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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  
 
 
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is conducting a Project 

Development and Environment (PD&E) Study to document the preliminary engineering 
concept of Interstate 75 (I-75) from south of Fowler Avenue to south of State Road (SR) 
56 in the vicinity of Cypress Creek and a Reevaluation from south of SR 56 in the 
vicinity of Cypress Creek to County Road (CR) 54 in Hillsborough and Pasco Counties, 
Florida. The total length of the study corridor is approximately 13.9 miles. A cultural 
resource assessment survey (CRAS) was undertaken to comply with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-665), as amended, and the 
implementing regulations 36 CFR 800 (revised May 1999), as well as the provisions 
contained in the revised Chapter 267, Florida Statutes. All work was carried out in 
conformity with Part 2, Chapter 12 (“Archaeological and Historical Resources”) of the 
Florida Department of Transportation’s Project Development and Environment Manual 
(revised January 1999), and the standards contained in “The Historic Preservation 
Compliance Review Program of the Florida Department of State, Division of Historical 
Resources” manual (revised November 1990). 
 

The purpose of the CRAS was to locate, identify, and bound any cultural 
resources within the project area of potential effect (APE) and to assess their significance 
in terms of eligibility for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The 
archaeological and historical/architectural components of the survey were conducted 
between November 2002 and March 2003. This report documents the results of the 
CRAS component of the PD&E Study and Reevaluation, and includes the roadway 
alignment alternatives as well as proposed alternate pond and floodplain compensation 
(FPC) sites.  
 

Archaeological background research, including a review of the Florida Master 
Site File (FMSF) and the NRHP indicated that 28 archaeological sites are located within 
or adjacent to the I-75 project corridor. Six of the sites (8HI99, 8HI450, 8HI471, 8HI472, 
8HI473, and 8HI483) were determined NRHP-eligible by the Florida State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) in 1979.  Field survey was concentrated within each of 
these site areas, as contained within the existing and proposed rights-of-way, as well as 
proposed alternate pond and FPC sites. A review of relevant site locational information 
for environmentally similar areas within Hillsborough and Pasco Counties and the 
surrounding region indicated a moderate to high probability for the occurrence of 
prehistoric sites at a few locations within the project APE. The background research also 
indicated that sites, if present, would most likely be small lithic or artifact scatters. The 
results of historical research suggested a low potential for historic period archaeological 
sites. 

 
As a result of field survey, one new archaeological site (8HI7877) was identified 

within proposed Pond A-2, one archaeological occurrence was discovered within the 
proposed right-of-way, and evidence for 13 of the 28 previously recorded archaeological 
sites was found within the project APE, including proposed pond and FPC sites. The 13 
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sites include 8HI10, 8HI99 8HI471, 8HI472, 8HI473, 8HI483, 8HI5431, 8HI5432, 
8PA357, 8PA480, 8PA481, 8PA632, and 8PA633. Of these, 8HI99, 8HI471, 8HI472, 
8HI473, and 8HI483 were evaluated previously as eligible for listing in the NRHP. 
However, no significant cultural deposits associated with these sites were discovered. 
8HI472 and 8HI483 were found within the I-75 right-of-way as well as proposed pond 
areas (Ponds B-3 and C-2); 8HI99, 8HI471, and 8HI473 were discovered within the 
right-of-way only.  No evidence of NRHP-eligible 8HI450 was found.  Thus, it appears 
that potential adverse impacts to NRHP-eligible archaeological sites will be avoided.  
8HI7877 is not considered potentially NRHP-eligible. No evidence was found for the 
remaining 15 sites: 8HI320, 8HI392, 8HI450, 8HI470, 8HI485, 8HI4069, 8HI5430, 
8HI5433, 8HI5434, 8HI5435, 8HI5453 8PA482, 8PA630, 8PA631, and 8PA634.  

 
 Historical background research, including a review of the FMSF and the NRHP 
listings, indicated that no historic resources (50 years of age or older) are recorded within 
or adjacent to the I-75 project APE. Field survey resulted in the identification and 
evaluation of two historic buildings, 8HI7839 and 8HI7840. Both are modest Frame 
Vernacular style residences constructed in the 1940s. Neither is considered eligible for 
listing in the NRHP. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
 

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is conducting a Project 
Development and Environment (PD&E) Study to document the preliminary engineering 
concept of Interstate 75 (I-75) from south of Fowler Avenue to south of State Road (SR) 
56 in the vicinity of Cypress Creek and a Reevaluation from south of SR 56 in the 
vicinity of Cypress Creek to just south of County Road (CR) 54 in Hillsborough and 
Pasco Counties, Florida. The total length of the study corridor is approximately 13.9 
miles (Figure 1.1). The Study includes the evaluation of proposed stormwater retention 
and floodplain compensation (FPC) sites.  
 
 
1.1 Purpose 
 

The general objective of the PD&E Study is to provide documented information 
necessary for the FDOT to reach a decision on the type, design and location of 
improvements to the transportation facility. This study will incorporate all recommended 
improvements proposed in the I-75/CR 581 Interchange Modification Report.  
 

This report documents the results of the CRAS component of the PD&E Study 
and Reevaluation. The purpose of the CRAS was to locate, identify and bound any 
prehistoric and historic period archaeological sites and historic structures located within 
the project Area of Potential Effect (APE), and to assess their significance in terms of 
eligibility for listing in the NRHP according to the criteria set forth in 36 CFR Section 
60.4. The historical/architectural and archaeological surveys were conducted between 
November 2002 and March 2003. Field surveys were preceded by background research. 
Such work served to provide an informed set of expectations concerning the kinds of 
cultural resources which might be anticipated to occur within the project’s APE, as well 
as a basis for evaluating any new sites discovered. 
 
 For the purpose of the archaeological survey, the APE was defined as land within 
and immediately adjacent to the existing and proposed rights-of-way, as well as proposed 
alternative ponds and FPC sites.  The APE for the historical/architectural survey extended 
approximately 400 feet in each direction from the centerline of the existing right-of-way.  
The historical/architectural survey also included land within and adjacent to all proposed 
alternative ponds and FPC sites. 
 

This survey was initiated in order to comply with Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-665), as amended, and the 
implementing regulations 36 CFR 800 (revised 1999), as well as the provisions contained 
within the revised Chapter 267, Florida Statutes. All work was carried out in conformity 
with Part 2, Chapter 12 (“Archaeological and Historical Resources”) of the Florida 
Department of Transportation’s Project Development and Environment Manual (revised 
January 1999), and the standards contained in “The Historic Preservation Compliance  
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Review Program of the Florida Department of State, Division of Historical Resources” 
manual (revised November 1990). 

 
 

1.2 Project Description 
 

The FDOT is conducting a PD&E Study to address proposed improvements to I-
75 in Hillsborough County from south of Fowler Avenue to south of SR 56 in the vicinity 
of Cypress Creek and a Reevaluation from south of SR 56 in the vicinity of Cypress 
Creek to CR 54 in Hillsborough and Pasco Counties, Florida. The existing facility is 
typically a four-lane limited access highway. This PD&E Study will evaluate six-lane and 
six-lane with auxiliary lanes typical section alternatives and a No-Build alternative. A 
PD&E Study Reevaluation of Work Program Item Segment No. 258736 1 is being 
undertaken on the I-75 section from south of SR 56, in the vicinity of Cypress Creek, to 
CR 54. The PD&E Study for this portion originally evaluated adding two lanes (one lane 
in each direction) to the existing roadway and was subsequently approved by the FHWA.  

 
In order to simplify the alternatives analysis, the I-75 project corridor was divided 

into the following study segments: 

• Segment A – from Fowler Avenue to Fletcher Avenue 
• Segment B – from Fletcher Avenue to 3,000 feet north of the Hillsborough River 
• Segment C – from 3,000 feet north of the Hillsborough River to Bruce B. Downs 

Boulevard 
• Segment D – from Bruce B. Downs Boulevard to the I-75/I-275 interchange 
• Segment E – from the I-75/I-275 interchange to SR 56 
• Segment F – from SR 56 to CR 54 

 
All segments will be evaluated to determine the effects of providing additional 

capacity to accommodate future traffic demand. The project segments are shown in 
Figure 1.2. 

 
 

1.3 Existing Roadway Characteristics 
 

The functional classification of I-75 varies within the project corridor. I-75 is 
considered an Urban Principal Arterial (Interstate) from Fowler Avenue to Fletcher 
Avenue. From Fletcher Avenue to the Hillsborough/Pasco County line, I-75 is classified 
as a Rural Principal Arterial (Interstate). From the Hillsborough/Pasco County line to the 
end of the project (to CR 54), I-75 is classified as a Rural Principal Arterial (Interstate). 
In Hillsborough County, I-75 is typically contained within a 324-foot right-of-way. In 
Pasco County, the I-75 right-of-way width varies from 300 feet to 348 feet. The existing 
typical sections for the I-75 mainline are described below. 
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Segment A:  At the beginning of the project, from south of Fowler Avenue to 
Fletcher Avenue, the I-75 right-of-way varies from 415 feet to 1,020 feet. In this 
segment, I-75 has four, 12-foot travel lanes (two in each direction) and one, 12-foot 
northbound and one, 12-foot southbound auxiliary lane, 8-foot inside shoulders (4 feet 
paved), 10-foot outside shoulders (10 feet paved), and a minimum 64-foot median.   

 
Segment B:  From Fletcher Avenue to approximately 3,000 feet north of the 

Hillsborough River, the I-75 right-of-way varies from 460 feet to 1,860 feet. In this 
segment, I-75 has four 12-foot travel lanes (two in each direction), 8-foot inside 
shoulders (4 feet paved) and 12-foot outside shoulders (10 feet paved). The median width 
varies from 88 feet to 112 feet.  

 
Segment C:  From approximately 3,000 feet north of the Hillsborough River to 

Bruce B. Downs Boulevard, the I-75 right-of-way varies from 324 feet to 1,475 feet. In 
this segment, I-75 has four, 12-foot travel lanes (two in each direction), 8-foot inside 
shoulders (4 feet paved), and 12-foot outside shoulders (10 feet paved). The median 
width varies from 88 feet to 112 feet.   
 

Segment D:  From Bruce B. Downs Boulevard to the I-75/I-275 interchange, the 
I-75 right-of-way varies from 324 feet to 1,190 feet. In this segment, I-75 has four, 12-
foot travel lanes (two in each direction), 8-foot inside shoulders (4 feet paved), 12-foot 
outside shoulders (10 feet paved), and an 88-foot median.  

  
Segment E:  From the I-75/I-275 interchange to SR 56, the I-75 right-of-way 

varies from 300 feet to 920 feet. In this segment, I-75 has four, 12-foot travel lanes (two 
in each direction), 8-foot inside shoulders (4 feet paved), 12-foot outside shoulders (10 
feet paved), and a minimum 64-foot median.  

  
Segment F:  From SR 56 to CR 54, the I-75 right-of-way varies from 300 feet to 

920 feet. In this segment, I-75 has four, 12-foot travel lanes (two in each direction), 8-
foot inside shoulders (4 feet paved), 12-foot outside shoulders (10 feet paved), and a 64-
foot median.  

 
 
1.4 Alternatives Analysis 
 

The analysis described in this section follows the project development process by 
examining the various alternatives considered (No-Build, Multimodal, Transportation 
System Management, and Construction) for this project. This section describes the 
analysis for each alternative and the reasons why they were rejected or accepted for 
further evaluation. 
 

1.4.1 No-Build Alternative 
 

The No-Build Alternative examines the possibility of leaving the I-75 corridor in 
its current condition while allowing for routine maintenance. There are distinct 
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advantages and disadvantages associated with the No-Build Alternative. Based on the 
considerations listed below, the proposed action has been developed as a design 
alternative. The No-Build Alternative will remain a viable alternative throughout the 
study process. 
 

The advantages of the No-Build Alternative are: 

• No inconvenience to traffic flow or development due to construction operations. 

• No disruption to commerce. 

• No residential or business relocations would be necessary. 

• No expenditure of funds for right-of-way acquisition, engineering design, or 
construction. 

• No direct effects to the adjacent natural and human environment. 
 

The disadvantages of the No-Build Alternative are: 

• Users would experience an increase in both traffic congestion and road user cost, 
unacceptable level of service, decrease in air quality, and an increase in accident 
potential as traffic volumes increase on an already congested major thoroughfare. 

• A continued rise in maintenance costs due to a potential deterioration of the 
roadway. 

• The roadway will not be compatible with the future transportation network as 
defined in the Hillsborough and Pasco Counties Long-Range Transportation 
Plans, and therefore additional improvements to other facilities would be required. 

• Increased traffic demand that would exceed roadway capacity. 

• There would be no improvement in emergency service response time or in the 
highway's use as a critical emergency evacuation route through Hillsborough and 
Pasco Counties. 

 
1.4.2 Multimodal Alternatives 

 
The Multimodal Alternative utilizes public transportation or alternative 

transportation modes to substitute for the public use of personal motor vehicles. As 
discussed below, no further study of multimodal transportation systems will be evaluated 
in this study because these systems do not address the facility's capacity overload 
problems as well as serve the public's local or regional transportation needs. The 
Multimodal Alternative to the proposed improvements to the I-75 corridor was 
eliminated from further consideration because it does not provide the additional capacity 
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needed to accommodate anticipated traffic projections, nor does it improve traffic 
circulation or safety conditions. 

 
Rail Service:  Tampa Union Station is located at 601 North Nebraska Avenue in 

Tampa, Florida, approximately 12 miles southwest of the project corridor. Amtrak 
provides service from the station and connects to more than 500 communities in 46 states 
throughout a 22,000-mile route system. This type of rail service primarily provides 
transportation opportunities for interregional travel. The I-75 project corridor is used by 
both interregional and local traffic. However, the majority of north-south interregional 
traffic in this area is accommodated on I-75. Therefore, the rail alternative was rejected as 
a transportation alternative to the proposed improvements to the I-75 corridor.  
 

Bus Service:  The service area for the Hillsborough Area Regional Transit 
(HARTline) includes Hillsborough County and the cities of Tampa and Temple Terrace. 
Connections to the public transportation system are available from the Fowler Avenue, 
Fletcher Avenue, and Bruce B. Downs Boulevard interchanges. There is no direct 
connection from I-75 to the Pasco County public transportation system. Fixed-route 
transit buses operate throughout West Pasco, Dade City, and Zephyrhills. Therefore, the 
bus alternative was rejected as a transportation alternative to the proposed improvements 
to the I-75 corridor.  
 

Airports:  Tampa International Airport is located at 5503 West Spruce Street in 
Tampa, Florida, approximately 15 miles southwest of the project corridor. Air travelers to 
and from Hillsborough and Pasco Counties must use surface transportation to access the 
airports. The Tampa North Aero Park is located west of I-75, near the southbound I-75 
rest area. The property for this privately owned airport has been located here since at least 
1990. Access to the park from I-75 north is via CR 54. Therefore, the airport alternative 
was rejected as a transportation alternative to the proposed improvements to the I-75 
corridor.  

 
1.4.3 Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternative 

 
The TSM Alternative involves minor intersection improvements, increased turn 

lane storage, improvement of existing lane configuration marking, and signalization 
sequencing. TSM improvements can be used to improve the operation of intersections 
and in the case of interchange facilities can provide additional storage on ramps to avoid 
congestion on the mainline. TSM activities such as interchange ramp improvements, 
separate turn lanes, ramp terminal traffic signal timing optimization, improvements to 
signing, marking and roadway lighting would improve traffic safety. However, projected 
traffic volumes demand additional I-75 through traffic lanes to provide for the required 
capacity through the design year 2028. TSM improvements do not address the system’s 
capacity needs for through traffic on the mainline. Therefore, the TSM Alternative was 
eliminated from further consideration as an alternative to additional lanes on the mainline 
of I-75. 
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1.4.4 Construction Alternatives 
 

The study alternatives considered for the I-75 project are construction alternatives 
because the No-Project, Multimodal and TSM Alternatives do not meet the future 
transportation needs of the region. Without improvements to I-75, transportation 
congestion will increase as the level of service falls to an unacceptable level, and 
emergency and social services transportation opportunities will eventually deteriorate.  
 
Typical Sections 
 

Segment A:  The existing roadway geometry is in transition from south of Fowler 
Avenue to Fletcher Avenue.  Generally speaking, improvements would include adding 
one lane in the northbound direction and two lanes in the southbound direction.  A 
minimum 64-foot median would be provided.  The transitions would minimize impacts to 
existing ramps, preserve the 64-foot median, and set the alignment to avoid impact to the 
large sinkhole situated in the center of the median north of Fowler Avenue.  Generally, in 
this segment, I-75 would have seven 12-foot travel lanes (three in the northbound 
direction and four in the southbound direction), two 12-foot auxiliary lanes (one in each 
direction) and 12-foot inside and outside shoulders (10 feet paved). 

 
Segment B:  In this segment, two typical sections would be used.  Both typical 

sections would add an additional through lane and an auxiliary lane in each direction.  
From Fletcher Avenue to just south of the Hillsborough River, the widening would be to 
the outside to avoid impacts to the sinkhole located north of Fowler Avenue.  The facility 
in this segment would include three through lanes and an auxiliary lane in each direction 
of travel. The median width varies with a minimum width of 88 feet. 

 
From south of the Hillsborough River to 3,000 feet north of the Hillsborough 

River, the through lane would be constructed to the inside and the auxiliary lane to the 
outside of the existing lanes.  In this segment, I-75 would have six 12-foot travel lanes 
(three in each direction), two 12-foot auxiliary lanes (one in each direction) and 12-foot 
inside and outside shoulders (10 feet paved).  The median would be a minimum of 64 feet 
wide.   

 
Segment C:  From approximately 3,000 feet north of Hillsborough River to 

Bruce B. Downs Boulevard, the existing typical section for Segment C would be a 
continuation of that provided for the northern portion of Segment B (six general purpose 
lanes with two auxiliary lanes). 

 
Segment D:  From Bruce B. Downs Boulevard to the I-275 interchange, a six-

lane typical section would be provided by adding one lane to the median in each 
direction. In this segment, the typical section would consist of six 12-foot travel lanes 
(three in each direction) 12-foot inside and outside shoulders (10 feet paved) and a 64-
foot median. 
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Segment E:  From the I-275 interchange to SR 56, two typical sections are being 
considered.  The one that is selected would be determined by the interchange 
configuration that is selected for I-75/I-275.  The typical section for Options 1 and 2 
would consist of six travel lanes (three in each direction), five 12-foot auxiliary lanes 
(three in the southbound direction and two in the northbound direction), 12-foot inside 
and outside shoulders (10 feet paved), and a 64-foot median 

 
The typical section for the I-275/I-75 Interchange Option 3 would consist of six 

travel lanes (three in each direction), three auxiliary lanes in the southbound direction, 
one auxiliary lane in the northbound direction, 12-foot shoulders (10 feet paved) and a 
64-foot median.  A two lane ramp would run parallel to the mainline.   

 
Segment F:  In this segment, I-75 would have six 12-foot travel lanes (three in 

each direction), two 12-foot auxiliary lanes (one in each direction) and 12-foot inside and 
outside shoulders (10 feet paved).  The median would be 64 feet wide. 

 
Two typical sections would be used in the segment from the SR 56 interchange to 

CR 54.  Both south and north of the North Tampa Aero Park Airport, one through lane 
and one auxiliary lane would be provided for each direction of travel to the outside of the 
existing lanes.  This would preserve the 64-foot median.   

 
In the vicinity of the airport, a typical section that would hold the western edge of 

pavement constant would be used.  This would avoid impact to the airport that already 
had a displaced threshold due to glide slope constraints.  This typical section would 
widen in the existing median for the southbound direction.  For the northbound direction, 
new construction would occur to the outside of the existing lanes.  The two existing 
northbound lanes would be demolished.   

 
Alignments 
 

Generally the proposed improvements follow the existing alignment.  The only 
major deviation is in the vicinity of the North Tampa Aero Park Airport.  To hold the 
existing western edge of pavement constant, a 0°20’0” curve is introduced at Station 
724+40.80 and continues for 1,982.52 feet.  The alignment is then tangent to the existing 
alignment for approximately 6,229 feet up to Station 811+53.53.  At this point, a 0°45’0” 
deflection is used to bring the alignment back to match the existing alignment at Station 
829+98.54, a distance of approximately 1,849 feet.   
 
Interchanges 
 

Fowler Avenue:  This interchange consists of a cloverleaf/directional 
configuration with two cloverleaf access ramps to and from the north of I-75.   A fly-over 
ramp carries northbound I-75 traffic to westbound Fowler Avenue.  The only 
improvement to this interchange would be the widening of this fly-over ramp from a 
single lane to two lanes.  
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Fletcher Avenue:  This interchange is a diamond configuration with a loop ramp 
in the northeast quadrant providing access to both east and westbound Fletcher Avenue 
from I-75.  Improvements would include widening the loop ramp from a single lane to 
two lanes.  Dual left-turn storage (to eastbound Fletcher Avenue) will be provided.  The 
southbound on-ramp would be widened to two lanes for a greater distance, but would still 
taper to one lane before merging with the I-75 mainline.   

 
Bruce B. Downs Boulevard:  The improvements to Bruce B. Downs Boulevard 

were evaluated and documented in the I-75/CR 581 IMR.  
 
 I-275:  Three alternatives were considered for this interchange.  All three would 

involve replacing the I-275 northbound structure over I-75.  The new structure would be 
located on the north side of the existing structure and would be lengthened to 
accommodate the I-75 widening to 3 lanes in each direction. 

 
Option 1 would replace the existing two-lane I-275 northbound bridge with a 

longer structure without providing additional lanes.  It would remain a two-lane structure.  
The longer structure would accommodate the proposed widening of I-75 from four to six 
lanes.  The two northbound lanes of I-275 would merge with the three northbound lanes 
of I-75 to form a five-lane typical section.  Southbound, the five-lane section would split 
into two southbound lanes for I-275 and three southbound lanes for I-75.   

 
Option 2 would replace the existing two-lane I-275 northbound bridge with a 

longer structure that would provide three travel lanes.  The longer structure would 
accommodate the proposed widening of I-75 from four to six lanes.  The three 
northbound lanes of I-275 would merge with the three northbound lanes of I-75 to form a 
six-lane typical section that would merge down to five lanes northbound before the 
bridge over Cypress Creek.  Southbound, the five-lane section would split into two 
southbound lanes for I-275 and three southbound lanes for I-75.   

 
Option 3 would replace the existing two-lane I-275 northbound bridge with a 

longer bridge that would provide two through lanes and a single lane off-ramp to SR 56.  
The off-ramp to SR 56 from I-275 would begin before the I-275 bridge and run along I-
275 and extend parallel to the I-75 mainline up to SR 56.  

 
An exit ramp from I-75 to SR 56 would begin south of the I-275 overpass bridge 

and join with the I-275 ramp before passing under the County Line Road bridge.  The 
two-lane ramp would run parallel to the I-75 mainline up to SR 56.  Beginning the ramp 
south of the merge of I-75 and I-275 would eliminate the weaving between I-275 traffic 
wanting to proceed northbound on I-75 and I-75 northbound traffic wishing to exit at SR 
56.   

The two northbound through lanes of I-275 would join with the three northbound 
I-75 lanes.  The five lanes would then transition down to four lanes before the bridge over 
Cypress Creek.   
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A traffic analysis was conducted for the three alternatives.  It was concluded that 
Option 1 would perform as well as Option 2 with lower construction costs.  Therefore, 
Option 2 was eliminated from further consideration.   

 
SR 56:  The SR 56 interchange features a diamond configuration.  The only 

modification to the SR 56 interchange would be the relocation of the northbound off-
ramp in Option 3 above.    
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2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 
 
Environmental factors such as geology, topography, relative elevation, soils, 

vegetation, and water resources are important in determining where prehistoric and 
historic cultural resources are likely to be located. These variables influenced what types 
of resources were available for utilization in a given area. This, in turn, influenced 
decisions regarding settlement location and land use patterns. Because of the influence of 
the local environmental factors upon the aboriginal inhabitants, a discussion of the 
effective environment is included. 

 
 

2.1 Project Location and Existing Land Use 
 

The Interstate 75 project corridor is located in Section 7 of Township 26 South, 
Range 20 East; Sections 12, 13, 14, 23, 26, 27, and 34 in Township 26 South, Range 19 
East, Sections 3, 10, 11, 14, 23, 25, 26, and 36 in Township 27 South, Range 19 East; 
Sections 1, 12, and 13 in Township 28 South, Range 19 East; and Sections 6, 7, and 18 of 
Township 28 South, Range 20 East in Hillsborough and Pasco Counties (USGS Lutz, Fla. 
1974, PR 1987; Sulphur Springs, Fla. 1956, PR 1987; Thonotosassa, Fla. 1974, PR 1987; 
Wesley Chapel, Fla. 1973, PR 1987) (Figures 2.1 - 2.5). The corridor begins in 
Hillsborough County south of Fowler Avenue (SR 582) and heads north roughly 13.9 
miles where it terminates in Pasco County to CR 54. The topography along the corridor is 
nearly level to gently sloping, with elevations ranging from 20-70 feet above mean sea 
level (ASML). In general, the elevations increase from south to north, with the lowest 
areas near the Hillsborough River, Cow House Creek, and Trout Creek.  

 
The project corridor primarily contains open land, agricultural lands, and 

conservation lands, interspersed with residential uses, water, and commercial uses.  A 
small portion of the corridor is designated for recreation/open space and public uses.  
Residential land use is mostly low density with some scattered medium density.  
Commercial uses are predominantly located on the major arterials on both sides of the 
interchanges. 

 
 
2.2 Physiography and Geology 
 

Geologically, the project area lies within the Midpeninsular physiographic zone 
(Puri and Vernon 1964). More specifically, the northern portion of the project area is 
within the Brooksville Ridge and the remaining lowlands are within the Zephyrhills Gap 
(White 1970). The Zephyrhills Gap is an erosional remnant through which the 
Hillsborough River flows on its way to the Gulf of Mexico (White 1970). Just east of the 
project area lies the Polk Uplands which were formed by the uplifting of Miocene 
limestones and subsequently shaped by Pleistocene seas that occupied lowland areas 10-
50 million years ago. This general location, at the interface of three physiographic zones,  
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allowed the prehistoric populations access to a variety of distinct microenvironments, 
readily available water sources, and a wide variety of faunal and botanical resources.  

 
The limestone beds under this part of the state are the Tampa and Hawthorne 

Formations which were deposited some 11-25 million years ago (Upchurch et al. 1982). 
The Tampa Formation is composed mainly of sandy limestones with small coral knolls 
outcropping occasionally (Austin and Ste. Claire 1982). The Hawthorne Formation is 
exposed in erosional remnants and streambeds and contains clays, quartz sand, silicified  
limestone (chert), and silicified coral. The surface lithology along the Hillsborough River 
and Cow House Creek basin consists of limestone of the Tampa Formation, whereas to 
the north, medium fine sands dominate (Deuerling and MacGill 1981). There are several 
rock outcrops along the banks of Cow House Creek that occur within and proximate to 
the right-of-way. It is likely that these were utilized by the aboriginal inhabitants of this 
area as quarries for the procurement of stone for their tools. 

 
Upchurch (1980) argues that extensively silicified portions of the Tampa 

Formation, known as silex beds, are actually a weathering mantle between the Miocene 
Formations and the more recently deposited material. This mantle and associated patches 
of Hawthorne Formation limestone form a boundary between the Floridan and surficial 
aquifer (Sinclaire 1973). This impermeable stratum ranges from 5 to 21 feet thick and 
helps maintain the perched water system. This is seen in the relatively large number of 
lakes, ponds, rivers, and creeks present in the area north and east of Tampa Bay. Sands 
formed as ancient shorelines (Talbot, Penholoway, and Wicomico Terraces [(Healy 
1975)]) overlie the Tampa and Hawthorne formations. Many of the sand hill uplands east 
of Tampa Bay are relic sand dunes. These are highly mobile, and much of the sand that 
overlies the original dune material is aeolian in nature. These deposits range from a few 
inches to several feet in thickness (Sinclaire 1973).  
 
 
2.3 Lithic Resources 

 
Stone played an important role in the lifeways of the prehistoric people that lived 

in the Hillsborough River Basin. Moreover, due to highly acidic soils in which 
preservation of organic cultural material is quite poor, stone tools and the debris from 
their manufacture are by far the most prevalent archaeological material present at these 
inland sites. Besides providing the medium from which implements utilized in hunting, 
butchering, and hide processing were produced, stone was also used in the production of 
tools used to work bone, wood, shell, and vegetal fiber (Purdy and Beach 1980). 
 

Two kinds of lithic raw material were utilized by prehistoric populations in this 
part of Florida. These are silicified limestone, known by geologists and archaeologists as 
chert, and silicified coral. Chert and silicified coral are the result of silicification of two 
host materials, Miocene limestones and coral, respectively (Upchurch et al. 1982). 
Silicified coral is the product of the replacement of the original coral aragonite skeletal 
material with silicates. Such replacement often preserved the fabric of the coral resulting 
in the distinctive "star" pattern in the stone if it is broken perpendicular to the plant's axis. 
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The fossil genus most common in the Tampa Bay area is Siderastraes, a fossil found in 
Miocene and Oligocene formations of Florida and southern Georgia (Upchurch et al. 
1982).  
 

Silicified coral cannot, as yet, be provenienced within existing quarry clusters 
though outcrops occur along the Hillsborough River, in the Cypress Creek Swamp, and in 
the Green Swamp, as well as on the northern end of Honeymoon Island along the Gulf 
coast (Upchurch et al. 1982). Because silicified coral is more difficult to flake than chert, 
prehistoric peoples frequently heat treated (thermally altered) it. Thermally altered coral 
often appears deep pink/red in color, possesses a waxy luster, and occasionally exhibits 
spalling in the form of potlid fractures or small fissures known as crazing. 
 

Over the past several decades, researchers have attempted to isolate and identify 
the origins of specific types of chert based on physical properties, e.g., trace elements, 
chemical, mineralogical, and petrological properties (Purdy 1976; Purdy and Blanchard 
1973; Upchurch et al. 1982). Upchurch and his students, whose work focused on the 
identification of quarry clusters, have produced the most successful efforts. Quarry 
clusters are defined as a geographical area containing outcrops of chert which are 
uniform in fabric, composition, and fossil content and which were visited and utilized by 
early humans (Upchurch et al. 1982). Nineteen quarry clusters have been identified in 
Florida, and there are several sub-areas within individual quarry clusters (Upchurch et al. 
1982). Austin (1997) has combined some of the quarries, thus reducing the number to 16. 
The identification of quarry clusters has allowed archaeologists to recognize variation in 
regional cherts and place them into a spatial framework with respect to location of 
archaeological sites. The concept of the quarry cluster has been subsequently used in 
lithic analyses of local assemblages as well as in numerous other investigations 
throughout the state (cf., ACI/Janus 1994; Austin 1983; Austin and Estabrook 2000; 
Chance and Misner 1984; Deming et al. 1984; Estabrook and Williams 1992; Horvath et 
al. 1995).  
 

The southern portion of the I-75 project area lies within the Hillsborough River 
quarry cluster, which extends along the Hillsborough River and its tributaries to 
Hillsborough Bay. Cherts from this cluster vary widely in color and fabric, and contain 
few diagnostic fossils. The presence of organics in the soil and exposure to ground water 
containing a large amount of pyrite has resulted in the generic Hillsborough River chert 
appearing translucent to opaque and dark gray/black in color, as well as red and brown 
(Upchurch et al. 1982).  
 

Several sub-areas within the Hillsborough cluster have been identified based on 
more specific criteria of reference fossils, rock fabric, and rock color (Goodyear et al. 
1983; Upchurch et al. 1982). Several chert outcrops at quarry sites in the Hillsborough 
River Basin have been formally identified at Wetherington Island, Rock Hammock, 
Fowler Avenue Bridge, and at Cow House Creek (Chance 1981, 1982; Chance and 
Misner 1984; Torp 1991; Upchurch 1980, 1981, 1982b, 1982c; Upchurch et al. 1982).  
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The Cow House Creek sub-area extends from the Hillsborough River to Lake 
Thonotosassa and along Cow House and Flint Creeks. Also known as the Flint Creek 
sub-area (ACI/Janus 1994), chert from this sub-area contains fossil casts of the 
reproductive oogonia of charophytes, a freshwater plant that secretes calcium carbonate. 
In terms of color and rock fabric, these cherts are the same as other generic Hillsborough 
River cherts (Upchurch et al. 1982). 
 

Type-4 chert, first described by Goodyear et al. (1983:58-60), outcrops at Rocky 
Point, Rocky Creek (Deming et al. 1984; Estabrook and Williams 1992), Ballast Point, 
and in isolated areas along the Hillsborough River [including an area within the Cow 
House/Flint Creek Sub-area] (Goodyear et al. 1983:60). Type-4 cherts are white to buff 
in color and contain Peneroplid foraminifera, common to the Tampa/St. Marks formation. 
Because of the large amounts of fossil molds and a much more grainy rock fabric, Type-4 
chert is considered a lower grade chert than other Hillsborough River materials 
(ACI/Janus Research 1994:2-3). 
 

Type-5 chert is light gray to tan in color and the rock fabric and fossil inclusions 
give it the appearance of "clotted pudding" (Goodyear et al. 1983: 58). Also known as 
"Bay Bottom,” this chert has its origins in the opaline sediments formed during the 
Miocene. Type-5 chert outcrops at the northern end of Old Tampa Bay, near Rocky Point 
and at two suspected locations beneath the bay. Much of the lithic material recovered 
from Paleo-Indian and Early Archaic contexts is composed of Type-5 chert (Goodyear et 
al. 1983). 
 

The Ocala Group contains the Gainesville, Ocala, Lake Panasoffkee, and the 
western portion of the Upper Withlacoochee quarry clusters. These Crystal River 
Formation cherts outcrop along the Ocala Uplift. Crystal River Formation chert outcrops 
have been located in eastern Pasco and western Polk counties. Though differentiating 
between the quarry cluster cherts within the Ocala Group is difficult. Members of the 
group are mostly recognized by inclusions of the Orbitoid foraminifera Lepidocyclina 
(ACI/ Janus 1994).  
 

The Upper Withlacoochee quarry cluster contains the silicified limestones of the 
Suwannee Formation. Miliolid foraminifera are present in the chert fabric. These cherts 
range from grainstone and packstone fabrics, and are light to dark brown in color. They 
outcrop along the upper portions of the Hillsborough River and within the Upper 
Withlacoochee drainage. This quarry cluster is thought to be the most significant source 
of silicified coral in peninsular Florida (Upchurch et al. 1982:132). 

 
 

2.4 Soils and Vegetation 
 
Many soil types characterize the project area. The dominant soil types range from 

very poorly to somewhat poorly drained (USDA 1982, 1989). The poorly drained types 
include Immokalee, Myakka, Palmetto-Zephyr-Sellers complex, Vero, Ona, Pineda, 
Winder, Wabasso, and Felda fine sands, all nearly level types typical of the flatwoods 
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(USDA 1982, 1989). The poorly drained EauGallie and Pomona fine sands and the 
somewhat poorly drained Narcoosee, Newnan (0-5% slopes) and Zolfo fine sands, also 
are found in the flatwoods but occupy ridges and knolls. All these poorly and somewhat 
poorly drained soils support a natural vegetation of longleaf and slash pine, palmetto, and 
various weeds and grasses.  

 
The poorest drained soils occur within depressions and along the river and creek 

basins. These types include Anclote fine sand, Basinger-Holopaw-Samsula soils 
(depressional), Felda fine sand (occasionally flooded), Sellers mucky loamy fine sand, 
Chobee sandy loam and soils (frequently flooded), Winder fine sand (frequently flooded), 
and Delray mucky fine sand (USDA 1982, 1989). The vegetation in these areas includes 
bald cypress, red maple, Coastal Plain willow, sweetgum, and cabbage palm. 

 
Four moderately well and excessively drained soil types occupy small portions of 

land in the project area. The moderately well-drained soils include Tavares-Millhopper 
fine sands and Pomello fine sand. These two, found on ridges and knolls, are nearly level 
to gently sloping with 0-5% slopes (USDA 1982, 1989:40, 46). Tavares-Millhopper sand 
supports a natural vegetation of bluejack oak, turkey oak, live oak, and longleaf pine with 
an understory of creeping bluestem, lopsided indiangrass, panicums, and pineland 
threeawn. Vegetation found on Pomello fine sand consists of longleaf pine, sand pine and 
slash pine with an understory of creeping bluestem, lopsided indiangrass, running oak, 
saw palmetto, and pineland threeawn. The excessively drained soils, which include 
Candler fine sand (0-5% and 5-12% slopes), are found within the southern portion of the 
corridor, north and south of the Cow House Creek drainage. The natural vegetation 
consists of bluejack oak, Chapman oak, scrub live oak, and turkey oak with an understory 
of indiangrass, hairy panicum, panicum, pineland threeawn, and running oak (USDA 
1989:19, 20). 

 
 

2.5 Local Hydrology and Sea Levels 
 
The project corridor is largely located within the Hillsborough River drainage 

basin. The Hillsborough River drains approximately 690 square miles in northern 
Hillsborough County and parts of Pasco and Polk Counties. I-75 crosses over Cow House 
Creek, Trout Creek, and Cypress Creek, which are tributaries of the Hillsborough River, 
draining the northwestern portion of the Basin. Cypress Creek originates in Big Cypress 
Swamp, of which Cabbage Swamp is a part. Other freshwater sources in the project area 
include numerous ponds, grassy marshes, and swamps.  

 
During the peak Pleistocene glaciation periods, the sea level was as much as 328 

feet below the present level. When human populations began entering Florida, 
approximately 14,000 years ago, the sea level was about 115 feet lower than present. 
Thus, any coastal sites dating from this period and for several millennia hence would 
have been inundated by the rising sea levels.  
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The relative change in sea level at a given location is based upon eustatic effects, 
regional influence, and local phenomena (Leatherman 1987). There are two conflicting 
schools of thought on the mode of sea level rise. The Fairbridge Curve recognizes several 
Holocene stands of the sea above the present level whereas the Shepard Curve is typified 
by a gradual rising of sea levels with no stands higher than present sea level. Fairbridge 
(1961) views the change in sea level as a frequently oscillating rise beginning 
approximately 3000 years B.C., and reaching a stage higher than present sea level. 
Shepard (1963) views the change as gradual with no oscillation and with the level never 
exceeding the present. Both theories suggest a rapid, steady rise to approximately an 
elevation of 16 feet below present by about 5000 years before the present, and after that, 
the sea level rose more gradually (Upchurch et al. 1992) 

 
Through coastal archaeological site interpretation, Colquhoun et al. (1981) 

present data for a gradual sea level increase by fluctuation. During the middle and late 
Holocene in the southeastern United States, sea level generally rose in the manner of the 
Shepard Curve, but through a series of fluctuations similar to the Fairbridge Curve 
(Colquhoun et al. 1981:147). Most researchers agree that, with minor temporal 
differences, the oscillation frequency is approximately 400 to 500 years (Cronin 1987; 
Tanner 1992) and they are attributed to glacio-eustatic processes (Cronin 1987). Tanner 
(1992:302) states that within the last 3000 years, sea level has experienced four rises and 
three drops between 3-10 feet.  

 
Inherently linked with the fluctuation of eustatic sea levels are regional ground 

water levels. The Hillsborough River drains 1787 square miles from its headwaters in the 
Green Swamp to its mouth at Hillsborough Bay (Dunbar 1981). However, during much 
of the last Pleistocene glaciation (prior to 14,000 years ago), the Hillsborough River 
existed as a "dry arroyo-like feature" due to more arid conditions and greatly lowered sea 
and ground water levels (Dunbar 1981). 

 
In modern times, this water system has been supplied by the combination of three 

hydrological features: surface runoff, the perched water table, and the Floridan aquifer. 
Dunbar has written extensively on the dynamic nature of these groundwater systems, 
supporting the notion of scarcity of ground water during early human occupation of 
Florida (Dunbar et al. 1991). This resulted in the Paleo-Indian populations locating their 
habitation areas in close proximity to open karstic features such as sinks and springs. 

 
Precipitation causes surface water to collect in low-lying areas. In the 

Hillsborough River Basin, this surface water gradually flows into the soil and collects 
under the illuvial layer formed by downward leaching minerals. Eventually this water 
drains through the soil matrix and around surficial limestone formations, feeding the 
Hillsborough River. This system interacts with the Floridan aquifer, a giant groundwater 
system that extends beneath all of Florida and parts of Georgia and South Carolina. Held 
within the lower Miocene limestone formations, the Floridan aquifer represents a seam of 
freshwater up to 246 feet thick (Dunbar 1981). This system does not rely on precipitation 
to replenish and maintain its piezometric surface. Instead, subterranean channels funnel 
underflow to replenish local levels (Dunbar 1981:77). 
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The amelioration of post-Pleistocene global climates saw the rise of the Floridan 
aquifer directly related to rise in eustatic sea level, and the eventual reappearance of the 
perched water table. Data indicate the absence of the perched water system until around 
9500 years ago. This is supported by archaeological evidence from Guest Mammoth Kill 
Site, located adjacent to a perched water table pond and dated to 9840 B.P. (Hoffman 
1983; Rayl 1974:58). According to studies by Watts (1980) inundation of lowland lake 
basins in Central Florida can be dated to 8500 B.P. Dunbar and Waller (1983:79-80) have 
noted that many Paleo-Indian sites are located near or adjacent to open karst areas (i.e., 
Little Salt Springs, Warm Mineral Springs). This supports the notion that surface water 
was quite rare during early human occupation of Florida (Dunbar 1981:93; Dunbar et al. 
1991). It can be concluded that a relationship exists between human settlement and the 
availability of water. 

 
 

2.6 Paleoenvironmental Considerations 
 
The environment of this area was different from that which is seen today. Sea 

levels were much lower, the climate was drier, and potable water was scarce. Dunbar 
(1981:95) notes that due to the arid conditions during the period 16,500 to 12,500 B.P., 
"the perched water aquifer and potable water supplies were absent." Palynological studies 
conducted in Florida and Georgia suggest that between 13,000 and 5000 years ago, this 
area was covered with an upland vegetation community of scrub oak and prairie (Watts 
1969, 1971, 1975). The rise of sea levels severely reduced xeric habitats over the next 
several millennia. By 8500 B.P., intermittent flow in the Hillsborough River was likely 
due to precipitation and surface runoff, and by 6000 B.P., the river probably began 
flowing "as a result of spring discharge from the Floridan aquifer" (Dunbar 1981:99).  

 
By 5,000 years ago, the mid Holocene hypsithermal, a climatic event marking a 

brief return to Pleistocene climatic conditions, induced a change towards more open 
vegetation. Southern pine forests replaced the oak savannahs. Extensive marshes and 
swamps developed along the coasts and subtropical hardwood forests became established 
along the southern tip of Florida (Delcourt and Delcourt 1981). Northern Florida saw an 
increase in oak species, grasses and sedges (Carbone 1983). At Lake Annie in south 
central Florida, pollen cores are dominated by wax myrtle and pine. The assemblage 
suggests that by this time a forest dominated by longleaf pine, along with cypress 
swamps and bayheads existed in the area (Watts 1971, 1975). By about 3500 B.C., 
surface water was plentiful in karst terrains and the level of the Floridan aquifer rose to 
4.9 feet above present levels. After this time, modern floral, climatic, and environmental 
conditions began to be established (Watts 1975).  

 
Faunal changes are more difficult to document due to the mixing of the species 

record and the lack of accessibility of sites containing faunal remains. Webb (1981) has 
compiled a list of 22 extinct mammal species that occupied the southeastern continent 
some 14,000 years ago. These include: giant land tortoise, giant ground sloth, mastodon, 
mammoth, camel, bison, giant beaver, wolf, jaguar, and horse. The predominant species 
were large grazers, some of which were herd ungulates (Carbone 1983:10). Within 
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Florida, the presence of long-nosed peccary, spectacled bear, southern llama, and giant 
armadillo indicate that this region possessed a rich and diverse environment (Carbone 
1983). At the end of the Pleistocene, three major environmental changes adversely 
affected the megafauna: land area was reduced by about half, topographic relief was 
reduced by at least half, and there was a vast reduction of xeric and open habitats (Webb 
1990). 

 
Utilizing the terms of evolutionary biology, a fairly coarse grained environment 

supported a more specialized subsistence during the early Paleo-Indian Period. 
Throughout the first half of the Holocene (post-13,000 B.P.), the rise of the Floridan 
aquifer and perched water table provided conditions consistent with more fine grained 
(diverse) environments. Given the changes in water resource availability, botanical 
communities, and faunal resources, an understanding of human ecology during the 
earliest periods of human occupation in Florida cannot be founded upon observations of 
the modern environment. Aboriginal inhabitants would have developed cultural 
adaptations in response to the environmental changes taking place. These alterations were 
reflected in prehistoric settlement patterns, site types, site locations, artifact forms, and 
variations in the resources used. 

 
 

2.7 Botanical and Faunal Resources 
 
With the onset of the modern environmental conditions, numerous micro-

environments were available to the aboriginal inhabitants in the Hillsborough River 
Basin. By 4000 B.P., ground water had reached current levels, and the shift to warmer, 
moister conditions saw the appearance of hardwood forests, bayheads, cypress swamps, 
prairie, and marshlands. 

 
Three distinct plant communities characterize the Hillsborough River Basin: 

riverine forest, pine flatwoods, and oak/pine sandhills (Cowell 1981). These communities 
could have supplied the aboriginal occupants with a variety of seeds, nuts, tubers, and 
other vegetal material throughout the year. A wide variety of faunal species were 
available to the aboriginal inhabitants including over 40 species of mammals, birds, 
reptiles, amphibians, fish, and shellfish were also available for consumption as food 
and/or raw materials. The estuary at the mouth of the river would have also provided 
additional marine resources as well. The botanical and faunal communities indicate that 
the Hillsborough River Basin is an area rich in environmental diversity as well as food 
and raw materials sources for aboriginal human populations. 
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3.0 PREHISTORIC REVIEW 
 

 
A discussion of the regional prehistory or culture history of a given area is 

included to provide a framework within which the local archaeological record can be 
examined. Archaeological sites are not individual entities, but rather are part of once 
dynamic cultural systems. As a result, individual sites cannot be adequately examined, 
interpreted, or evaluated without reference to other sites and resources in the area.  

 
Archaeologists summarize the prehistory of a given area (i.e., an archaeological 

region) by outlining the sequence of archaeological cultures through time. Archaeological 
cultures are defined largely in geographical terms, but also reflect shared environmental 
and cultural factors. The I-75 PD&E Study corridor in Hillsborough and Pasco Counties 
is located primarily within the Central Peninsular Gulf Coast archaeological region and 
extends into the southern end of the North Peninsular Gulf Coast archaeological region 
(Milanich and Fairbanks 1980). The Central Peninsular Gulf Coast region extends from 
the northern portion of Charlotte Harbor to north of Tampa Bay, while the North 
Peninsular Gulf Coast region extends from Pasco County northward to the Big 
Bend/Apalachee Bay area (Figure 3.1). Within these zones, Milanich and Fairbanks 
(1980), and, more recently, Milanich (1994) have defined the Paleo-Indian, Archaic, 
Formative, Mississippian, and Acculturative stages on the basis of unique sets of material 
culture traits such as characteristic stone tools and ceramics, as well as subsistence, 
settlement, and burial patterns. These broad temporal units are further subdivided into 
culture phases, horizons, or periods: Paleo-Indian (Clovis, Suwannee, Dalton), Archaic 
(Early [Bolen, Kirk, and post-Kirk], Middle [Newnan], Pre-ceramic Late Archaic, and 
Orange), Florida Transitional, Deptford, Manasota, Weeden Island, and Safety Harbor 
(Englewood, Pinellas, Tatham, and Bayview) (cf., Austin 2001; Milanich 1994; Mitchem 
1989). Since the project corridor lies within a transitional zone, traits associated with both 
archaeological regions may be expected within the project area. The most dominant traits, 
however, should be from the Central Peninsular Gulf Coast region. 

 
Aboriginal populations have inhabited Florida for at least 14,000 years. The 

earliest cultural stages are fairly similar throughout the southeastern U.S. Cultural 
regionalism began to develop approximately 7000 years ago, during the Middle Archaic, 
as evidenced by varying settlement and subsistence patterns across the state. With the 
advent of fired clay pottery, regionalism became more pronounced and was clearly 
evident by 500 B.C. A brief summary of the major cultural stages follows. 
 
 
3.1 Paleo-Indian 
 

The earliest known cultural period in the region is the Paleo-Indian, which began 
with the first human arrivals in Florida at the end of the Pleistocene epoch, ca. 10,000 to 
12,000 B.C., and which terminated about 6500 B.C. (Milanich and Fairbanks 1980:38). 
The Florida peninsula at this time was quite different than today. The climate was cooler 
and drier, and was typified by xerophytic species of plants, with scrub oaks, pine, open 
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grassy prairies, and savannas most common (Milanich 1994:40). When human 
populations were arriving in Florida, the sea levels were still as much as 115 feet below 
present levels and coastal regions of Florida extended miles beyond present-day 
shorelines (Milliman and Emery 1968). Thus, Paleo-Indian sites probably exist below the 
waters of the Gulf of Mexico and off the Atlantic coast (Clausen et al. 1979; Ruppé 
1980). Evidence of this includes sites that were discovered as a result of dredging 
activities in the Gulf (Karklins 1970) while other research has shown that some of the 
shell deposits bordering submerged river channels in Tampa Bay may have been Paleo-
Indian midden deposits (Goodyear et al. 1983; Goodyear and Warren 1972). 

 
The Paleo-Indian period has been sub-divided into three horizons based upon 

characteristic tool forms (Austin 2001). The Clovis Horizon (13,000-12,000 B.P.) 
represents the initial occupation of Florida. It is defined based upon the presence of the 
fluted Clovis points. These are somewhat more common in north Florida, although 
Robinson (1979) does illustrate a few points from the central Gulf Coast area. The 
Suwannee Horizon (12,000-11,000 B.P.) is the most well known of the three Paleo-
Indian horizons. The lanceolate-shaped, unfluted Simpson and Suwannee projectile 
points are diagnostic of this time period (Bullen 1975; Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987; 
Purdy 1981). The Suwannee tool kit includes a variety of scrapers, adzes, spokeshaves, 
unifacially retouched flakes, flakes with beaked projections, and blade-like flakes as well 
as bone and ivory foreshafts, pins, awls, daggers, anvils, and abraders (Austin 2001:23). 
Following the Suwannee Horizon is the Late Paleo-Indian (Dalton?) Horizon (11,000-
10,000 B.P.). The smaller Tallahassee, Santa Fe, and Beaver Lake projectile points have 
traditionally been attributed to this horizon. However, Austin (2001:27) indicates that 
many of these points have been recovered stratigraphically from late Archaic and early 
Woodland period components and thus, may not date to this time period at all. 

 
Archaeologists hypothesize that Paleo-Indians lived in migratory bands and 

subsisted by gathering and hunting, including the now-extinct Pleistocene megafauna. 
Since it was cooler and much drier, it is likely that these nomadic hunters traveled 
between permanent and semi-permanent sources of water, such as artesian springs, 
exploiting the available resources. This has been referred to as the Oasis theory (Dunbar 
1991). These watering holes would have attracted the animals that the Indians hunted, 
thus providing both food and drink. In addition to being “tethered” to water sources, most 
of the Paleo-Indian sites are also proximate to sources of good quality lithic resources. 
This settlement pattern is considered to logistical, i.e. the establishment of semi-
permanent habitation areas and the movement of the resources from their sources of 
procurement to the residential locale by specialized task groups (Austin 2001:25). 

 
Some of the information about this period has been derived from the underwater 

excavations at two inland spring sites in Sarasota County: Little Salt Spring and Warm 
Mineral Springs (Clausen et al. 1979). Excavation at the Harney Flats Site in 
Hillsborough County has provided a rich body of data concerning Paleo-Indian life ways. 
Analysis indicates that this site was used as a quarry-related base camp with special use 
activity areas (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987). The Colorado Site, in Hernando County, 
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provided data relative to a Paleo-Indian campsite and lithic workshop (Horvath et al. 
1998). 

 
There are several sites located along the project corridor that have produced 

probable Suwannee Horizon Paleo-Indian materials. These include the village area 
associated with Branch Mound (Athens et al. 1994) and the Harney Flats (8HI407) 
(Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987), Landfill (8HI99) (Hardin 1982), Wetherington Island 
(8HI473) (Brown et al. 1996), Trout Creek Road (8HI380) (Southeastern Archaeological 
Research [SEARCH] 2000), Wetherington Ridge (8HI472) (Brown et al. 1996; Hardin 
and Estabrook 1988; Haviser 1983; Johnson 1985), Dam (8HI539) (SEARCH 2000), and 
Tampa Tech #4 (Austin et al. 1985) sites. 
 
 
3.2 Archaic 
 

The beginning of the Archaic is denoted by interrelated environmental and 
cultural changes. The environmental changes associated with the end of the Pleistocene 
necessitated modification of the extant prehistoric settlement patterns and subsistence 
economies. Whereas the Paleo-Indians depended more heavily on the Pleistocene 
megafauna and the relatively limited number of freshwater sources, Archaic populations 
hunted smaller game and learned to efficiently exploit their new environment. These 
adaptive changes resulted in an increase in the number and types of archaeological sites, 
such as marine and freshwater shell middens. The effects of the changing environment 
can be seen in the variation in site locations. Although Early Archaic materials are often 
found in association with Paleo-Indian deposits, especially around water sources, other 
Early Archaic sites are located in areas devoid of Paleo-Indian components. 

 
The Archaic stage has traditionally been divided into three periods: Early, Middle, 

and Late (Milanich 1994). Bullen (1959; 1975) separates the Orange [ceramic Archaic] 
(2000 to 1000 B.C.) and the Transitional (1200 to 500 B.C.) periods from the Late 
Archaic. Milanich (1994:35,88) notes that even with the advent of fired clay pottery, the 
basic lifestyles of the aboriginal occupants of the Late Archaic remained relatively 
unchanged and due to the difficulty of identifying Transitional period sites, suggests that 
its use be discontinued. A recent synthesis of the Paleo-Indian and Archaic periods of the 
Middle Hillsborough River drainage has proposed even further subdivisions, all based on 
diagnostic tool forms and tool kits (Austin 2001). 

 
The Bolen Horizon, ca. 10,000 to 9000 B.P., is well documented in Florida, and 

generally recognized by the presence of the side-notched projectile points such as the 
Bolen variants and possibly the Greenbriar (Austin 2001). Included in the tool kit are a 
variety of scrapers, Waller knives, spokeshaves, adzes, and flake tools, as well as bone, 
antler, and wood implements. Austin (2001:35) suggests that the Bolen people continued 
to practice a logistical strategy with periodic movements between permanent sources of 
water. Several sites in the area contained Bolen components, including Landfill (Hardin 
1982), Power Line A (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1981), Wetherington Ridge (Chance 
1981), and Harney Flats (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1987). 
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The Kirk Horizon dates from 9000-8000 B.P. and is identified by the presence of 
Kirk Stemmed and Serrated projectile points. The Hardee Beveled, Sumter, and 
Thonotosassa points may also be indicative of an Early Archaic component (Bullen 1975; 
Milanich 1994). This time period is poorly understood due to the lack of controlled 
excavations of sites containing Kirk materials. Austin suggests (2001:36) that some of the 
problems in identifying these sites may be with the identification of the Kirk point as 
such. They may have been classified as the more common Florida Archaic Stemmed 
point. 

 
A post-Kirk Horizon (8000-7000 B.P.) was suggested to bridge the gap between 

the Kirk Horizon and the subsequent Middle Archaic period (Austin 1997; Widmer 
1988). The only site that can firmly be attributed to this period is the Windover Site in 
Brevard County (Doran and Dickel 1988; Doran 2002). Bone and wood tools were used 
during this time.  

 
During the Middle Archaic, ca. 7000 to 5000 B.P., a shift from the dispersed 

settlement pattern of the preceding period to a system of base camps with numerous, 
smaller satellite camps has been hypothesized (Milanich 1994). Daniel (1985) has 
suggested that the Middle Archaic people were actually more mobile than their 
predecessors, with seasonal sedentism. Chance’s (1983a; 1983b) discussion of the 
Diamond Dairy Site (8HI476) suggests a more flexible system that postulates varied uses 
and lengths of stay depending on specific and variable conditions (Austin 2001:43). 
Where resources are more dependable and abundant, such as along the coast (cf., Russo 
1991; Ste. Claire 1990) and St. Johns River, permanent settlements could be achieved, 
with special-use extractive camps away from the home base. For the rest of the state, 
however, people had to move to find the resources they required. This is seen in the 
variety of chert types within individual site lithic assemblages (cf., Austin 1997; Austin 
and Estabrook 2000). 

 
Geographically, there are several Middle Archaic horizons in the state, the best 

known of which would be the Mount Taylor Horizon along the St. Johns River. In the 
central interior part of Florida, it is referred to as the Newnan Horizon. Artifacts 
associated with this period include broad-bladed, stemmed projectile points such as the 
Levy, Alachua, Hillsborough, Newnan, Marion, and Putnam types. Austin (2001:3) notes 
that there was a decrease in the use of shaped tools other than bifaces and an increased 
dependence on expedient flake tools. Thermal alteration of lithic raw materials also is a 
temporal marker for this time (cf., Ste. Claire 1987). A few regional cemetery sites such 
as Bay West in Collier County (Beriault et al. 1981) and Republic Groves in Hardee 
County (Wharton et al. 1981), with interments in bogs, springs and other wetlands, 
provide evidence for mortuary ceremonialism during this time. The excavations at the 
West Williams Site (8HI509) have provided new information on the Newnan Horizon 
due to the recovery of subsurface features and faunal remains (Austin et al. 2001). The 
features suggest that structures were present and the faunal materials are indicative of 
reliance on aquatic as well as terrestrial resources. Faunal remains were also recovered 
from the Enclave C Site in Pasco County (8PA1269), indicating use of fish, turtle, 
alligator, deer, raccoon, and dog, among others (Estabrook et al. 2000; Quitmyer et al. 
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2001). No evidence, however, was recovered to suggest use of freshwater snails or 
mussels. 

 
Newnan Horizon sites are found in a variety of locations including the 

Hillsborough River drainage northeast of Tampa Bay (Milanich 1994:76). Several sites in 
the region have been excavated, including West Williams (Austin et al. 2001), Enclave B 
(8PA1268) (Estabrook et al. 2000), Enclave C (8PA1139) (Estabrook et al. 2000), Power 
Line A (Athens et al. 1994; Daniel and Wisenbaker 1981), Deerstand (8HI483) (Daniel 
1982; Gagel 1981b), Baker Creek (Horvath et al. 1995), Wetherington Island (Brown et 
al. 1996; Chance 1982), Wetherington Ridge (Brown et al. 1996; Haviser 1983; Johnson 
1985), Tampa Palms (8HI557) (Austin and Ste. Claire 1982), and Ranch House (8HI542) 
(Estabrook and Newman 1984).  

 
During the Late Archaic, ca. 5000 to 2500 B.P, populations increased and became 

more sedentary as the result of the arrival of essentially modern environmental conditions 
(Milanich 1994). Vegetation had changed from those species that preferred moist 
conditions to pines and mixed forests (Watts and Hansen 1988). The beginning of this 
period is referred to as the Preceramic Late Archaic Horizon (5000-3000 B.P.) and is 
followed by the Orange Horizon (3000-2500 B.P). The preceramic Horizon began during 
the “climatic optimum” which was a period of high rainfall and higher temperatures than 
today (Austin 2001:45). Sea levels rose, inundating coastal sites. It is during this time that 
the earliest dugout canoes are reported (Newsom and Purdy 1990; Ruhl and Memory 
2001). Broad-bladed, stemmed projectile points of the Middle Archaic continued, in 
addition to the basally-notched Culbreath and the corner-notched Clay and Lafayette 
points (Bullen 1975). Other items in the tool kit include a variety of scrapers, ovate and 
triangular bifaces, and stone “picks” (Austin 2001:46). A greater reliance on marine 
resources is indicated in coastal areas as evidenced by the preceramic strata of the shell 
middens at Bay Pines (Braley 1978) and Maximo Beach (Williams 1979). The Palmer 
Site, in Sarasota, is one of the best-known and preserved sites of this type. It is a 
horseshoe-shaped shell midden apparently encircling a freshwater spring adjacent to 
Sarasota Bay (Bullen and Bullen 1976). Culbreath Bayou along the shores of Tampa Bay 
also has a preceramic component (Warren et al. 1967). Preceramic Archaic sites in the 
vicinity of the I-75 corridor include the Priscilla Site (8HI559) (Austin and Ste. Claire 
1982) and the Ranch House Site (8HI452) (Estabrook and Newman 1984). The 
Blackwater Pond Site (8HE66) in Hernando County also produced a corner-notched point 
(Whitney 1985). 

 
The introduction of fiber-tempered (Spanish moss or palmetto) ceramics, the 

earliest pottery manufactured, marks the Orange Horizon (Bullen 1972; Milanich and 
Fairbanks 1980). These wares are referred to as Orange or Norwood ceramics. They 
generally lacked decoration until about 1650 B.C. when they became decorated with 
geometric designs and punctations (Bullen 1955, 1972). Other than the addition of 
ceramics, the basic lifestyles and technologies were virtually the same as the preceding 
Preceramic Horizon (Milanich 1994). Fiber-tempered sherds have been recovered from 
the Canton Street Site (Bullen et al. 1978) in Pinellas County, and more locally at Areas 
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A and B of the Deerstand Site (Daniel 1981; Gagel 1981b), the Ranch House and Marita 
Sites (Estabrook and Newman 1984), and Hidden River #5 (Deming et al. 1984). 

 
Bridging the close of the Archaic stage and the beginning of the Formative is the 

Florida Transitional period, ca. 1200 to 500 B.C., as defined by Bullen. This time is 
characterized by a continued exploitation of shellfish, fish, and wild plants, as well as a 
continued reliance on hunting (Bullen 1959; Bullen et al. 1978). Bullen hypothesized that 
during the Florida Transitional period, the diffusion of culture traits, resulting from the 
movements of small groups of people, led to the spread of several ceramic and tool 
traditions, or the beginning of cultural regionalism. In the Central Peninsula Gulf Coast 
region, sand-tempered pottery became the dominant ceramic type. Sites dating to the 
Transitional period include HI470 (ACI 1995), Wetherington Ridge (Athens et al. 1994; 
Haviser 1983), Baker Creek (8HI5446) (Horvath et al. 1995), and Hidden River #7 
(8HI2126) (Deming et al. 1984).  
 
  
3.3 Formative 
 

The Formative stage in the North and Central Peninsular Gulf Coast 
archaeological regions is comprised of the Deptford period (500 B.C. to A.D. 200) and 
the Manasota and Weeden Island-related cultures (ca. 500 B.C. to A.D. 800), 
respectively. Within the North Peninsular Gulf Coast region, the Deptford period has 
been well-documented as a coastal culture. The sites tend to be located in live oak-
magnolia hammocks immediately adjacent to saltwater marshes. Sea level rise since the 
Deptford period has inundated some of these sites and formed islands out of others. 
Smaller inland sites, probably for hunting, are also known, but less well understood. 
Deptford subsistence strategies were based on hunting and gathering with an emphasis on 
coastal resources. Coastal sites, often located in saltwater marshes, are easily identified 
by the presence of shell middens. It is believed that Deptford people spent most of the 
year along the lagoons and salt marshes. Seasonally, small groups may have moved 
inland and up the rivers to exploit the riverine and hammock resources (Milanich and 
Fairbanks 1980).  

 
Deptford pottery is characterized by linear patterns of small rectangles or squares 

on the outside of pots. Simple stamp, linear check stamp, and check stamp patterns were 
applied by pressing a carved wooden paddle into the moist clay prior to firing. Other 
pottery was decorated by wrapping a cord around the paddle and then pressing into the 
moist clay. Spanish moss was replaced by better tempering agents such as sand and grit. 
Burial mounds and other ceremonial mounds were constructed during Deptford times. 
There is some evidence that around A.D. 200, soils better suited to cultivation were 
sought inland by the expanding Deptford populations (Kohler 1991). The Cypress Creek 
(Almy 1982) and Deerstand (Gagel 1981a) sites in Hillsborough County have yielded 
Deptford ceramics. 

 
In the Central Peninsular Gulf Coast region, Manasota and Weeden Island-related 

cultures evolved out of the preceding Archaic period. Settlement patterns consisted of 
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permanent villages located along the coast with seasonal forays into the interior to hunt, 
gather, and collect those resources unavailable along the coast. This pattern is similar to 
that of the Deptford people further north. Most Manasota sites are shell middens found on 
or near the shore where aboriginal villagers had easiest access to fish and shellfish 
(Milanich 1994). Subsistence patterns were focused on the coastal exploitation of fish 
and shellfish, supplemented by hunting and gathering inland resources (Luer and Almy 
1982). Investigations at Shaw’s Point in Manatee County have provided a wealth of 
information on site formation, subsistence economies, and technology and their changes 
over time (Schwadron 2002). The major villages were located along the shores with 
smaller sites being located up to 12-18 miles inland. These inland sites, which probably 
served as seasonal villages or special-use campsites, were often located in the pine 
flatwoods on elevated lands proximate to the source of freshwater where a variety of 
resources could be exploited (Austin and Russo 1989; Luer and Almy 1982). Hardin and 
Piper (1984) suggest that some of the larger inland sites may actually be permanent or 
semi-permanent settlements as opposed to seasonal campsites (cf., Austin and Russo 
1989; Janus Research 1999; Piper et al. 1982; Piper and Piper 1981). 

 
Several small sites in the interior part of the region may be contemporaneous with 

coastal Manasota sites. Among these are the Cypress Creek (Almy 1982), Rock 
Hammock (Austin and Ste. Claire 1982), and Marita (Estabrook and Newman 1984) sites 
in Hillsborough County and Trout Creek Ridge (8PA184) (Ste. Claire et al. 1985) and 
Gorges (8PA275) (Horvath et al. 1997) sites in Pasco County. The Fort Brook Midden 
(Austin et al. 1992) and the Yat Kitischee sites (Austin 1995) also date to the Manasota 
period. Inland shell middens such as the Myakkahatchee Site in Sarasota County (Luer et 
al. 1987) have also been attributed to the Manasota period.  

 
Manasota is characterized by a wide range of material cultural traits such as a 

well-developed shell and bone tool technology, sand tempered plain ceramics, and burials 
within shell middens (Luer and Almy 1982). Much of the shell and bone technology 
evolved out of the preceding Archaic period. Through time, the burial patterns became 
more elaborate, with burials being placed within sand burial mounds located near the 
villages and middens. The early burial patterns consisted of primary flexed burials in the 
shell middens, while later sites contained secondary burials within sand mounds. 

 
Temporal placement within the Manasota period can be determined based upon 

diagnostic ceramic rim and vessel forms (Luer and Almy 1982). The early forms (ca. 500 
B.C. - A.D. 400) are characterized as flattened globular bowls with incurving rims and 
chamfered lips. Pot forms with rounded lips and inward curving rims were utilized from 
about 200 B.C. until A.D. 700. Deeper pot forms with straight sides and rounded lips 
were developed around A.D. 400 and continued into the Safety Harbor period. Simple 
bowls with outward curving rims and flattened lips were used from the end of the Late 
Weeden Island period (ca. A.D. 800) into the Safety Harbor period. Vessel wall thickness 
decreased over time. 

 
The lithic assemblage of the Manasota culture was scarcer along the coast 

especially in the more southern portions of the region where stone suitable for tool 
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manufacture was absent. Projectile point types associated with the Manasota period 
include the Sarasota, Hernando, and Westo varieties (Luer and Almy 1982).  

 
Influences from the Weeden Island Aheartland,@ located in north-central Florida, 

probably resulted in the changes in burial practices. These influences can also be seen in 
the increased variety of ceremonial ceramic types through time. The secular, sand 
tempered ware continued to be the dominant ceramic type. Manasota evolved into what is 
referred to as a Weeden Island-related culture. The subsistence and settlement patterns 
remained fairly consistent. Hunting and gathering of the inland and coastal resources 
continued. Evidence of a widespread trade network is seen by the ceramic types (Wakulla 
Check Stamped, St. Johns Check Stamped, and Weeden Island varieties) and other exotic 
artifacts present within the burial mounds. The Muck Pond Site (ACI/Janus Research 
1994), Branch and Thomas Mounds (Bullen 1952), and the South Prong I Site in 
Hillsborough County (Martin 1976; Welch 1983), as well as Parrish Mound 5 (Willey 
1949) and Stanley Mound (Deming 1976) in Manatee County, date from this time period. 
There are several midden deposits in downtown Tampa that have been assigned to the 
Weeden Island period, including the Fort Brooke Midden (Piper and Piper 1982; Austin 
et al. 1992) and the Bay Cadillac Site (Austin et al. 1992; Almy and Horvath 2001).  

 
Weeden Island-related cultures (A.D. 200 - 900) also evolved out of the preceding 

Deptford period in the North Peninsular Gulf Coast region. Ceremonialism and its 
expressions, such as the construction of complex burial mounds containing exotic and 
elaborate grave offerings, reached their greatest development during this time period. 
Similarly, the subsistence economy, divided between maritime and terrestrial animals and 
perhaps horticultural products, represents the maximum effective adjustment to the 
environment. In general, Weeden Island-related period sites are found along the coast, on 
bay shores, or on streams, and nearly all are marked by shell refuse with burial mounds of 
sand situated near the middens (Willey 1949). 

 
Many Weeden Island-related sites consist of villages with associated mounds, as 

well as ceremonial/burial mound sites. The artifact assemblage is distinguished by the 
presence of Weeden Island ceramic types. These are among some of the finest ceramics 
in the southeast; they are often thin, well-fired, burnished, and decorated with incising, 
punctation, complicated stamping, and animal effigies (Milanich 1994:211). Coastal sites 
are marked by the presence of shell middens, indicating a continued pattern of 
exploitation of marine and estuarine resources. Interaction between the inland farmer-
gatherers and coastal hunter-gatherers may have developed into mutually beneficial 
exchange systems (Kohler 1991:98). This could account for the presence of non-locally 
made ceramics at some of the Weeden Island-related period sites. There is no definitive 
evidence for horticulture (e.g., charred cobs, kernels, or beans) in this coastal area 
(Milanich 1994:215). 

 
In the North Peninsular Gulf Coast region, sites from this period are often 

described as AWeeden Island-related@ because Weeden Island ceramics are not the 
dominant wares. There is a higher percentage of plain ceramics as well as an increased 
prevalence of St. Johns series pottery. Weeden Island sites have been identified both on 
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the coast and in proximity to the more productive agricultural soils of the inland areas of 
the region (Kohler and Johnson 1986). The New Haven #1 (Austin and Estabrook 1991) 
and Safford Burial Mound (Bullen et al. 1970) sites, located along the bank of the 
Anclote River in Pinellas County, date from this time. 

 
 
3.4 Mississippian/Acculturative 
 

The Weeden Island-related cultures evolved into the Safety Harbor culture (A.D. 
900-1725). This period has been divided into four phases: Englewood (A.D. 900-1000), 
Pinellas (A.D. 1000-1500), Tatham (A.D. 1500-1567), and Bayview (A.D. 1567-1725) 
(Mitchem 1989). The first two phases are precolumbian and the second two are from the 
colonial period. These temporal divisions are based upon radiocarbon dates associated 
with certain ceramic types during the precolumbian phases and datable European artifacts 
during the colonial phases. The Tampa Bay area is within the Circum-Tampa Bay 
regional variant locale and may be considered the heartland of Safety Harbor. The areas 
further north are within the Northern Safety Harbor regional variant locale. 

 
As with the preceding Manasota/Weeden Island period, the utilitarian village 

wares tend to be devoid of decoration. Ceramics types include Sand Tempered Plain, 
Pinellas Plain, which has a laminated paste with quartz inclusions, and to the north, Pasco 
Plain wares continue to dominate. It is, however, the decorated ceramics, recovered from 
burial mound contexts, that allow for the easier dating of the sites. The projectile points 
most commonly associated with this period are the Pinellas, Ichetucknee, and Tampa 
varieties (Bullen 1975). 

 
The settlement and land-use patterns are similar to the preceding Weeden Island 

culture (Luer and Almy 1982; Mitchem 1989). Often, Safety Harbor components are 
located on top of the earlier Weeden Island deposits. The major sites tend to be located 
along the coast with smaller sites located inland. Large towns or villages often had a 
temple mound, plaza, midden, and burial mound associated with them. The platform 
mound-village complex probably served as the center of a political unit (Milanich 1994). 
Their subsistence economy also appears to mirror the earlier Weeden Island pattern of 
hunting and gathering, with a focus on the coastal/estuarine resources. Evidence to date 
suggests that agricultural pursuits were not an important factor in the diet as was the case 
with the Mississippian chiefdoms (Fort Walton culture) of northern Florida. This is not to 
say, however, that influences from the northern areas were limited. The evolution of the 
socio-political system and the influences of the Southeastern Ceremonial Complex can be 
seen in the burial practices and grave offerings placed in the mounds.  

 
Coastal sites include Safety Harbor (Griffin and Bullen 1950; Sears 1958), 

Maximo Point (Bushnell 1962; Sears 1958), Narvaez Midden (Bushnell 1966; Central 
Gulf Coast Archaeological Society 1998), Tierra Verde (Sears 1967), and Shaw’s Point 
(Schwadron 2002). Picnic Mound (Willey 1949), Buck Island (Bullen 1952), and Parrish 
Mounds 1, 2, and 3 (Willey 1949) are inland sites in Hillsborough and Manatee Counties 
dating from this period. The Bay Cadillac Site also has a Safety Harbor component 
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(Austin and Ballo 1988). Other than the few mound sites that have been excavated in the 
interior, little work has been conducted on inland Safety Harbor period components. The 
Branch Mound, located near I-75 in Hillsborough County was a late Safety Harbor period 
burial mound that also contained lithic tools, ceramics, and glass beads (Bullen 1952) 

 
The Timucuan Indians are the historic counterparts of the Safety Harbor people. 

Locally they are referred to as the Tocobaga. The colonial period begins with the arrival 
of the Panfilo de Narvaéz expedition in 1528 and Hernando de Soto in 1539. The de Soto 
expedition headed north from Tampa Bay and passed through several towns on its way to 
Apalachee. These included one near Dade City (Plain of Guancozo), Luca that was near 
Lacoochee, Vicela that was reported to be near Istachatta, and Tocaste that was on Duval 
Island at the southern end of Lake Tsala Apopka (Milanich 1995:77). Spanish influence 
and contact is indicated by the presence of European objects, especially beads, at the 
sites. The presence of cut marks on bones that could only be the result of metal swords 
and knives also reflected the European presence (cf., Mitchem et al. 1985). The 
introduction of European diseases, warfare, and the general disruption of their cultural 
system resulted in the demise of the Tocobaga as an archaeological culture. 

 
By the mid-1700s, the native populations had all but vanished from the Tampa 

Bay area. Around that time, Creek Indians from Georgia and Alabama began moving into 
Florida to avoid the Europeans further north. These new arrivals became known as the 
Seminoles. Seminole sites tend to be located in the scattered oak-hickory uplands 
surrounding the Alachua savanna (Weisman 1989); south of that area, they tend to be 
located along the Brooksville Ridge. The Seminoles did not exploit heavily the maritime 
and riverine resources; instead, they focused on hunting and horticulture. 

 
The dispersed Seminole villages were situated within a reservation established by 

the 1823 Treaty of Moultrie Creek. By the early 1830s, governmental policy shifted in 
terms of relocating the Seminoles to lands west of the Mississippi River. Outrage at this 
policy of forced relocation resulted in the Second Seminole War (1835-1842). Following 
this conflict, the Seminoles who remained in Florida were driven further south, clearing 
the way for homesteaders. Piper and Piper (1982) report that Seminole burials were 
recovered from part of the old Fort Brooke cemetery. This site (Quad Block), in 
downtown Tampa, is one of the few known sites associated with the Seminoles in the 
area. After the Second Seminole War, a band of Seminoles under the leadership of Billy 
Bowlegs reportedly settled southeast of Lake Thonotosassa (Deming 1980:34). 
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4.0 HISTORICAL OVERVIEW 
 
 

The cultural traditions of the native Floridians ended with European expeditions 
to the New World. The initial events, authorized by the Spanish crown in the 1500s, 
ushered in devastating European contact. The first European to have contact with this part 
of Florida was Ponce de León. Arriving in St. Augustine in 1513, his journals record his 
exploration of the Gulf Coast of Florida from Charlotte Harbor to Apalachee Bay. Next, 
Pánfilo de Narvaéz arrived in the Tampa Bay area in 1528. His party explored northward 
from Tampa Bay, eventually crossing the Withlacoochee River near present day 
Dunnellon, and investigating the mouth of the river in search of the Gulf of Mexico. 
Finally, Hernando de Soto landed in the Tampa Bay area in 1539; he sought the allegedly 
rich Indian village of Cale. By the early 1700s, the native populations were largely wiped 
out--ravaged by conquest, disease, and the typical effects of European contact. 
 

In 1757, Francisco Maria Celi traveled up the Hillsborough River to a point 
located in what is now probably Hillsborough River State Park (Arnade 1968; Grange et 
al. 1979). During the same century, Bernard Romans conducted another exploration of 
the Hillsborough River area (Romans 1961). Romans, commissioned by the British 
authorities to map and survey the southern district of North America, named the 
Hillsborough River in honor of Lord Hillsborough, England's Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. 

 
The area that now constitutes the State of Florida was ceded to England in 1763 

after two centuries of Spanish possession. England governed Florida until 1783, when the 
Treaty of Paris returned Florida to Spain; however, Spanish influence was nominal 
during this second period of ownership. Prior to the American colonial settlement of 
Florida, portions of the Creek nation and remnants of other Indian groups from Alabama, 
Georgia, and South Carolina moved into Florida and began to repopulate the vacuum 
created by the decimation of the aboriginal inhabitants. The Seminoles, as these 
migrating groups of Indians became known, formed, at various times, loose confederacies 
for mutual protection against the new American Nation to the north (Tebeau 1971). 

 
The bloody conflict between the Americans and the Seminoles over Florida first 

came to a head in 1818, and was subsequently known as the First Seminole War. As a 
result of the War and the Adams-Onis Treaty of 1819, Florida became a United States 
Territory in 1821. Andrew Jackson, named provisional governor, divided the territory 
into St. Johns and Escambia Counties. At that time, St. Johns County encompassed all of 
Florida lying east of the Suwannee River including present day Hillsborough and Pasco 
Counties, and Escambia County included the land lying to the west. During this period, 
settlement was largely concentrated in the northern part of the State where Seminoles 
were displaced as white settlers and their homesteads took over the land. As a result, the 
Seminoles were pushed southward.  

 
Even though the First Seminole War was fought in north Florida, the Treaty of 

Moultrie Creek in 1823, at the end of the War, was to affect the settlement of all of south 
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Florida. In the first territorial census in 1825, some 5,077 persons reportedly lived east of 
the Suwannee River; by 1830, that number had risen to 8,956 (Tebeau 1971:134). The 
Seminoles relinquished their claim to the whole peninsula in return for occupancy of 
approximately four million acres of reservation south of Ocala and north of Charlotte 
Harbor (Mahon 1967). The eastern half of what is now Pasco County and the 
northeastern corner of Hillsborough County were included within the new reservation 
boundary. The treaty never satisfied the Indians or the whites. The inadequacy of the 
reservation and desperate situation of the Seminoles living there, plus the mounting 
demand of the whites for their removal, soon produced another conflict.  

 
In 1823, Gadsden County was created from St. Johns County, and the following 

year, Mosquito County was created out of Gadsden. This new county included all of the 
Tampa Bay area and reached as far south as Charlotte Harbor (Historic 
Tampa/Hillsborough County Preservation Board [HT/HCPB] 1980). That same year, 
Cantonment (later Fort) Brooke was established on the south side of the mouth of the 
Hillsborough River in what is now downtown Tampa. Colonel George Mercer Brooke 
established the fort for the purpose of overseeing the angered Seminoles. Frontier 
families followed the soldiers and settlement of the Tampa Bay area began. This caused 
problems for the military as civilian settlements were not in accord with the military 
Camp Moultrie agreement of 1823 (Guthrie 1974).  

 
By 1830, the United States War Department found it necessary to establish a 

military reserve around Fort Brooke with boundaries extending 16 miles to the north, 
west and east of the fort (Chamberlin 1968). Within the 256 square miles of military 
reservation, there was a guardhouse, barracks, storehouse, powder magazine, and stables. 
Also, two years before, William G. Saunders of Mobile, Alabama had opened a general 
store (Tebeau 1971:146). With the establishment of Fort Brooke, a military road, called 
Fort King Road, was cleared in 1825 between Fort Brooke and Fort King (now Ocala) 
(Horgan et al. 1992). 

 
Hillsborough County was established in 1834 by the Territorial Legislature of 

Florida as a result of the instrumental efforts of Augustus Steele, who arrived in 1832 
(Janus Research 1992). At that time, the county covered an area that today comprises 
Pasco, Polk, Manatee, Sarasota, DeSoto, Charlotte, Highlands, Hardee, Pinellas, and 
Hillsborough Counties--most of southwestern Florida. The county was named for the 
"river which ran through it and the bay into which the river flowed" (Brunton and Bailey 
1984; Robinson 1928).  

 
The inadequacy of the Indian reservation established in the 1820s, the desperate 

situation of the Seminoles living there, and the mounting demands for their removal (as 
evidenced by the treaties of Payne Landing [1832] and Fort Gibson [1833], resulted in a 
new conflict. On December 28, 1835, Major Francis Langhorne Dade was leading a 
company of soldiers from Fort Brooke to Fort King along the Fort King Road when Chief 
Jumper and his followers attacked the contingent. Only five of the 111 men under 
Dade=s command survived the attack. This served as a trigger for the Second Seminole 
War and as a battle cry for the removal of the Seminoles.  
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In 1837, Fort Brooke became the headquarters for the Army of the South and the 
main garrison for the Seminole wars. The fort also served as a haven for settlers who had 
to leave their farms and seek protection from the warring Seminoles (Janus Research 
1992). Several other forts were established around the area during the Seminole war 
years. Their uses varied from military garrisons to military supply depots; other forts 
were built to protect the nearby settlers during Indian uprisings. These included Fort 
Alabama (later Fort Foster), Fort Thonotosassa, and Fort Simmons (Brunton and Bailey 
1984). 

 
The Second Seminole War lasted until 1842 when the federal government decided 

to end the conflict by withdrawing troops from Florida. Some of the battle-weary 
Seminoles were persuaded to migrate west where the federal government had set aside 
land for Native American inhabitation. By 1843, 3824 Seminoles were shipped west. 
However, those who were adamant about remaining were allowed to do so, but were 
pushed further south into the Everglades and Big Cypress Swamp. This area became the 
last stronghold for the Seminoles (Mahon 1967). The surveys, military trails, and forts 
resulting from the war provided invaluable assistance in the settlement of Florida. 

 
In 1840, the population of Hillsborough County was 452 with 360 of those 

residing at Fort Brooke (HT/HCPB 1980). Encouraged by the passage of the Armed 
Occupation Act in 1842, which was designed to promote settlement and protect the 
Florida frontier, Anglo-American pioneers and their families moved south through 
Florida. The Act made available 200,000 acres outside the already developed regions 
south of Gainesville to the Peace River, barring coastal lands and those within a two-mile 
radius of a fort. It stipulated that any family or single man over 18 years of age able to 
bear arms could earn title to 160 acres by erecting a habitable dwelling, cultivating at 
least five acres of land, and living on it for five years. During the nine-month period the 
law was in effect, 1184 permits were issued totaling some 189,440 acres (Covington 
1961). 

 
Tampa became a center of distribution for settlements in South Florida. In 1843, 

William G. Ferris established a general merchandising business at Fort Brooke, becoming 
the first of several firms established. Washington Street was the business center of the 
village. The Tampa area had first served as a military center and was now becoming the 
commercial center of the Gulf Coast. Settlers and their families with the names of 
Henderson, Kennedy, McKay, Mitchell, Robles, Turman, and Spencer beggar arriving in 
the area (Robinson 1928). 

 
In 1845, the State of Florida was admitted to the Union, and Tallahassee was 

selected as the capital. The land in Tampa, surrounding Fort Brooke, continued to belong 
to the U.S. Government until 1846; therefore, there were few permanent structures 
beyond the immediate vicinity of the fort. After the military reservation was reduced 
from sixteen square miles to four square miles, John Jackson was hired to survey and plat 
the town in 1847. It was recorded in the official records on January 9 (Robinson 1928). 
By the early 1850s, the first public buildings in Tampa, the courthouse and the Masonic 
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Lodge, were complete; also, the Tampa Herald, Tampa's first newspaper, began 
distribution in 1853 (Robinson 1928:34-5). 

 
To hasten settlement of central Florida, the U.S. government commenced the 

official surveys of public lands. Deputy Surveyors A. M. Randolph, R. W. Templeman, 
R. W. Norris, and George Watson surveyed the exterior lines of Township 26 South, 
Range 19 East between 1843 and 1847 (State of Florida 1843a, 1844, 1845, 1846-47, 
1847). John Jackson surveyed the interior section lines in 1848 (State of Florida 1848a, 
1848b). Deputy Surveyors A. M. Randolph and Henry Washington surveyed the exterior 
lines of Township 27 South in 1843 and C. F. Hopkins surveyed the section lines in 1852 
(State of Florida 1843a, 1843b, 1843c, 1852b, 1852c). Deputy Surveyors A. M. 
Randolph, Henry Washington, and Charles F. Hopkins surveyed the exterior lines of 
Township 28 South between 1843 and 1852; Hopkins also surveyed the interior section 
lines (State of Florida 1843a, 1843b, 1843c, 1843d, 1852a, 1852c). Examination of the 
federal surveyor=s plat and accompanying field notes indicated an old AIndian trail@ is 
crossed by the I-75 project. The north/south trending trail entitled the AChocochatee 
Road@ is situated west of I-75. It was an early military road extending from Fort Brooke 
to Chocochatee (also spelled Chocachatti, Chicuchatty, and Chukochatty), a Seminole 
Indian village near Brooksville (Mahon 1967:5). No homesteads, forts, or Seminole 
Indian encampments were depicted on the township plats, nor mentioned in the field 
notes. However, the southern portion of the I-75 APE, in Section 12 of Township 28 
South, Range 19 East, crosses over the “Line of the Military Reserve” which marked the 
northern boundary of the area surrounding Fort Brooke. The Fort King Road is located 
southwest of the project area and trends northeast, just above Lake Thonotosassa, also 
known as “Lake of Flints” (State of Florida 1843e). The surveyor=s field notes generally 
describe the local vegetation as third rate pine, swamp, cypress, palmetto, and hammocks 
(State of Florida 1848a, 1852a, 1852b) 

 
Due to increasing unrest, Fort Dade was reestablished in 1849 south of the 

original site in present day Dade City where a post office had been established in 1845 
(Horgan et al. 1992). On December 15, 1855, the City of Tampa was incorporated by an 
act of state legislature. The name "Tampa" is believed to have been derived from a Native 
American word either "itimpi" meaning "close to it" or "tampa" meaning "split wood for 
fires" (Robinson 1928:32). Also, in December of 1855, the Third Seminole War or the 
Billy Bowlegs War (1855-1858) began as a result of pressure placed on Native 
Americans remaining in Florida to emigrate to the west. The war started in what is now 
Collier County when Seminole Chief Holatter-Micco, Billy Bowlegs, and 30 warriors 
attacked an army camp killing four soldiers and wounding four others. The attack was in 
retaliation for damage done by several artillerymen to banana plants belonging to Billy 
Bowlegs. This hostile action renewed state and federal interest in the final elimination of 
the Seminoles from Florida (Covington 1982). 

 
Military action was not decisive in this Third Seminole War; therefore, in 1858 

the U.S. Government resorted to monetary persuasion to induce the remaining Seminoles 
to migrate west. Chief Billy Bowlegs accepted $5,000 for himself, and $2,500 for his lost  
cattle. Each warrior received $5,000, and $100 was given to each woman and child. On  
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May 4, 1858, the ship Grey Cloud set sail from Fort Myers with 38 Seminole warriors  
and 85 Seminole women and children. Stopping at Egmont Key, 41 captives and a 
Seminole woman guide were added to the group. This made a total of 165 Seminoles 
migrating west. On May 8, 1858, the Third Seminole War was officially declared at an 
end (Covington 1982). 

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

prelude to the American Civil War. Florida had much at stake in this war as evidenced in 
a report released from Tallahassee in June of 1861. It listed the value of land in Florida=s 
35 counties as $35,127,721, and the value of the slaves in the state at $29,024,513 (Dunn 
1989). Even though the coast of Florida, including the port of Tampa, experienced a 
naval blockade during the war (Buker 1993), the interior of the state saw very little 
military action (Robinson 1928:43). Many male residents abandoned their farms and 
settlements to join the Union Army at one of the coastal areas retained by the United 
States government, or joined the Confederate Cow Cavalry. The Confederate Cow 
Cavalry provided one of the major contributions of the state to the Confederate war effort 
by supplying and protecting the transportation of beef to the government (Akerman 
1976). Salt works along the Gulf Coast also functioned as a major contributor to the 
efforts of the Confederacy. The war lasted until 1865 when General Robert E. Lee 
surrendered to General U.S. Grant at Appomattox Courthouse in Virginia.  

 
Immediately following the war, the South underwent a period of 

AReconstruction@ to prepare the Confederate States for readmission to the Union. On 
July 25, 1868, Florida officially returned to the Union (Tebeau 1971:251). Two 
companies of U.S. soldiers garrisoned Fort Brooke during this time (Robinson 1928:47-
48). Civilian activity slowly resumed a normal pace after recovery from wartime 
depressions. In the 1870 census, Tampa's population numbered 3216. By the end of the 
decade, Tampa was linked to Gainesville by way of stagecoach but remained in relative 
isolation until the railroad arrived (Federal Writers' Project 1939).  

 
During the Reconstruction period, Florida's financial crisis, born of pre-war 

railroad bonded indebtedness, led Governor William Bloxham to search for a buyer for 
an immense amount of state lands. Bloxham's task was to raise adequate capital in one 
sale to free, from litigation, the reminder of state lands for desperately needed revenue. In 
1881, Hamilton Disston, a Philadelphia investor and friend of Governor Bloxham, 
formed the Florida Land and Improvement Company, which purchased four million acres 
of swamp and overflowed land for one million dollars from the State of Florida in order 
to clear the state's debt. Included in the Disston Purchase of 1881 was all of Section 14 
and portions of Sections 12, 26, and 34 in Township 26 South, all of Sections 11, 25, 26, 
and 36 and portions of Sections 10, 14, and 23 in Township 27 South, and portions of 
Sections 1 and 12 in Township 28 South (State of Florida n.d.). This transaction, which 
became known as the Disston Purchase, enabled the distribution of large land subsidies to 
railroad companies, inducing them to begin extensive construction programs for new 
lines throughout the state (Davis 1939). Hamilton Disston and the railroad companies in 
turn sold smaller parcels of land (Tebeau 1971). 
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The Orange Belt Railroad Company, organized by Peter A. Demens (Piotr 
DeMentieff), constructed a railway line from Lake Monroe to the Gulf Coast location of 
St. Petersburg, a town Demens named after his native city of St. Petersburg, Russia. The 
railroad entered Pasco County in 1888, linking the county diagonally from Lacoochee in 
the northeast through San Antonio to Odessa in the southwest. The Orange Belt Railway 
Company purchased, from the State of Florida, portions of Sections 13, 23, and 27 in 
Township 26 South and the east half of Section 3 in Township 27 South (State of Florida 
n.d.). However, the railway had many financial difficulties while under construction and 
in its early operation. Consequently, the Plant System in 1895, thereafter operating under 
the names Sanford & St. Petersburg Railroad and the Florida Central & Peninsular 
Railroad, overtook the Orange Belt Railroad. The Florida Central & Peninsular Railroad 
purchased lands in Sections 14 and 23 in Township 27 South and in Sections 1 and 12 of 
Township 28 South (State of Florida n.d.). In 1902, it became the Atlantic Coast Line and 
served the area until it was merged with the Seaboard Air Line Railroad in 1967 which 
discontinued service in the early 1970s (Covington 1957; Horgan et al. 1992:126, 156-7). 

 
The end of the Civil War stimulated growth in the area. Southerners sought new 

homes to escape the unrest in the neighboring ex-Confederate states, and the war brought 
prosperity to a large number of Northerners who sought vacation homes in warmer 
climates (Shofner 1995). Table 4.1 provides a list of the other land purchasers in the 
vicinity of the I-75 project corridor. 

 

Table 4.1. Purchasers of the Property in the Vicinity of the I-75 Project Corridor. 
Twp/Rng Section ¼ section Name Date 

12 SE of NE Jacob Godwin Aug. 3, 1880 
NW of SW Wisner Land Company Dec. 19, 1907 13 
NE of SW William L. Flinn July 1, 1889 
NW of NE, SW of NW, 
W of SE 

Jesse Carter Feb. 12, 1866 23 

SE of SE Samuel E. Hope Feb. 23, 1866 
26 NE of NE Christopher L. Friebele & E. 

A. Clark 
July 7, 1877 

27 SW of SW Richard E. Ellis May 21, 1882 

T26S R19E  

34 SW of NW Benjamin Godwin Jan. 22, 1883 
W of NW John I. Redbrook June 4, 1906 3 
S of NW, SW Sydney I. Wailes Jan. 11, 1887 
NW of NW James N. Hooker Apr. 10, 1867 

T27S R19E 

10 
E of SW, SW of SE Benjamin J. Hagler Apr. 19, 1861 

1 SE of SE Henry H. Miley May 9, 1885 
NE of NE Henry Miley May 19, 1885 
SW of NE, S of NW, 
NW of SW 

R. W. Weatherington May 26, 1892 

SE of NE Martin Kundson Nov. 28, 1892 
S of SW James T. Magbee May 9, 1885 

T28S R19E 
12 

S of SE Thomas Seely Mar. 3, 1893 
 

Improvements in the transportation systems to the communities played a major 
role in establishing cities and fostering growth within the area. The railroad had an 
immediate impact on the entire region. In 1883, Henry Bradley Plant, who was a 
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prominent railroad operator in Georgia and South Carolina, wanted to expand his railway 
lines into Florida, a place he considered the only isolated area remaining in the south. 
From Alfred M. Parslow, he purchased a charter to build a railroad from Kissimmee to 
Tampa. Because the charter had only seven months remaining, Plant constructed the 
railroad from both ends to meet in the middle. With this segment complete, there was a 
cross-state railroad from Sanford connecting Tampa with the St. Johns River with 
Jacksonville (Brunton and Bailey 1984).  

 
Along with the railroad, the cigar industry came to Tampa in the 1880s (Campbell 

1939). In 1884, Gavine Gutierrez, a New York broker, visited Tampa looking for a place 
to grow guavas in commercial quantities. He also visited Key West and met with three of 
the major producers there: Ignacio Haya, Eduardo Manrara and Vincente Martinez Ybor. 
They expressed their difficulties with the local labor situation. Between Gutierrez's 
encouragement and the inducement of the Tampa Board of Trade, they moved their 
operation to Tampa bringing thousands of Spanish and Cuban employees. This became 
one of the major industries in Tampa helping bring economic growth and development 
(Federal Writers' Project 1939; WPA n.d.).  

 
Pasco County was formed in 1887 when Hernando County was divided into 

Hernando, Citrus, and Pasco Counties. The county was named for Judge Samuel Pasco, a 
United States Senator from Florida. Dade City, the largest early settlement in the county, 
was chosen as the county seat. Pasco County was primarily agricultural in nature at the 
time of its creation; however, a scattering of small communities existed prior to the 
county=s birth (Hendley n.d.). Fort Dade (Dade City), Tuckertown, and Lake Buddy 
(Pasadena) were established communities by the 1840s. Hopeville and Pleasant Plains 
originated during the 1850s, Sapling Woods (Elfers) and Cedar Tree (near Lake Iola) in 
the 1860s, and Macon (Trilby) and Hudson=s Landing (Hudson) by the end of the 1870s 
(Horgan et al. 1992:40).  

 
From Reconstruction until after World War II, turpentine and lumber were major 

contributors to the local economy. Lacoochee, settled in 1888, became the home of 
Cummer Cypress Company in 1922 and Odessa was the home of Dowling Lumber Mill, 
Lyon Pine Saw Mill, and Mueller and Lutz Saw Mill. Abbott Station, now Zephyrhills, 
was founded in an area known for its turpentine stills. Other small communities 
developed largely as lumber and turpentine towns along the route of the railroads. These 
included Big Cypress, Disston, Drexel, Ehren, Fivay Junction, Godwin, Mexico, Myrtle-
Denham, Shingleton, Stemper, and Tucker (Horgan et al. 1992:101).  

 
In 1887, Tampa became a port of entry and received a United States Customs 

House. The following year, the Plant Railway system extended its lines to Port Tampa 
and developed docks, storage, and shipping facilities (Tebeau 1971:285). Around the 
same time, the Tropical Florida Railroad was to extend south from Ocala (1990). Also, 
the Atlantic Coast Line tracks were extended from Sanford to St. Petersburg (Covington 
1957), and in 1893, the Tampa and Thonotosassa Railroad was built as part of the Plant 
network (Pettengill 1952). As a result of the stimulus caused by the capital of the 
railroads and the improved transportation systems, central Florida prospered. More 
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settlers gained access to the state, land for citrus groves grew more accessible, and 
adequate and economical transportation for citrus crops and naval stores destined for 
northern markets became a reality. The railroad era also saw increased population 
growth; between 1880 and 1900, Hillsborough County grew almost seven fold. 

 
The Spanish American War in 1898 brought millions of dollars and many troops 

to Tampa. Tampa was the United States' nearest shipping point for the war effort in Cuba. 
Consequently, it was the designated shipping out point for troops. Henry Plant's Tampa 
Bay Hotel became the headquarters for the army (Evans 1972). Troops began arriving in 
Tampa in April of 1898 and by May, they outnumbered residents two to one (Friedel 
1985; Grismer 1950). By early June, an estimated 20,000 troops had shipped out to Cuba 
with thousands more waiting. However, the war ended on July 5th and by the end of 
August, the troops were gone and Tampa returned to normal (Grismer 1950:211).  

 
Near the turn of the century, small towns began to spring up throughout 

Hillsborough County. Thonotosassa became a community with a post office in 1886, and 
land for citrus, timber, and naval stores opened up to development. By 1913, the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers completed a detailed map of the Hillsborough River, and useful 
references to landings and residences helped to clearly identify locales for potential 
buyers. For example, AJones= Bridge,@ identified on the 1882 map, was renamed Morris 
Bridge (today=s Morris Bridge Road) on the 1913 Corps of Engineers Map. 

 
The turn of the century prompted optimism and an excitement over growth and 

development. With increased financial resources and machinery, extensive reaches of the 
county=s lands were now available for development. An improving road system, 
increasing services, and a growing population were additional significant features of the 
era. The first twenty years of the new century witnessed the advent of progressivism in 
which governments expanded their services beyond the traditional limits of the previous 
century. 

 
The great Florida land boom of the 1920s saw widespread development of towns 

and highways. Much of the acreage within and surrounding present day Temple Terrace 
was planted with groves of Temple oranges before residential development began in the 
1920s (Bregar 1957-58). Several reasons prompted the boom, including the mild winters, 
the growing number of tourists, the larger use of the automobile, the completion of roads, 
the prosperity of the 1920s, and the promise by the state legislature never to pass state 
income or inheritance taxes. Worthington Gardens, located north of State Road 54 and 
east of Cypress Creek was a 1920s boom-time development property. It first appears on 
an early map of Pasco County and is identified as a village. By 1926-27, the bottom fell 
out of the Florida real estate market. Massive freight car congestion from hundreds of 
loaded cars sitting in railroad yards caused the Florida East Coast Railway to embargo all 
but perishable goods in August of 1925 (Curl 1986). The embargo spread to other 
railroads throughout the state, and as a result, most construction halted. The 1926 real 
estate economy in Florida was based upon such wild land speculations that banks could 
not keep track of loans or property values (Eriksen 1994). By October, rumors were 
rampant in northern newspapers concerning fraudulent practices in the real estate market 
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in south Florida. Confidence in the Florida real estate market quickly diminished, 
investors could not sell lots, and the Great Depression hit Florida earlier than the rest of 
the nation (Curl 1986:84-84).  

 
At the same time, the agriculture industry suffered a devastating infestation by the 

Mediterranean fruit fly which endangered the future of the entire citrus industry 
(Mormino and Pizzo 1983). To make the situation even worse, two hurricanes hit south 
Florida in 1926 and 1928. The hurricanes destroyed confidence in Florida as a tropical 
paradise, and created a flood of refugees fleeing northward. Soon after, the collapse of 
the Florida Land Boom, the October 1929 stock market crash, and the onset of the Great 
Depression left the area in a state of stagnation. The 1930s saw the closing of mines and 
mills and widespread unemployment. Tampa's cigar industry, the area's economic 
backbone for a half century, was severely impacted (Campbell 1939).  

 
By the mid-1930s, the New Deal programs, implemented by the Franklin D. 

Roosevelt administration, started employing large numbers of workers, helping to revive 
the economy of the state. The programs, aimed at pulling the nation out of the 
Depression, were instrumental in the construction of parks, bridges, and public buildings. 
Pasco County and the metropolitan Tampa area benefited from several small Public 
Works Administration's projects such as the construction of the Woman=s Clubhouse in 
Zephyrhills, and the Old State Farmer=s Market and City Hall in Dade City (Lowry 
1974). By the end of the 1930s, citrus cultivation revived, and the Pasco Packing 
Association (now Lykes-Pasco), which pioneered development of fruit juice concentrate, 
was organized in 1936. In 1938, the company experimented with canned citrus sections 
and canned juice. By 1941, canned juice represented the largest segment of the 
association=s output. The plant expanded during World War II, shipping to overseas 
Army Air Corps bases, to British children, and to school lunch programs in the United 
States (Horgan et al. 1992:41, 67-70).  

 
By 1940, recovery from the Great Depression was imminent. Federal roads, 

channel building, and airfield construction for the wartime effort brought numerous 
Americans into the growing Tampa metropolitan area and Pasco County. Several military 
bases and encampments were established during World War II in Pasco County. Dade 
City, northeast of the project area, had a prisoner-of-war (POW) camp from 1942 (or 
1943) until 1946. Known as Company 7, the compound could accommodate 
approximately 200 POWs, mostly from Erwin Rommel=s Afrika Korps. They worked 
outside the camp making limestone bricks at the McDonald Mine near Brooksville, 
building warehouses at the Pasco Packing Association citrus processing plant, and 
making boxes at the Cummer Sons Cypress Company. A radar base was established in 
San Antonio from 1943 through 1945. The base was part of a network throughout Florida 
to keep track of pilot trainees and to provide training for members of the 661st Army 
Signal Corps in the use of radar (Horgan et al. 1992:170-171). Zephyrhills, east of the 
project area, received an Army Air Corps Base for the training of the 10th Fighter 
Squadron in 1942. After the base was phased out, it briefly functioned as a flying school 
before becoming the city=s municipal airport (Horgan et al. 1992:203-204). 
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As World War II ended, Pasco County, like most of Florida, experienced a 
population boom in the 1950s. Florida=s population increased from 1,897,414 to 
2,771,305 from 1940 to 1950 (Tebeau 1971:431). Tourism, along with corporate 
investments, developed as one of the major industries for the Tampa Bay area. After the 
war, car ownership increased making the American public more mobile, making 
vacations more inexpensive and easier. Many who had served at Florida=s military bases 
during World War II also returned with their families to live. As veterans returned, the 
trend in new housing focused on the development of small tract homes in new 
subdivisions. After World War II, "agricultural techniques changed and a more mobile, 
car-oriented society preferred to live in the fashionable popular developing 
neighborhoods in Tampa" (HT/HCPB 1980:34). 

 
Communities continued to develop in Pasco County, making the county part of 

the greater Tampa Bay metropolitan area. Some historic communities dissolved as 
residents moved closer to population centers, while other areas decided to incorporate. 
The community of Land O=Lakes formed on September 1, 1950 after the consolidation 
of schools and post offices. Following a public contest, the community was named Land 
O=Lakes from a popular brand of butter. At a 1950 community meeting to discuss 
prospective names, local real estate broker M.H. Sears brought one of the brightly 
colored packages and convinced the assembly to select the name (Horgan et al. 
1992:101). Land O=Lakes, Dade City, and Zephyrhills continued to grow after World 
War II. In Saint Leo, Saint Leo College was reestablished in 1959 while the preparatory 
school functions were phased out in 1964. Saint Leo College continues to provide 
educational opportunities to the surrounding communities (Horgan et al. 1992:141). 
Agriculturally, citrus continued to be a mainstay while increasing amounts of tomatoes, 
poultry, and shellfish were being harvested. By 1948, the Pasco Packing Association 
ceased handling fresh fruit and shipped only frozen concentrated orange juice. The 
following year Lykes Brothers, Inc. acquired 20 percent of the company=s stock, and in 
1954 acquired the remaining stock in the company. Although severe freezes once again 
devastated the local citrus industry in 1983-84, the company continues to be a financial 
stronghold for the area and acquired its present name, Lykes Pasco, Inc., in 1987 (Horgan 
et al. 1992:69-70). 

 
The late 1950s saw the end of the cigar industry in Tampa due to Fidel Castro=s 

takeover of Cuba and an American embargo on Cuban tobacco. Tourism began its 
development as one of the major industries for the city. Today, Tampa thrives with 
divergent economic interests. In Pasco County, by 1970, development of residential 
communities, mobile home parks, and villages was well underway countywide. By 1993, 
the population of Pasco County was 293,966, ranking as the 13th largest county in the 
state. The largest employers in 1993 were now in the retail trade, services, and 
government sectors. Nearly 90% of the population lived in the unincorporated areas 
which had increased nearly fourfold between 1970 and 1987. Pasco County was 
designated with Hillsborough, Hernando, and Pinellas Counties as the Tampa-St. 
Petersburg-Clearwater Metropolitan Area by the U.S. Bureau of the Census (Purdum 
1994:102). 
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5.0   RESEARCH CONSIDERATIONS AND METHODS 
 
 

5.1 Background Research and Literature Review 
 

A comprehensive review of the archaeological and historical literature, records 
and other documents and data pertaining to the project area was conducted. The focus of 
this research was to ascertain the types of cultural resources known in the project area 
and vicinity, their temporal/cultural affiliations, site location information, and other 
relevant data. This included a review of the sites listed in the NRHP, the FMSF, cultural 
resource survey and excavation reports, published books and articles, unpublished maps, 
and manuscripts. In addition to the FMSF in the Division of Historical Resources in 
Tallahassee, other data relevant to the historical research were obtained from the 
Hillsborough County Historical Commission Museum and Research Room, County 
Center, Tampa Historical Society, Pasco County Courthouse, University of South Florida 
Library and Special Collections, and from the files of ACI. The data in this report were 
obtained from the FMSF in August 2002 and February 2003; no informant interviews 
were conducted. In addition, in keeping with archaeological standards, the metric form of 
measurement, followed by the English equivalent, is used in this and the next section of 
the report. 

 
5.1.1 Archaeological Considerations 

 
For archaeological survey projects of this kind, specific research designs are 

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

 
A review of the FMSF indicated that 63 previously recorded archaeological sites 

are located within roughly one mile of the I-75 project corridor (Table 5.1). Of these, 28 
sites, indicated by highlighting in Table 5.1, are located within or adjacent to the project 
APE. The previously recorded sites are primarily lithic and/or ceramic scatters, and are 
generally situated within 100 m (328 ft) of a freshwater source. Most of the sites have 
been recorded during cultural resource assessment surveys conducted during the past 25 
years. These investigations were performed as part of proposed road improvement, 
residential and commercial development, and new utilities projects.  

 
The first work conducted in the general project area was the excavation of the 

Branch Mound (8HI10) by Clarence Simpson (1936). The site materials were not 
analyzed and described for more than a decade. In 1952, Ripley P. Bullen published his 
findings, and assigned the Branch Mound to the Safety Harbor period (Bullen 1952). This 
burial mound is no longer extant.   
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Table 5.1. Sites Located Within Approximately One Mile of the I-75 Project Corridor. 
Site 
Number 

Location 
T/R/S 

Site  
Type* 

Time Period(s) Reference(s)1 NRHP2 
Significance 

HI0010 27S/19E/3 BM; 
LS 

Paleo-Indian, Safety 
Harbor 

Simpson 1936; Bullen 
1952; Athens et al. 1994 

Not eligible 

HI0099 28S/20E/7,18 
28S/19E/12,13 

AS Paleo-Indian, Archaic, 
post-Archaic, Weeden 
Island 

Seabury et al. 1975; 
Jones 1980; Hardin 
1982; Athens et al. 1994 

Eligible 

HI0320 27S/19E/23 LS Indeterminate Seabury et al. 1975; 
Austin et al. 1985; 
Athens et al. 1994 

Not eligible 

HI0380 27S/19E/36 LS Possible Paleo-Indian; 
Middle Archaic 

FMSF; SEARCH 2000 Insufficient 
data 

HI0381 28S/20E/6 LS Possible Paleo-Indian, 
Middle Archaic 

Brown et al. 1996; 
SEARCH 2000 

Eligible 

HI0382 28S/20E/6,7 LS  Archaic FMSF PI-no 
HI0392 28S/19E/12 LS  Indeterminate FMSF  
HI0393A 28S/19E/12 LS   Archaic FMSF; Jones 1980 PI likely 
HI0393B 28S/19E/12 LS  Archaic FMSF; Jones 1980 PI likely 
HI0393C 28S/19E/13 LS  Middle Archaic, Dept-

ford, Manasota, Safety 
Harbor 

Jones 1980; Palmer et 
al. 1981; Janus 1997 

Eligible 

HI0406 28S/19E/13 LS  Archaic FMSF  
HI0450 28S/19E/1,12 LS  Early to Middle Archaic Jones 1980; Daniel and 

Wisenbaker 1981; 
Athens et al. 1994 

Eligible 

HI0457 28S/20E/7 LS  Archaic FMSF PI-no 
HI0470 27S/19E/3 AS  Archaic, Transitional, 

Manasota, Safety Harbor 
FMSF; Deming 1994c; 
Athens et al. 1994; ACI 
1995 

Not eligible 

HI0471 27S/19E/3 AS  Manasota thru early 
Safety Harbor 

Jones 1980; Almy 1982; 
Athens et al. 1994 

Eligible 

HI0472 28S/20E/6,7 
28S/19E/1,12 

AS; 
HR 

Paleo-Indian, Archaic, 
Transitional 

Jones 1980; Haviser 
1983; Johnson 1985; 
Burger 1985; Hardin 
and Estabrook 1988; 
Athens et al. 1994 

Eligible 

HI0473 28S/19E/12 
28S/20E/7 

LS; 
QRY 

Paleo-Indian; Middle to 
Late Archaic 

Jones 1980; Chance 
1982; Chance and 
Misner 1984; Athens et 
al. 1994; Brown et al. 
1996 

Eligible 

HI0482 27S/19E/1 LS  Indeterminate FMSF; Deming et al. 
1984 

Eligible 

HI0483 27S/19E/1 AS   
 

Early Archaic; Middle 
Archaic; Orange; Safety 
Harbor 

Jones 1980; Gagel 
1981b; Daniel 1982; 
Deming et al. 1984; 
Athens et al. 1994 

Eligible 

HI0485 28S/19E/12 LS Indeterminate FMSF; Hardin and 
Estabrook 1988 

Not eligible 

HI0486 28S/20E/7,18 LS   Archaic FMSF PI-likely 
HI0503 27S/19E/36 LS Archaic FMSF  
HI0539 27S/20E/31 

28S/20E/6 
LS    possible Paleo-Indian; 

Middle Archaic 
SEARCH 2000 Insufficient 

data 
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Site 
Number 

Location 
T/R/S 

Site  
Type* 

Time Period(s) Reference(s)1 NRHP2 
Significance 

HI2123 27S/19E/1 LS   Indeterminate Deming et al. 1984 PI-no 
HI2124 27S/19E/1 LS   Deptford Deming et al. 1984 PI-no 
HI2125 27S/19E/1 AS   Middle Archaic; 

Manasota 
Deming et al. 1984 PI-no 

HI2126 27S/19E/1 AS   Deptford; Transitional; 
Weeden Island 

Deming et al. 1984 PI-no 

HI2138 27S/19E/15 LS Indeterminate Austin et al. 1985 PI-no 
HI2139 27S/19E/15 LS Archaic Austin et al. 1985 PI-no 
HI2140 27S/19E/14 LS Paleo-Indian Austin et al. 1985 PI-no 
HI3395 28S/19E/12 HR Post-1940 Hardin and Estabrook 

1988 
PI no 

HI3397 28S/19E/12 LS Indeterminate Hardin and Estabrook 
1988 

PI no 

HI4069 27S/19E/3 LS  Indeterminate Austin et al. 1991; 
Athens et al. 1994 

Not eligible 

HI4078 27S/19E/3 AS  post-Archaic Austin et al. 1991; ACI 
1995 

Not eligible 

HI5430 27S/19E/36 LS Indeterminate Athens et al. 1994 Not eligible 
HI5431 27S/19E/36 AS  Indeterminate Athens et al. 1994 Not eligible 
HI5432 27S/19E/36 LS  Indeterminate Athens et al. 1994 Not eligible 
HI5433 27S/19E/36 SA  Indeterminate Athens et al. 1994 Not eligible 
HI5434 27S/19E/1 LS  Indeterminate Athens et al. 1994 Not eligible 
HI5435 28S/19E/12 LS   Indeterminate Athens et al. 1994 Not eligible 
HI5436 28S/20E/18 LS  Indeterminate Athens et al. 1994 Not eligible 
HI5453 27S/19E/3 LS  Indeterminate Deming 1994a Not eligible 
HI6704 28S/19E/12 LS  Indeterminate ACI 1998a PI no 
HI6705 28S/19E/12 LS Indeterminate ACI 1998a PI no 
PA0163 26S/19E/34 AS  Indeterminate FMSF  
PA0179 26S/19E/12 LS  Indeterminate Ste. Claire et al. 1985 PI-no 
PA0181 26S/19E/13 LS possible Archaic Ste. Claire et al. 1985 PI-no 
PA0186 26S/19E/23 LS Indeterminate Ste. Claire et al. 1985 PI-no 
PA0187 26S/19E/23 LS Indeterminate Ste. Claire et al. 1985 PI-no 
PA0188 26S/19E/23 LS Indeterminate Ste. Claire et al. 1985 PI-no 
PA0357 26S/19E/26,27 AS Archaic thru Safety 

Harbor 
Estabrook et al. 1991; 
Deming 1994c; ACI 
1995; ACI 1998b; ACI 
2002 

Not eligible 

PA0358 26S/19E/26 LS Indeterminate Deming 1994a Not eligible 
PA0383 26S/19E/35 LS Indeterminate Austin et al. 1991 Not eligible 
PA0480 26S/19E/34 LS Archaic ACI 1995 Not eligible 
PA0481 26S/19E/34 LS Indeterminate ACI 1995 Not eligible 
PA0482 26S/19E/34 LS Indeterminate ACI 1995 Not eligible 
PA0630 26S/19E/12 LS Indeterminate ACI 1998b Not eligible 
PA0631 26S/19E/12 LS Indeterminate ACI 1998b Not eligible 
PA0632 26S/19E/23 LS Indeterminate ACI 1998b Not eligible 
PA0633 26S/19E/26 LS Indeterminate ACI 1998b; ACI 2002 Not eligible 
PA0634 26S/19E/26 LS Indeterminate ACI 1998b Not eligible 
PA1381 26S/19E/27 LS Indeterminate ACI 2002 Not eligible 
PA1382 26S/19E/27,34 LS Archaic ACI 2002 Not eligible 
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* LS= Lithic scatter; AS= Artifact scatter; BM= Burial mound; HR = Historic refuse; SA = Single artifact 
1 - FMSF = Florida Master Site File form 
2 - PI refers to the assessment of the principal investigator because no official assessment was made by the 
SHPO; an empty cell indicates that no one assessed the site significance; insufficient data means that the 
SHPO did not have enough information to evaluate the site’s significance 
 
 
 In 1975, survey along the proposed Tampa By-Pass Canal, to the east of I-75, 
resulted in the discovery and recording of two new sites located proximate to I-75 
(Seabury et al. 1975). Neither was considered significant (Seabury et al. 1975:10).  

 
B. Calvin Jones of the Florida Division of Historical Resources (FDHR) 

conducted a Phase I archaeological survey of a 41.2 mile segment of the proposed I-75 
corridor in 1978. As a result, 30 archaeological sites were discovered, of which 13 were 
considered to be potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP (Jones 1980). Seven of the 
significant sites or site components (8HI99, 8HI393C, 8HI450D, 8HI471, 8HI472, 
8HI473, and 8HI483), located between Fowler Avenue and Cypress Creek, are near or 
partially contained within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE. During the early 1980s, the 
seven significant sites were the focus of Phase II test and Phase III mitigative salvage 
excavations (Almy 1982; Chance 1982; Daniel 1982; Daniel and Wisenbaker 1981; 
Gagel 1981a, 1981b; Hardin 1982; Haviser 1983; Johnson 1985; Palmer et al. 1981), 
conducted by the FDHR. 

 
During the 1980s, archaeological surveys of several proposed residential and 

commercial developments were conducted in the I-75 PD&E Study project area. Among 
these developments are Saddlebrook (Ste. Claire et al. 1985), Northwood (Almy et al. 
1984), Tampa Technology Park (Austin et al. 1985), Hidden River (Deming et al. 1984), 
and the State Street Bank Operations/Hotel Site (Hardin and Estabrook 1988). 
Archaeological survey of the Saddlebrook property resulted in the recording of eight 
lithic scatters and one artifact scatter (Ste. Claire et al. 1985). None of the sites proximate 
to I-75 were considered significant. Just south of that tract is the US Home Corporation’s 
Northwood development. Survey of this property resulted in the discovery of four new 
archaeological sites, none of which was considered significant (Almy et al. 1984). The 
Tampa Technology Park tract is also transected by I-75. Archaeological survey of that 
parcel resulted in the recording of five archaeological sites and the collection of 
additional data on a previously recorded site. Only Subarea A of 8HI2137 was considered 
to be significant (Austin et al. 1985). The Hidden River DRI tract is located just west of 
the I-75 corridor in Hillsborough County. This survey resulted in the recording of five 
new archaeological sites, and the updating of several previously recorded sites (8HI461, 
8HI384, 8HI450, and 8HI482). Of these resources, only 8HI482 was deemed to be a 
significant resource (Deming et al. 1984). The State Street Bank Operations/Hotel Site is 
located adjacent to the I-75 corridor in Hillsborough County. Survey of that tract included 
archaeological testing of sites 8HI472 and 8HI485, as well as the recording of three 
historic sites and one prehistoric site, none of which were considered NRHP-eligible 
(Hardin and Estabrook 1988).  
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Other cultural resource assessment surveys in the vicinity include County Line 
Road (Horvath et al. 1984), and the Florida Power Corporation (FPC) Lake Tarpon-
Kathleen 500 kV transmission line corridor (Austin et al. 1991; Piper Archaeological 
Research 1990). The 1991 FPC survey resulted in the discovery of one lithic scatter site 
(8PA383) near the I-75 project corridor. The surveys of SR 54 by Janus Research in the 
early 1990s resulted in the recording of numerous archaeological sites. A few are 
proximate to the I-75 APE, but none were deemed to be significant resources (Estabrook 
et al. 1991; Estabrook et al. 1990). The survey of the Stage Coach Village, west of SR 54 
and the I-75 APE, resulted in the re-assessment of one previously recorded site and the 
recording of one new site. The new site (8PA552) was considered to be non-significant, 
and the other (8PA296) had insufficient information with which to make an assessment 
(Austin and Anderson 1996). Janus Research conducted a survey of a 30-acre parcel at 
the intersection of Fowler Avenue and Morris Bridge Road. This work confirmed the 
presence of 8HI393c and determined that, as contained within the project boundaries, the 
site was not significant (Janus Research 1997).  

 
ACI conducted a survey of the Temple Terrace 2 tract in 1998. Two 

archaeological sites were recorded, neither of which was deemed significant (ACI 
1998a). The same year, ACI recorded two small, non-significant, lithic scatter sites 
within the Lexington Oaks property west of I-75, in southern Pasco County (Deming 
1998c). In 2000, the survey of the Grand Oaks tract, also west of I-75, resulted in four, 
non-significant, lithic scatter sites being recorded (ACI 2000). Most recently, ACI 
conducted a survey for the Cypress Creek Town Centre DRI, which is located just west 
of I-75 and north of Cypress Creek. Two new sites were located, and three previously 
recorded sites were re-examined. None of the sites was considered significant (ACI 
2002). 

 
Between 1994 and 1997, several segments of I-275/75 in Hillsborough and Pasco 

Counties, including proposed alternate pond and FPC sites, were surveyed by ACI 
(Deming 1994a, 1994b, 1994c; ACI 1995, 1998b). As a result, some previously recorded 
sites were relocated, and about 20 sites were newly identified. The new sites all were 
classified as lithic and artifact scatters, and none was considered NRHP-eligible.  

 
The survey conducted for the West Leg Mainline portion of the Florida Gas 

Transmission Company’s Phase III Expansion project resulted in the re-examination of 
ten previously recorded sites and the recording of seven new archaeological sites in the 
vicinity of the I-75 APE (Athens et al. 1994). The majority of these sites were not 
considered to be significant. However, three sites (8HI473 and 8HI472/381) were the 
focus of Phase III data recovery (Brown et al. 1996). The Buccaneer Gas Pipeline 
Corridor crosses the I-75 project corridor in southern Pasco County. Numerous sites were 
located along the corridor, though none were proximate to the interstate (Estabrook 
2000). As part of the Buccaneer project, Phase II testing of the Enclave site, located 
slightly over a mile west of I-75, revealed faunal materials within the Archaic deposit; 
this is a rare occurrence (Estabrook et al. 2000). SEARCH conducted a survey for the 
Hillsborough Intertie Contract 2 for a waterline. Three previously recorded sites (8HI380, 
-381, -539) were assessed as significant (SEARCH 2000). In order to mitigate the 
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adverse affects of the pipeline on these sites, SEARCH produced a synthesis of Paleo-
Indian and Archaic period archaeology in the Middle Hillsborough River Basin (Austin 
2001). 

 
In summary, most of the previously recorded sites along the I-75 APE in Pasco 

and northern Hillsborough County are relatively small artifact and lithic scatters. These 
sites are considered, in general, to be limited activity, short-term encampments 
established to utilize the locally available resources. Most likely, they served as hunting 
camps at which some limited stone tool manufacture and/or maintenance occurred. 
Occasionally, small amounts of ceramics also are recovered, although the site function is 
probably the same. Along the Hillsborough River and Cow House Creek, at the southern 
end of the I-75 APE, the sites tend to be much larger in size and to have a greater density 
of lithic debris. This concentration of materials is most likely due to the repeated 
occupation of this locale as a result of the abundance of lithic raw materials as well as the 
proximity to the creek and river and associated botanical and faunal resources. 

 
On the basis of these data, informed expectations concerning the types of sites 

expected to occur within the I-75 project APE, as well as their likely environmental 
settings, were generated. As archaeologists have long realized, aboriginal populations did 
not select their habitation sites and special activity areas in a random fashion. Rather, 
many environmental variables had a direct influence upon site location selection. Among 
these variables are soil drainage characteristics, distance to freshwater, relative 
topography, and proximity to food and other resources such as lithic and clay sources. On 
the basis of the aforementioned projects, plus, more general regional studies, it has been 
repeatedly demonstrated that archaeological sites are most often located near permanent 
or semi-permanent sources of water. In addition, prehistoric sites are found, more often 
than not, on better drained soils, and at the better drained margins of wetland features 
such as swamps, sinkholes, lakes, and ponds. In areas where the poorly drained soils 
dominate, sites tend to located in those areas of slightly higher elevation or topographic 
placement. 

 
In general, comparative site locational data for Hillsborough and Pasco Counties 

indicate a pattern of site distribution favoring the relatively better drained soils proximate 
to rivers, creeks, ponds, freshwater marshes, lakes, and other wetland features. Not only 
would the water be available to the local populations, but is also serves as a draw and 
habitat for food resources. Upland sites, well removed from potable water, are rare. In the 
pine flatwoods, which makes up the bulk of the project locale, sites tend to be located on 
slightly elevated areas proximate to wetland features. There are often located adjacent to 
stream headwaters and/or terraces. Most are associated with swamp-creek hammocks. It 
should be noted that this settlement pattern cannot be applied to sites of the Paleo-Indian 
and early Archaic periods, which preceded the onset of modern environmental 
conditions. During those times, sites were associated with permanent water sources, such 
as deep sinkholes and springs, as well as sources of good quality lithic raw materials. 

 
Given these known patterns of aboriginal settlement, it was anticipated that a few 

small lithic or artifact scatters might be expected within the I-75 APE, in addition to 
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evidence of previously recorded sites. The likelihood for archaeological sites of the 
historic period was considered low, given the finding of the archival research. 

 

5.1.2 Historical/Structural Considerations 
 

Examination of the FMSF and other historical data indicated that there are two 
historic structures (50 years of age or older) previously recorded proximate to, but 
outside, the I-75 project APE. These were recorded during the CRAS for the State Street 
Bank Operations Center/Hotel site (Hardin and Estabrook 1988). 8HI3394 is a cattle dip 
vat and 8HI3396 is a sugarcane boiler. Neither was considered NRHP-eligible. Initial 
windshield survey of the I-75 project APE indicated the potential for a few historic 
structures within Segment A, to the south of Fletcher Avenue. 
 
 
5.2 Field Methodology 
 

Archaeological field survey methods consisted of systematic testing within all 
known site areas, as well as in the moderate and high probability zones identified during 
the background research. Known archaeological sites were tested at 25 and 50 m (82 and 
164 ft) intervals within the I-75 APE. Moderate and high zones of archaeological 
probability also were tested at 25 and 50 m (82 and 164 ft) intervals, respectively. 
Additional shovel tests were also excavated at 100 m (328 ft) intervals within a sample of 
the low probability areas. 

 
Shovel tests were circular and measured approximately 50 cm (20 in) in diameter 

and 1 m (3.3 ft) in depth, conditions permitting. All soil removed from the tests was 
screened through 6.4 mm (0.25 in) mesh to maximize data recovery. The location of the 
shovel tests and surface finds were plotted on the aerial maps, and, following the 
recording of relevant data such as stratigraphic profile, environmental setting, and artifact 
finds, the tests were backfilled. Any artifacts recovered were placed in plastic reclosable 
bags with the appropriate provenience information recorded on the bags. Each bag was 
assigned a Field Specimen (FS) number and the information was recorded in the FS log 
on a daily basis.  

 
For previously recorded sites where artifacts were found, updated FMSF forms 

were prepared. No FMSF forms were prepared for those sites where no artifacts were 
found (Kammerer to Deming 2003). In addition, no figures showing shovel test pit 
locations were prepared and no photographs of the sites are provided in this report 
(Kammerer to Deming 2003). 
 

Historical/architectural field survey consisted of a preliminary reconnaissance 
of the area to determine the locations of all the buildings and other structures (i.e., bridges 
and culverts) believed to have been built prior to 1953, and to ascertain if any such 
resources could be adjudged eligible or potentially eligible for NRHP consideration. This 
was followed by an in-depth study of each identified historic resource within the project 
APE, and included photographing and gathering information needed for the completion 
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of FMSF forms. In addition, each historic resource was assessed to determine style, 
historic context, condition, and potential NRHP eligibility. For the historical/architectural 
survey, the APE included an area measuring approximately 100 m (328 ft) to both sides 
of the existing right-of-way.  
 
 
5.3 Laboratory Methods and Curation 
 

All recovered cultural materials were initially cleaned and sorted by artifact class. 
Lithics were divided into tools and debitage on the basis of gross morphology. Tools 
were measured, and the edges examined for traces of use damage. These were classified 
based on standard references (Bullen 1975; Purdy 1981; Robinson 1979). Lithic debitage 
was subjected to a limited technological analysis focused on ascertaining the stages of 
stone tool manufacture. Flakes and non-flake debris (i.e., cores, blanks, performs) were 
measured and examined for raw material type and presence or absence of thermal 
alteration. The debitage was divided into four basic categories: primary decortication, 
secondary decortication, non-decortication, and shatter on the basis of flake morphology 
and the amount of cortex on the flake (cf., White 1963). The aboriginal ceramics were 
classified into commonly recognized types on the basis of observable characteristics such 
as aplastic inclusions and surface treatment (Goggin 1939, 1940; Milanich 1994; 
Milanich et al. 1984; Willey 1949). At the completion of the cultural resource assessment 
survey, all artifacts and inventory sheets were prepared for permanent storage and 
curation at an FDOT-designated repository.  

 

5.4 Unexpected Discoveries 
 

It was anticipated that if human burial sites such as Indian mounds, lost historic 
and prehistoric cemeteries, or other unmarked burials or associated artifacts were found, 
then the provisions and guidelines set forth in Chapter 872.05, Florida Statutes (Florida’s  
Unmarked Burial Law) would be followed. Although burial mounds have been recorded 
in the vicinity, it was not anticipated that such sites would be found during this survey. 
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6.0 SURVEY RESULTS 
 

 
6.1 Overview 
 

Archaeological field survey of the existing and proposed rights-of-way entailed 
both ground surface reconnaissance and the excavation of 242 subsurface shovel tests 
(STs). Of these STs, almost all were placed within or near previously recorded sites in 
order to assess the nature of these sites, as contained within the project APE. Other STs 
were excavated in areas considered to have a high or moderate potential for 
archaeological sites. In addition, 101 shovel tests were excavated within the 13 proposed 
alternate ponds and six FPC sites considered to have a high or moderate site location 
potential. All the shovel tests were placed systematically at 25 m (82 ft) and 50 m (164 ft) 
intervals. 

  
As a result of these efforts, one new archaeological site (8HI7877) was found 

within proposed Pond A2, and 13 of the 28 previously recorded archaeological sites were 
located within the I-75 PD&E Study APE, including proposed pond and FPC sites. These 
13 sites include 8HI10, 8HI99, 8HI471, 8HI472, 8HI473, 8HI483, 8HI5431, 8HI5432, 
8PA357, 8PA480, 8PA481, 8PA632, and 8PA633. Of these, 8HI99, 8HI471, 8HI472, 
8HI473, and 8HI483 were evaluated previously as NRHP-eligible. 8HI472 and 8HI483 
were found within the I-75 right-of-way as well as proposed pond areas (Ponds B-3 and 
C-2); 8HI99, 8HI471, and 8HI473 were discovered within the right-of-way only. One 
archaeological occurrence (AO #1) also was found. An archaeological occurrence is 
defined by the FMSF as “the presence of one or two non-diagnostic artifacts, not known 
to be distant from their original context which fit within a hypothetical cylinder of 30 
meters diameter, regardless of depth below surface.”  Thus occurrences are not recorded 
as sites. Table 6.1 provides a summary of survey results organized by roadway segment. 

 
No archaeological evidence of 15 previously recorded sites (8HI320, 8HI392, 

8HI450, 8HI470, 8HI485, 8HI4069, 8HI5430, 8HI5433, 8HI5434, 8HI5435, 8HI5453 
8PA482, 8PA630, 8PA631, and 8PA634) was found, including NRHP-eligible 8HI450.  

 
The historical/architectural field survey resulted in the identification of two 

previously unrecorded historic structures (8HI7839 and 8HI7840). These Frame 
Vernacular style residences, both located within study segment A, are not considered 
eligible for listing in the NRHP.  

 
The locations of the proposed alternate pond and FPC sites are depicted in Figures 

6.1 through 6.5, and the locations of all previously and newly recorded archaeological 
sites and historic structures are provided in Figures 6.6 through 6.11. 
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Table 6.1.  Summary of Survey Results Within the I-75 PD&E Study Project APE. 
STUDY 

SEGMENT 
STs in 
R/W 

STs in Ponds/ 
FPC Sites 

HISTORIC 
STRUCTURES 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL 
SITES ** 

A 48 33 Two: 8HI7839 
and 8HI7840 

Seven previously recorded: 8HI99, 
8HI5435, 8HI392, 8HI473, 8HI485, 
8HI450*, and 8HI472*. Of these, 8HI99 
and 8HI473 found in R/W; 8HI472 found 
in R/W and Pond B-3. New site 8HI7877 
found in Pond A-2. 

B 47 33 None Seven previously recorded: 8HI472*, 
8HI450*, 8HI5434, 8HI483, 8HI5433, 
8HI5432, and 8HI5431. Of these, 
8HI472, 8HI483, 8HI5431, and 8HI5432 
found in R/W; 8HI483 found in Pond C-
2. 

C 4 0 None Two previously recorded: 8HI320* and 
8HI5430. Neither located. 

D 25 0 None Four previously recorded: 8HI320*, 
8HI471, 8HI10, and 8HI4069. Of these, 
8HI10 and 8HI471 found in R/W; AO #1 
found in R/W and Pond I-1.  

E 57 23 None Seven previously recorded: 8HI470, 
8HI5453, 8PA480, 8PA481, 8PA482, 
8PA634, and 8PA633. Of these, 8PA480 
and 8PA481 found in R/W; 8PA633 
found in Pond J-1. 

F 61 12 None Four previously recorded: 8PA357, 
8PA632, 8PA631, and 8PA630. Of these, 
8PA357 and 8PA632 found in R/W. 

*   Site located in more than one segment. 
**  Boldface denotes NRHP-eligible site 
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6.2 Archaeological Survey Results 
 

Background research indicated that 28 previously recorded archaeological sites 
are located within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE. Archaeological field survey 
included both ground surface reconnaissance and the excavation of a total 242 shovel 
tests within the existing and proposed rights-of-way. As a result, evidence was found for 
12 of the previously recorded resources (8HI10, 8HI99, 8HI471, 8HI472, 8HI473, 
8HI483, 8HI5431, 8HI5432, 8PA357, 8PA480, 8PA481, and 8PA632). No evidence was 
found for the remaining 16 sites (8HI320, 8HI392, 8HI450, 8HI470, 8HI485, 8HI4069, 
8HI5430, 8HI5433, 8HI5434, 8HI5435, 8HI5453 8PA482, 8PA630, 8PA631, 8PA633, 
and 8PA634) located within or immediately adjacent to the I-75 APE. The previously 
recorded sites include 19 lithic scatters, seven artifact scatters, and two multi-component 
sites. As indicated in Table 6.1, these resources are located within all six study segments. 
Of the total 28 recorded archaeological sites, six (8HI99, 8HI450, 8HI471, 8HI472, 
8HI473, and 8HI483) were determined eligible for listing in the NRHP. One AO was 
newly discovered within the proposed right-of-way in study segment D. 

 
Archaeological survey of 36 proposed alternate pond and 15 FPC sites entailed 

ground surface inspection and the excavation of an additional 101 shovel tests within the 
19 proposed pond and FPC sites considered to have a high (N=14) or moderate (N=5) site 
location potential. Survey results within the proposed alternate pond and FPC sites are 
summarized in Table 6.2. Three previously recorded archaeological sites (8HI472, 
8HI483, and 8PA633) were found within proposed pond areas, and one site (8HI7877) 
was newly discovered. These resources are associated with proposed alternative Pond A-
2 (8HI7877), B-3 (8HI472), C-2 (8HI483), and J-1 (8PA633). Also, the previously noted 
AO is contained within the boundaries of proposed Pond I-1. With the exception of FPC 
J-1, which overlaps (in part) proposed Pond J-1, no evidence of any previously recorded 
archaeological site was found within the proposed FPC sites. While both 8HI472 and 
8HI483 were previously determined NRHP-eligible, no significant cultural deposits 
associated with these sites was discovered within the proposed pond areas. 
 

Table 6.2. Archaeological Site Potential and Survey Findings for the Proposed Alternate 
Pond and FPC Sites. 

POND/FPC ARCHAEO. 
PROB. 

NO. 
STs 

RESULTS/COMMENTS 

Pond A-1 HPZ 4 Negative results – no evidence of 8HI99 
Pond A-2 HPZ 4 3 positive STs – New site 8HI7877 
Pond A-3 HPZ 5 Negative results – no evidence of 8HI99 
Pond B-1 MPZ 5 Negative results – no evidence of 8HI473 
Pond B-2 MPZ 3 Negative results – no evidence of 8HI472 
Pond B-3 HPZ 5 4 positive STs – 8HI472 
Pond C-1 HPZ 9 Negative results 
Pond C-2 HPZ 10 2 positive STs – 8HI483 
Pond C-3 LPZ 0  
Pond D-1 LPZ 0  
Pond D-2 HPZ 6 Negative results 
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POND/FPC ARCHAEO. 
PROB. 

NO. 
STs 

RESULTS/COMMENTS 

Pond D-3 LPZ 0 Existing pond 
Pond E-1 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond E-2 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond E-3 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond F-1 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond F-2 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond F-3 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond G-1 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond G-2 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond G-3 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond H-1 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond H-2 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond H-3 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond I-1 LPZ 0 AO #1 
Pond I-2 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond J-1 HPZ 7 3 positive STs – 8PA633 
Pond J-2 MPZ 6 Negative results – No evidence of 8PA634 
Pond J-3 LPZ 0 Former FDOT Borrow Pit 
Pond K-1 MPZ 4 Negative results 
Pond K-2 LPZ 0 Former FDOT Borrow Pit 
Pond K-3 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond K-4 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond L-1 LPZ 0 Wetland 
Pond L-2 MPZ 5 Negative results – No evidence of 8PA631 
Pond L-3 LPZ 0 Wetland 
FPC B-1 HPZ 3 Negative results – No evidence of 8HI99 
FPC B-2 HPZ 0 Within 8HI473. Not tested –Access denied. 
FPC B-3 MPZ 4 Negative results 
FPC CD-1 MPZ 5 Negative results 
FPC CD-2 LPZ 0 Wetland 
FPC CD-3 MPZ 3 Negative results 
FPC J-1 LPZ 0 See Pond J-1 
FPC J-2 MPZ 10 Negative results 
FPC J-3 LPZ 0 Altered land (“Pits”) - 8PA633 in part 

which overlaps with Pond J-1 
FPC K-1 LPZ 0 Negative results 
FPC K-2 MPZ 3 Partially flooded 
FPC K-3 LPZ 0 Altered land (“Pits”) 
FPC L-1 LPZ 0  
FPC L-2 LPZ 0  
FPC L-3 LPZ 0  

 
 
Summary descriptions of the archaeological sites located within the project (Table 

6.3), including original and updated information, are provided below. The table and 
discussion are organized by study segment, proceeding from south to north. Copies of the 
original FMSF forms, updated forms, and a form for the newly recorded archaeological 
site, are contained in Appendix A, and site locations are illustrated in Figures 6.6 through 
6.10. With one exception, since all evidence of previously recorded sites was discovered 
within the original site boundaries, the locations of shovel tests are not depicted in this 
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report (Personal communication, Kammerer to Deming, March 2003). Updated FMSF 
forms were prepared only when cultural materials were discovered.  All measurements in 
this section contain metric equivalents, consistent with the standard convention for the 
recording of archaeological information. 
 

Table 6.3.  Summary of Sites Located Within the I-75 PD&E Study APE. 

SITE NO./ 
NAME 

SEG-
MENT 

SITE 
TYPE 

NO. 
STS 

RESULTS/COMMENTS 
 

8HI7877/Raulerson 
Road 

A LS 4 3 positive tests in R/W. New site. Not NRHP-
eligible. 

8HI99/Landfill Site A AS 20 2 positive tests in R/W. Determined NRHP-eligible 
in 1979. Excavated in 1982 (Phase II). 

8HI5435/WLR 13-3 A LS 0 Not NRHP-eligible.  
8HI392/Cow House 
Slough 

A AS 6 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible. 

8HI473/Wetherington 
Island 

A QRY; 
LS 

13 1 positive test in R/W. Determined NRHP-eligible 
in 1979. Excavated in 1982 (Phase II) and 1984 
(Phase III). 

8HI485/Deputy 
Smith 

A LS 4 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible. 

8HI472/Wetherington 
Ridge 

A/B AS 43 4 positive tests in R/W; 4 positive in Pond B-3. 
Determined NRHP-eligible in 1979. Excavated in 
1983 (Phase II) and 1985 (Phase III). 

8HI450/Monster A/B LS 2 Negative results. Determined NRHP-eligible in 
1979. Excavated in 1981 (Phase II). 

8HI5434/WLR 12-6 B LS 1 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible.  
8HI483/Deerstand B LS 38 13 positive tests in R/W; 2 positive in Pond C-2. 

Determined NRHP-eligible in 1979. Excavated in 
1981 (Phase II). 

8HI5433/WLR 12-3 B LS 3 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible.  
8HI5432/WLR 12-2 B LS 4 2 positive tests in R/W. Not NRHP-eligible. 
8HI5431/WLR 12-1 B LS 4 2 positive tests in R/W. Not NRHP-eligible. 
8HI5430/WLR 11-1 C LS 3 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible. 
8HI320/Tampa Tech 
#5 

C/D LS 4 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible. 

8HI471/Cypress 
Creek 

D AS 8 3 positive tests in R/W. Determined NRHP-eligible 
in 1979. Excavated in 1982 (Phase II). 

8HI10/Branch Mound D BM; 
AS 

6 2 positive tests in R/W. Not NRHP-eligible. 

8HI4069/Interchange D LS 7 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible. 
8HI470/Interchange 
75 Intersection 

E AS 11 4 positive tests in R/W. Not NRHP-eligible. 

8HI5453/No Name E LS 7 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible. 
8PA480/Coral Point E LS 4 2 positive tests in R/W. Not NRHP-eligible. 
8PA482/Three Flakes E LS 5 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible. 
8PA481/Coral 
Reduction 

E LS 5 2 positive tests in R/W. Not NRHP-eligible. 

8PA634/North 
Cypress East 

E LS 9 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible.  

8PA633/North 
Cypress West 

E AS 10 3 positive tests in Pond J-1. Negative results. Not 
NRHP-eligible. 

8PA357/Sand Pit F AS 17 3 positive tests in R/W. Not NRHP-eligible. 
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SITE NO./ 
NAME 

SEG-
MENT 

SITE 
TYPE 

NO. 
STS 

RESULTS/COMMENTS 
 

8PA632/Cabbage 
Swamp 

F AS 24 5 positive tests in R/W. Not NRHP-eligible. 

8PA631/TP174 F LS 11 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible. 
8PA630/Cracker 
Barrel 

F LS 3 Negative results. Not NRHP-eligible. 

 
Key to site types:  AS = Artifact scatter; BM = Burial Mound; LS = Lithic scatter; QRY=Quarry 

 
 

6.2.1 Segment A 
 
 Seven archaeological sites (8HI99, 8HI392, 8HI450, 8HI472, 8HI473, 8HI485, 
and 8HI5435) were recorded previously within this segment of I-75, which is located 
from south of Fowler Avenue to Fletcher Avenue. ACI excavated a total of 48 shovel 
tests at 82 ft (25 m) and 164 ft (50 m) intervals within the existing and proposed rights-
of-way, mostly in areas where sites were previously recorded. As a result, the locations of 
8HI99, 8HI472, and 8HI473 were verified.  
 

Six proposed alternate pond sites (A-1, A-2, A-3, B-1, B-2, and B-3) and three 
proposed FPC sites (B-1, B-2, and B-3) are located within study segment A. Of these, 
eight were considered to have a high site location potential and one was considered to 
have a moderate potential (Table 6.2). A total of 33 shovel tests excavated within all but 
proposed FPC B-2 (access denied by the resident landowner) resulted in the discovery of 
one new lithic scatter type site in Pond A-2. This has been assigned the FMSF number 
8HI7877. In addition, cultural materials probably associated with previously recorded site 
8HI472 were found in proposed Pond B-3. Testing in the other proposed pond and FPC 
areas yielded negative results (Table 6.2).  

 
8HI7877 is not considered NRHP-eligible. The three previously recorded sites 

found in Segment A, 8HI99, 8HI472, and 8HI473, were all determined eligible for listing 
in the NRHP in 1979. Subsequently, all were the focus of mitigative (Phase III) 
excavation. As contained within the I-75 PD&E Study APE, all three sites are evidenced 
by small and non-remarkable artifact assemblages with low research value. Descriptions 
of the previously and newly recorded archaeological sites located within Segment A 
follow. 
 

8HI7877: The Raulerson Road Pond Site, a lithic scatter, is located in the 
northwest quarter of Section 18, Township 28 South, Range 20 East (USGS 
Thonotosassa, Fla. 1974, PR 1987). It was discovered as the result of systematic 
subsurface testing within proposed Pond A-2. The site is situated to the east of Raulerson 
Ranch Road and south of Fowler Avenue. A borrow pit is adjacent at the southeast. Local 
soils are Tavares-Millhopper fine sands, 0-5% slopes, a nearly level to gently sloping, 
moderately well drained type which supports a native vegetation of mixed oaks and 
longleaf pine (USDA 1989:45-46). The elevation of the site area is approximately 12-15 
m (40-50 ft) above mean sea level. Cow House Creek is located about 700 m (2300 ft) to 
the north. 
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Of the total four shovel tests excavated at 50 m (164 ft) intervals, three yielded a 

total of four waste flakes. Artifacts were recovered from between 40-60 cm (16-24 in) 
below surface in a zone of tan colored fine sand. The small flake assemblage includes 
three non-decortication waste flakes and one secondary decortication flake. One of the 
non-decortication flakes is non-thermally altered coral; the other debitage is chert, of 
which two of three pieces were heat treated. The four waste flakes are variable in size.  

 
On the basis of subsurface testing, 8HI7877 is estimated to measure a minimum 

of 50 m (164 ft) north/south by 50 m (164 ft) east/west. Since the positive shovel tests 
were excavated near the corners of the proposed pond site, it is probable that the site area 
extends outside the boundaries of this proposed facility. Given the absence of temporally 
diagnostic artifacts, the period of site occupation is unknown. The Raulerson Road Pond 
Site is not considered potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP. Site boundaries are 
depicted in Figure 6.6 and an original FMSF form is contained in Appendix A. 

 
8HI99:  The Landfill Site (originally named the Sanitary Fill Site) is located in 

Township 28 South, Range 19 East, Sections 12 and 13 and Township 28 South, Range 
20 East, Sections 7 and 18 within and to the east of I-75 (Figure 6.1). It is approximately 
8-15 m (25-50 ft) AMSL and situated south of Cow House Creek on Felda, Candler, 
Tavares-Millhopper, and Wabasso fine sands. Only weeds and grass vegetate the site area 
within the I-75 APE.  

 
8HI99 was originally discovered in 1963 by Frank Bushnell, who described the 

site as a lithic workshop which yielded stone tools (FMSF). Additional testing of the site 
was conducted in 1978 by B. Calvin Jones prior to the construction of I-75. Jones, who 
divided 8HI99 into four subareas (A, B, C, and D), found worked lithics and cores and 
dated the site to the Middle Archaic period. The SHPO determined the site to be eligible 
for the NRHP in 1979. Phase II excavation (Hardin 1982) focused on areas B and C. As a 
result, it was determined that “modern disturbance had destroyed the integrity of the site 
and that it lacked research potential” (Athens et al. 1994:195). In 1993, Goodwin and 
Associates tested areas A and D during the Florida Gas Transmission Company pipeline 
project. As a result, a Newnan projectile point, one Pasco Plain sherd, lithic waste flakes, 
and limited historic artifacts were found. Testing by Goodwin and Associates did not 
change the size of the site, and no further work was recommended.  In February 1994, the 
SHPO determined that 8HI99, as contained within the proposed gas transmission 
corridor, was not NRHP-eligible. 
 

During the I-75 PD&E Study project, additional evidence of this site was 
recovered as a result of subsurface testing at a 25 m (82 ft) interval within the existing 
right-of-way. Of the eight shovel tests placed east of I-75 and north and south of Fowler 
Avenue, two, located north of Fowler Avenue, were positive. The artifacts recovered 
consist of three chert waste flakes; two were thermally altered. The flakes include one 
primary decortication flake, one secondary decortication flake, and one non-decortication 
flake. These artifacts were found between 60-80 cm (24–32 in) below surface in 
orange/tan sand. Proposed Ponds A-1 and A-3, as well as FPC B-1, are located within the 



 

P01057 CRAS Report/August 2003 

6-18

original boundaries of 8HI99 (Figures 6.1 and 6.6). The excavation of a total 12 shovel 
tests within these three areas yielded negative results. 
 

Based on previous work by Jones, this site is estimated to measure 50,000 square 
meters (FMSF), as contained both within and outside the I-75 APE. Survey by ACI did 
not result in a change to these boundaries. 8HI99 has been severely damaged by the 
construction of I-75, as well as the Tampa By-Pass Canal, located to the east. Based on 
the results of subsurface testing, the Landfill Site, as contained within the I-75 APE, does 
not contain significant archaeological deposits, and thus, is not considered eligible for 
listing in the NRHP. Copies of the previous FMSF forms, as well as an updated form, are 
contained in Appendix A. 

 
HI5435: The WLR 13-3 Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 28 South, 

Range 19 East, in the southeast quarter of Section 12 (Figure 6.6). It is situated to the east 
of I-75 and west of Morris Bridge Road, adjacent to the outer limits of the I-75 right-of-
way. It is approximately 23 m (82 ft) AMSL and situated just south of Cow House Creek 
(Athens et al. 1994:193) on Tavares-Millhopper fine sand. Longleaf pine, live oaks, and 
weeds vegetate the site area. 8HI5435 was originally discovered in 1993 by R. 
Christopher Goodwin and Associates during a survey of the Florida Gas Transmission 
Company Phase III Expansion project. Of the five shovel tests excavated, one yielded a 
total of 23 artifacts, including aboriginal and modern materials. No additional work was 
recommended, and 8HI5435 was evaluated as not NRHP-eligible by the SHPO in 
February 1994. 

 
Due to a lack of access, ACI did not survey this site area, as contained within the 

I-75 project APE. No ponds or FPC sites are proposed for this area. Based on the original 
FMSF information, 8HI5435 is estimated to measure 10 m (33 ft) north/south by 10 m 
(33 ft) east/west. A copy of the original FMSF form is contained in Appendix A.  

 
8HI392:  The Cow House Slough Site, an artifact scatter, is located in Section 12 

of Township 28 South, Range 19 East (Figure 6.6). This 30 acre site area extends along 
Cow House Slough mostly to the west of I-75. The easternmost portion of the site lies 
within the I-75 right-of-way. The site is located on Chobee sandy loam and Winder fine 
sand and is 6-8 m (20-25 ft) AMSL. 8HI382 was originally recorded in 1972 by J. 
Raymond Williams based on information provided by a local collector who had found 
ceramics, projectile points, and chert flakes (FMSF). No cultural affiliation could be 
assigned to the site and no additional artifacts were found by Williams, who reported that 
the site was in good condition. Williams did not evaluate this site in terms of its 
eligibility for listing in the NRHP.  

 
Field investigation by ACI entailed the excavation of six shovel tests at 50 m (164 

ft) intervals within the I-75 right-of-way. Testing yielded negative results, and no surface 
cultural materials were observed. No pond or FPC sites are proposed for this area. On the 
basis of subsurface testing results, the Cow House Slough Site, as contained within the 
existing I-75 right-of-way, is presumed destroyed. A copy of the original FMSF form is 
contained in Appendix A.  
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8HI473:  The Wetherington Island Site, a quarry/lithic scatter, is located in 
Township 28 South, Range 19 East, in the southeast quarter of Section 12, both to the 
east and west of I-75 (Figure 6.6). Elevation of the site area is between 6-8 m (20-25 ft) 
AMSL. 8HI473 is situated north of Cow House Creek on Chobee sandy loam and Winder 
fine sand. Local vegetation includes palmetto, pine, palms, and weeds.  

 
This site was originally discovered in 1978 by B. Calvin Jones prior to 

construction of I-75. He found chert flakes and cores, and recommended further testing to 
determine site size and the extent of occupation. 8HI473 was dated to the Archaic period 
(FMSF). In 1979, the SHPO determined the site eligible for listing in the NRHP. Phase II 
excavation was conducted in 1982 by Chance, and Phase III excavation in 1984 by 
Chance and Misner. In 1993, Christopher Goodwin and Associates relocated the site 
during a survey of the Florida Gas Transmission pipeline corridor and found over 500 
lithic artifacts. They recommended additional testing of the site, as contained within the 
proposed pipeline APE, stating that the site could provide “new and meaningful 
information regarding the prehistory of the area, especially with regard to lithic 
procurement activities” (Athens et al. 1994:193). The SHPO concurred, and Phase II 
testing was conducted in 1994. As a result, over 100,000 artifacts were found (Athens et 
al. 1994) and the affected portion of the Wetherington Island Site was determined 
significant in June of 1994 (FMSF). Phase III data recovery was carried out in 1994 
(Brown et al. 1996:364). 

  
 Archaeological survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed subsurface 
testing at a 25 m (82 ft) interval. Of the eight shovel tests placed east and west of I-75, 
one located on the east of the roadway produced one thermally altered chert flake tool. 
This artifact, which measures approximately 5 cm (1.9 in) in length, was found at 20 cm 
(8 in) below surface in a matrix of gray sand. Proposed Pond B-1 is located within the 
8HI473 site area (Figures 6.1 and 6.6). The excavation of five shovel tests yielded 
negative results. 
 

Based on the results of previous and current survey, 8HI473 is estimated to 
measure 17,500 square feet. This site extends beyond the current project APE. ACI’s 
testing did not change the site boundaries, nor provide further information of 
significance. This site has suffered severe damage as a result of the construction of I-75 
and Morris Bridge Road. Thus, no significant archaeological deposits were identified 
within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE. Copies of the original and updated FMSF 
forms are contained in Appendix A. 

 
8HI485:  The Deputy Smith Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 28 South, 

Range 19 East, in the northeast quarter of Section 12 (Figure 6.6). It lies to the west of I-
75 within the I-75 APE and is approximately .8 km (.5 mi) north of Fowler Avenue. The 
site area occupies level terrain, with an elevation of 10-16 m (35-55 ft) AMSL. An 
unnamed pond is adjacent to the north. The local soil types are Candler, Felda, and 
Tavares-Millhopper fine sands, and vegetation is predominantly small oaks, slash pine 
and waxmyrtle, with an understory of saw palmetto, beauty berry, poison ivy and 
greenbrier.  
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This site was originally discovered in 1978 by B. Calvin Jones during the survey 

of the I-75 Bypass. Lithic debitage was found, and Jones recommended excavations prior 
to highway construction. In 1988, 8HI485 was investigated during survey of the State 
Street Bank/GTE Collier Tract by Piper Archaeology. As a result, only lithic debitage 
was found and the site was evaluated as not eligible for listing in the NRHP. In 1988, 
8HI485 was determined not eligible for the NRHP by the SHPO. 

 
Survey within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of four 

shovel tests at a 50 m (164 ft) interval. All yielded negative results. Thus, the site, as 
contained within the I-75 right-of-way, is presumed destroyed. No pond or FPC sites are 
proposed for this area. Based on the previous FMSF information, 8HI485 is estimated to 
measure 36,600 square feet. The temporal/cultural affiliation is unknown Copies of the 
original and previously updated FMSF forms are contained in Appendix A.  

 
8HI472:  The Wetherington Ridge Site, an artifact scatter, is located to both the 

east and west sides of I-75 in Township 28 South, Range 20 East, in Sections 6 and 7, 
and Township 28 South, Range 20 East, Sections 1 and 12 (Figure 6.6). Elevation of the 
site area is between 8-15 m (25-50 ft) AMSL. 8HI472 is situated just west of Cow House 
Creek on Candler and Zolfo fine sands. Weeds and grasses vegetate the portion of the site 
within the I-75 APE.  

 
This site was originally discovered in 1978 by B. Calvin Jones prior to 

construction of I-75. He found flakes and cores, delineated eight site sub-areas (A-H), 
and recommended four of these areas (A, B, C, and G) for Phase II testing. In 1979, the 
SHPO determined the site eligible for listing in the NRHP (FMSF). The Phase II testing 
resulted in the recovery of approximately 100,000 lithic and ceramic artifacts. Based 
upon these findings, 8HI472 was dated to the Paleo-Indian through the Transitional 
periods (Haviser 1983). Subsequent Phase III excavation and data recovery (Johnson 
1985) in Area B resulted in the identification of eight concentrations of lithic artifacts. 
Additional investigations within the site area were conducted by Burger in 1985, and by 
Hardin and Estabrook in 1988. Both resulted in the recovery of a limited amount of lithic 
artifacts, and evaluation that the site was not eligible for listing in the NRHP, as 
contained within the respective project areas.  

 
In 1993, that portion of the Wetherington Ridge Site located within the proposed 

Florida Gas Transmission pipeline corridor was surveyed by Goodwin and Associates. 
Additional archaeological investigation was recommended (Athens et al. 1994:191), and 
in 1994, Phase III data recovery was conducted (Brown et al. 1996:364). 

 
Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE yielded additional evidence of this 

site. Of the 35 shovel tests excavated at a 25 m (82 ft) interval within the existing right-
of-way to the east and west sides of I-75, three on the west side and one on the east 
yielded artifacts from 50-100 cm (20-39 in) below surface in a strata of tan colored sand. 
The recovered assemblage includes four waste flakes and one lithic tool. Among the 
debitage was one piece of chert shatter, one chert secondary decortication flake, and two 
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non-decortication flakes (one coral and one chert). All but one of the flakes were 
thermally altered. The tool is a humpback-type scraper made of chert. 
 
 Proposed Ponds B-2 and B-3 are located within the boundary of 8HI472 (Figures 
6.1 and 6.6). Of  the total eight shovel tests excavated within these two areas, four shovel 
tests within the proposed Pond B-3 produced seven waste flakes from between 30-70 cm 
(12-28 in) below surface.  This debitage, of both coral and chert, included six non-
decortication flakes and one piece of shatter.  Most are medium and large in size, and 
none was thermally altered.  No cultural materials were found within proposed Pond B-2. 
 

Based on the results of previous investigations, this site is estimated to measure 
48,000 square meters, as contained both within and outside the I-75 project APE. ACI’s 
testing did not change the site boundaries, and no significant information was derived. 
This site has suffered severe damage as a result of the construction of I-75. Thus, no 
significant archaeological deposits associated with 8HI472 are contained within the I-75 
APE. Copies of the original and updated FMSF forms are contained in Appendix A. 
 

8HI450:  The Monster Site (also known as the Powerline A Site), a lithic scatter, 
is located in Township 28 South, Range 19 East, in the northeast quarter of Section 12 
and the southeast quarter of Section 1 (Figure 6.6). It lies to the north and south of 
Fletcher Avenue within the I-75 APE. The site area occupies level terrain, with an 
elevation of 15 m (50 ft) AMSL. The local soil type is Candler fine sand, and the 
vegetation is predominantly slash pine, grass, and weeds.  

 
This site was originally discovered in 1972 during a pedestrian survey by John 

Fioroni of the University of South Florida. Although no artifacts were collected at this 
time, on his return visit in 1977, he collected chert flakes from the surface and 
recommended site testing. 8HI450 also was surveyed in 1978 by B. Calvin Jones prior to 
construction of I-75. Jones divided the site into four sub-areas (A-D), and recommended 
two of these areas (C and D) for Phase II testing. In 1979, the SHPO determined the site 
eligible for listing in the NRHP (FMSF). The Phase II testing of Area D resulted in the 
recovery of approximately 500 artifacts, and Area D was dated to the Early and Middle 
Archaic periods (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1981). In 1993, Goodwin and Associates 
surveyed within the site area during the Florida Gas Transmission Company pipeline 
corridor study. As a result, they concluded that the portion of the site within the proposed 
pipeline impact zone (Area D) did not warrant further investigation (Athens et al. 
1994:191).  

 
Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of two 

shovel tests at a 50 m (164 ft) interval. Both were negative. No pond or FPC sites are 
proposed for this area. Based on the existing FMSF information, 8HI450 measures 
somewhere between two acres and over one mile. The site probably was used over time 
as a base camp, lithic workshop, and/or hunting camp (Daniel and Wisenbaker 1981). 
Copies of the original and updated FMSF forms are contained in Appendix A.  
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6.2.2 Segment B  
 

Seven archaeological sites (8HI472, 8HI450, 8HI483, 8HI5434, 8HI5433, 
8HI5432, and 8HI5431) were recorded previously within this segment of I-75, which is 
located from Fletcher Avenue to 3000 feet north of the Hillsborough River. Two of these, 
8HI472 and 8HI450, also extend into Segment A. ACI excavated a total of 47 shovel 
tests at 82 ft (25 m) and 164 ft (50 m) intervals, mostly in areas where sites were 
previously recorded. As a result, the locations of 8HI472, 8HI483, 8HI5432, and 
8HI5431 were verified within the I-75 project APE.  
 

Six proposed alternate pond sites (C-1, C-2, C-3, D-1, D-2, and D-3) and three 
proposed FPC sites (CD-1, CD-2, and CD-3) are located within study segment B. Of 
these, three were considered to have a high site location potential and two were 
considered to have a moderate potential (Table 6.2). A total of 33 shovel tests excavated 
within these five areas resulted in the discovery of lithic debitage in proposed Pond C-2. 
This area is contained within the boundary of previously recorded site 8HI483. Testing in 
the other proposed pond and FPC areas yielded negative results (Table 6.2).  

 
Of the seven previously recorded sites found in Segment B, three (8HI472, 

8HI450, and 8HI472) were determined eligible for listing in the NRHP in 1979. No 
significant cultural deposits associated with these resources were found within the I-75 
PD&E Study APE. With the exception of 8HI472 and 8HI450, described in Section 6.2.1, 
descriptions of the previously recorded archaeological sites located within Segment B 
follow. 
 

HI5434:  The WLR 12-6 Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 28 South, 
Range 19 East, in the southeast quarter of Section 1, to the west of I-75 (Figure 6.6). 
Elevation of the site area is approximately 15 m (50 ft) AMSL. The Hillsborough River is 
situated 350 m (1148 ft) to the south. The soil type is Candler fine sand, and the local 
vegetation includes live oak, longleaf pine, and grass. This site was originally discovered 
in 1993 by R. Christopher Goodwin and Associates during a survey of the Florida Gas 
Transmission Company Phase III Expansion project. A limited amount of lithic debitage 
was discovered, and 8HI5434 was evaluated as not NRHP-eligible (Athens et al. 1994). 

 
Since only a small portion of 8HI5434 is located within the I-75 PD&E Study 

project APE, only one shovel test was excavated, and no cultural materials were found. 
No ponds or FPC sites are proposed for this site area. Based on the original FMSF 
information, this site is estimated to measure 311 m (1020 ft) north/south by 127 m (417 
ft) east/west and was determined to represent multiple episodes of aboriginal activity. On 
the basis of negative findings, the location of the WLR 12-6 Site cannot be verified 
within the I-75 project APE. A copy of the original FMSF form is contained in Appendix 
A. 

 
8HI483 The Deerstand Site is located in Township 27 South, Range 19 East, 

Section 36 and Township 28 South, Range 19 East, Section 1, both to the east and west of 
I-75 (Figure 6.6). Elevation of the site area is between 8-15 m (25-50 ft) AMSL, and a 
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cypress swamp is adjacent. The local soil types include Candler, Myakka, and Zolfo fine 
sands, and the site area is vegetated with oak, pine, and grasses.  

 
This site was originally discovered in 1978 by B. Calvin Jones during the I-75 

Bypass Survey. Jones found lithic debitage and tools, and dated the site to the Archaic 
period. Further testing was recommended to determine site size and the extent of 
occupation (FMSF). In 1979, the SHPO determined the site eligible for listing in the 
NRHP. Phase II excavation was conducted in two sub-areas of the site, A and B, by 
Chance (Daniel 1982) and Gagel (1981b). Based upon the artifacts recovered, 8HI483 
was dated to the Early Archaic through Safety Harbor periods.  

 
In 1984, ACI surveyed portions of sub-areas A and B during a survey of the 

Hidden River DRI (Deming et al. 1984). This effort resulted in the recovery of 
approximately 3000 lithic waste flakes, bifaces, unifaces, core fragments, utilized flakes, 
and blanks. In 1993, Goodwin and Associates (Athens et al. 1994) surveyed the site area, 
as contained within the Florida Gas Transmission Company pipeline corridor, and found 
lithic debitage and tools (Athens et al. 1994:186).  
 
  Archaeological survey within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed 
systematic subsurface testing at a 25 m (82 ft) interval. Of the 10 shovel tests placed west 
of I-75, four were positive and of the nine placed to the east of I-75, all were positive. 
The largest concentration of artifacts came from the northern portion of the site from two 
separate shovel tests spaced 150 m (492 ft) apart and on opposite sides of I-75. The total 
artifact assemblage consists of 96 waste flakes, eight flake tools, and one large piece of 
chert, possibly a core. These artifacts were found between 8-130 cm (3-51 in) below 
surface in successive zones of gray sand, grayish/brown sand, and tan sand. The debitage 
includes 47 coral and 49 chert waste flakes. All but nine of the chert flakes were 
thermally altered. There is one primary decortication flake, 25 secondary decortication 
flakes, 63 non-decortication flakes, and seven pieces of shatter. Of the eight flake tools, 
five are made from chert and three from coral; all had been thermally altered. The flake 
tools range in size from 2-5 cm (0.8-1.9 in). Six of the tools were possibly used for 
cutting, scraping, and/or slicing, one is a perforater, and one is a spokeshave.  
 
 Proposed Ponds C-1 and C-2 are located within the boundary of 8HI483. Of the 
total 19 shovel tests excavated within these two areas, two shovel tests within proposed 
Pond C-2 produced five waste flakes from between 60-100 cm (24-40 in) below surface. 
This debitage, of both coral and chert, includes three non-decortication flakes, one 
secondary decortication flake, and one piece of shatter. These are variable in size, and all 
were thermally altered. No cultural materials were found within proposed Pond C-1. 

 
Based on the original FMSF information, 8HI483 is estimated to measure 10 

acres in size. ACI’s investigation did not result in a change of site boundaries. This 
resource probably represents multiple episodes of short-term, limited aboriginal activity 
associated with the procurement of the locally available resources, and the manufacture 
of chipped stone tools. This site has suffered severe damage as a result of the construction 
of I-75 and commercial development in the area. While ACI’s testing did not add any 
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new information about the site, this work confirmed that portions of 8HI483 maintain 
contextual integrity. Copies of the original and updated FMSF forms are contained in 
Appendix A. 

 
HI5433:  The WLR 12-3 Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 27 South, 

Range 19 East, in the southeast quarter of Section 36, to the west of I-75 (Figure 6.7). 
Elevation of the site area is approximately 12 m (40 ft) AMSL, and the Hillsborough 
River is approximately 50 m (164 ft) to the south. The local soil type is Winder fine sand. 
This site was originally discovered in 1993 by R. Christopher Goodwin and Associates 
during a survey of the Florida Gas Transmission Company Phase III Expansion project. 
As a result, a limited amount of lithic debitage was found, and 8HI5433 was evaluated as 
not NRHP-eligible (Athens et al. 1994). 

 
Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of three 

shovel tests placed at a 25 m (82 ft) interval. All yielded negative results. No ponds or 
FPC sites are proposed for this area. Based on the original FMSF information, this site is 
estimated to measure 20 m (65 ft) north/south by 25 m (82 ft) east/west and probably 
represents a single episode of short-term, limited aboriginal activity. On the basis of 
negative findings, the location of the WLR 12-3 Site cannot be verified within the I-75  
project APE. A copy of the original FMSF form is contained in Appendix A. 

 
HI5432:  The WLR 12-2 Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 27 South, 

Range 19 East, in the southeast quarter of Section 36, to the west of I-75 (Figure 6.7). 
Elevation of the site area is 8 m (25 ft) AMSL, and the local soil type is Winder fine 
sand. The site is situated 90 m (295 ft) north of the Hillsborough River. This site was 
originally discovered in 1993 by R. Christopher Goodwin and Associates during a survey 
of the Florida Gas Transmission Company Phase III Expansion project. As a result, 91 
pieces of lithic debitage were recovered, and more work was recommended. While 
additional testing yielded 437 pieces of lithic debitage, it was concluded that the site 
lacked integrity, and no further archaeological investigation was recommended (FMSF). 
The SHPO concurred with this recommendation, and in 1994 determined that the site was 
not eligible for listing in the NRHP.  
 

Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of four 
shovel tests at 25 m (82 ft) intervals. Of these, two produced one chert secondary 
decortication waste flake and one chert flake tool. Both were thermally altered. These 
artifacts were found between 20-60 cm (8-24 in) below surface in successive strata of 
gray and orange/tan colored sand. No ponds or FPC sites are proposed for this area. 
 

Based on the original FMSF information, 8HI5432 is estimated to measure 100 m 
(328 ft) north/south by 20 m (65 ft) east/west. ACI’s investigation did not result in a 
change of site boundaries. This resource probably represents a single episode of short-
term, limited aboriginal activity associated with the procurement of the locally available 
resources where the reshaping of tools may have occurred. The lack of diagnostic 
artifacts precludes a determination of cultural affiliation or temporal placement. While 
the location of the site is of interest to regional settlement pattern analyses, given the 
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limited artifact density and diversity and lack of cultural features, the WLR 12-2 Site is 
not eligible for listing in the NRHP. Copies of the original and updated FMSF forms are 
contained in Appendix A. 

 
HI5431:  The WLR 12-1 Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 27 South, 

Range 19 East, in the southeast quarter of Section 36, to the west of I-75 (Figure 6.7). 
Elevation of the site area is between 12-18 m (40-60 ft) AMSL. A freshwater swamp is 
adjacent to the west. The site is located on Myakka and Winder fine sands, and vegetated 
in weeds and grasses. This site was originally discovered in 1993 by R. Christopher 
Goodwin and Associates during a survey of the Florida Gas Transmission Company 
Phase III Expansion project. They discovered 12 pieces of lithic debitage and determined 
the site not to be eligible for listing in the NRHP (Athens et al. 1994).  
 

Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed systematic subsurface 
testing at a 25 m (82 ft) interval. Of the four shovel tests placed to the west of I-75, two 
were positive. The artifacts recovered consist of four chert waste flakes, of which three 
had been thermally altered. Two of the flakes are secondary decortication flakes and two 
are non-decortication flakes. These artifacts were found between 25-100 cm (10-40 in) 
below surface in zones of gray and brown sand.  No ponds or FPC sites are proposed for 
the 8HI5431 site area. 
 

Based on the original FMSF information, 8HI5431 is estimated to measure 100 m 
north/south by 20 m (328 by 66 ft) east/west. ACI’s testing did not change the site 
boundaries. This resource probably represents a single episode of short-term, limited 
aboriginal activity associated with the procurement of the locally available resources 
where the reshaping of tools may have occurred. The lack of diagnostic artifacts 
precludes a determination of cultural affiliation or temporal placement. While the 
location of the site is of interest to regional settlement pattern analyses, given the limited 
artifact density and diversity and lack of cultural features, ACI concurs with the previous 
recommendation that the WLR 12-1 Site does not appear to be eligible for listing in the 
NRHP. Copies of the original and updated FMSF forms are contained in Appendix A. 

 
6.2.3 Segment C 

 
Two archaeological sites (8HI320 and 8HI5430) were recorded previously within 

this segment of I-75, which is located from 3000 ft north of the Hillsborough River to 
Bruce B. Downs Boulevard. ACI excavated a total of four shovel tests. As a result, no 
evidence of either site was discovered. Six proposed alternate pond sites (E-1, E-2, E-3, 
F-1, F-2, and F-3) and no proposed FPC sites are located within study segment C. Of 
these, all were considered to have a low site location potential. As a result, no shovel tests 
were excavated within the proposed pond areas (Table 6.2). Neither 8HI320 nor 8HI5430 
is considered NRHP-eligible. Descriptions of the previously recorded archaeological sites 
follow. 

 
8HI5430:  The WLR 11-1 Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 27 South, 

Range 19 East, in the northeast quarter of Section 36, to the west of I-75 (Figure 6.7). 
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Elevation of the site area is about 11 m (35 ft) AMSL. Trout Creek is to the east, and the 
local soil type is Myakka fine sand. This site was originally discovered in 1993 by R. 
Christopher Goodwin and Associates during a survey of the Florida Gas Transmission 
Company Phase III Expansion project. As a result, a limited amount of lithic debitage 
was found, and no additional work was recommended (Athens et al. 1994). The 
temporal/cultural affiliation of 8HI5430 is unknown. In February 1994, the Florida SHPO 
evaluated the site as not NRHP-eligible by the Florida SHPO in February 1994. 

 
Survey within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of three 

shovel tests placed at a 50 m (164 ft) interval to the west of I-75. None was positive. No 
ponds or FPC sites are proposed for this area. Pond D-3 (existing) is adjacent to the west. 
Based on the original FMSF information, this site is estimated to measure 100 m (328 ft) 
north/south by 115 m (377 ft) east/west. On the basis of negative findings, the location of 
WLR11-1 Site cannot be verified within the existing I-75 right-of-way. A copy of the 
original FMSF form is contained in Appendix A.  

 
8HI320:  The Tampa Tech #5 Site, an artifact scatter, is located in Section 23 of 

Township 27 South, Range 19 East (Figures 6.7 and 6.8). It is situated on a low rise west 
of I-75 surrounded by a swamp. 8HI320 is approximately 12 m (40 ft) AMSL and is 
located on Myakka fine sand. This site was originally recorded in 1972 by J. Raymond 
Williams on the basis of information provided by Karlis Karklins. Williams surveyed the 
area and found lithic artifacts in the road cut along both sides of CR 581. In 1979, the site 
area was visited by Lance Rom, who could find no evidence. In 1985, the site area was 
investigated by Piper Archaeological Research, Inc. during survey of the Tampa Tech 
Park DRI property. They recorded a 60 acre site around the intersection of I-75 and CR 
581, and noted that the site was “almost completely destroyed” by the construction of CR 
581, I-75, and a borrow pit. Subsequent survey was conducted in 1993 by archaeologists 
from R. Christopher Goodwin and Associates along the Florida Gas Transmission 
Company pipeline corridor. They concluded that there was an absence of intact cultural 
deposits within the 8HI320 site area and that the site was not NRHP-eligible (Athens et 
al. 1994).  In February 1994, the Florida SHPO determined that 8HI320 was not NRHP-
eligible.  

 
Field investigation by ACI entailed the excavation of a total three shovel tests at 

50 m (164 ft) intervals within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE. Testing yielded 
negative results, and no surface cultural materials were observed. As previously recorded, 
this site measures 245,220 square meters and probably represents the scene of short-term, 
limited aboriginal activity associated with the procurement of the locally available 
resources. There is no evidence of 8HI320 within the I-75 APE, and the Tampa Tech #5 
Site, as contained within the project, is presumed destroyed. A copy of the original FMSF 
form prepared by Goodwin and Associates is contained in Appendix A.  

 
6.2.4 Segment D 

 
Four archaeological sites (8HI320, 8HI471, 8HI10, and 8HI4069) were recorded 

previously within this segment of I-75, which is located from Bruce B. Downs Boulevard 
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to the I-75/275 intersection. ACI excavated a total of 25 shovel tests at 82 ft (25 m) and 
164 ft (50 m) intervals, mostly in areas where sites were previously recorded. As a result, 
the location of 8HI471 was verified. Although this site was determined NRHP-eligible in 
1979, no significant cultural deposits associated with 8HI471 were found within the I-75 
PD&E Study project APE. No new archaeological sites were discovered, and no evidence 
of 8HI320, 8HI10, or 8HI4069 was found. One archaeological occurrence (AO #1) was 
discovered proximate to 8HI4069. Seven proposed alternate pond sites (G-1, G-2, G-3, 
H-1, H-2, H-3 and I-1) are located within study segment D. Of these, all were considered 
to have a low site location potential, and thus, no archaeological subsurface testing was 
conducted (Table 6.2). Descriptions of the previously recorded archaeological sites and 
archaeological occurrence located within Segment D follow. 8HI320, which extends into 
both segments C and D, is described in Section 6.2.3. 

 
8HI471 The Cypress Creek Site, an artifact scatter, is located in Township 27 

South, Range 19 East, in the southwest quarter of Section 3, both to the east and west of 
I-75 (Figure 6.8). Elevation of the site area is between 12-18 m (40-60 ft) AMSL. 
Cypress Creek is about 50 m (164 ft) to the north. The local soil types are Myakka and 
Zolfo fine sands. This site was originally discovered in 1978 by B. Calvin Jones prior to 
the construction of I-75. He found lithic debitage and tools and recommended further 
testing to determine site size and the extent of occupation (FMSF). In 1979, the SHPO 
determined the site eligible for listing in the NRHP. Phase II testing was subsequently 
conducted in 1982 (Almy 1982). As a result, flake tools, broken projectile points, and 
ceramics were found (Almy 1982). In 1993, Goodwin and Associates reexamined the 
portion of the site located west of I-75 during a survey of the Florida Gas Transmission 
pipeline project. As a result, only a small amount of lithic debitage was found, and it was 
concluded that this part of the site lacked significance (Athens et al. 1994:180). In 
February 1994, the Florida SHPO determined that the portion of 8HI471 located east of I-
75 was not NRHP-eligible. 8HI471 has been dated from the Archaic through Safety 
Harbor periods. 

 
Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed systematic subsurface 

testing at a 25 m (82 ft) interval. Of the eight shovel tests excavated, one located west of 
I-75 and two located east of I-75 were positive. The artifacts recovered consist of four 
coral and two chert waste flakes and three expedient flake tools. These were found 
between 35-100 cm (14-39 in) below surface in successive zones of light gray and dark 
brown to tan colored sand. All the coral and one of the chert flakes were thermally 
altered. One of the flakes is a secondary decortication flake and the rest are non-
decortication flakes. Of the three flake tools, two were made from thermally altered coral 
and one was made from thermally altered chert. No ponds or FPC sites are proposed for 
the 8HI471 site area. 
 

Based on previous investigations, 8HI471 is estimated to measure approximately 
1.5 acres, as located within and outside the I-75 APE. ACI’s testing did not change the 
site boundaries. 8HI471 has suffered severe damage as a result of the construction of I-
75, and no significant archaeological information was derived from the results of ACI’s 
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investigation. Copies of the original and updated FMSF forms are contained in Appendix 
A. 

 
8HI10:  The Branch Mound, a multi-component site containing a sand burial 

mound (no longer extant) and an artifact scatter, is located in Township 27 South, Range 
19 East, in the southwest quarter of Section 3, within and west of the existing I-75 right-
of-way (Figure 6.8). The site area lies approximately 18 m (60 ft) AMSL, and is situated 
west and north of Cypress Creek. The local soil type is Immokalee fine sand, and 
vegetation includes planted pine, scrub oak, weeds, and grasses. The burial mound was 
originally discovered in 1936 by J.C. Simpson of the Florida Geological Survey, who 
found human remains, glass beads, lithic debitage, and tools (Bullen 1978). Additional 
testing of the site was conducted in 1978 by B. Calvin Jones and in 1993 by Goodwin and 
Associates (Athens et al. 1994). Jones found only chert and coral lithic flakes scattered on 
the surface and reported finding no evidence of the sand mound, which was rumored to 
have been bulldozed (FMSF). Goodwin and Associates tested the site to see if it extended 
into the proposed Florida Gas Transmission Company pipeline corridor and found lithics 
and a probable Simpson projectile point (Athens et al. 1994). Their testing added 30 
square meters to the original 3000 square meter size of the site. No definitive date could 
be assigned to this site. In February 1994, the Florida SHPO determined the site not 
NRHP-eligible. 
 

Survey within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed systematic subsurface 
testing at a 25 m (82 ft) interval within the existing right-of-way. Of the six shovel tests 
placed along the east and west sides of I-75, two located west of I-75 produced lithic 
tools and debitage. The artifacts were recovered from between 40-110 cm (16-43 in) in 
successive zones of grayish/brown sand, light gray sand, and dark brown hardpan. The 
lithic assemblage consists of 15 waste flakes of coral (N=9) and chert (N=6), plus 10 
expedient flake tools. All the coral and three of the chert flakes were thermally altered. 
The total 15 waste flakes include two primary decortication flakes, two secondary 
decortication flakes, and 11 non-decortication flakes. The 10 expedient flakes tools range 
in size from medium (1-2 cm) to XX-large (4-5 cm). All are made of coral, and seven 
were thermally altered. No ponds or FPC sites are proposed for this site area. 
 

Based on previous investigations, this site is estimated to measure 3030 square 
meters, as contained within and outside the I-75 project APE. Subsurface testing by ACI 
did not result in a change in site boundaries. 8HI10 has suffered severe damage as a result 
of the 1936 excavation, as well as construction of I-75. No evidence of the mound exists 
today, and only a scattering of artifacts have been found. Consistent with previous 
evaluations, this site is considered not eligible for listing in the NRHP. Copies of the 
original and updated FMSF forms are contained in Appendix A. 
 

8HI4069: The Interchange Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 27 South, 
Range 19 East, in the northwest quarter of Section 3, within the I-75 right-of-way about 
.4 km (.25 mi) south of the Hillsborough/Pasco County line (Figure 6.9). Elevation of the 
site area is approximately 15 m (50 ft) AMSL. 8HI4069 is located about 110 m (360 ft) 
west of Cypress Creek on Myakka fine sand. This site was originally discovered in 1991 
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by Piper Archaeological Research, Inc. during survey of the Florida Power Company 
Lake Tarpon-Kathleen Transmission Line (Austin et al. 1991). As a result, only waste 
flakes were found, and no further testing was recommended. In 1993, R. Christopher 
Goodwin and Associates found one flake associated with the site during a survey of the 
Florida Gas Transmission Company Phase III Expansion project (Athens et al. 1994). In 
February 1994, the Florida SHPO evaluated the site as not NRHP-eligible (FMSF).  

 
Survey within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of seven 

shovel tests at a 50 m (164 ft) interval within the existing right-of-way. This work yielded 
negative results. No ponds or FPC sites are proposed for the 8HI4069 site area. Based on 
the original FMSF information, 8HI4069 is estimated to measure 61 m (200 ft) 
north/south by 143 m (469 ft) east/west. On the basis of negative findings, the location of 
the Interchange Site cannot be verified within the I-75 project APE. Copies of the 
original and previously updated FMSF forms are contained in Appendix A.  

 
Archaeological Occurrence #1 (AO #1):  AO #1, a single non-decortication 

chert waste flake, is located in Township 27 South, Range 19 East, in the northwest 
quarter of Section 3 (Figure 6.9). It was discovered during systematic subsurface testing 
at 82 ft (25 m) intervals within a segment of proposed right-of-way located on the east 
side of I-75 and south of the I-275/75 interchange. This AO is also within the boundaries 
of proposed Pond I-1. Additional tests placed around the positive unit yielded negative 
results. This single artifact site is not considered significant. FMSF forms are not required 
for archaeological occurrences. 

 
6.2.5 Segment E 

 
Seven archaeological sites (8HI470, 8HI5453, 8PA480, 8PA481, 8PA482, 

8PA634, and 8PA633) were recorded previously within this segment of I-75, which is 
located from the I-75/275 intersection to SR 56. ACI excavated a total of 57 shovel tests 
at 82 ft (25 m) and 164 ft (50 m) intervals, mostly in areas where sites were previously 
recorded. As a result, the locations of 8PA480 and 8PA481 were verified within the 
project APE. No new archaeological sites were discovered, and no evidence of the other 
five sites was discovered within the existing or proposed rights-of-way. Four proposed 
alternate ponds (I-2, J-1, J-2, and J-3) and three proposed FPC sites (J-1, J-2, and J-3) are 
located within study segment E. Of these, proposed Ponds J-1 and J-2, are located within 
the original boundaries of sites 8PA633 and 8PA634, respectively, and thus, were 
considered to have a high site location potential. FPC J-3, although contiguous, in part, 
with 8PA633, was classified as low probability area due to the degree of land alteration. 
FPC J-2 was considered to have a moderate potential. The remaining proposed pond and 
FPC sites were considered to have a low site location potential. A total of 23 shovel tests 
excavated within the high and moderate probability areas resulted in evidence for 
8PA633 within proposed Pond J-1. No cultural materials associated with 8PA634 were 
found in proposed Pond J-2.  

 
None of the sites identified within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE are 

considered NRHP-eligible. Descriptions of these sites follow. 
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8HI470:  The Interstate 75 Intersection Site, an artifact scatter, is located in 
Township 26 South, Range 19 East, in the southwest quarter of Section 34 and in 
Township 27 South, Range 19 East, in the northwest quarter of Section 3 (Figure 6.9). It 
lies north and south of the Hillsborough/Pasco County Line to the west of I-75. The site 
occupies relatively elevated terrain, with an elevation of 17-18 m (55-60 ft) AMSL. 
Hardwood swamp is approximately 50 m (164 ft) to the south and 75 m (246 ft) to the 
west. Local soil types are EauGallie and Zolfo fine sands, and vegetation includes 
grasses, scattered live oak, and some cabbage palm.  

 
8HI470 was originally identified during the 1978 survey of the I-75 Bypass 

conducted by B. Calvin Jones (FMSF). Jones dated the site to the Archaic period, based 
upon the presence of lithics (non-diagnostic) and absence of pottery. Site size was 
estimated at 1 acre, and the site condition was described as partially destroyed by I-75 
(now I-275) borrow pit construction in the 1960's. Jones recommended that the remaining 
portion of the site be archaeologically tested prior to new highway construction. During 
the archaeological survey of the Florida Gas Transmission pipeline corridor in 1993, 
Goodwin and Associates surveyed a portion of the site and only found one flake (Athens 
et al. 1994). They recommended no additional testing. Systematic subsurface testing also 
was conducted by ACI during the I-275/75 PD&E study from Bearss Avenue to New SR 
54 (ACI 1995). During this survey, seven ceramic sherds, six tool forms, and 63 pieces of 
lithic debitage were found within the project APE. On the basis of the artifact assemblage 
recovered, 8HI470 was dated from the Paleo-Indian through Safety Harbor periods.  
ACI’s 1995 survey concluded that 8HI470, as contained within the project right-of-way, 
“is not believed to have the potential to yield additional data of significance to regional or 
state prehistory,” and thus, was not considered NRHP-eligible (ACI 1995:6-5 to 6-6). 

 
Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of 11 shovel 

tests at 25 and 50 m (82 and 164 ft) intervals within the existing right-of-way. Testing 
yielded negative results, and no surface cultural materials were observed. No proposed 
pond or FPC sites are located within or adjacent to 8HI470. Thus, the location of 8HI470 
within the project APE could not be verified. Copies of the original and a previously 
updated FMSF form are contained in Appendix A.  

 
8HI5453: This site (no name), a lithic scatter, is located in Township 27 South, 

Range 19 East, in the northwest quarter of Section 3, adjacent to the I-75 right-of-way, 
and just south of the Hillsborough/Pasco County line (Figure 6.9). Elevation of the site 
area is approximately 15 m (50 ft) AMSL. Cypress Creek is located approximately 250 m 
(820 ft) to the south. The local soil type is Blanton fine sand. This site was originally 
discovered by ACI during a survey of a proposed pond site (Deming 1994a). Only four 
lithic artifacts were found, and no additional work was recommended. No cultural 
affiliation could be assigned, and 8HI5453 was evaluated as not NRHP-eligible.  

 
Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of seven 

shovel tests at 50 m (164 ft) intervals within the existing right-of-way. None was positive. 
No proposed ponds or FPC sites are located within this site area. Based on the original 
FMSF information, 8HI5453 is estimated to measure 110 m (360 ft) north/south by 100 
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m (328 ft) east/west, and probably represents a single episode of short-term, limited 
aboriginal activity. Based upon the negative findings, the location of 8HI5453 cannot be 
verified within the I-75 project APE. A copy of the original FMSF form is contained in 
Appendix A. 

 
 8PA480:  The Coral Point Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 26 South, 
Range 19 East, in the southeast quarter of Section 34 (Figure 6.9). It lies to the west of 
the I-75/I-275 merge within the APE and is approximately 213 m (700 ft) north of the 
Hillsborough/Pasco County Line. A cypress swamp is located 150 m (492 ft) to the west. 
The site area is vegetated in grasses and weeds, and occupies nearly level terrain with an 
elevation of 15 m (50 ft) AMSL. The local soil type is EauGallie fine sand. This site was 
originally discovered by ACI in 1994 during a survey of I-275/75 from Bearss Avenue to 
“New” SR 54 (ACI 1995). During this survey, nine waste flakes and one Florida Archaic 
stemmed projectile point were found. The site was dated to the Archaic period, and 
evaluated as not NRHP-eligible. 
 
 8PA480 was re-discovered as a result of systematic subsurface testing at a 25 m 
(82 ft) interval within the I-75 right-of-way. Of the four shovel tests excavated, two were 
productive of one small non-thermally altered, non-decortication waste flake and two 
thermally altered coral flake tools. These artifacts were found at 60 cm (24 in) below 
surface in a matrix of dark brown sand. No surface cultural materials were observed, nor 
were any subsurface features encountered. No proposed pond or FPC sites are located 
within or adjacent to 8PA480. 
 

ACI’s testing of the site did not change the original boundaries, which are 25 m 
(82 ft) north/south by 10 m (33 ft) east/west. 8PA480 probably represents a limited 
activity camp site used sometime during the Archaic period. While the location of this 
lithic scatter type of site is of interest to regional settlement pattern analyses, given the 
limited artifact density and diversity and lack of cultural features, the research potential 
of the site is considered low. Hence, the Coral Point Site does not appear to be eligible 
for listing in the NRHP. Copies of the original and updated FMSF forms are contained in 
Appendix A. 

 
8PA482:  The Three Flake Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 26 South, 

Range 19 East, in the southeast quarter of Section 34 (Figure 6.9). It lies to the west of I-
75 within the I-75 APE, and is approximately .8 km (.5 mi) north of the 
Hillsborough/Pasco County Line. It occupies level terrain, with an elevation of 15 m (50 
ft) AMSL. The local soil type is EauGallie fine sand. A cypress swamp is located 100 m 
(328 ft) to the southwest, and the area is vegetated with small oaks, slash pine and 
waxmyrtle, with an understory of saw palmetto, beauty berry, poison ivy and greenbrier. 
8PA482 was originally discovered by ACI in 1994 during a survey of I-275/75 from 
Bearss Avenue to “New” SR 54 (ACI 1995). During this survey, three chert waste flakes 
were found. No cultural affiliation could be assigned and 8PA482 was evaluated as not 
NRHP-eligible. 
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No evidence of 8PA482 was discovered in the five shovel tests placed at a 50 m 
(164 ft) interval within the existing I-75 right-of-way. In addition, no surface cultural 
materials were observed, nor were any subsurface features encountered. No proposed 
pond or FPC sites are located within this site area. On the basis of the original FMSF 
information, 8PA482 is estimated to measure 30 m (98 ft) north/south by 10 m (33 ft) 
east/west, and probably represents a limited activity campsite associated with the 
procurement of locally available resources. Based upon the negative findings, the 
location of 8PA482 cannot be verified within the existing I-75 project APE. A copy of 
the original FMSF form is contained in Appendix A.  

 
 8PA481:  The Coral Reduction Site, a lithic scatter, is located in Township 26 
South, Range 19 East, in the southeast quarter of Section 34 (Figure 6.9). It is located 
approximately .8 km (.5 mi) north of the Hillsborough/Pasco County Line and occupies 
level terrain, with an elevation of 15 m (50 ft) AMSL. The Cypress Creek floodplain is 
100 m (328 ft) to the west. The local soil type is Newnan fine sand and typical vegetation 
found at the site consists of saw palmetto, grass, and weeds. 8PA481, situated to the east 
of I-75 within the I-75 APE, was originally discovered by ACI in 1994 during a survey of 
I-275/75 from Bearss Avenue to New SR 54 (ACI 1995). During this survey, 162 waste 
flakes and one flake tool were found. 
 
 8PA481 was re-discovered as a result of systematic subsurface testing at a 25 m 
(82 ft) interval within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE. Of the five shovel tests 
excavated, two were productive of lithic debitage from 25-90 cm (10-35 in) below 
surface in a zone of mixed gray/brown to dark brown sand. The artifact assemblage 
consists of two coral secondary decortication flakes and three non-decortication flakes 
(two coral and one chert). All had been thermally altered. No surface cultural materials 
were observed, nor were any subsurface features encountered. No proposed ponds or FPC 
sites are located within the site area. 
 

ACI’s investigation did not result in an alteration of the original site boundaries, 
estimated as 85 m (278 ft) north/south by 35 m (115 ft) east/west. 8PA481 probably 
represents a limited activity camp site. The lack of diagnostic artifacts precludes a 
determination of cultural affiliation or temporal placement. While the location of this 
lithic scatter type site is of interest to regional settlement pattern analyses, given the 
limited artifact density and diversity and lack of cultural features, the research potential 
of the site is considered low. Hence, the Coral Reduction Site does not appear to be 
eligible for listing in the NRHP. Copies of the original and updated FMSF forms are 
contained in Appendix A. 

 
8PA634:  The North Cypress East Site, a lithic scatter, is located in the southwest 

quarter of Section 26 in Township 26 South, Range 19 East (Figure 6.9). It is situated on 
a ridgetop due east of I-75, and is approximately 15-18 m (50-60 ft) AMSL. Vero fine 
sand is the local soil type. A wetland is located approximately 50 m (164 ft) to the south. 
Vegetation at the site includes some oak, pine, weeds, and grasses. 8PA634 was 
originally discovered by ACI during a cultural resource assessment survey of I-75 from 
south of SR 56 to north of SR 52 (ACI 1998b). Two of the eleven shovel tests excavated 
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produced a total of three waste flakes. The North Cypress East Site was evaluated as not 
NRHP-eligible. 

 
Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of three 

shovel tests at a 50 m (164 ft) interval. As a result, no additional evidence of this site was 
recovered. Similarly, the excavation of six shovel tests within proposed Pond J-2, located 
within the original 8PA634 boundary, yielded negative results. Based on the original 
FMSF information, 8PA634 is estimated to measure roughly 50 m (164 ft) north/south by 
25 m (82 ft) east/west. The location of 8PA634 cannot be verified within the I-75 project 
APE. A copy of the original FMSF form is contained in Appendix A.  

 
8PA633:  The North Cypress West Site, a lithic scatter, is located in the 

southwest quarter of Section 26 in Township 26 South, Range 19 East (Figure 6.9). It is 
situated on a ridgetop, adjacent to (west of) I-75. Elevation of the site area is 
approximately 15-18 m (50-60 ft) AMSL and the vegetation includes pine, oaks, and 
palmetto. Vero fine sand is the local soil type. A swamp, located approximately 100 m 
(328 ft) to the south, is the nearest fresh water source. This site was originally discovered 
by ACI during a cultural resource assessment survey of I-75 from south of SR 56 to north 
of SR 52 (ACI 1998b). Only one of the seven shovel tests produced one waste flake. In 
2002, survey of the Cypress Creek Town Center DRI property, located due west of I-75, 
resulted in the recovery of 22 pieces of lithic debitage (ACI 2002). No cultural affiliation 
could be assigned to this site and it was evaluated as not NRHP-eligible. 

 
During ACI’s survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE, three shovel tests 

were excavated at a 50 m (164 ft) interval within the existing right-of-way. As a result, no 
additional evidence of this site was found. However, the excavation of seven shovel tests 
spaced at 25 m (82 ft) intervals within proposed Pond J-1 resulted in the recovery of 10 
waste flakes from three productive shovel tests (Proposed FPC-J1 is contiguous, in part, 
with proposed Pond J-1.). Depth of the cultural deposit is 25-60 cm (10-24 in) below 
surface. The assemblage includes seven non-decortication flakes, two secondary 
decortication flakes, and one piece of shatter. All are made of coral, and one was 
thermally altered. Flake size is variable.  

 
Based on results of the two previous investigations, 8PA633 was estimated to 

measure roughly 50 m (164 ft) north/south by 50 m (164 ft) east/west. The cultural 
materials recovered within the proposed pond area fall within the previously estimated 
site boundary.  The findings are consistent with the results of the Cypress Creek Town 
Center DRI Survey, and thus, no new information was gained. Copies of the original and 
updated FMSF forms are contained in Appendix A.  
 

6.2.6 Segment F 
 

Four archaeological sites (8PA357, 8PA632, 8PA631, and 8PA630) were 
recorded previously within this segment of I-75, which is located from SR 56 to CR 54. 
ACI excavated a total of 61 shovel tests at 82 ft (25 m) and 164 ft (50 m) intervals, 
mostly in areas where sites were previously recorded. As a result, the locations of 
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8PA357 and 8PA632 were verified within the I-75 project right-of-way. Testing within 
8PA631 and 8PA630 yielded negative results. No new archaeological sites were 
discovered. Seven proposed alternate pond sites (K-1, K-2, K-3, K-4, L-1, L-2, and L-3) 
and six proposed FPC sites (K-1, K-2, K-3, L-1, L-2, and L-3) are located within study 
segment F. Of these, two proposed ponds (K-1 and L-2), located within 8PA632 and 
8PA631, respectively, were considered to have a high site location potential. The 
remaining 11 proposed ponds and FPC sites (Table 6.2) were considered to have a low 
site location potential. A total of nine shovel tests were excavated within the two high 
probability ponds. As a result, no evidence of either previously recorded site was found. 
Descriptions of the previously recorded sites follow. 
 

8PA357:  The Sand Pit Site, an artifact scatter, is located in Township 26 South, 
Range 19 East, in the northwest quarter of Section 26 and the northeast quarter of Section 
27 (Figure 6.9). It is situated to the west and east of I-75 within and outside the existing 
right-of-way, approximately 2.8 km (1.75 mi) north of the Hillsborough/Pasco County 
Line. The site occupies slightly elevated terrain, with an elevation of 15-20 m (50-65 ft) 
AMSL. Cabbage Swamp is adjacent to the north and south, and the Cypress Creek 
floodplain is 100 m (328 ft) to the east. The local soils are Narcoossee, EauGallie, and 
Smyrna fine sands. Vegetation at the site includes pine, scrub oak, and grasses. 8PA357 
was first identified during the cultural resource assessment survey of the proposed 
alignment corridor for SR 54 from Cypress Creek to the Zephyrhills Bypass (U.S. 301), 
Pasco County, Florida (Estabrook et al. 1991) and reevaluated during the preliminary 
cultural assessment survey of I-275 from Waters Avenue to SR 54, Hillsborough and 
Pasco Counties (Deming 1994c). Additional flakes were found within the I-75 corridor 
during the PD&E Study of I-75, from south of SR 56 to north of SR 52 (ACI 1998b). 
Survey of the Cypress Creek Town Center, conducted in 2002, indicated that 8PA357 
extended a little further west and north (ACI 2002).  

 
 8PA357 was relocated as a result of ground surface reconnaissance and 
systematic subsurface testing at a 25 m (82 ft) interval within the I-75 PD&E Study 
project APE. Of the 17 shovel tests excavated, three contained cultural material to a depth 
of 60 cm (24 in) below surface. The total assemblage contains three waste flakes (one 
primary decortication and two non-decortication) of chert and coral plus two chert 
expedient flake tools. One of the flake tools was heat treated. No proposed pond or FPC 
sites are located within or adjacent to the site area. 
 

Since testing was limited to the I-75 APE, the original boundaries of the site were 
not changed. 8PA357, which extends on both sides of I-75, measures approximately 350 
m (1148 ft) north/south by 900 m (2952 ft) east/west. Road construction has destroyed 
the central portion of the site, and development to the west has destroyed much of the 
western part. 8PA357 probably represents multiple episodes of short-term, limited 
aboriginal activity associated with the procurement of the locally available resources and 
manufacture of chipped stone tools. The lack of diagnostic artifacts precludes a 
determination of cultural affiliation or temporal placement. While the location of the site 
is of interest to regional settlement pattern analyses, given the limited artifact density and 
diversity and lack of cultural features, the research potential of the site is considered low. 



 

P01057 CRAS Report/August 2003 

6-35

Hence, the Sand Pit Site does not appear to be eligible for listing in the NRHP. Copies of 
the original and updated FMSF forms are contained in Appendix A. 
 

8PA632:  The Cabbage Swamp Site is located in the southeast quarter of Section 
23 in Township 26 South, Range 19 East (Figure 6.10). It is situated east and west of I-75 
and is at an elevation of roughly 18-20 m (60-65 ft) AMSL. The local soil type is 
EauGallie fine sand. Cabbage Swamp is located approximately 50 m (164 ft) to the south. 
The local vegetation includes sweetgum, pine, oak, and grass. This site was originally 
discovered by ACI during cultural resource assessment survey of I-75 from south of SR 
56 to north of SR 52 (ACI 1998). During this survey, 11 waste flakes were found, and the 
site was evaluated as not significant. 
 

8PA632 was re-discovered as a result of systematic subsurface testing at a 25 m 
(82 ft) interval within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE. Of the total 20 shovel tests 
excavated within the existing right-of-way to the east and west of the roadway, five 
produced lithic debitage. Two of the nine shovel tests on the west side and three of the 
eleven shovel tests on the east side of I-75 were positive. The artifact assemblage, 
recovered between 10-80 cm (4-31 in) below surface, consists of 17 chert and coral waste 
flakes. All are non-decortication flakes, and all but two pieces of the coral were thermally 
altered. One Sand-tempered Plain sherd also was found. No surface cultural materials 
were observed, nor were any subsurface features encountered. Proposed Pond K-1 and 
FPC K-2 are located, at least in part, within the 8PA632 site area. Four shovel tests 
excavated within Pond K-1 and three within FPC K-2 all yielded negative results. Thus, 
there is no archaeological evidence of the Cabbage Swamp Site within the two areas.  
 

The results of ACI’s investigation did not change the site boundaries, originally 
estimated to measure roughly 300 m (984 ft) north/south by 100 m (328 ft) east/west. 
Previous road construction has destroyed the central portion of the site. 8PA632 probably 
represents the scene of short-term, limited aboriginal activity associated with the 
procurement of the locally available resources. The lack of diagnostic artifacts precludes 
a determination of cultural affiliation or temporal placement. The recovery of a single 
pottery sherd suggests a post-Archaic period of site use. While the location of the site is 
of interest to regional settlement pattern analyses, given the limited artifact density and 
diversity and lack of cultural features, the research potential of the site is considered low. 
Therefore, the Cabbage Swamp Site does not appear to be eligible for listing in the 
NRHP. Copies of the original and updated FMSF forms are contained in Appendix A. 

 
8PA631:  The TP 174 Site, a lithic scatter, is located in the southeast quarter of 

Section 12 in Township 26 South, Range 19 East (Figure 6.10). It is situated on elevated 
terrain along the west side of I-75. Site elevation is roughly 21-23 m (70-80 ft) AMSL, 
and the current vegetation consists of some pine, weeds, and grasses. The local soil type 
is Pomona fine sand, and a wetland is located approximately 100 m (328 ft) north of the 
site. 8PA631 was originally discovered by ACI during a cultural resource assessment 
survey of I-75 from south of SR 56 to north of SR 52 (ACI 1998b). Only one of the 
thirteen shovel tests produced a total of eight coral waste flakes. No cultural affiliation 
could be assigned, and the TP 174 Site was evaluated as not NRHP-eligible.  
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Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of six shovel 
tests at a 50 m (164 ft) interval within the existing right-of-way. As a result, no evidence 
of this site was recovered. Similarly, the excavation of five shovel tests within proposed 
Pond L-2, which is contained within the original site area, yielded negative results. Thus, 
no new archaeological information was obtained. Based on the original FMSF 
information, 8PA631 is estimated to measure roughly 25 m (82 ft) north/south by 25 m 
(82 ft) east/west, and probably represents the scene of short-term, limited aboriginal 
activity associated with the procurement of the locally available resources. Based upon 
the negative findings, the location of 8PA631 cannot be verified within the existing I-75 
project APE. A copy of the original FMSF form is contained in Appendix A 

 
8PA630:  The Cracker Barrel Site, a lithic scatter, is located in the northeast 

quarter of Section 12 in Township 26 South, Range 19 East (Figure 6.10). It is situated on 
elevated terrain between two wetlands, on the west side of I-75. The site is roughly 24-26 
m (80-85 ft) AMSL and occurs on Pomona fine sand. Local vegetation is weeds and 
grasses. This site was originally discovered by ACI during a cultural resource assessment 
survey of I-75 from south of SR 56 to north of SR 52 (ACI 1998b). Three of the eight 
shovel tests excavated produced a total of 14 waste flakes. No cultural affiliation could be 
assigned and 8PA630 was evaluated as not NRHP-eligible.  

 
Survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project APE entailed the excavation of three 

shovel tests at a 50 m (164 ft) interval within the existing right-of-way. This effort 
yielded negative results. No proposed pond or FPC sites are located within the site area. 
Based on the original FMSF information, 8PA630 is estimated to measure roughly 200 m 
(656 ft) north/south by 25 m (82 ft) east/west and probably represents a limited activity 
campsite associated with the procurement of locally available resources. Based upon the 
negative findings, the location of 8PA630 cannot be verified within the I-75 project APE. 
A copy of the original FMSF form is contained in Appendix A.  

 
 

6.3 Historical/Architectural Results 
 

Background research indicated an absence of previously recorded historic 
resources (50 years of age or older) within the I-75 PD&E Study project APE. Two 
historic buildings were newly identified. These resources, assigned the FMSF numbers 
8HI7839 and 8HI7840, are modest Frame Vernacular style residences constructed in the 
1940s. Neither is considered NRHP-eligible. Site locations are depicted in Figure 6.11, 
and completed FMSF forms are contained within Appendix B. 
 

8HI7839:  The one-story Frame Vernacular style residence located at 12230 Old 
Morris Bridge Road was constructed ca. 1940. Set on a continuous concrete foundation, 
the wood frame house is clad in asbestos shingles. The front gable roof is finished with 
corrugated metal panels. Alterations include the replacement of some original wood one-
over-one double-hung sash windows with metal one-over-one single-hung sash windows. 
The porch on the main façade was enclosed ca. 1965. A small shed roof addition was 
constructed on the south elevation and a flat roof addition was built on the east elevation. 
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Recently, a cellular tower was constructed adjacent to the house. Limited research 
suggests that this building possesses no historic significance. In addition, this typical 
example of the Frame Vernacular style residential construction still evident throughout 
Hillsborough County has been altered. Therefore, 8HI7839 does not appear NRHP- 
eligible. 
 

8HI7840:  The one-story Frame Vernacular style residence located at 8709 
Seahawk Lane was constructed ca. 1947. Set on a concrete block pier foundation, the 
wood frame house is clad in wood drop siding. The front gable roof is finished with 
composition shingles. Alterations include the replacement of the original windows with 
metal one-over-one single-hung sash windows. The porch on the main façade was 
enclosed ca. 1965. A small wood frame shed is located southwest of the house. This 
building does not appear to be locally significant. In addition, the design is typical of 
Frame Vernacular style buildings throughout the area. Therefore, 8HI7840 does not 
appear to meet NRHP eligibility criteria. 
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7.0 CONCLUSIONS AND SITE EVALUATIONS 
 

All cultural resources identified as a result of this survey were evaluated for their 
significance, as per the criteria of eligibility for listing in the NRHP. A discussion of site 
evaluations follows. 

 

7.1 Archaeological Sites 
 
Background research and archaeological survey of the I-75 PD&E Study project 

APE, including the existing and proposed rights-of-way as well as proposed alternate 
pond and FPC sites, resulted in the identification and evaluation of 28 previously 
recorded archaeological sites and the discovery of one new archaeological site (8HI7877) 
and one archaeological occurrence. The locations of 13 previously recorded sites were 
verified. These include 8HI10, 8HI99, 8HI471, 8HI472, 8HI473, 8HI483, 8HI5431, 
8HI5432, 8PA357, 8PA480, 8PA481, 8PA632, and 8PA633. Of these, 8HI99, 8HI471, 
8HI472, 8HI473, and 8HI483 were evaluated previously as NRHP-eligible. 8HI472 and 
8HI483 were found within the I-75 right-of-way as well as proposed pond areas (Ponds 
B-3 and C-2); 8HI99, 8HI471, and 8HI473 were discovered within the right-of-way only. 
One archaeological occurrence (AO) also was found. No archaeological evidence of 15 
previously recorded sites (8HI320, 8HI392, 8HI450, 8HI470, 8HI485, 8HI4069, 
8HI5430, 8HI5433, 8HI5434, 8HI5435, 8HI5453, 8PA482, 8PA630, 8PA631, and 
8PA634) was found, including NRHP-eligible 8HI450.  

 
Of the total 29 previously and newly recorded archaeological sites, six (8HI99, 

8HI450, 8HI471, 8HI472, 8HI473, and 8HI483) were determined NRHP-eligible by the 
Florida SHPO. All were the focus of Phase II and /or Phase III excavations in the early 
1980s, prior to the construction of I-75. Archaeological testing of these areas, as 
contained within the I-75 PD&E Study APE, indicated an absence of significant cultural 
deposits associated with these sites. 
 

7.2 Historic Structures 
 
The architectural/historical survey resulted in the identification and evaluation of 

two historic structures (8HI7839 and 8HI7840). Both are Frame Vernacular style 
residences located within study segment A. These are typical examples of Frame 
Vernacular style buildings in the general area, and research did not indicate any 
significant historical associations. Thus, neither is considered NRHP-eligible. 

 
In conclusion, the I-75 improvement project will have involvement with six 

NRHP-eligible archaeological sites. However, as contained within the project APE, their 
significance and research potential has been greatly diminished by highway construction 
and other land alterations. No historic structures which are listed, determined eligible, or 
considered potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP are located within the project APE.
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