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November 18, 1994

Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator
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Department of Transportation
310 New Bern Avenue

Raleigh, N.C. 27601-1442

Re: Historic Architectural Resources Survey, US 64
Bypass and Eastern Wake Expressway, MAF-36-
1(33), R-2547, 8.1402202, ER 95-7856

Dear Mr. Graf:

Thank you for your letter of November 7, 1994, transmitting the architectural
survey report by M. Ruth Little for the above project.

For purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, we concur that the following properties are eligible for the National Register
of Historic Places under the criterion cited:

Thomas R. Debnam House (WA 1960) under Criterion A for its significance
to local social and economic life prior to the Civil War, and Criterion C as a
relatively intact Federal-Greek Revival plantation house with an unusual
configuration and imposing site.

George W. Scarborough Farm (WA 1958) under Criterion A as one of a
group of plantations in the Shotwell and Eagle Rock communities, and
Criterion C for architecture as an outstanding ensemble of nineteenth
century domestic buildings.

Needham and Emily Jones House (WA 1980) under Criterion C for
architectural significance.

As noted, Oak View and Midway Plantation are already listed in the National

Register of Historic Places. The remaining six properties were found not to be
eligible for the reasons outlined,
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In general the report meets our office's guidelines and those of the Secretary of
the Interior. It is exceptionally well presented and a good example for future
reports on areas which have recently completed surveys.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's
Regulations for Compliance with Section 106, codified at 36 CFR Part 800.

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions
concerning the above comment, please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley,
environmental review coordinator, at 919/733-4763.

Sincerely,
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David Brook

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
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II. Management Summary

This report records the results of an intensive survey of historic architecture within
the area of potential effect of several alternative corridors for the ten-mile US 64
Knightdale Bypass and a four-mile portion of the Eastern Wake Expressway
(Outer Loop) corridor from existing US 64 to Poole Road in eastern Wake County.
The official project title is US 64 Bypass and Eastern Wake Expressway EIS,
Project No. 8.1402201, TIP No. R-2547/R-2641. Fig. II.1 shows the geographic
location of the project, alternative corridors, and location of all listed and eligible
properties. The project begins at the Raleigh Beltline (US 1-64) and continues
east to Buffalo Creek, the junction of US 64 Business and US 64 Bypass around
Wendell. The study corridors wind through rolling farmland that is rapidly being
converted to residential subdivisions as Raleigh sprawls eastward.

The area of potential effect (APE) is delineated on the Raleigh East and
Knightdale USGS quad maps (Figure III.1). The APE is defined as the areas
within which an undertaking may cause changes in the character or use of such
historic properties as may exist. The limits of the APE were determined by the
character of the adjacent built environment and landscape and are described in
detail in Section III: Introduction.

Survey methodology consisted of an intensive examination covering 100% of the
alternative corridors and their area of potential effect. The survey was conducted
by automobile and by foot. Boundaries of each tract containing an eligible
resource were determined by interviews with property owners and by the use of
deeds, tax maps and surveys. The base field maps used were the Raleigh East and
Knightdale quads. In order to take advantage of the recent historic structures data
collected by Kelly Lally during the comprehensive historic architecture survey of
the county from 1989 to 1991, the staff of the Planning and Environmental Unit of
the North Carolina Department of Transportation stipulated that the following field
methodology be used in this project. Field methodology was tailored to take
advantage of already existing historic structures files. Assuming that insignificant
over-fifty year old properties have already been evaluated and that up-to-date
information has already been collected on clearly ineligible properties, no new
photographs were made of these two categories of properties. All properties listed
on the Register or on the Study List were rephotographed and reevaluated. All
properties that appear to have enough significance to be potentially eligible were
rephotographed and reevaluated. Finally, three properties that were not included
in the comprehensive survey: Louise Scarborough Broadwell House, Jeffreys(?)
Cemetery and James & Elizabeth Anderson Farm, were recorded and evaluated
and are included in this report.



All properties included in this report are evaluated in terms of their significance
and eligibility for the National Register of Historic Places. Two properties, Oak
View and Midway Plantation, are listed in the National Register. Two properties,
the Thomas R. Debnam House and the George W. Scarborough Farm, are on the
Study List for the National Register. Seven other properties of particular /
significance were evaluated: the Louise Scarborough Broadwell House and the
Needham & Emily Jones House [Price-Ingram House] are nineteenth century I-
Houses; the Smith-Robertson-Knott Farm has a much-altered house dating from
the early 1800s, the Vinson-Wall House dates from the early twentieth century,
and the James and Elizabeth Anderson Farm dates from the early twentieth
century. The Jeffreys(?) Cemetery has vernacular turn-of-the-century stone
markers. Of these, only the Needham & Emily Jones House is judged in this
report to have sufficient architectural integrity and historical significance to be
eligible for the National Register.

Properties Listed in the National Register

Oak View (Williams-Wyatt-Poole Farm) (WA 32) NR 1991 ......ccccovvvvrenccniinnene 22
Midway Plantation (WA 32) NR 1970.......c.ccoiiiiiiiiiiirieieene e 28

Properties on the National Register Study List

Thomas R. Debnam House (WA 1960) SL-1991 .......cocvemiiiieceeiiereee e 35
George W. Scarborough Farm (WA 1958) SL-1991......cocvivovinrreieecieceere e 44

Additional Properties Determined Eligible in This Report
Needham & Emily Jones House (Price-Ingram House, WA 1980)....................... 53

Properties of Special Significance Recorded or Rerecorded in 1994:

¥ James & Elizabeth Anderson Farm ..........ccccoocviviiiniinie e, 62
Vinson-Wall House (WA 1673).....ccciiiiiiiieieeieeie ettt ereevne e 67
y Jeffreys(?) Cemetery.........ooovviiiiiiiii e 72
John & Charles Williams House (WA 1986)........ccccovvvieiruiniecineeiece e, 77
% Louise Scarborough Broadwell HOuse ............cocceviiviieiniiiiciinece e, 81
Smith-Robertson-Knott Farm (WA 1959) ......cccoovviiviinineieceeceeceeeeereve, 86

Properties Clearly Ineligible Recorded in the Wake County Historic
Architecture Survey 1989-1991
[Note: These are not included in this report]



Samaria Baptist Church (WA 1670): 1930. Colonial Revival stone church.
Tenant Farm (WA 1674): early 20th century.

Watson Tenant House (WA 1676). One-story tri-gable house renovated as office
for subdivision

Farm (WA 1967): Early 20th century frame bungalow farmhouse.
Pope Farm (WA 1968). One-story gable-front farmhouse of early 20th century.

House-Nichols House (WA 1979). Well-preserved one-story frame tri-gable
farmhouse, ca. 1900.

Ed House Farm (WA1976). One-story frame tri-gable farmhouse, ca. 1900, with
much alteration.

E.W. House Farm (WA 1978). One-story frame T-shaped farmhouse, ca. 1900,
with much alteration.

Former Ferrell School/Tenant House (WA 1977): 1880s. One-room log school
with frame additions converting it to a tenant house in early 20th century, and
subsequent alterations as well.

Charles Y. Williams Farm (WA 1985). Large, early 20th-century 2-story tri-gable
farmhouse with dairy outbuildings from 1930s.
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II1. Introduction

The proposed US 64 Bypass and Eastern Wake Expressway EIS, Project No.
8.1402201, TIP No. R-2547/R-2641, is located in east Wake County on the USGS
quads of Raleigh East and Knightdale. The following Figure III-1, created from
the two USGS maps containing the project area, shows in detail the area of
potential effect (APE) of the alternative corridors with all recorded properties:
listed, eligible, and ineligible. Boundaries of listed and eligible properties are
indicated by shading, Ineligible properties are circled.

This report presents the results of a comprehensive historic architectural survey of
the project area. The sponsoring agency is the North Carolina Department of
Transportation and the engineering firm in charge of project planning is Kimley-
Horn & Associates, Inc. This survey report was prepared according to NCDOT
guidelines. An architectural survey within the APE associated with the potential
new alignments of US 64 and the new alignment of a segment of the Eastern Wake
Expressway was necessary for compliance with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and 36 CFR 800. In order to meet
the requirements of these laws and regulations, the work plan included the
following items: (1) historical and architectural background research focusing on
the general survey area in order to develop a context within which to evaluate
properties potentially eligible for the National Register; (2) determining the APE;
(3) identifying and evaluating those properties within the APE which appear to
meet one or more of the National Register criteria; and (4) preparation of a report
describing the project, the survey process, and the conclusions of the survey. The
scope of work is shown by correspondence with Kimley-Horn & Associates and in
exerpts from the principal investigator's subcontract with this firm, included in the
Appendix.

The principal investigator of the historic architecture survey is M. Ruth Little,
Longleaf Historic Resources. Her resume is presented in the Appendix. Survey
Field Assistants were Michael Dowd and Ted Miller. These personnel spent five
days: April 29, May 2, May 5, May 23, and May 25, 1994 in the field completing
the survey.

The APE is defined as the areas within which an undertaking may cause changes
in the character or use of such historic properties as may exist. The area of
potential effect was determined not only by whether the study corridors crossed a
portion of a historic property, but also by whether any historic resource would be
impacted visually by a corridor. In any instance where a historic property lay
within approximately 750 feet of the edge of the study corridor, or where the
proposed highway would be visible from the historic property, the APE includes
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such properties. Particularly in the Raleigh East quad which lies closer to the
city of Raleigh, many segments of the study corridors are already constricted by
new subdivisions and thus the limits of the study corridors coincided with the
APE. In cases where the study corridor intersected the boundary of a historic
property, the APE includes the entire property boundaries. In the Knightdale
 quad, farms with clusters of domestic and agricultural buildings, cultivated fields
and woodland border the study corridors, and any historic properties lying within
approximately 750 feet or within sight lines of the corridor are included in the
APE.

In Figure III-1, at the extreme east end of the project, along the section of the US
64 Bypass constructed in the 1980s, the Avera-Winston House, on the National
Register Study List, is shown. This property has already been affected, for when
this section of the Bypass was built one building on the property was moved to the
north to avoid construction impact. According to Tom Kendig, North Carolina
Department of Transportation in-house project supervisor, construction will not
occur east of Buffalo Creek. Since this property will not be affected by the current
project, it is not discussed in this report.
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