to southwest
of Miami in Dade County. Neahe project area this portion of the Atlantic Coastal Ridge is
composed of a series of relict beach ridges ansl irallel to the Atlantic Ocean that formed by
wind and wave action along the shore (Weittstet al. 1987:4). The topography within the
project area is relatively flat with elevations averaging 3 meters amsl (10 feet).

Hydrology

Indian River County has three main sources of waters: surface and ground water bodies, a
shallow aquifer, and the Florida Aquifer (Wetistet al. 1987:4). Blue ¥press Lake is the only
large body of freshwater in the county. The Iiva Aquifer underlies most of the county. Water
from it is generally of good quality and is tipeincipal source for water for municipal and
domestic use. The third major source of waterthe county is the Florida aquifer which is
found below the Shallow Aquifer. It is an artesian aquifer which is tapped for commercial
irrigation. Its chloride concentration is relatively high.

Soils

A single soil association is mapped for the project area: EauGallie-Odlsmar-Wabasso.
This association consists of “Nearly level, dgatrained soils that have a dark sandy subsaoil;
some have a subsoils that is underlain by loamayerial at a depth of less than 40 inches (102
centimeters), and some have a subsoil that is underlain by loamy material at a depth of more than
40 inches (102 centimetergWettstein et al. 1987:General Soil Maphese soils are found in
broad areas of flatwoods and in scattered small wet depressions. These soils are mostly found in
the eastern one-third of Indian River CountyeThatural vegetation is slash pine, live oak and
laurel oak, saw palmetto, inkberry, fetterbushxwayrtle, pineland three-awn, bluestems, and
panicums (Wettstein et al. 1987:14).

LocAL HISTORY

By the time of initial European contact, the Indian River area was inhabited by the Ais
Indians (Milanich 1994). Perhaps the earliest aontvith the Ais in the Indian River area
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occurred in 1565 when the Frenchman Jean Ribault rescued two sailors who had been captives of
the Ais for fourteen years. Attack from therth by invading Englishmen and Indians literally

drove the Ais into extinction. By 1760, the onlgsidents of the Indian River region were
several Spaniards who annually establishedrigslgquarters along the coast and a few Indians
(Rouse 1951).

In the first half of the nineenth century the Seminole Wars reached into the area. The
Armed Occupation Act of 1842 enabled any manléim 160 acres of land south of Gainesville
and Palatka, under the condition that he live on the land for five years and cultivate at least five
acres. This act led to the settlerhef the area along the Indian River, primarily on the west side
of the river near the abandoned Fort Pierce andar south as Jupiter Inlet (Van Landingham
1988).

In 1845, St. Johns County, the Indian Rivard Alachua County formed the boundaries
for the county of Brevard. In 1905, the legisire separated an area from Brevard County,
which became known as St. Lucie County (Wettsé¢ial. 1987). For twenty years this division
stood, but tenuously. The residents of Vero Beaete strongly in favor of separating from the
rest of St. Lucie County, especially from Ftefie, which exerted control over their community
(St. John’s River Water Management Distr#810). They argued that taxes were unfairly
distributed, with Ft. Pierce receiving more thanfés share, and that they were fined for the
same offences from which Ft. Pierce residenjeye exemption. To settle this disagreement,
Governor John W. Martin carved out the oppogingions of St. Lucie Gunty to make two new
counties. In 1925, Indian River County, nani@dthe Indian River Lagoon, and Martin County,
named for the governor, were formed, thus separating the disputing cities.

During and immediately after the Civil Wdhe east coast of Florida was only sparsely
populated. Homesteaders began to arrivedreiamsing numbers in the late 1800s. In 1875 and
1876, the U.S. Life-Saving Service, one thie fore-runners to the U.S. Coast Guard,
established a series of Houses of Refayeng Florida’s East Coast to offer relief to
shipwrecked persons within this sparsely pomdategion. One of the first of these was the
Indian River House of Refuge located at BetBedek in present-day Vero Beach (Indian River
Genealogical Society 2007; U.S. Coast Guard 2009).

The expansion of the Florida East Coast Railroad through Indian River County brought
development and tourists to the area, alf asexpanding the farming industry, which could
transport crops more easily via train. Settlataeleveloped along the railway stops, including
Vero (HPA 1989). In 1909, Herman T. Zeuch,ealrestate agent from lowa, visited Vero,
after which he hired the Rodgers EnginegrCompany of Daytona Beach to study the
feasibility of drainage canals in Indianver County. The Indian River Farms Company,
which was organized in 1912, set about wireg the area around Sebastian and Vero for
settlement and citrus production In Decemb@t2, the Indian River Farms Company began
reclamation of about 45,000 acres along a 12-stiletch of the Florida East Coast Railroad
both north and south of Vero. The origirtthinage plan, completed in 1917, included 6.25
miles of main canal, 36 miles of lateral canals, a2l¢s of sub laterals, and 26 miles of dikes.
The Vero Drainage District took control ofetldrainage program of the Indian River Farms
Company in 1917. In 1919, the Indian River FarBrainage District took over, with more

162



authority for maintenance, rebuilding, and exten®f the canal and drainage system (Indian
River Genealogical Society 2007; Richards 1968).

Apart from agriculture, a major focus of the Indian River Farms Company was the
development of the Vero area for settlement (HR®89). The Town of Vero was first laid out
in 1913, and it was incorporated in 1919 (Richards 1968). The land boom was fully underway
during this time, and the town rapidly grew iohgr the 1920s. In an effort to further attract
tourists, Vero was re-incorporated as V&each in 1925. The Great Depression and some
major hurricanes slowed growitithin the area substantially, but the tourist industry kept the
local economy alive (HPA 1989).

RESEARCH DESIGN

The research strategy for the Vero Beadternative stations involved background
investigation, a historic document search, and field survey for historic sites, historic
structures, and archaeological occurrences. ewe of the relevant archaeological literature
produced a summary of previous archaeologicakwo the project area. The Florida Master
Site File was checked for any previously recorsgiégls within the project area and to provide an
indication of the prehistoric settlement and larsd- patterns for the region. Current soil surveys,
vegetation maps, and relevant literature weomsulted to provide a description of the
physiographic and geological region of whithe project area is a part. Fieldwork was
performed in those areas within and direclyjacent to the alternative station location, and
included assessing standing buildings, structuaed, landscapes for architectural and historic
significance and NRHP eligibility. Archaeological investigations were performée gidposed
alternative station locations and within ROW for sidingsApril and May 2010, PCI personnel
visually inspected the study area for the potential station locations.
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RESULTS FOR VERO BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVE 1, SOUTH OF 19™ PLACE,
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Figure 157. Aerial map of rthe cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 1.
Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on Magrtel 6, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and Bradley
Mueller under the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The project area is located on
an urban setting precluding subsurface testing. No previously recorded archaeological artifacts or
sites were located within the project area, ware any previously unrecorded archaeological
resources identified during the investigation.
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Architectural Investigations

Vero Beach Station Alternative 1 had foueywously recorded structures and 11 newly
recorded structures, as well as and one previgaslyrded archaeological site, within the project
area. The following table lists the previously re@afdesources that fall within the project area
for Alternative 1.

Table 36. Previously Recorded Structures within the APE for Vero Beach Station Alternative 1.

Date /
Resource - Resource SHPO Survey
L7 Name AERITEES T"!‘e Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
2162 Not
IR623 | Buy Pawn Sell | Commerce €c1935 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Evaluated
Avenue
Old Vero Beach th
IR624 | Community 2146 14 1924 | Structure NRHP- NRHP-listed
- Avenue listed
Building
Vero Beach
Diesel Power th
IR975 | Plant/Vero 1246 19 1926 | Structure NRHP- NRHP-listed
. Street listed
Municipal Power
Plant
. 1936
IR5ga | BarkerHeating |~ oo ce | 1915 | Structure Not Destroyed
& Air Condition Evaluated
Avenue
FEC Rail Road |[1700 block )
Platform of 20" Archaeological | Non .
IR1049 Structural Commerce | Century [Site Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Remains Avenue

IR624 — Old Vero Beach Community Building
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Figure 158. North facade, cmg south (PCI May 2010).




Located at 2146 f4Avenue, the Old Vero Beach Community Building was constructed
in 1935. It is a U-shaped Frame Vernaculamiuipal building that was constructed by the
Works Progress Administration (WPA) during thepbession. Stylistically it features a balloon
wood frame, stucco exterior, hip roof, apdcket windows. It was listed on the NRHP on

January 19, 1993.

IR975 — Vero Beach Diesel Power Plant

K ey e T R
Figure 159. West fac;ad, acing éagt (E(J?I‘May 2610.

The Vero Beach Diesel Power Plant is located at 11%331#ce, and was constructed in
1926. It is Masonry Vernacular power plant camstied of brick and concrete. Its main room
contains six large wells that housed the digeslerators, only one of which, an inoperable one
dating to 1937, still remains. It is specificalljated to the historical aspect of community
planning and development for the City of VdBeach. It stands as a good example of the
forethought that the early city planners had in providing their community with a reliable source
of electrical power. This helpesghrly on to attract new residents and provide power for growing
businesses, even through the Depression. It was listed on the NRHP on January 19, 1993.

The northern end of Vero Beach Station Alsive 1 overlaps the southern ends of Vero
Beach Station Alternatives 2 and 3 slightly,ssone of the newly recorded structures found in
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Table 37 are also found the tables for Alternati¥esnd 3. Detailed descriptions of the newly
recorded structures follow below the table.
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Table 37. Newly Recorded Structures within the APE for Vero Beach Station Alternative 1.

Resource DEIE | Resource Surve
FMSF # Address Time y
Name . Type Recommendation
Period
Vero Beach
IR1465 |U.S. Post 2050 13" Avenue 1966 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Office
th
IR1466 |13|2§:e19 1204 19" Place 1950 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1467 | Park's Rental |1230 16" Street 1963 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
1759
IR1468 | Commerce 1759 Commerce Avenue 1950 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue
Russell ..
IR1469 1765 Commerce Avenue 1963 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Payne, Inc.
IR1470 | YeroBeach ) 1816-1820 Commerce 1955 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Firefighters Avenue
Schlitt
IR1471 | Brothers 1830 Commerce Avenue 1964 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Painting
IR1472 g‘l’a”;;“erce 1956 Commerce Avenue 1962 |Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
1966
IR1473 | Commerce 1966 Commerce Avenue 1954 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue
IR1474 |80 Minute 1145 20" Place 1950 |Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Cleaners
1146 217 o o
IR1475 Street 1146 21™ Street 1925 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
19" and Linear
IR1497 | FEC Railroad | Indian River County 20" Potentially Eligible
Century resource

IR1465 — Vero Beach U.S. Post Office

Figure 160. South and west facades of IR1465, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).
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Structure IR1465, the U.S. PdBffice, is located at 2050 13Avenue. This Masonry
Vernacular building was constructed in 1966 (Figure 160). Stylistic elements include:
Rectangular plan, one story main block, eldadafull height fixed sash windows along all
facades, stucco exterior, flat built-up roof. Sitltie building lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1466 — 1204 12th Court

Figure 161. South and east facades of IR1466, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1466 is located at 1204"Qourt. This Masonry Vernacular building was
constructed in 1965 (Figure 161). Stylistic elemmanclude: Rectangular plan, one story main
block, two story rear addition, metal manspgatapet running along the south and eat facades,
stucco walls and flat roof. Since this buildilegks any historical association or distinguishing
features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1467 — Park’s Rental

Figure 162. South and east facades of IR1467, facing northwest (PCl May 2010).
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Structure IR1467, Park’s R&al, is located at 1230 Y65treet. This Masonry Vernacular
building as constructed in 1963 (Figure 162). liStig elements include: Rectangular plan, one
story main block, step up entry, and side gablgf.r Since this building lacks any historical
association or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

IR1468 — 1759 Commerce Avenue

e e . 8.

Figure 163. East facade f IRl, ci t (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1468 is located at 1759 ComeeeAvenue. This Masonry Vernacular
building was completed in 1950 (Figure 163). liStic elements include: Rectangular plan,
gable front, central entry. Since this buildirgKks any historical association or distinguishing
features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1469 — Russell Payne, Inc.

Figure 164. East facade of IR1469, facing west (PCI May 2010).
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Structure IR1469, Russell Payne, Inc.,lasated at 1765 Commerce Avenue. This
Masonry Vernacular building was constructedl®63 (Figure 164). Stylistic elements include
an L-shaped overall plan, a cornice along the roafland a flat roof. Since this building lacks
any historical association or distinguishing teas it is being recommend as not eligible for
listing on the NRHP.

IR1470 — Vero Beach Firefighters

Figure 165. West facade of IR1470, facing east (PCIl May 2010).

Structure IR1470, the Vero Beach Firefightas located at 1816-20 Commerce Avenue.
This Masonry Vernacular office plaza was conggddn 1955 (Figure 165). Stylistic elements
include: rectangular plan, 3 storefronts, andesgable roof. Since this building lacks any
historical association or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.

IR1471 — Schlitt Brothers Painting

Figure 166. South and west fagades of IR1471, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).
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Structure IR1471, Schlitt Brothers Paintingldsated at 1830 Commerce Avenue. This
Masonry Vernacular commercial building was domsted in 1955. Stylistic elements include:
rectangular plan, concrete block walls, flat romfheavily altered building. Since this building
lacks any historical association or distingumghieatures it is being recommend as not eligible
for listing on the NRHP.

IR1472 — Commerce Glass

Figure 167. South and west fagcades of IR1472, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1472, Commerce Glass located at 1956 Commerce Avenue. This
Masonry Vernacular commercial building was domsd in 1962. Stylistic elects include:
Concrete block walls, textile block accent wall, flabf and concrete cornice at roofline. Since
this building lacks any historical associationdistinguishing features it is being recommend as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1473 — 1966 Commerce Avenue

Structure IR1473 is located at 1966 ComreeAvenue. This Masonry Vernacular
commercial building was constructed in 1954 (Figure 168). Stylistic elements include:
Rectangular block, concrete block walls, and flat roof. Since this bgildcks any historical
association or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.
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Figure 168. North and west facades of IR1473, facing southeast (PCl May 2010).

IR1474 — 60 Minute Cleaners

Figure 169. North facade of IR1474, fcing south (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1474, 60 Minute Cleaners, is located at 1145P8ce. This Masonry
Vernacular commercial building was constructed in 1954 (Figure 169). Stylistic elements
include: Irregular plan and drive-thru. Sinceéstbuilding lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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IR1475 — 1146 21st Street

Figure 170. South and west facade of IR1475, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1475 is located at 1146'Rtreet. This Modern style commercial building
was constructed in 1966 (Figure 170). Styligiement include: Modern design, metal saw
tooth roof with wide overhangs supported bgestbeams, fixed sash walls, and rear frame
addition. Since this building lacks any historiaakociation or distinguishing features it is being
recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 1 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of Vero Beach Station Alternagvl will not adversely affect any sites that have historical,
cultural, or sacred significance, or that othise meet the minimum criteria for NRHP listing.
Although two previously recorded structures prasn the APE have been listed on the NRHP,
these are related to development of the dijlowing the arrival of the FEC railroad.
Restoration of passenger service to the FEClir@lshould not constitute an adverse effect to
these resources, since such service was a pdnewforiginal historical settings. No further
investigation is recommended for the proposed Vero Beach Station Alternative 1.
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RESULTS FOR VERO BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVE 2, NORTH OF 21°" STREET,
WEST oF FEC

FEC Amtrak Passenger Rail
Legend Vero Beach Station Alternate 2

[ stton and paring - N Indian River County, Florida

siding Township 33 South, Range 39 East

st Base map: true color aerial,
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Figure 171. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 2.
Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on Magrtel 6, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and Bradley
Mueller under the supervision of Ramie A. GooigePh.D., RPA. The project area is located on
an urban setting precluding subsurface testing. No previously recorded archaeological artifacts or
sites were located within the project area, ware any previously unrecorded archaeological
resources identified during the investigation.
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Architectural Investigations

Four previously recorded structures atdl new structures were recorded during the
survey for the Vero Beach Alternative ZThree NRHP-listed structures (IR68, IR624 and
IR975) were documented to be within the projacta. The table below lists the previously
recorded structures found within the projeocta. Those not discussed Alternative 1 are
discussed below the table.

Table 38. Previously Recorded Structures within the APE for Vero Beach Station Alternative 2.

Date /
FMSF # | Resource Name Address Time Resource SHPQ Survey .
Period Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Vero Railroad
IReg | Station/IRC 2336 14" Avenue | 1903 |Structure |NRHP-listed | NRHP-listed
History Society
Museum
IR623 |Buy Pawn Sell | 2162 Commerce | 1935 |structure | VO Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Evaluated
Old Vero Beach
IR624 | Community 2146 14" Avenue| 1924 |Structure |NRHP-listed | NRHP-listed
Building
Vero Beach
IR975 |Diesel Power 1246 19" Street 1926 |Structure |NRHP-listed | NRHP-listed
Plant

IR68 — Vero Railroad Station

-
e

Figure 172. North and west fagcades, facing southast (PCI May 2010).

Located at 2336 f4Avenue, the Vero Train Station waonstructed in 1903. It is an
excellent example of the early train stati@hsng the historic FEC Railroad. In 1984, when it
was threatened with demolition, the buildingas purchased by the Indian River County
Historical Society from the RE Railroad for $1. The station was then moved north of its

176



original location, however, it still retains its histoagentation. It has served as the Indian River
County Historical Society Museum since 1984 arsllbeen restored and preserved. It was listed
on the NRHP on January 6, 1987.

There were 14 newly recorded structures within the project area for Vero Beach
Alternative 2. The table below lists these newdgorded structures. Written descriptions of
these structures, which were not previousbcdssed in Alternative 1, can be found below the

table.

Table 39. Newly Recorded Structures within the APE for Vero Beach Station Alternative 2.

ISy Resource Surve

FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
. Type Recommendation

Period
IR1463 | MBV Engineering i@iﬁfe%g St.Lucie | 1959 | structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1464 \C/Z:ge?ea(;h Community 2266 14™ Avenue 1966 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1465 \C/)?f:geBeach U.S. Post 2050 13" Avenue 1966 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1466 | 1204 19" Place 1204 19" Place 1950 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1475 | 1146 21* Street 1146 21* Street 1966 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1476 | Flamingo Laundry 2202US 1 1950 | Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
IR1477 | Wililam CharlesInc., | 5,659 1950 |Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

Cabinetry
IR147g | Davinci's Dreamworks/ |41 ;g 4 c1950 | Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
School of Music

IR1479 'Cr:‘g""l‘rTCR'Ver Leasing | 5350 ys 1 1958 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1480 | Oxygen Plus 2360 US 1 1948 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1481 | Oriental Rug Gallery 2370US 1 1942 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1482 | Tropical Auto Brokers 2410US 1 1940 | Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
IR1483 | Vero Wellness Center 2424 US 1 1946 | Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
IR1484 | 2436 US 1 2436 US 1 1955 | Structure |Ineligible for NRHP

19" and Linear
IR1497 | FEC Railroad Indian River County 20" Eligible

Resource
Century
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IR1463 — MBV Engineering

Figure 173. East facade of IR1463, facing west (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1463, MVB Engineering, ischted at 2455-2459 St Lucie Ave. This
Masonry Vernacular office complex was constructed in 1959. Stylistic elements include:
Rectangular shape, visually separated by pilagtéssthree blocks, cornice and parapet. Since
this building lacks any historical associationdistinguishing features it is being recommend as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1464 — Vero Beach Community Center

Figure 174. West facade of IR1464, facing east (PCl May 2010).

Structure IR1464, the Vero Beach Community Center, is located at 226avesue.
This Modern style building was constructedl®66. Stylistic elements include: undulating and
flat rooflines, narrow windows,na irregular shape. Since this building lacks any historical
association or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.
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IR1476 — Flamingo Laundry

Figure 175. South facade of IR1476, facing north (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1476, Flamingo Laundry, is locate®202 US-1. This Masonry Vernacular
commercial building was constructed circa 1950yliSitc elements include: Rectangular plan,
concrete block walls, rear laundry addition. Sitlas building lacks any historical association
or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1477 — William Charles, Inc., Cabinetry

Figure 176. West facade of IR1477, facing east (PCl May 2010).

Structure IR1477, William Charles, Inc., Fine Cabineigylocated at 2216 US 1. This
Masonry Vernacular commercial building waenstructed in ca. 1950. Stylistic elements
include: Rectangular plan, stucco walls, and ritetf. Since this buildig lacks any historical
association or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.
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IR1478 — Davinci’s Dreamworks/School of Music

Figure 177. North and west facades of IR1478, facing southeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure IR1478, Davinci’'s Dreamworks/SchooMufsic, is located at 2230 US 1. This
Mason Vernacular style building was constrdcie ca. 1950. Stylistic elements include:
Rectangular plan, two stories, stucco walls, Bahahutters, overhanging eaves and flat roof.
Since this building lacks any historical assticin or distinguishing features it is being
recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1479 — Indian River Leasing Company, Inc.

d est fgades of IR1479, facing southeast (PCI May 2010).

Figure 178. North an

Structure IR1479, Indian River Leasing Canp, Inc., is located at 2350 US 1. This
Masonry Vernacular style commercial building sveonstructed in 1958. Stylistic elements
include: Rectangular plan, stucco walls, ovediag eaves and flat raofSince this building
lacks any historical association or distingumghieatures it is being recommend as not eligible
for listing on the NRHP.

180



IR1480 — Oxygen Plus

Figure 179. West facade of IR1480, facing east (PCl May 2010).

Structure IR1480, Oxygen Plus, is locate@260 US 1. This Masonry Vernacular style
commercial building was constructed in 1948. |liStig elements include: Rectangular plan,
stucco walls, brick veneer half wall, and filatof. Since this building lacks any historical

association or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

IR1481 — Oriental Rug Gallery

D
Figure 180. West facade of IR1481, facing east (PCl May 2010).

Structure IR1481, Oriental Rug Gallery, is located at 2370 US 1. This Masonry
Vernacular style commercial building was cousted in 1942. Stylistic elements include:
Stucco walls, stepped parapet at main entry,caosls gable roof. Since this building lacks any
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historical association or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.

IR1482 — Tropical Auto Brokers

Figure 181. South and west facades of IR1482, facing northeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure 1IR1482, Tropical Auto Brokerss located at 2410 US 1. This Frame
Vernacular style commercial building was cousted in 1940. Stylistic elements include:
Rectangular plan, side gable and flat r@olvered walkway. Since this building lacks any

historical association or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.

IR1483 — Vero Wellness Center

._"

- S i ——

Figure 182. North and_vT/;gt facades of IR1483, facing southeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure IR1483, Vero Wellness Center,logated at 2424 US 1. This Masonry
Vernacular style commercial building was cousted in 1946. Stylistic elements include:
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Rectangular plan and gable front with steppedp®traSince this building lacks any historical
association or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

IR1484 — 2436 US 1

Figure 183. North and west facades of IR1484, facing southeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure IR1484 is located at 2436 USThis Masonry Vernacular style building was
constructed in 1955. Stylistic elements incluf@en blocks, single story and two stories, brick
facade on single story, rounded corner at fromtyeon single story. Since this building lacks
any historical association or distinguishing teas it is being recommend as not eligible for
listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 2 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of Vero Beach Station Alternagv2 will not adversely affect any sites that have historical,
cultural, or sacred significance, or that othise meet the minimum criteria for NRHP listing.
Although three previously recorded structuresspnt in the APE have been listed on the NRHP,
these are related to development of the fatiowing the arrival of the FEC railroad. They
include the original FEC passenger statioanfr 1903, albeit not in its original location.
Restoration of passenger service to the FECliralshould not constitute an adverse effect to
these resources, since such service was an infganabf their original historical settings. No
further investigation is recommended for the proposed Vero Beach Station Alternative 2.
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RESULTS FOR VERO BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVE 3, NORTH OF 23%° STREET,
WEST oF FEC

Legend Vero Beach Station Alternate 3

[ staton ang parkng o N Indian River County, Florida
v mng P ! Township 32-33 South, Range 39 East

Base map: true color aerial,
2004 digital orthophote quarter quad
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Figure 184. Aerial map of 'the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 3.
Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on Mayn8l &, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and Bradley
Mueller under the supervision of Ramie Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The project area comprises the
adjacent areas of the proposed Vero Beach Stattemative 3 location in Indian River County.

The project area is located on an urban regtprecluding subsurface testing. No previously
recorded archaeological artifacts or sites wlemated within the project area, nor were any
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previously unrecorded archaeological resouidestified during the investigation. The proposed
alternative station will utilize the Vero Beachsittiric Railroad Station (IR68), which is NRHP-
listed. This building currently houses the Indiand®iCounty Historical Society and functions as
a historical museum. Archaeological deposits e@ssed with IR68 were not expected at this
location, because this area is not the originahtion of the historic railroad station. It was
moved to this location from an area approximately 2,500 ft. to the south in 1984.

Architectural Investigations

Vero Beach Station Alternative 3 had thy@eviously recorded and 20 newly recorded
structures within the project area. The followiiadple lists the previously recorded structures
that fall within the project area for Alterna#iv3. The NRHP-listed structures are discussed

above in the Alternatives 1 and 2 sections.

Table 40. Previously Recorded Structures within the APE for Vero Beach Station Alternative 3.

Date /
FMSF # Resource Name Address Time Re_?ource E SIHPQ R Surveé/ :
Period ype valuation ecommendation
Vero Railroad th
IR68 | Station/IRC History | 2520 14 1903 |Structure | NRAP- | NRHP-listed
! Avenue listed
Society Museum
2162 Not
IR623 | Buy Pawn Sell Commerce c1935 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Evaluated
Avenue
th
IRe24 |O'd VeroBeach 1214614 1924 |structure | NRHP- I NRHP-listed
Community Building | Avenue listed

The project areas for both Vero Beach $tathlternatives 1 and 2 overlap the area of
Alternative 3. Detailed descriptions of thewtg recorded structures not already presented

within the discussion of the previous alternatives follow below.

Table 41. Newly Recorded Structures within the APE for Vero Beach Station Alternative 3.

DEE § Resource Surve
FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
. Type Recommendation
Period
IR1463 | MBV Engineering iﬁiifém St. Lucie 1959 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1464 | Vero Beach 2266 14" Avenue 1966 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Community Center
IR1475 | 1146 21 Street 1146 21* Street 1966 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1476 | Flamingo Laundry 2202 US 1 1920 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1477 | Wiliam Charles Inc., 5,6 )59 1950 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Cabinetry
IR147g | DaVinci's Dreamworks/ | 5,4, ;g ¢ c1950 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
School of Music
IR1479 'Cr:‘g""l‘rTCR'Ver Leasing | 53509 ys 1 1958  |Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1480 | Oxygen Plus 2360US 1 1948 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

185




DEE § Resource Surve
FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
Peri Type Recommendation
eriod
IR1481 | Oriental Rug Gallery 2370US 1 1942 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1482 | Tropical Auto Brokers [2410US 1 1940 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1483 | Vero Wellness Center |2424 US 1 1946 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1484 {2436 US 1 2436 US 1 1955 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1485 (T:roamerc'a' Truck& 1530 us 1 1959  |Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Commercial Truck &
IR1486 | Trailer/Vero 2546 US 1 1950 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Motorsports
IR1487 | Vero Beachimport 000y g 1928 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Auto Service
IR1488 | Nail Spa/Auto Repair 2626 US 1 1940 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1489 | 2628 US 1 2628 US 1 1950 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1490 | Intrinsic Designs 2686 US 1 1950 Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1491 | 2645 St. Lucie Avenue i?/‘é‘:’] uset Lucie 1940 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
IR1492 | ThyssenKrupp 2315 14™ Avenue 1955 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Elevators
19" and Linear
IR1497 | FEC Railroad Indian River County 20" Potentially Eligible
Century Resource

IR1485 — Commercial Truck & Trailer

Structure IR1485, Commercial Truck & Trailer Sales/Vero Motorspastéocated at
2530 US 1. This Masonry Vernacular style comnagtauilding was originally constructed as a
gas station in 1959. Stylistic elements includectangular plan, clad in metal panels, cornice

Figure 185. South facade of IR1485, north (PCl May 2010).
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and two work bays. Since this building lacks amstorical association or distinguishing features
it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1486 — Commercial Truck & Trailer/Veor Motorsports

Figure 186. West facade of IR1486, facing east (PCl May 2010).

Structure 1R1486, Commercial Truck & Trail8ales, is located at 2546 US 1. This
Masonry Vernacular commercial building which was once a gas station was constructed in 1950.
Stylistic elements include: gas shelter, claddmgnetal panels, and three garage bays. Since
this building lacks any historical associationdistinguishing features it is being recommend as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1487 — Vero Beach Import Auto Service

Figure 187. North and west fagades of IR1487, facing soest (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1487, Vero Beach Import Auto Service, is located at 2566 US 1. This
Masonry Vernacular style commercial building sveonstructed in 1928. Stylistic elements
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include: Irregular shape, several additions, amdlenn facade. Since this building lacks any

historical association or distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.

IR1488 — Nail Spa/Auto Repair

Figure 188. West facade of IR1488, facing east (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1488, Nail Spa/Auto Repair, Iscated at 2626 US 1. This Masonry
Vernacular style commercial plaza was construceedl960. Stylistic elements include: stucco
walls and flat roof. Since thisuilding lacks any historical assation or distinguishing features
it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1489 — 2628 US 1

Figure 189. North and west fagades of IR1489, facing southeast (PCIl May 2010).

Structure IR1489 is located at 2628 US This Masonry Vernacular commercial
building was constructed in 1950. Stylistic elementdude: few stylistic details, stucco walls
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and a flat roof. Since this building lacks any drigtal association or disguishing features it is
being recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1490 — Intrinsic Design

v

S e e s e ey SO 2l
Figure 190. North and west fagades of IR1490, facing southeas

o

t (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1490, Intrinsic Design, is loca@d2686 US 1. This Masonry Vernacular
commercial building was constructed in 1950.yliStic elements include: Irregular shape,
second story addition offset, textile block wahd varying wall cladding. Since this building

lacks any historical association or distingumghfeatures it is being recommend as not eligible
for listing on the NRHP.

IR1491 — 2645 St. Lucie Avenue

=

Figure 191. South and west fagades of IRi491,1 rTbrtheast (PCI May 2010).

Structure IR1491 is located at 2645 St. kudivenue. This Frame Vernacular style
building was constructed as a residence in 1®I§listic elements include: Modern facing over
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older Frame Vernacular dwelling. Since thisilding lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

IR1492 — ThyssenKrupp Elevators

Figure 192. Southeast corner of IR1492, facing northwest (PCl May 2010).

Structure IR1492, ThyssenKrupp Elevators, is located at 23f5Ai#nue. This
Masonry Vernacular commercial building was caomstied circa 1960. Stylistic elements include
a rectangular block with a 1980s modern facad@uding brick veneer, elongated full height
windows, recessed entry, garage bay and box parégiate this building lacks any historical
association or distinguishing features it isngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

Alternative 3 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of Vero Beach Station Alternagv3 will not adversely affect any sites that have historical,
cultural, or sacred significance, or that othise meet the minimum criteria for NRHP listing.
Although two previously recorded structures prasn the APE have been listed on the NRHP,
these are related to development of the citipfang the arrival of the FEC railroad. One of
these structures is the original FEC passerggation from 1903, albeit not in its original
location. Restoration of passenger service ¢oREC rail line should not constitute an adverse
effect to these resources, since such service amagitegral part of their original historical
settings. No further investigation is resmended for the proposed Vero Beach Station
Alternative 3.

EVALUATION OF VERO BEACH STATION ALTERNATIVES

Three alternative and overlapping station locations have been proposed for the Vero
Beach area. Alternatives 1, 2 and 3 have no significant cultural resources issues and, from this

perspective, are equally suitable for selectiothaspreferred station location. Each alternative
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station location requires the consideration &fuai and noise impacts to a number of cultural
resources, primarily in the form resources relate the FEC rail line. These visual and noise
effects should not be considered adverse. Altegin the vicinity ofor at the original FEC
passenger station from 1903 (not in its originabtmn) should not constitute an adverse effect
to the resources, since such service was amradtegart of the original historical setting.
Adaptive reuse of the Vero Beach Train Statioh require SHPO consultation and review, but
this should not be considered a negative factortie potential selection of this alternative.
Rather, adaptive reuse of the historic train stasdikely to enhance and preserve this historic
resource. All three alternative station locatiansl their sidings are equally acceptable in terms
of their lack of potential impacts to cultural resources.
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FORT PIERCE STATION ALTERNATIVES

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Physiography

The Ft. Pierce project area (Alternatives g @) lies in southeast Florida within St.
Lucie County. It is situated in the Central ord#eninsular Zone of Florida, along the eastern
edge of the Atlantic Coastal Ridge (White 19Kap 1-B). The Atlantic Coastal Ridge is a
narrow ridge, 1.6 to 3.2 kilometers (1 to 2 miles) wide, that extends along the east coast of the
Florida peninsula from the soushore of St. Mary’s River at the Georgia state line to southwest
of Miami in Dade County. Neahe project area this portion of the Atlantic Coastal Ridge is
composed of a series of relict beach ridges ansl ierallel to the Atlaic Ocean that formed by
wind and wave action along the shore (Wattd Stankey 1980:5-6). The topography within the
project area is relatively flat with elevations averaging 4.6 meters amsl (15 feet).

Hydrology

St. Lucie County has three main sourcdswaters: surface water bodies, a shallow
aquifer, and the Florida Aquifer (Watts andriay 1980:3). Blue Cypress Lake is the only large
body of freshwater in the county. The Shallowuer is a non-artesian source and its water
quality is generally superior to that of the deeper artesian Floridan Aquifer. The non-artesian
water in the Atlantic Coastal Ridge is thenmary source for municipalities and domestic use.
The high chloride content of water from the kan aquifer restricts its use to irrigation and
livestock watering.

Soils

A single soil association is mapped fortiproject area: St. Lucie-Sattelite-Welaka
Varient. This association consists of “Neddyel to sloping, excessively drained and somewhat
poorly drained soils that are sandy throughout; some soils have a yellow s(¥xiils and
Stankey 1980:General Soil Maphese deep sandy soils are found on high, dune-like ridges.
Natural vegetation is sand pine, sand live oak, rosemary, running oak, and pineland three-awn.

LocAL HISTORY

By the time of initial European contact, the Indian River area was inhabited by the Ais
Indians (Milanich 1994). Perhaps the earliest aontvith the Ais in the Indian River area
occurred in 1565 when the Frenchman Jean Ribault rescued two sailors who had been captives of
the Ais for fourteen years. Attack from therth by invading Englishmen and Indians literally
drove the Ais into extinction. By 1760, the onfgsidents of the Indian Eiver region were
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several Spaniards who annually establishedrfislguarters along the coast and a few Indians
(Rouse 1951).

Florida became a U.S. territory in 182idavas granted statehood in 1845. The Second
Seminole War, which began in 1835, led to thel#istament of Fort Pierce in 1838. This fort
stayed in operation until the war ended in 1848 the fort was subsequently abandoned. The
Armed Occupation Act of 18425 led to the settlen@nthe area along Indian River, primarily
on the west side of the river near the abandonedMterce and as far south as Jupiter Inlet (Van
Landingham 1988). In 1844 Santadiai County was formed from Mosquito County and then,
coupled with boundary changes, was renanee®8revard County in 1855 (St. Lucie County
Clerk of Court 2010).

In 1884, Flagler's East Coast Railway was built through the area, opening up a new
transportation route. The railroad brought withn increase in population and a better way to
move goods and people. The Florida East CRadivay is credited with the development of
Florida’s east coast, especially cities such as Fort Pierce.

In 1905, the legislature separated an aremfBrevard County and named it St. Lucie
County. Fort Pierce, which had been incorporaigd city in 1901, became the county seat. By
1910, land reclamation became a major activity in the county. Projects included intensive
drainage of wetlands to make additional acreage available for agriculture production, particularly
citrus. During the early twentieth centuryneapple farms covered the coastal sand ridge
throughout St. Lucie County (St. Lucie County Historical Society 2010; Van Landingham 1988).

After the Florida Land Boom ended in 192filding did not resume in the area until
World War Il, when the Navy established amphibious training base at Fort Pierce.
Communities arose around the base, spreading vathdhstruction of Interstate 95. Today this
area continues to grow as a retirement community and tourist area.

RESEARCH DESIGN

The research strategy for the Fort BeéerStation Alternatives involved background
investigation, a historic document search, and field survey for historic sites, historic
structures, and archaeological occurrences. ewe of the relevant archaeological literature
produced a summary of previous archaeologicakwo the project area. The Florida Master
Site File was checked for any previously recorsgiégls within the project area and to provide an
indication of the prehistoric settlement anddause patterns for the region. Additionally, the
Brevard County Property Appraiser was checkedletermine if any of the structure in the
vicinity were 45 years old or older (Furst 2010). Current soil surveys, vegetation maps, and
relevant literature were consulted to provalelescription of the physiographic and geological
region of which the project area is a part. dvebrk was performed in those areas within and
directly adjacent to the alternative statimeation, and included assessing standing buildings,
structures, and landscapes for architectamad historic significance and NRHP eligibility.
Archaeological investigations were performedtltad proposed alternative station locations and
within right-of-ways for sidings. In April and May 2010, PCI personnel visually inspected the
study area for the potential station locations.
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RESULTS FOR FORT PIERCE STATION ALTERNATIVE 1, ORANGE AVENUE, EAST
OF FEC

| e SL00289 &
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I:I station and parking St. Lucie County, Florida
Township 35 South, Range 49 East
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Figure 193. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 1.
Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on A@fllthrough May 6, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and
Bradley Mueller under the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The project area is
located on an urban setting precluding subsurface testing. However, close surface inspection was
conducted. No previously recorded archaealalgartifacts or sites were located within the
project area, nor were any previously unrecordexhaeological resources identified during the
investigation
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Architectural Investigations

Twenty-five previously recorded resourc@s;luding one linear resource, two historic
districts and 23 historic structures, were foundb® within the Area of Potential Effect for
Station Alternative 1. Linear resource SL30i# FEC Railroad, has been determined by the
SHPO to be potentially eligible for listing onettNRHP.  SL289, the Old Fort Pierce City Hall
and SL799, the Sunrise Theatre are both listethe NRHP on Decembé&, 2001. Two of the
previously recorded structures were found teehbeen demolished. The following table details
these previously recorded resources.

Table 42. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Fort Pierce3 Station Alternative 1.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHPO Survey
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
Old Fort
SL0289 | Pierce City | SI2AVeNUe | 1955 | structure F‘Rt'jp' NRHP-listed
Hall A iste
East Coast
SLO781 | Lumber 308 Avenue | 1902 | structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
A Evaluated
Company
211 North 211 N 2nd Not -
SL0785 ond Street Street 1905 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
215 North 215N 2nd Not -
SL0786 ond Street Street 1924 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
219 North 219 N 2nd Not -
SL0787 ond Street Street 1905 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
223 North 223 N 2nd Not .
SL0788 ond Street Street 1900 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Center
SL0795 Custom 10.6 S Depot 1925 Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
: Drive Evaluated
Framing
Sunrise 117 S 2nd NRHP- .
SL0799 Theatre Street 1923 Structure listed NRHP-listed
SL0802 FDLE 20.8 S Depot 1905 Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Drive Evaluated
210 South 210 S Depot Not -
SL0803 Depot Drive | Drive 1924 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
SLO0806 Governor's 111 Boston 1905 Structure Not Destroyed
House Ave Evaluated
A.M.
SL0809 Sample 326-328 S 1900 Structure Not Destroyed
2nd Street Evaluated
House
307 South 303 Boston Not -
SL0833 3rd Street Ave c1935 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Meltra 305 S 3rd Not -
SL0834 Trailers Street c1910 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Bbe's 307 Orange Not -
SL0852 Billiard's Avenue 1925 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
224-226 224-226 Not
SL1941 Orange Orange 1953 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Evaluated
Avenue Avenue
SL1942 211 Avenue | 211 Avenue 1938 Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
A A Evaluated
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Date /
EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP_O Survey _
Name Period Type Evaluation | Recommendation
SL1944 208 Avenue | 208 Avenue 1926 Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
A A Evaluated
SL1045 | 22LAvenue | 221 Avenue | yg58 | gyycture | NO Ineligible for NRHP
A A Evaluated
225 Orange | 225 Orange Not -
SL1946 Avenue Avenue 1925 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Sloe13 | 2230range | 2230range | 1q35 | gyycrure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
108 North 108 N Depot Not .
SL2782 Depot Drive | Drive 1946 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Downtown S
S 1892- Historic Not .
SL2799 H!stqnc N/A 1957 District Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
District
River's Edge S
S 1900- Historic Not -
SL2802 H!stqnc N/A 1957 District Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
District
Florida East 19th and Linear
SL3014 Coast N/A 20th Eligible Eligible
: Resource
Railroad Century

SL289 — Old Fort Pierce City Hall

Izigiure 194. Nbrth facade, facing south (PCIl May 2010).

The Old Fort Pierce City Hall, located at 315efwe A, dates to 1925. It was restored in
the mid-1990s and is still in use by the City of Heigrce, though no longer as the city hall. It
is an Italian Renaissance Revival governmentatsire which features a T-shaped plan, stucco
exterior, finials, cartouches, balconies, quoinshad openings and a hip roof with clay barrel
tiles. This building was added to the NRHP on December 20, 2001.
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SL799 — Sunrise Theatre

The Sunrise Theatre was constructed in 1923 and is a highly intact example of a
Mediterranean Revival style movie palace of Bem Times of the 1920s in Florida. It was
restored and purchased by the City of Fort Pierce for preservation. Stylistic elements include an
irregular plan with commercial storefronts andhaater, stucco exterior, pilasters, clay barrel
tiles, large display windows on first storyest front, and double hung sash windows on the

Figure 195. East facade, facing northwest (PCIl May 2010).

upper floors. This building was added to the NRHP on December 1, 2001.

Three structures were newly recorded in ARE for Station Alternative 1. All of these
were recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP. The following table details the newly
recorded resources located along Fort Pierceo8t@lternative 1 Option 1. Descriptions of

these resources follow.

Table 43. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Fort Pierce Station Alternative 1.

FMSF Date / Time | Resource Survey
Resource Name Address : .
# Period Type Recommendation

SL3065 110 US Hwy 1 110 US Hwy 1 1926 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
South South

SL3067 140-150 North 14.0'150 N Depot c1950 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Depot Drive Drive

SL3068 | 223-229 Avenue A 223-229 Avenue A €1950 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
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SL3065 — 110 US Hwy 1 South

Figure 196. South and west fagades of SL3065, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure SL3065 is located at 110 South Mi§hway 1 (Figure 196). This Masonry
Vernacular building was constructed in 1929. Stiglislements include: flat and gable roofs,
stucco and masonry walls, and a decorative mansard roof on the north facade. Since this
building lacks any historicalssociation or distinguishing features it is being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

SL3067 — 140-150 North Depot Drive

T

Figure 197. West fc;ade of SL067, facing east (PCl May 2010).

Structure SL3067, a strip shopping cenisrjocated at 140-150 North Depot Drive
(Figure 197). This Masonry Vernacular comni@rehopping strip was constructed circa 1950.
Stylistic elements include: stucco and concitdtek walls, individual stafronts. Since this

building lacks any historical atistinguishing features it is recommend as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.
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SL3068 — 223-229 Avenue A

o

Figure 198. l:lorth and west facades of SL3068, facing southeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure SL3068, a strip shopping complex]ocated at 223-229 Avenue A (Figure
198). This Masonry Vernacular complex was construed circa 1950. Stylistic elements include:
four storefronts, stack stone veneer and wiayadt cantilevered lintel. Since this building lacks
any historical or distinguishing features itecommend as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 1 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of the project area will not adversely affect amgss that have historical, cultural, or sacred
significance, or that otherwise meet thenmmum criteria for NRHP listing. While several
previously recorded structures are presertheWAPE for Alternative 1, including two that are
listed on the NRHP, these are largely related teldpment of the city following the arrival of
the FEC railroad. Restoration of passenger serto the FEC rail line should not constitute an
adverse effect to these resources, since suchcsewas a part of their original historical
settings. The noise from rail traffic in the vicinity of the potentially eligible or eligible resources
will represent an increase in the frequency of noise episodes but not an increase in volume, and
as such should also not be considered an adverse effect. No further investigation is recommended
for the proposed Fort Pierce Station Alternative 1.
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RESULTS FOR FORT PIERCE STATION ALTERNATIVE 2, ORANGE AVENUE, WEST
OF FEC

®
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Figure 199. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 2.
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Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on A@fllthrough May 6, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and
Bradley Mueller under the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The project area is
located on an urban setting precluding subsurface testing. However, close surface inspection was

conducted. No previously recorded archaealalgartifacts or sites were located within the
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project area, nor were any previously unrecordexhaeological resources identified during the
investigation

Architectural Investigations

Twenty-nine previously recorded resourcegluding one linear resource, two historic
districts and 26 historic structures, were foundb® within the Area of Potential Effect for
Station Alternative 2. Linear resource SL30i#% FEC Railroad, has been determined by the
SHPO to be eligible for listing on the NRHPSL289, the Old Fort Brce City Hall and SL799,
the Sunrise Theatre, were both listed on the NRHP in December of 2001. Three of the
previously recorded structures were found teehbeen demolished. The following table details
these previously recorded resources.

Table 44. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Fort Pierce Station Alternative 2.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHPO Survey
Name . Type Evaluation Recommendation
Period
Old Fort 315 Avenue
SL0289 | Pierce City A 1925 Structure | NRHP-listed | NRHP-listed
Hall
East Coast
SLO781 | Lumber 308 Avenue | 1905 | structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
A Evaluated
Company
211 North 211 N 2nd Not -
SL0785 ond Street Street 1905 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
215 North 215N 2nd Not -
SL0786 ond Street Street 1924 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
219 North 219 N 2nd Not -
SL0787 ond Street Street 1905 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
223 North 223 N 2nd Not -
SL0788 ond Street Street 1900 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Center
SLO795 | Custom 10.6 S Depot 1925 Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
. Drive Evaluated
Framing
sLo7gg | Sunrise 117'S 2nd 1923 | Structure | NRHP-listed | NRHP-listed
Theatre Street
SL0802 | FDLE 20.8 S Depot 1905 Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Drive Evaluated
210 South 210 S Depot Not -
SL0803 Depot Drive Drive 1924 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
SLO0806 Governor's 111 Boston 1905 Structure Not Destroyed
House Ave Evaluated
A.M. Sample | 326-328 S Not
SL0809 House ond Street 1900 Structure Evaluated Destroyed
601 South 601 S 2nd Not -
SL0825 ond Street Street 1935 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Potentially
SLog2e | Trank Tyler | 519 'S 2nd 1924 | Structure | NRHP Potentially Eligible
House Street L
Eligible
517 South 517 S 2nd Not
SL0827 ond Street Street €1900 Structure Evaluated Destroyed
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Date /

EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP(_) Survey _
Name Period Type Evaluation Recommendation
307 South 303 Boston Not I
SL0833 3rd Street Ave c1935 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Meltra 305 S 3rd Not I
SL0834 Trailers Street c1910 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Bbe's 307 Orange Not .
SL0852 Billiard's Avenue 1925 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
224-226 224-226 Not
SL1941 | Orange Orange 1953 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Evaluated
Avenue Avenue
sL1gap | 2L Avenue | 211 Avenue | 1438 | gyycture | NOU Ineligible for NRHP
A A Evaluated
SL1944 | 208 Avenue | 208 Avenue | 1q56 | grycture | NOT Ineligible for NRHP
A A Evaluated
SLig4s | 22LAvenue | 221 Avenue | 1q38 | gyycture | NOU Ineligible for NRHP
A A Evaluated
SL1946 225 Orange 225 Orange 1925 Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
SL2613 223 Orange 223 Orange 1938 Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
SL2614 301 Orange 301 Orange 1950 Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
108 North 108 N Depot Not .
SL2782 Depot Drive Drive 1946 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
Downtown . .
SL2799 | Historic N/A 1892- | Historic | Not Ineligible for NRHP
S 1957 District Evaluated
District
River's Edge S
. - 1900- Historic Not -
SL2802 H!stquc N/A 1957 District Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
District
Florida East 19;%;“ Linear
SL3014 | Coast N/A Eligible Eligible
. Century | Resource
Railroad )
American
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SL826 — Frank Tyler House

Figure 200. East fagade, facing west (PCI May 2010).

Located at 519" Street South, the Frank Tyler Hous& Mediterranean style residence
which was constructed circa 1924. Stylistic eletsanclude a square plan, stucco exterior,
casement windows, parapet, lancet arches, Corinthian columns, window hoods and recessed
panels. This structure was originally resed in 1992 and reevaluated in 2007. It was
recommended as potentially eligible for listing the NRHP individually under criteria C, for
being a highly intact example of a Mediterean style structure from the early 1920s. The
SHPO determined that it was potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Four structures were newly recorded in &RE for Station Alternative 2. All of these
were recommended as ineligible for listing on the NRHP. The following table details the newly
recorded resources located along Fort PierckoBtalternative 2. A description of the newly
recorded structure not already presented witendiscussion of Station Alternative 1 follows.

Table 45. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Fort Pierce Station Alternative 2.

FMSF Date / Time Resource Survey
Resource Name Address . .
# Period Type Recommendation
SL3065 110 US Hwy 1 110 US Hwy 1 1926 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
South South
SL3066 | 5.7 Orange 317 Orange 1964 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
venue Avenue
SL3067 140-150 North 140-150 N c1950 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Depot Drive Depot Drive
223-229 o
SL3068 | 223-229 Avenue A Avenue A €1950 Structure Ineligible for NRHP
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SL3066 — 317 Orange Avenue

Figure 201. North and t faqadés of SL3066, facing southeas (PCI May 2010).

Structure SL3066 is located at 317 Orangemue and currently houses St. Lucie Battery
& Tire (Figure 201). This Mission with Neo-&sical details style commercial building was
constructed circa 1964 with alterations madel@75. Stylistic elements include: rectangular
plan, corner lot, recessed entry storefront, display windows, pilasters, cornice, parapet, clay tile,
and flat roof. Since this buildg lacks any historical association or distinguishing features it is
being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 2 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of the project area will not adversely affect amgss that have historical, cultural, or sacred
significance, or that otherwise meet thenmmum criteria for NRHP listing. While several
previously recorded structures are preserth&APE for Alternative 1 Option 1, including two
that are listed on the NRHP, these are largdbted to development of the city following the
arrival of the FEC railroad. Restoration pdissenger service to the FEC rail line should not
constitute an adverse effect to these resources, since such service was a part of their original
historical settings. No further investigationre&commended for the proposEédrt Pierce Station
Alternative 1 Option 2.

EVALUATION OF FORT PIERCE STATION ALTERNATIVES

Two alternative and overlapping station looat have been proposed for the Fort Pierce
area. Alternatives 1 and 2 have no significanltural resources issues and, from this
perspective, are equally suitable for selectiothaspreferred station location. Each alternative
station location requires the consideration &fuai and noise impacts to a number of cultural
resources, primarily in the form resources ptaing the development of the FEC rail line.
Visual impacts are minimal and typically represemestoration of original historical conditions
expected from a rail-station oriented area. e Tioise from rail traffic in the vicinity of
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potentially eligible or eligible resources will represent an increase in the frequency of noise
episodes but not an increase in volume, and as such should also not be considered an adverse
effect. Both alternative station locations aneirtisidings are equally acceptable in terms of their

lack of potential impacts to cultural resources.
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STUART STATION ALTERNATIVES

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Physiography

The Stuart project area (Alternatives 1, 2, 8hdies in southeast Florida within Martin
County. It is situated in the Ceal or Mid-Peninsular Zone of Florida, along the eastern edge of
the Atlantic Coastal Ridge (White 1970: Map 1-Bhe Atlantic Coastal Ridge is a narrow ridge,

1.6 to 3.2 kilometers (1 to 2 miles) wideathextends along the east coast of the Florida
peninsula from the south shore of St. Mary’'veRiat the Georgia state line to southwest of
Miami in Dade County. The Atlantic Coastal Ridge&eomposed of a series of relict beach ridges
and bars parallel to the Atlantic Ocean that formed by wind and wave action along the shore
(White 1970:85). The topography within the projesta is relatively flat with elevations
averaging 4.6 meters amsl (15 feet).

Hydrology

Martin County has three main sources of waters: surface water bodies, a shallow aquifer,
and the Florida Aquifer. The surface water soursesh as Indian River and St. Lucie River, are
either too salty/brackish or too small to be usdébr municipal, industrial or agricultural use
(McCollum and Cruz 1981:3-4). The Shallow Aquife a non-artesian source and is the major
source of freshwater for municipalities in theuaty. Its water quality is generally superior to
that of the deeper artesian Floridan Aquifere Foridan aquifer is one of the main sources of
water for irrigation and livestock watering.

Soils

A single soil association is mapped for the pobjarea: Paola-St. Lucie. This association
consists of “Nearly level to moderately steepsessively drained soils that are sandy to a depth
of 80 inches (203 centimeters) or mof&cCollum and Cruz 1981:General Soil Maphese
soils occupy nearly level to gently sloping ridgend sloping to moderately steep hillsides and
may be found on the high coastal ridge on the mainland that extends north-south across the
county and the lower ridges and knolls adjaceméoSt. Lucie River. Natural vegetation is sand
pine, scrub oak, rosemaryyming oak, saw palmetto, and pineland threeawn (McCollum and
Cruz 1981:9).

LocAL HISTORY

By the time of initial European contact, the Indian River area was inhabited by the Ais
Indians (Milanich 1994). Perhaps the earliest aontvith the Ais in the Indian River area
occurred in 1565 when the Frenchman Jean Ribault rescued two sailors who had been captives of
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the Ais for fourteen years. Attack from therth by invading Englishmen and Indians literally
drove the Ais into extinction. By 1760, the omnlgsidents of the Indian River region were
several Spaniards who annually establishedrfislguarters along the coast and a few Indians
(Rouse 1951).

In the first half of the nineenth century the Seminole Wars reached into the area. The
Armed Occupation Act of 1842 enabled any maoléom 160 acres of land south of Gainesville
and Palatka, under the condition that he live on the land for five years and cultivate at least five
acres. This act led to the settlethef the area along the Indian River, primarily on the west side
of the river near the abandoned Fort Pierce andar south as Jupiter Inlet (Van Landingham
1988).

In 1894, Henry Flagler's East Coast Railwaydhaade it as far south as Fort Pierce.
Flagler planned to extend the railroad from tloast near Jensen Beach through Sewell’'s Point
to the St. Lucie River. Once reaching the riverthen planned to build a bridge and continue
the railroad to Port Salerno and on the Palsadh. However, Flagler ran into opposition from
the Potsdam pineapple growers who refusedlttnse the right of ways through their cultivated
fields. After a considerable length of time L.C. Stuart was put in charge of operations until the
construction of the railroad bridge was compdeté&soon after completioof the railway bridge
the community of Potsdam changed its name to Stuart. The station did not remain long on the
north side of the St. Lucie River and was moveth®south side of thever by the turn of the
century (Hutchinson 1987).

In 1905, the town of Stuart and the land navththe St. Lucie River was part of the
newly formed St. Lucie County, which formerlychbeen the southern part of Brevard County.
By 1913, Stuart had grown from a fishing aratling post into a thriving community of over 700
people. In the 1920s the rapidly growing Stueas experiencing a growing rivalry with the city
of West Palm Beach to the south. ResidentSto&rt began petitioning the Governor for a new
county, along with residents of Vero Beach. 1825 Indian River and Martin Counties were
carved out of the larger St. Lucie County.u&t became the county seat for Martin County
(Martin County, Florida 2010).

After the Florida Land Boom ended in 192fyilding did not resume in the area until
World War 1l, when the Navy established amphibious training base at Fort Pierce.
Communities arose around the base, spreadingthatltonstruction of Interstate 95. Also, the
cut-flower industry began to surpass any othgricultural activities in the area, with Stuart
producing chrysanthemums in lighted greenhousesoirirast to the pineapple fields of that
city’s founders had cultivated. Today this areatmues to grow as a retirement community and
tourist area with a focus on sport fishing.

RESEARCH DESIGN

The research strategy for the Stu&tation Alternatives involved background
investigation, a historic document search, and field survey for historic sites, historic
structures, and archaeological occurrences. vewve of the relevant archaeological literature
produced a summary of previous archaeologicakwo the project area. The Florida Master
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Site File was checked for any previously recordiggls within the project area and to provide an
indication of the prehistoric settlement and larsd- patterns for the region. Current soil surveys,
vegetation maps, and relevant literature weomsulted to provide a description of the
physiographic and geological region of whithe project area is a part. Fieldwork was
performed in those areas within and direcljjacent to the alternative station location, and
included assessing standing buildings, structuaed, landscapes for architectural and historic
significance and NRHP eligibility. Archaeological investigations were performée gidposed
alternative station locations and within ROW for sidingsApril and May 2010, PCI personnel
visually inspected the study area for the proposed station locations.
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RESULTS FOR STUART STATION ALTERNATIVE 1, KIWANIS PARK, WEST oF FEC
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Figure 202. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 1.
Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on Mayll and 12, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and
Bradley Mueller under the supervision of Ramie A. Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The project area is
located on an urban setting precluding subsurface testing. Cloaeesim§pection was conducted
though. No previously recorded archaeologidc@sswere located within the project area, nor
were any previously unrecorded archaeological resources identified during the investigation.
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Architectural Investigations

Ten previously recorded resources, includorge linear resource, and nine structures,
were found to be within the Arezf Potential Effect for Station Alternative 1. The SHPO has
determined linear resource MT1450, the FEC Raily@aeligible for listing on the NRHP. One
of the previously recorded structures (MT18@s found to have been demolished or removed.
MT86 is the Lyric Theater is NRHP-listed. Table 46 details these previously recorded resources.

Table 46. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Stuart Station Alternative 1.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHPO Survey
Name . Type Evaluation | Recommendation
Period
59 SW NRHP-
MT86 | Lyric Theatre Flagler 1926 Structure listed NRHP-listed
Avenue
MT87 | Pipette Shoes | 2- W Fladler | 1956 | structure | NOt Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Evaluated
MT88 Data 49 W Flagler €c1926 | Structure Not Ineligible for NRHP
Development | Avenue Evaluated
East Coast
MT130 | Lumber & 416 Flagler 1017 | Structure | NO Potentially Eligible
Avenue Evaluated
Supply
Hobe Sound 500 S Dixie Not . -
MT131 Cabinetry Highway 1925 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
Lamthland 34 E 5th Not -
MT132 Realty Street 1920 Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
26 E 5th 26 E 5th Not -
MT133 Street Street €c1926 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
243 S Dixie Not -
MT165 | Realty Highway c1915 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
MT1g0 | 204 Colorado | 404 Colorado | 1 g56 | grycture | NOt Destroyed
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
19" and Linear Insufficient
MT1450 | FEC Railroad | N/A 20" . : Potentially Eligible
Century Resource | information
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MT86 — Lyric Theater

Figure 203. North facade, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).

The Lyric Theater is located at 59 Southivelmgler Avenue. It was built as a movie
theater by local businessman John Hancock926, and was the source for entertainment in
Stuart until the 1950s. It was severely dandagering the Hurricane of 1928, but was repaired
and reopened. This Mediterranean Revival stylectire features a stucco exterior, decorative
balconettes and window frames, blind arches afidf reculptures of bowls of fruit. It was
acquired by the group Friends of the Lyrinc in 1999 and has undergone restoration and
preservation. It was listed on the NRHP on November 12, 1993.

MT2130 — East Coast Lumber & Supply

" Eil

Figure 204. North facade, facing south (PCI May 2010).

The East Coast Lumber & Supply building Iscated directly adjacent to the FEC
railroad line at 416 South Flagler Avenue. isTRrame Vernacular commercial structure was
constructed in 1917 by the East Coast LumBempany, a business begun in 1902 in nearby
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Eau Gallie, Florida. George Paddison and famigre the original owners of the East Coast
Lumber Company. This structure was orgly recorded in 1991 and recommended as
potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP, but svaever evaluated by the SHPO. It is being
recommended as potentially eligible for the MR due to its association with the early
commercial development of Stuart and the lumber industry of the east coast of Florida.

MT131 — Hobe Sound Cabinetry

2010).

Figure 205. East and north fades, acing southwes (

The Hobe Sound Cabinetry building is lamdtat 500 South Dixie Highway, directly
adjacent to the FEC railroad line. This Masonry Vernacular commercial structure was built in
1927. It was originally constructed for eudy a cabinetry manufacturing company. Its
construction employed Dade County pine (nowtg@cted) columns and locally manufactured St.
Lucie River sand mortar and bricks. Steel wad#bilizers extend through the trusses to brace
opposite walls. It was restored in 2003 and aymawas mounted in front of building. This
structure was originally recorded in 199f@darecommended as ineligible for listing on the
NRHP, but was never evaluated by the SHPOis Heing recommended as potentially eligible
for listing on the NRHP due to its associatiovihe early commercial development Stuart and
its construction techniques which employed locabteces in building a structure engineered to
withstand hurricane force winds.

There were 19 newly recorded structures withie project area for Stuart Alternative 1.

Table 47 lists these newly recorded structures. Descriptions of these resources follow below the
table.

213



Table 47. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Stuart Station Alternative 1.

ISy Resource Surve
FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
. Type |Recommendation
Period

MT1550 |Creative Auto 228 SW Dixie Highway 1960 (Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1551 |Verizon 290 SW Dixie Highway 1949 (Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1552 [300 SW Dixie Highway |300 SW Dixie Highway 1949 |Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1553 {The Rod Shop 101 E Ocean Boulevard 1958 (Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1554 |Lindell Construction Co (11 W Ocean Boulevard 1949 (Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1555 |11 SW Ocean Boulevard|{11 SW Ocean Boulevard 1923 |Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1556 |The Place for Yoga 510-526 S Dixie Highway 1955 (Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1557 ;Le;:irrred Automotive |54 SE 6th Street 1955 |Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1558 [MeNicholas & 612 S Dixie Highway 1955 [Structure [Ineligible for NRHP

Associates
MT1559 |Doug's Repair & Service [712 S Dixie Highway 1964 |Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1560 |328 Lake Street 328 Lake Street c1930 |Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1561 304 Martin Luther King 304 Martin Luther King 1945 |Structure |Ineligible for NRHP

Boulevard Boulevard
MT1562 300 Martin Luther King {300 Martin Luther King 1945 |Structure |Ineligible for NRHP

Boulevard Boulevard
MT1563 |20 E Ocean Boulevard [20 E Ocean Boulevard 1948 (Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1564 |265 W Osceola 265 W Osceola 1949 |Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1565 |15-21 W Flagler Avenue [15-21 W Flagler Avenue 1949 (Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1566 |Glass N Treasures 23 W Flagler Avenue 1938 |Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1567 |Osceola Street Café 29 W Flagler Avenue €1940 |Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
MT1568 [The Pressel Building 37-47 W Flagler Avenue 1939 (Structure |Ineligible for NRHP
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MT1550 — Creative Auto

Figure 206. South facade of MT1550, facing north (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT1550, Creative Auto, is locatatl228 Southwest Dixie Highway. This
Masonry Vernacular commercial building was orajin constructed in 1960 as a gas station.
Stylistic elements include a rectangular plang thay garage, side office space and flat roof.
Since this building lacks any historical assticin or distinguishing features it is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

MT1551 — Verizon

Figure 207. West facade of MT1551, facing east (PCl May 2010).

Structure MT1551, Verizon, is located at 286uthwest Dixie Highway. This Masonry
Vernacular commercial building was constructed circa 1960. Stylistic elements include a
rectangular plan with no decorative elements.c&this building lacks any historical association
or distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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MT1552 — 300 SW Dixie Highway

Figure 208. East facade of MT1552, facing west (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT1552 is located at 300 Southmi@ie Highway. This Masonry Vernacular
commercial building was constructed circa 1960. Stylistic elements include a rectangular plan,
stucco walls, and a parapet. It has been healtdyed. Since this building lacks any historical

association or distinguishing features it isngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

MT1552 — Rod Body Shop

Figure 209. South and east facades of MT1553, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT1553, the Rod Body Shop, is lechiit 300 Southwest Dixie Highway.
This Masonry Vernacular style commercial builgliwas constructed in 1958. Stylistic elements
include a rectangular plan, stucco walls andrfbaf with few other decorative elements. Since
this building lacks any historical associationdistinguishing features it is being recommended
as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

216



MT1554 — Lindell Construction Company

Figure 210. South and east facades of MT1554, facing northwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT1554, Lindell Construction Coany, is located at 11 West Ocean
Boulevard. This Masonry Vernacular commerdiailding was constructed in 1949. Stylistic
elements include an irregular plan withusto walls, paired windows, mansard decorative
element, garage bay, flat roof with exposed ratids. Since this building lacks any historical
association or distinguishing features it isngerecommended as not eligible for listing on the
NRHP.

MT1555 — 11 SW Ocean Blvd

Figure 211. West fagade of MT 5, fci;;g‘ 'eas:t:.('PCTi\/lay 2010).
Structure MT1555 is located at 11 Southw@skan Boulevard. This heavily altered

Masonry Vernacular style commercial building sveonstructed in 1923. Stylistic elements
include a rectangular plan, and recessed storefvibhta circa 1950s facadeSince this building
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lacks any historical association or distinguishi@gtures it is being recommended as not eligible
for listing on the NRHP.

MT1556 — The Place for Yoga

(PCI May 2010).

Figure 212. East faga of T15,i gw

Structure MT1556, The Place for Yoga, isdted at 510-526 South Dixie Highway.
This heavily altered Modern style commercial building was constructed in 1955. Stylistically it is
a Modern train station- style facade ovee th955 building. Since this building lacks any

historical association or distinguishing featutas being recommended as not eligible for listing
on the NRHP.

MT1557 — Preferred Automotive Repair

Figure 213. North and west facades of MT1557, facing southeast (PCl May 2010).

Structure MT1557, Preferred Automoti®Repair, is located at 124 Eadt Street. This
Masonry Vernacular style commercial building sveonstructed in 1955. Stylistic elements
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include a rectangular block, stucco walls, flat r@ofd few other decorative elements. Since this
building lacks any historicalsaociation or distinguishing features it is being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

MT1558 — McNicholas & Associates

Figure 214. North and west facades ofMT1558, facing southeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT1558, McNicholas & Associates an office plaza and is located at 612
Southeast Dixie Highway. This Masonry Vacolar commercial building was constructed in
1955. Stylistic elements include a Modern covered walkway on the 1950s strip mall fagade with
a Chinese Chippendale walkway railing. Since thidding lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

MT1559 — Doug’s Repair and Service

Figure 215. North facade of MT1559, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).
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Structure MT1559, Doug’s Repair & Service|asated at 712 Southeast Dixie Highway.
This Prefabricated building was erected in 1964. Stylistic elements include a rectangular block,
corrugated metal siding, and a gatdef. Since this building lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

MT1560 — 328 Lake Street

Figure 216. North and east facades of MT1560, facing south (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT1560 is a residence locate®28 Lake Street. This Masonry Vernacular
style residence was constructed in 1930. Stylistic elements include symmetrical fenestration,
stucco walls, and a side gable roof. Since thidding lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

MT1561 — 304 E Martin Luther King Blvd

Lo

Figure 217. North fagade of MT1561, facing south (PCI May 2010).
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Structure MT1561, a residence with garagdpcated at 304 East Martin Luther King
Boulevard. This Masonry Vernacular stylesicdence was constructed in 1945. Stylistic
elements include symmetrical massing, stucctiswand a side gable roof with two gable
dormers. Since this building lacks any historesgociation or distinguishing features it is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

MT1562 — 300 E Martin Luther King Blvd

 facing west (PCI May 2010).

Figure 2 t fc; e ofM
Structure MT1562 is a residence which isdted at 300 East Martin Luther King, Jr.
Boulevard. This heavily altered Masonry Veacnlar style residence was constructed in 1945.
Stylistic elements include an original rectangudéan, side gable roognd an enclosed porch.

Since this building lacks any historical assticin or distinguishing features it is being
recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

MT1563 — 20 Ocean Blvd

Figure 219. East facade of MT1563, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).
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Structure MT1563 is a strip shopping centericlhis located at 20 Ocean Blvd. This
Masonry Vernacular/Mediterranean Revivallstshopping center was constructed circa 1950.
The original 1950s facade has been altereth wnodern Mediterranean Revival stylistic
elements, including clay tiles. Since thisilthmg lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

MT1564 — 265 Osceola Blvd

—an

Figure 220. North facade of MT1564, facing southwest (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT1564 is a strip shopping center Wwhglocated at 265 Osceola Blvd. This
Masonry Vernacular style commercial building sveonstructed in 1949. Stylistic elements
include storefronts on the first story with artamansard roof on the second story. Since this
building lacks any historicalssociation or distinguishing features it is being recommended as
not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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MT1565 — 15-21 W Flagler Ave

: > A o
Figure 221. Southwest facade of MT1565, facing west (PCIl May 2010).

Structure MT1565 is a shopping plaza locagdl5-21 West Flagler Avenue. This
Masonry Vernacular style shopping plaza was tanted in 1949. Stylistic elements include
multiple storefronts and painted mural. Sincis thuilding lacks any historical association or
distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

MT1566 — Glass ‘N Treasures

Figure 222. Southwest facade of MT1566, facig

northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT1566, Glass ‘N Treasures, is ledaat 23 West Flagler Avenue. This
Masonry Vernacular style commercial building wasistructed in 1938. It consists of a simple
rectangular storefront with a recessed centraydtanked by two fixed display windows. Since
this building lacks any historical associationdistinguishing features it is being recommended
as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.
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MT1567 — Osceola Street Café

Figure 223. West facade of MT1567, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT1567, Osceola Street Café, isated at 29 West Flagler Avenue. This
Masonry Vernacular style commercial buildingsaeonstructed circa 1940. Stylistic elements
include a simple rectangular storefront witbcessed central entry flanked by two display
windows. Since this building lacks any histori@asociation or distinguishing features it is
being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

MT1568 — The Pressel Building

Figure 224. West fagade of MT1 , fcing nrtheast (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT1568, The Pressel Building, istap shopping plaza which is located at 37-

47 West Flagler Avenue. This Masonry Vacnlar style shopping plaza was constructed in
1939. It consists of a rectangulblock containing three simple rectangular storefronts with

224



recessed central entries and display windowsceSims building lacks any historical association
or distinguishing features it is being recommended as not eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Alternative 1 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of the project area will not affect any sites that hlaséorical, cultural, or sacred significance, or
that otherwise meet the minimum criteria fdRHP listing, excepting the FEC rail line itself.
Based on preliminary consultation with DHReturning passenger rail back on the mainline
would not constitute an adverse effect te HRHP-eligible FEC Railway (Appendix A). No
further investigation is recommended for the proposed Stuart Station Alternative 1.
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RESULTS FOR STUART STATION ALTERNATIVE 2, EAST COAST LUMBER, EAST
OF FEC
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Figure 225. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 2.

Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on Mayll and 12, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and
Bradley Mueller under the supervision of Ramie Gougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The project area is
comprised of the adjacent areas of the proposedriStation Alternative 2 location in Martin
County. The project area is loedtin an urban setting precluding subsurface testing. However,
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close surface inspection was conducted.

identified during the investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Nine previously recorded resources, inchgdione linear resource, and eight structures,
were found to be within the Arezf Potential Effect for Station Alternative 2. The SHPO has
determined linear resource MT1450, the FEC Railriseligible for listing on the NRHP. One
of the previously recorded structures (MT18@s found to have been demolished or removed.
MT84 has not been evaluated by the SHPO bheisg recommended as potentially eligible for
listing on the NRHP. Both MT86 and MT348 digted on the NRHP. Table 48 details these

previously recorded resources.

No ipusly recorded archaeological sites were
located within the project area, nor were amgviously unrecorded archaeological resources

Table 48. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Stuart Station Alternative 2.

Date /

EMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHPQ Survey '
Name . Type Evaluation Recommendation
Period
Feroe 73 W Flagler Not . -
MT84 Building Avenue 1913 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
59 SW
MT86 | Lyric Theatre | Flagler 1926 Structure NRHP-listed | NRHP-listed
Avenue
Pipette 51 W Flagler Not -
MT87 Shoes Avenue €1926 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
MTgg | Da@ A9 WFlagler | 1956 | structure | NO Ineligible for NRHP
Development | Avenue Evaluated
East Coast
MT130 | Lumberg | 416 Flagler 1917 | Structure | NO Potentially Eligible
Avenue Evaluated
Supply
Hobe Sound | 500 S Dixie Not . -
MT131 Cabinetry Highway 1925 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
243 S Dixie Not .
MT165 | Realty Highway €c1915 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
MT1g0 | 404 Colorado | 404 Colorado | 1955 | gyrycture | NO Destroyed
Avenue Avenue Evaluated
Old Martin 80 E Ocean
MT348 | County Court €c1940 | Structure | NRHP-listed | NRHP-listed
Boulevard
House
19"and |, .
MT1450 | FEC Railroad | N/A oo | Linear Eligible Eligible
Resource
Century
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MT84 — The Feroe Building

Figure 226. Wesand south facades of MT84, facing northeast (PCI May 2010).

Structure MT84 is located at 73 West Flaglwenue. In 1913, Henry C. Feroe had this
building constructed as the Stuart Drug Stonel &#ost Office. Stylistically this Masonry
Vernacular structure consists of a two story aegtlar block with reinforced concrete block
walls, a cast iron storefront with altered digpl@indows, concrete sills and lintels, a dentiled
cornice and flat roof. It was originally recied in 1991 and recommended as potentially eligible
for the NRHP. This recommendation is duettoeing a good example of a Masonry Vernacular
commercial structure which dates to the eadgamsion period of theity of Stuart and once
served as its post office and drug store, aad built by Henry C. Feroe, who platted out a
portion of the downtown development for Stuart.

MT348 — Old Martin County Courthouse

MARTIN J(\[?l\ﬁ\iﬁ‘f (DU

o N T 7y |
Figure 227. North facade, facing south (PCI May 2010).
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The OIld Martin County Courthouse, whictow serves as the Court House Cultural
Center, is an Art Deco style governmental striceterected in 1937. It was used until the late
1980s, when the Cultural Center became it& nenant. It was restored in 1989-1990.
Stylistically it features a two story rectangulaod® with cast concrete block walls, flat roof, a
symmetrically balanced facade, recessed pilastircorative horizontal band with a repeating
angular motif on three sides of the building &all narrow windows. This building was added
to the NRHP on November 7, 1997.

There were 19 newly recorded structures withia project area for Stuart Alternative 2.
The table below lists these newly recorded structufdiof the descriptions for these structures
appear in the previous station alternative.

Table 49. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Stuart Station Alternative 2.

g1 Resource Surve
FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
. Type Recommendation
Period
MT1550 | Creative Auto 228 SW Dixie 1960 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Highway
MT1551 | Verizon 290 SW Dixie 1949 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Highway
MT1552 | 300 SW Dixie 300 SW Dixie 1949 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Highway Highway
MT1553 | The Rod Shop 101 WOcean 1925 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard
MT1554 | Lindell Construction | 11 W Ocean 1949 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Co Boulevard
MT1555 11 SW Ocean 11 SW Ocean 1923 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard Boulevard
MT1556 | The Place for Yoga | 2i0-526 S Dixie 1955 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Highway
MT1557 ;gzged Automotive | 15 £ gt Street 1955 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
MT1558 | McNicholas & 612 S Dixie Highway | 1955 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Associates
MT1559 | gouds Repair& 712 S Dixie Highway | 1964 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
MT1560 | 328 Lake Street 328 Lake Street c1930 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
MT1561 | 304 Martin Luther | 300 Martin Luther 1945 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
King Boulevard King Boulevard
MT1562 3(.)0 Martin Luther 3(.)0 Martin Luther 1945 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
King Boulevard King Boulevard
MT1563 | 20 E Ocean 20 E Ocean 1948 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard Boulevard
MT1564 | 265 W Osceola 265 W Osceola 1949 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
MT1565 | 1221 W Flagler 15-21 W Flagler 1949 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue
MT1566 | Glass N Treasures 23 W Flagler Avenue 1938 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
MT1567 | Osceola Street Café | 29 W Flagler Avenue | ¢1940 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
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Date /

Avenue

FMSF # Resource Name Address Time RESUITE Sy .
. Type Recommendation
Period
MT1568 | The Pressel Building 37-47 W Flagler 1939 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP

Alternative 2 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of the project area will not affect any sites that hlasgorical, cultural, or sacred significance, or
that otherwise meet the minimum criteria fdRHP listing, excepting the FEC rail line itself.
Based on preliminary consultation with DHReturning passenger rail back on the mainline
would not constitute an adverse effect te thRHP-eligible FEC Railway (Appendix A). No

further investigation is recommended for the proposed Stuart Station Alternative 2.
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RESULTS FOR STUART STATION ALTERNATIVE 3, STYPMANN BLVD, EAST OF
FEC
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Figure 228. Aerial map of the cultural resources in the vicinity of Alternative 3.

Archaeological Investigations

The project area was surveyed on Mayll and 12, 2010 by Jorge Provenzali and
Bradley Mueller under the supervision of RarAieGougeon, Ph.D., RPA. The project area is
located on an urban setting precluding sulagar testing. Close surface inspection was
conducted though. No previously recorded arcluapodl sites were located within the project
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area, nor were any previously unrecordedhaeological resources identified during the
investigation.

Architectural Investigations

Six previously recorded resources, includimge linear resource, and five structures,
were found to be within the Arezf Potential Effect for Station Alternative 3. The SHPO has
determined linear resource MT1450, the FEC Raily@aeligible for listing on the NRHP. One
of the previously recorded structures (MT18@s found to have been demolished or removed.
MT348 is listed on the NRHP, and both MT180d MT131 are recommended as potentially
eligible for listing on the NRHP. Table 50 details these previously recorded resources.

Table 50. Previously Recorded Resources within the APE for Stuart Station Alternative 3.

Date /
FMSE # Resource Address Time Resource SHP(_') Survey '
Name . Type Evaluation Recommendation
Period
East Coast
MT130 | Lumber & 416 Flagler | 1917 | syucture | NO Potentially Eligible
Avenue Evaluated
Supply
Hobe Sound 500 S Dixie Not . -
MT131 Cabinetry Highway 1925 Structure Evaluated Potentially Eligible
243 S Dixie Not .
MT165 | Realty Highway c1915 | Structure Evaluated Ineligible for NRHP
404 Colorado 404 Not
MT180 Colorado €1926 | Structure Destroyed
Avenue Evaluated
Avenue
Old Martin
MT348 | County Court 80 E Ocean €c1940 | Structure NRHP' NRHP-listed
Boulevard listed
House
19" and Linear
MT1450 | FEC Railroad N/A 20" Eligible Eligible
Resource
Century

There were 18 newly recorded structures withie project area for Stuart Alternative 3.
The table below lists these newly recorded stmegs. All of these structures were described
above in the results section for Stuart Station Alternative 1.

Table 51. Newly Recorded Resources within the APE for Stuart Station Alternative 3.

DI § Resource Surve
FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
. Type Recommendation
Period
MT1551 | Verizon 290 SW Dixie 1949 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Highway
MT1552 3(.)0 SW Dixie 3(.)0 SW Dixie 1949 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Highway Highway
MT1553 | The Rod Shop 101 WOcean 1925 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard
MT1554 | Lindell Construction } 11 W Ocean 1949 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Co Boulevard
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DEte | Resource Surve
FMSF # Resource Name Address Time y
. Type Recommendation
Period
MT1555 | 11 SWOcean 11 SWOcean 1923 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard Boulevard
MT1556 | The Place for Yoga | >L0-226 S Dixie 1955 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Highway
MT1557 Eggged Automotive | 454 £ 6th Street 1955 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
MT1558 | McNicholas & 612 S Dixie 1955 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Associates Highway
Doug's Repair & 712 S Dixie i
MT1559 Service Highway 1964 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
MT1560 | 328 Lake Street 328 Lake Street c1930 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
MT1561 | S04 Martin Luther 300 Martin Luther | 1945 | syructure | Ineligible for NRHP
King Boulevard King Boulevard
MT1562 3(.)0 Martin Luther 3(.)0 Martin Luther 1945 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
King Boulevard King Boulevard
MT1563 20 E Ocean 20 E Ocean 1948 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Boulevard Boulevard
MT1564 | 265 W Osceola 265 W Osceola 1949 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
MT1565 | L>-21 W Flagler 15-21 W Flagler 1949 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue Avenue
MT1566 | Glass N Treasures 23 W Flagler 1938 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
Avenue
MT1567 | Osceola Street Café i&\)/(;/:}/ulzlagler €1940 | Structure Ineligible for NRHP
MT1568 | The Pressel Building | 5/ Y Fladler 1939 | Structure | Ineligible for NRHP

Alternative 3 Investigations Conclusion

Based on the results of this field investiga, it is the opinion of PCI that development
of the project area will not affect any sites that hlagéorical, cultural, or sacred significance, or
that otherwise meet the minimum criteria fdRHP listing, excepting the FEC rail line itself.
Based on preliminary consultation with DHReturning passenger rail back on the mainline
would not constitute an adverse effect te thRHP-eligible FEC Railway (Appendix A). No
further investigation is recommended for the proposed Stuart Station Alternative 3.

EVALUATION OF STUART STATION ALTERNATIVES

Three alternative and overlapping station locations have been proposed for the Stuart
area. Alternatives 1, 2 and 3 have no sigaiit cultural resources issues and, from this
perspective, are equally suitable for selectiothaspreferred station location. Each alternative
station location requires the consideration cfual and noise impacts to a number of cultural
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resources, primarily in the form of commercial resources recommended eligible or potentially
eligible for listing on the NRHP. However, as these specific resources all post-date the
development FEC rail, these visual and noise effgiabuld not be considered adverse. All three
alternative station locations and their sidinge aqually acceptable in terms of their lack of
potential impacts to cultural resources.
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