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Washington & Greene Counties, Pennsylvania 722008

BACKGROUND & METHODOLOGY

The Historic Pennsylvania Agricultural Survey 2Q8008: Washington and Greene
Counties was a partnership between local, statefeateral government agencies, non-
profit organizations, and educational institutiohs. purpose was to document the
agricultural history and resources of Pennsylvatiigintent is to create a comprehensive
resource that will support efforts to preserve virglfarms, develop heritage education
and tourism, and raise awareness of Pennsylvaaggisultural industry. The
Washington and Greene County Survey was fundetidfederal Preserve America
program, Pittsburgh History & Landmarks Founda{BrILF), and Pennsylvania

Historical and Museum Commission (PHMC).

From July 2007 through March 2008 the field surtegm was in Washington and
Greene Counties conducting a reconnaissance lemadysof the farms and landscapes of
this region. This level of survey is the most bagproach for systematically recording
and evaluating historic buildings and this fingdo& serves as a record of that fieldwork
and analysis. Reconnaissance surveys are designédddling with large groups of
buildings or properties rather than for individsdes and involve only a visual

evaluation of properties, not an assessment oteded historical events or individuals.
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That information can only be obtained through histd research conducted as part of an

intensive level survey.
Survey Area

The survey area of Washington and Greene Coulhdiested in southwestern
Pennsylvania, encompasses approximately 917,128.adihe area is bounded by
Beaver and Allegheny Counties to the north, the dhgahela River to the east, and
West Virginia to the south and west. It is gergnalral with somewhat rugged
topography. Greene County, for example, is 89qudrmwiral. The areas total population
consists of a scant 243,569 people. Within tha,dhere are approximately 3,387 active
farmsteads, most of which are 50 years or oldggs0&of these are located in
Washington County while the remaining 881 are ledah Greene County.
Approximately 153 agricultural resources within t#rea were previously inventoried; 16

of these properties are listed on the National ®egbof Historic Places.
Survey Team

The field survey team of Jeremy Ammerman, Hannadle,@md Aaron Collins met the
professional qualification standards of the Departtrof the Interior (48 FR 44738-9).
Jeremy Ammerman served as the Project Managemwadeesponsible for personnel
management, maintenance of budgets, and fiscalatdot the project, as well as for
maintaining communication with PHLF and PHMC. Anrman also developed the

field methods for the project in consultation wRRILF and PHMC. Hannah Cole served

as the Senior Principal Investigator. She develagrel maintained a feasible project

L http://www.ruralpa2.org/county profiles.cfm
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schedule (displayed below); coordinated investigesti supervised the field survey; and

prepared the final report.

Historic Agricultural Survey for Washington and Greene Counties, PA
project schedule submitted to Pittshurgh History & Landmarks Foundation (PHLF) by Jeremy Ammerman, Hannah Cole, and Aaron Collins

Q3-2007 Q4 - 2007 Q2-2008

October | November ] Dscamhall January | February

May | June
|
=

July \August September

Project Management & Coordination
[Feld Investigations
.me Preparation

[pata Base Entry

Final Report

Final Report Revisions ‘

menthly meetings scheduled, research
July 30

deslgn, timetable, 115 properties January 30 | 805 properties Inventoried, forms prepared, and

2007 | inventoried, forms prepared, and entered 2008 entered into database
into database
Milest Key August 30 (230 properties inventoried, forms prepared, |February 30| 920 properties inventoried, forms prepared, and
} marker 2007 and entered info database 2008 entered into database
September |345 properties inventoried, forms prepared, | March 300 {1035 properties inventaried, forms prepared, and
30 2007 and entered info database 2008 entared into database

October 30 |460 properlies inventoried, forms prepared, | Aprl 30 | 1150 properties inventoried, forms prepared,and

ﬁ Gantt bar 2007 and entered into database 2008 entared into database

November 575 properties inventoried, forms June 30 final report including GIS generated maps
302007 prepared,and entered into database 2008 completed

- . revisions to final report completed, all
December 690 properties inventoried, forma. prepared, | July 30 deliveratles compleled and sentto PHLF and
302007 and entered info database 2008 PHMC

Above: project schedule developed for Historic Agitural Survey

Aaron Collins acted as Principal Investigator. ddsisted in the supervision of the field
investigations and oversaw the completion of th&tddic Agricultural Property
Inventory forms. All cultural resource servicesyided by the survey team were
pursuant to the National Historic Preservation é{ct966 (as amended), the
Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of 49@nd relevant sections of 36 CFR

660-666 and 36 CFR 800. The fieldwork conformetheoqualifications specified in the
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Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidsliioe Archaeology and Historic
Preservation (Federal Register 48:44716-44742 eBdmr 29, 1983) and the guidelines

for historic agricultural surveys set forth by PHMC
Background Research

A variety of archival and documentary material weadewed. Local histories provided
the survey team with a general understanding o&gneultural history of the survey
area. Historic maps provided the team with the@gmate locations of historic
farmsteads. These locations were plotted on a madad map to assist the team in
locating them in the field. Historic atlases proveseful, as they contained engravings of
many historic farmsteads from the laté"X@entury, as a tool for dating buildings and
structures on historic farmsteads. Pennsylvani@wtural censuses from the late™9
and early 20 centuries provided the survey team with quantiéatiata on the types of
farming that historically occurred in the survegar The survey team evaluated the
census material to gain an understanding of agu@lltrends through time in the survey
area. Additionally, it illustrated what the bualgricultural environment looked like
historically. PHMC'’s Cultural Resources Geograghiormation System (CRGIS) was
consulted. CRGIS provided the survey team with @&¥iously surveyed properties
within the survey area. Some of the results odeh@revious investigations were
reevaluated in light of recent changes in the glaysiondition and integrity of the
properties. These previous surveys also gaveuhey team a glimpse of what
farmsteads in the survey area might look like. ilibgraphy of all sources consulted

during background research is included\ppendix 1.
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Density Mapping

Nearly every road with public access was travelathg the creation of density maps for
the survey area. A dot was placed on a Pennsy\Jaapartment of Transportation
(Penn DOT) county roadmap denoting the approxineeiation of historic farmsteads.
Green dots signified active agricultural sites waithidings, blue dots signified non-active
farms with intact historic farmstead structureskuilots signified non-active farms with
no associated fields that still contain historicd@gtural structures, and red dots signified
areas that were under developmental pressurestalrdf 1,835 farmsteads 50 years or
older were mapped in the survey area. Completsityamapping results are included in
Appendix 2. In addition to allowing the survey team to quyclocate farmsteads for the
field survey, the density maps illustrate visuaugings of the four types of farmsteads

found above.
Field Survey

The field survey team conducted a historic agnoaltreconnaissance level survey of
1,150 properties 50 years or older located withndurvey ared.750 surveys were
completed in Washington County while the remaird0g were completed in Greene
County. Priority was given to sites that wereaetgricultural sites with historic
buildings, non-active farms with intact historicrfestead structures, non-active farms
with no associated fields that still contained dnist agricultural structures, and farms

under developmental pressures. To achieve a eagegsre example of agricultural sites

2 The number 1,150 was provided by PHMC and wasthmeber of surveys requested by PHLF in their
Request for Proposal (RFP).
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in the survey area, 23 surveys were completeddoin éownship in Washington County
while 20 were completed for each township in Gre€oanty. These numbers were
attained by dividing the number of total survey®éocompleted in the county by the
number of townships in the county. In the eveat thtownship was lacking in historic
agricultural resources, extra surveys were comglietéownships that were rich in
historic agricultural resources. The field surb@gan in the northwest corner of
Washington County. The survey team worked fromvikst to the east north of I-70 and
then in the opposite direction, east to west, sotith70. In Greene County, the western
portion was surveyed first followed by the nortldaastern areas of the county. The

survey concluded with a two township area in th&lsaentral part of the county.

Once on site, all landscape features, buildingd,stiructures were photographed using a
35 mm digital camera. Multiple angles of barns hodses were shot when possible.
Photographs of building and structure interiorsensrot when access was granted by the
property owner. The photographed object was niotedphoto log along with the
direction the photographer was looking when thetgiy@ph was shot. All photographs
were entered into a Microsoft Access database geovby PHMC. Included with the
photographs in the database was a caption denbingbject being photographed and
the direction the photographer was looking whenpimatograph was shot. All digital
photographs were burned onto DVDs. They were dlau® folders that corresponded
with the key numbérthat they were assigned. All individual photodrapvere given a
file name that corresponded with the key numbeotqraph number for that site, and

file extension (e.g. 802001.001.jpg). A Microskfcel version of the photo log was

% Key numbers were provided by PHMC to denote irtiai sites. Key numbers for the Washington and
Greene County survey ran from 802001-803100.
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placed into each folder. All resources were ph@plged according to the guidelines set
forth by PHMC for agricultural surveys and met thquirements of the National Park

Service’s (NPS) March 2005 photo policy expansion.

Site plans were sketched (not to scale) at eaahstaad to illustrate the spatial
organization of the properties. All landscapeudesas, buildings, and structures were
included and labeled on each sketch. A north amwa included on each sketch to

orient the property geographically. Digital copvesre made of all sketched site plans.
These copies were included on the photograph D\fidspéaced into folders according

to key number. Digital site plans were entered the database and given file names that
corresponded with key numbers, an underscoregetterd sp, and a file extension (e.g.

802001_sp.jpg).

Extensive notes were taken at each site. The wyjlegildings and structures, the ages of
buildings and structures, and the materials useéddrconstruction of buildings and
structures was noted. Various landscape featuees secorded as well. The locations of
farmsteads were recorded in several ways. Thetsidglress, township or borough, and
county were all noted. Additionally, Universal isxerse Mercator (UTM) coordinates
were recorded using handheld global positioningesydGPS) devices. Occasionally,
property owners were encountered. The survey tegiained the survey to them and
asked questions in regards to the ages and usesldihgs and structures and the type of
farming that occurred on their farm historicall§ll information from field notes was

entered into the database according to key number.
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Off site, the names of property owners, tax pancehbers, and property acreages were
recorded using current editions of county plat hhapks. TopoZone was used to obtain
United States Geological Survey (USGS) quadrantasaand digital topographical maps
of each property’. All digital topographical maps were included be photograph

DVDs. They were placed in folders according to keynber and were given file names
that included the key number and the letter t @0g001t.jpg). Aerial photographs of
each property were downloaded from either Yahoop®lar Pennsylvania Spatial Data
Access (PASDAY. All aerial photographs were included on the pgraph DVDs.

They were placed in folders according to key nunamer were given file names that
included the key number and the letter a (e.g. 802(pg). A few engravings from
historic atlases were photographed because thestieads they depicted were still extant.
These were included on the photograph DVDs. Thenewlaced in folders according to
key number and were given file names that inclutteckey number and the letter h (e.g.

802001h.jpg). All of the above information wasesetl into the database.

The database contains all field survey informaéisrwell as historical information
specific to each property, such as names of prevasners based on historic atlases and
plat maps. On the database forms, the “notesd figically contains other
miscellaneous observations of the project team tiwarfield work. Rarely, this field
contains verbal information from the resident oother source; these are so noted. The
database was used to generate the property I@dtgled in this summary report, as well

as the individual survey forms. An example surigyn is found inAppendix 3.

* http://www.topozone.com
® http://maps.yahoo.com
® http://www.pasda.psu.edu
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Base Map Preparation

Mapping for the survey was prepared using ArcG18aseline mapping showing roads,
county boundaries and township boundaries, etavellsas aerial photography of the
survey area, was downloaded from the USGS and PABE&WSsite$ Individual UTM
points were added to the baseline map at the totafieach farmstead site surveyed.
Each point corresponds with a particular recordeyr number in the database. The

ArcGIS software was used to generate maps of thegarea.
Public Outreach

Public meetings were held during the early stagélseosurvey. These meetings were
intended to notify farmers or owners of agricultymoperties about the project. A
representative of PHMC gave a presentation ab@uP#@nnsylvania Historic Agricultural
Survey at each meeting. Members of the survey sttanded each meeting to answer
guestions about field work. Additionally, the seywteam attended the Washington and
Greene County fairs. They dispersed a pamphldaewpg the survey and a letter of
credentials, both supplied by PHMC, to interestexperty owners. These materials
were also given to township officials, the Farm &au, the Agricultural Extension

Agency, and local historical societies.

Reports and Deliverables

" GIS stands for geographic information system, anmaterized methodology for organizing data
geographically.
8 http://www.usgs.goy/http://www.pasda.psu.edu/
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Monthly status reports outlining the progress @f srvey were submitted to PHLF at the
beginning of each month. These reports includechtimber of surveys completed
during the previous month, the areas surveyedaaggroblems the survey team
encountered. In addition to the status reportfquraphs of all surveyed sites were
provided on DVDs. Digital copies of survey formerag with a copy of the database
were submitted at the conclusion of the field symwerk. Additional submissions
included a list of properties that the survey tdmieved merited further investigation, a
list of properties for sale, and a GIS derived rslapwing the location of surveyed

farmsteads.
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Washington & Greene Counties, Pennsylvania 722008

RURAL ARCHITECTURE

Farmstead Planning

The relationship of the farmhouse to the barn ahdrdarm buildings was generally
determined by a variety of factors including: topguhy, weather conditions,
convenience and labor efficiency, and ethnic ororeg tradition. A south facing
orientation secured maximum light; an orientatiowdrd the east allowed a barn to place
its back against west prevailing winds. Wheretémein was more rugged, farmers
followed the contours of the land in laying outldings and built many structures into
banks. In terms of labor efficiency, it was désieato locate the barn closer to fields and
pastures and other outbuildings than to the hoGseithwestern Pennsylvania farmers in
the project area commonly planned out their faradgen several basic patterns
influenced by the factors listed above. The mostioon site plan was a free form
arrangement in which buildings varied in alignmdmnit, generally followed the contour

of the land. Another such pattern was one witlofthe buildings in a wagon wheel
arrangement with the house or living area centateéde hub, major animal and
machinery related structures scattered along tter o, and landscape features (i.e.
fencing, tree lines, and streams) as well as doonststictures (i.e. spring houses,

summer kitchens, bake ovens and privies) placatyaloe spokes. In this assembly,

Historic Agricultural Survey Report 13



domestic structures tended to be closer to thewhite landscape features tended to be

closer to the outer rim.

Landscape Patterns

While the relationship of the farm structures te lindscape varied, there were notable
characteristics which distinguished farms in Wagton County from those in Greene.
In Washington County, farms tended to be situatesec to major roads (i.e. National
Road) due to Washington’s proximity to local maskabhd more rapid development.
Farms in Greene County, on the other hand, whiale weich more isolated, tended to be
located near watercourses. The noticeably higresemce of crop fields in Washington
County correlates with the higher number of daamynfs; as does the prevalence of
contour plowing methods with the rolling topographyontour plowing, facilitated by
mechanization, is designed to prevent erosion arstbiv the soil’'s depletion of
nutrients, and is a reasonable method due to theties’ topography and lack of open,
flat spaces for planting. This method allowed |#mat normally would not be suited for
planting to be utilized and resulted in two obsbteglanting patterns. Where there
existed a diversity of crops, a crop rotation mdtknown as strip planting was
employed. However, more common was the plantirg sihgle crop of either corn or

hay. Fewer than five examples of soy bean cropse wieserved in the survey area.
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Above: an aerial photograph courtesy@.{—‘éﬂg O !ELDC%% demonstrates both contour plowing and strip

planting methods.

Classification of Farmhouses

Most built structures can be grouped into one mddltategories of stylistic
classification: “high style,” where the buildingealrly relates to a defined architectural
style in form and detail; vernacular of “fodlicchitecture,” where builders or owners
without formal architectural training construct lolimgs based on regional or cultural
customs, and where stylistic elements derived fstyte books are applied or mixed
within the same structure; and utilitarian, whexgesis entirely secondary and efficient
use of materialss the primary factor in the design. Most buildiright into the categories
of vernacular and utilitarianFarmhouses were usually built by a builder or caigre
and reflect general types of houses popular dirte The discussion below first

describes the architecturgtylesfound to some degree in the survey area. This is
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followed by an outline of thg/pesof farmhouses, since most of these structures are
better categorized by this means, with only thdiagmrnament being classified by

style. Some houses in the survey area have undemdansive renovations, making
identification of a style or type difficult. In tBe situations, an assessment has been made
as to possible original style or type with notesima the comment portion of each

survey form giving additional information on addits or alterations.
Architectural Style

In the second half of the nineteenth century, &echiral styles were disseminated
through style books promoting not only aesthetatuees of houses but also the orderly
qualities for a proper domestic environm&nAnother source of building ideas was
agricultural journals. Although carpenters andders rarely followed such books and
journals exactly, these publications did influettoe types of houses being constructed as
well as the stylistic elements applied to thosesegsuAlthough it is unlikely that many of
the buildings in the survey area were built usiegigns or supervision of academically
trained architects, many of the farmhouses werk byicarpenters and builders
competent at applying fashionable architecturdestin their work. It would perhaps be
more useful to substitute the word “elements” feliyle” because as with as most
vernacular architecture identifying and associating particular architecturatylewith

a structure is not always possible as they have beestructed and adapted as style(s)
evolved—as was the case with this survey. Howelierhousing types in the survey
area were more true to standard style types tiseicto major transportation routes such

as the National Road.

° Fred W. Petersofjomes in the HeartlanfLawrence: University Press of Kansas, 1968),
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Georgian/Federal

Georgian architecture is the name given in mostiEimgpeaking countries to the set of
architectural styles between 1720 and 1840, althdigse built in the decades after the
Revolution and independence usually showed dathtlse newer Classical Revival
Styles. It is named for the British monarchs GedrtV/, who reigned in continuous
succession from August 1714 to June 1830 and isigrtiee most long-lived styles in the
America, having dominated the English coloniesnimst of the 18 century. The style’s
longevity led to much variation in its implementetiin terms of building materials and
facades. Georgian architecture is characterizatslproportion and balance; simple
mathematical ratios were used to determine thehheiga window in relation to its width
or the shape of a room as a double cube. "Regwis a term of approval, implying
symmetry and adherence to classical rules: thedasikmmetry, where Georgian
additions were added to earlier structures, waawarble. Georgian style was usually
defined by masonry walls that contrasted with whied for window trimming and
cornices. The entrances were often emphasizedobyti@o. Colonial Georgian blended
with the neo-Palladian style to become known mooadly as 'Federal style
architecture'. Georgian buildings were also corstidi of wood with clapboards; even
columns were made of timber, framed up and turmedroover-sized lathe. After about
1840 the Georgian tradition was slowly abandonedéwer Revival styles, including
Gothic revival. In general, the style declinegopularity after the revolution, due to its
association with the colonial regime; but latetha early decades of the twentieth
century when there was a growing nostalgia fosetsse of order, the style was revived

and came to be known as the Colonial Revival.
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80217—i|ler Road, Canton Township, Washington @ay Above, a brown sone example in the
Georgian tradition. Note the four ranked bays &mdl chimneys

#802178—Hewitt Avenue, Canton Township, Washing@aunty. This property, which adjoins the
#802177 property (above), includes a stone houskedriederal tradition. Note the similar appeareraf
houses in the Georgian and federal styles. Thisrld example has three ranked bays, a central wagr

with surround, and end chimneys.

Historic Agricultural Survey Report
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Greek Revival

The Greek Revival style was popular in the Unitéate€s beginning in the 1820s and
continued in some regions until the 1870s. Inspig archaeological excavations and
measured drawings of ancient Greek temples, the w@s developed by America’s first
trained architects and spread by pattern bookdriflaenced carpenters and builders
across the United States. American culture idertifwith the democracy in Ancient
Greece. Greek Revival buildings have simple reetdr forms, prominent classical
ornament, molded cornices and window lintels, afeioornamental motifs inspired by
Classical architecture. The style’s simple massimg) details went along with the
sometimes limited materials and resources of aneds. Several of the buildings in the
survey area have Classical details. A farm hoous&hiteley Township, Greene County,

historic name unknown, best relates to the Earssital Revival Style.
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#803100-333 Mary Hogue Rd, Whiteley Township, Greene Cofirugt fagade). Recessed front porch
(portico in antis) adorned with lonic columns frargifront entrance, broken transom lights, paired
segmental dormers, end chimneys, slight eave @y hoxed with dentils.

#803100-333 Mary Hogue Rd, Whiteley Township, Greene Cofsidg view). Side entry portico with
broken transom lights and round Doric columns.
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Several other farmhouses have the basic rectilifoear inspired by Classical

architecture, but boast identifying features of 8reek Revival style.

#802144-594 Bethel Ridge Rd., Eldersvillefferson Township, Washington County. Shown bislaw
Greek Revival style farmhouse with a full-heightyeporch with a front-gabled roof, wide band dhir
beneath the cornice of porch roof made up of undged boards, double hung windows with six pane
glazing, and square Doric columns

Gothic Revival/Carpenter Gothic

Gothic Revival was roughly contemporary with Gréavival, although with very
different inspiration. It utilized late Medieval @uc forms that have vertically oriented
massing with steeply sloped roofs, and detail feastsuch as pointed arches, narrow
lancet windows, decorative bargeboards and finte#)emented parapets, and clusters
of chimney stacks. Like Greek Revival, pattern tsoglided architects and builders.
Andrew Jackson Downing&he Architecture of Country Houskslped popularize this
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style. Gothic Revival architecture was not stronglgsent in the rural survey area,
although Carpenter Gothic, a vernacular interpietatoasting wooden Gothic

ornamentation and detailing, was prevalent.

#802601—6 Old National Pike Rd., West Alexander Donegal Treship, Washington CountyThe
Carpenter Gothic style is exemplified by the waachke house below, which it variation of triangular
pediments over first and second floor windows, ptorted center gable.
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#803016 — Rex Farm 1565 N Eighty Eight Rd. Ricatsding, Jefferson Township, Greene Couhbisted
on the National Register of Historic Places, the« Remhouse is an example of a post-1865 examjpleof
Gothic Revival style, boasting decorative trussah@ apex of the gable and gable dormers.

Italianate

Roughly 3% of the survey sample houses demonsttiaéeiinmense popularity of the
Italianate building style, beginning in the 1850sl éasting well into the 1880s. The
adaptability of this style led to the discoverynadiny variations in the level of elaborate
detailing in houses in the project area. Thisvidence of the Italianate style’s enormous
popularity as well as the extent of the Italiaduehce in many guises. Italianate, or
Italianate Victorian, was one of the most populzdt &ashionable building styles in the
mid-1800s, popular from about 1850 to 1880. Ingpbg Italian Renaissance
architecture, Italianate style houses featurelneetir massing, low pitched roofs,
overhanging eaves with bracketed cornice, anddatangular windows. Other features

often present are moldings or hoods around windat®ls (which are sometimes arched)
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and polygonal or rectangular bays or towers. Theeeseveral farmhouses with

Italianate detailing such as window hoods or breskethe survey area.

#802008—30 Red Fox Rd. Hickory, Mt. Pleasant TowigshVashington CountyExemplifies how the
Italianate style adapted in wood to a domesticctite, but also the great threat neglect pose$i¢o t
architectural integrity of these structures boagtelements of this style, i.e., long overhangingesaand
signature Italianate roof bracketing, arched windoftraced), and double arch pattern carried through
door design, missing front porch, probably origiyeeaturing a balustrated balcony.
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#802062—1446 N Rt. 18 Hickory, Smith Township, Wagjton County.Example of the Italianate house
at its simplest, square building with low pyramidabf, bracketed eaves, and decorative trim endietig
porch, first level only (more commonly with thdiftaate style there are multi-level porches).

Folk Victorian

Italianate elements also made appearances in theysarea as the inspiration for
Victorian decorative detailing on folk house forntsxamples of this style were
frequently found and easily and quickly identifigaimarily by the application of these

details to the porch and cornice line. 71 or appnaxely 6% of the survey sample houses

exemplified this style, demonstrating the tendefiocyfashion-conscious homeowners”
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and builders to “graft” the wooden trim and detaito the “traditional folk house forms

as it became more accessible by railfy.

#802007—30 Walnut Rd., Hickory, Mt. Pleasant TowiighWashington Countyl-house, 5 bay with
Victorian additions, in the “stick style,” bracketsrm upper extension of vertical porch supporiskst
work in gable appears to be combination of the “&fid “horseshoe” types.

19 McAlester, 310.

Historic Agricultural Survey Report 26




=
‘!g
|
i

[

#802099—Muse Bishop Rd., Canonsburg, Cecil TownsWgashington CountyExample of I-House, 5
bay with later folk Victorian additions, front pdravith balustrade, bracketing, spindle work.
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#802084—2 Plum Rd., McDonald, Mt. Pleasant Townshigashington CountyAnother example of I-
House, 5 bay with later folk Victorian additionsyrit porch with bracketing .
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Queen Anne

Popular in the last two decades of the nineteesitucy, this building style in its purest
form utilized irregular, asymmetrical massing alubi plans, several types of building
materials, and extensive ornament to create actechrchitectural tapestry that was
often picturesque and entertaining. None of thenfaruses in the survey region reflect all
of the primary elements of Queen Anne, althoughmtlassing and details of some of

them show Queen Anne influence, likely due to tifience of the style on builders and

carpenters.

#802364 — Richeyville Rd., Beallsville, BeallsviBerough, Washington CountyA fine example of the
Free Classic subtype of the Queen Anne Stylehthise boasts a Palladian window in front low-pitthe
gable which hides a low-pitched hipped roof behadrreted principal roofline; extensive one-story
porch with classical columns, accentuating the asgtny of the facade. This subtype became common

after 1890 and has much in common with some eaglynanetrical Colonial Revival houses
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#802310— Pike Run Rd., Coal Center, West Pike Ruwhiship, Washington CountyAn example of the
Patterned Masonry subtype of the Queen Anne $hde5.G. Walker house possesses brick walls with

stone column supports and decorative stone windtdels and date stone as well as a gable dormer and
high style turret.

Revived Georgian and Colonial Revival

As mentioned earlier, after the comparative excestéhe Italianate, Second Empire,
and Queen Anne styles, the Georgian style, resiawith a stricter use of ornament and
proportion, was restored by the Colonial Revivglest Introduced on the east coast mid
to late nineteenth century, it became an influéstide for larger homes and public
buildings into the 1930s. The rectilinear form%Cafionial Revival structures are often
symmetrical and have gabled roofs with dormerssital columns and ornament, and
ornamental window shutters. Georgian structurdeih that they adhere more closely

to symmetrical floor plans, have strong cornicesinFlemish bond brick coursing, water
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tables, and other elements of traditional Colopé&lod architecture. The survey area
does has an abundance of farmhouses that havartieersassing and proportions of

Colonial Revival and Georgian models, although authmuch of the detailing present in

“high style” examples.

#802372--121 Crawford Rd., Fredericktown, Deems®orough, Washington County Above, is a
typical example of the earlier Cape Cod cottagd theks the proportions of the Colonial originatsofe
the lower roof pitch, oversized dormers, and extidth and height of the front facade). The Capd o
the most common form of one-story Colonial Revigaise.

Arts and Crafts /American Four-Square/Bungalow/P ¢
Arts and Crafts (Craftsman)

The Arts and Crafts movement originated in Englenithe mid-nineteenth century,
although it did not become fashionable in the WhB¢ates until the first two decades of
the twentieth century. The style favored simplegfeswith natural materials, low-

pitched roofs, battered wall treatments, expostdrsa and casement and double hung
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windows. Although there are no true examples oft€mzan or Arts and Crafts
farmhouses in the region, there are a few Amerk@ursquare and Bungalow type

houses with elements influenced by this style.

N

#802375—1926 136 Hwy., Eighty Four, Somerset TowipshVashington CountyThis example of the
Craftsman style features paired, tapered porch suspatop wide pedestals, exposed rafter tail and a
dormer with a shed roof.

American Foursquare

The American Foursquare was introduced around a@idcontinued to be popular until
the 1920s. It consists of a two to two-and-a-hafysblock with a roughly square floor
plan with four rooms on each floor. Roofs are higppe pyramidal, with dormer windows

(hipped and gable) on at least the front elevadioth sometimes the side and rear
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elevations. Four squares usually have front pordhgsthey may also have bay windows
(some extending both stories) and one story reditiads. Many four squares were built

from plans developed by local lumber companies @i order sources that advertised in
farm journals; others were purchased whole andel@d as pre-cut, ready-to-assemble

houses from Sears, Roebuck and Company or homefattumers.

#802484—4456 Jefferson Ave., Avella 15312, Hopewellvnship, Washington CountyThe American
Foursquare form, a subtype of the Prairie stylesésy common in the survey area. This Foursquare
above, demonstrating the most common vernaculan fifrthe Prairie style is identified by the two kan
of windows, centered entrance and upper story gdbtener. Note also the window surrounds on lower
story windows.

Bungalow
The term bungalow derives from the wdrangla,an Indian word adopted by the British
in the nineteenth century for a one story housk mitrches. The American house form
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descended from the Craftsman movement, using nahat@rials and simple forms to
create an informal domestic environment. Poputamfapproximately 1905 to 1935,
there are two basic types of bungalows (and nunsesabtypes), each deriving its name
from the dominant roof forms. The Dormer Front Balogv (also called the Shed Roof
Bungalow) has a gable or shed roof turned partl&ie front elevation and a single
large dormer. The Gable Front has a front faciaigiey with the ridge of the roof
running perpendicular to the main elevation. THatreely few examples of the
Bungalow type in the rural survey are somewhat Enpan those found in city and

suburban neighborhoods, and they lack stylistitufea such as exposed roof beams,

ornamental wall trim, or shingle siding.

#803131--295 Mount Morris Rd., Mount Morris, Peilrgwnship, Greene County. Above, an example of
the side-gabled Craftsman Bungalow house that #atiy has the attic area finished for bedroomsght.i
comes from windows in the gable and from largearect dormers. Note also the triangular knee roof
braces and curved shape between porch supports.
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Prairie

The Prairie Style was developed by several ardsiiache Midwest but originated
chiefly from the Chicago area, where Frank Lloydght, Walter Burley Griffin, Marion
Mahony Griffin, William Purcell, and George Elms(i@mong others) formulated a set of
principles uniquely suited to and inspired by theekican suburban and rural landscape.
In many ways this style developed from the Arts @nafts movement, although it was a
distinct style with its own characteristics. Praiityle structures are characterized by
broad, horizontal massing, hipped and gabled nevdfsdeep overhangs, asymmetrical
floor plans, and geometric detailing based on mamoiotifs. Natural and earth-toned
materials such as wood, stucco, and brick preddmiinghe style was fashionable from

around 1895 to 1920.

The survey area does not have any “high stylerier&ityle houses, although there are a
many that demonstrate its influence. Bungalows/American Four Squares often have
architectural massing or ornamental elements #iate to the Arts and Crafts Style and

the Prairie Style, although bungalows developethfsomewhat different origins.
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#803094--495 Dairy Farm Rd., Waynesburg, Whitelepinship, Greene Countylhis vernacular
example of the Prairie style is identified by @srfsquare plan (symmetrical, hipped roof with frentry)
and emphasis on the horizontal through the usewofrasting wood trim between stories as well as the
double hung windows (upper sashes with wooden ms)nti

House Forms

Vernacular residential dwellings are not alwayseslito classification by architectural
style because style is not the primary organizimgcple in their design. Most
vernacular houses relate ttypethat describes or classifies their massing and fbsmn.
This section discusses the different types of hmguBund specifically in the survey area.
Additional types and subtypes do exist but havenleeeluded because they are not
pertinent to the discussion of the survey areaifdguhe survey, few structures could be

readily identified that date from the early perafcsettiement in the 1790s. House types
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dating from early settlement typically used a senggn (or one room), one-and-a-half-
story, or two-story “I” House log configuration. 18g building tradition existed in the
survey area until approximately 1860. The housesypassified below are those that are
typically found in the survey area. As with anysd#ication system, alternate systems
could be utilized. The definitions and architectutascriptions provided below were

derived from a combination siistoric architecture resourcgs.

Hall and Parlor

The Hall and Parlor house is a simple rectangu&ar gwelling one to one-and-a-half
stories in height, with a side oriented gable réoplan, these types of houses have one
larger room for the kitchen and daily living andide room used as a more formal parlor
or a bedroom. There is often an addition at the séthe house extending from the parlor
side. Chimneys are often placed at each end dfdhee. The type was used less often
after the late 1800s. Many Hall and Parlor housexewdentified in the survey area.
Other houses in the survey may have started asaHdlParlor types, but through

renovations and additions have evolved into otbhems.

1 John J.-G. Blumensotidentifying American Architecture: A Pictorial Gedo Syles and Terms, 1600-
1945(New York: W.W. Norton & Co., 1981); Rachel Carl@he Visual Dictionary of American Domestic
Architecture(New York: Roundtable Press, 1994); Gerald Fogtererican Houses: A Field Guide to the
Architecture of the HoméNew York: Houghton Mifflin, 2004); Virginia and lee McAlester,A Field
Guide to American HouséBlew York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2004); Steven J. Philti, Old-House Dictionary:
An lllustrated Guide to American Domestic Architeet 1600-1940(New York: John Wiley & Sons,
1994); John C. Poppeliers and S. Allen ChambersWhat Style Is It? A Guide to American Architecture
(Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons, 2003).
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#802501—512 Poplar St., Avella, Buffalo Townshipaghington Township.
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#802677—589 Fraction Rd., West Alexander, West EinlTownship, Washington County

| House

The | House form consists of a two story, one rat@ap plan that is at least two rooms
wide. Chimneysvere often placed at each end of the floor plar MHouse type is the

most prominent form found in the survey area.
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#803104--113 Pitcock Run Rd., Waynesburg, Whiteleyvnship, Greene County

Upright and Wing

The Upright and Wing is also prevalent house typehé survey area. The Upright and
Wing was popular in the mid to late 1800s. The typesists of an upright portion with a
gable end, usually one-and-a-half to two storied,aone to one-and-a-half story wing.
The gable end of the wing is usually at or beloa/eave of the upright. Upright and
Wing type houses have T- or L-shaped floor plamside, the wing contains a kitchen

and one or two bedrooms and the upright a parldraaditional bedrooms.
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#802399—409 Rankin Rd., Washington South Strabane Townshijgashington County

Gabled Ell

The Gabled Ell type of farmhouse as found in theesparea usually dates from the two
decades after the Civil War. It has an L-shagead,sometimes with additions to form a
T-shaped plan, and usually is two stories in hergtit a gabled roof. Within the main

“L” there is often a porch. In most arrangemertis, gable end of the shorter of the two

wings faces the road or main approach with thedside of the other wing at the side.
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#802871--1680 Toms Run Rd., Holbrook, Jackson Tohips Greene County
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#802914—159 Beulah Ridge Rd., Graysville, Morriswitship, Greene County

Four-over-Four I-house

The Four-over-Four basically consists of a ceritedlway flanked by two rooms on each
side in a house two to two-and-a-half stories iiglte This house type usually has a
gable roof, with the ridge line running parallelth@ front face. The form was popular in
the middle 1800s, although it returned during tbpyparity of Colonial Revival and
Georgian styles. Four-over-Four type farmhousesedatively common in the survey

area.
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#802578--310 Cleveland Rd., Washington, North Fkdin Township, Washington County

Gable Front

The Gable Front house describes a variety of htyyss dating from the mid-1800s
through the 1920s. It is similar to the Four-oveuf; except that the main entrance at the
gable end facing the street or main approach. GQddgde Front farmhouse has many

variations.
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#802765—Elias Headley Farm, 333 Crabapple Rd., WRidige, Richhill Township, Greene County
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#802765—Elias Headley Farm 333 Crabapple Rd. WRidlge, Richhill Township, Greene County

Above: an example of the Gable front form; (togyent photo; (bottom) illustration from Caldwell’s
lllustrated, Historical, Centennial Atlas of Gree@®unty, Pennsylvania showing the house’s histbrica

form as a Gable-front entry

Ranch

Because it is a relatively recent domestic architecdevelopment (it generally dates
from the post-World War Il era), ranch style housese recorded in the rural survey
only when they are part of older farmsteads. Tinelrdhouses on these sites likely
replaced the original house on the site or provaieddditional dwelling on the property.
Ranch style houses are typically one story and hawbling floor plans and relatively

low-pitched hipped or gabled roofs. Although muéhh@ contemporary housing under
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construction in the rural survey area has feataneiselements reminiscent of older
architectural styles (Colonial Revival, Dutch Cabinor even Queen Anne), its true

architectural lineage traces back to the ranchdmuosthe 1950s and

1960s.

#802040—714 Campbell Rd. Burgettstown, Robinsomviiship, Washington County

Development of the Barn

A variety of barns are found in the survey areagiragwidely in age, form, construction
and organizationThe barns of Washington and Greene Counties haxszaddypical
functions: animal shelter, crop storage, crop pssitey, equipment storage, and
machinery repair. Some specialized barns servetipteupurposes at once and at a
number of non-active farmsteads barns were usepl\sims storage facilities. However,
barns also have specialized functions designatetifgctives such as “sheep” barn or
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“dairy” barn. In some instances a substitute teath ashed was use@specially if a
larger multipurpose “barn” is also on the farm. Rtheless, these structures shared some
similar forms and structural systems. Sixteeredéht barn types were found throughout

the survey area

=
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#802532 First St., Taylorstown, Washington County BlaineoWnship

Barn Types

The Log Crib Barn

Log crib barns are the earliest types of barnseyTdate from the late {80 the mid 19
century in the survey area. Double log crib bawsount for the majority of log crib
barns in the survey area. They are generally ndéhalf stories with their main access

point through the eaves side. These barns haepamfloor plan making them easily
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adaptable for storage or animal quartering. Halg loa some other harvested crop are
stored in the loft. In order to protect the lolgs) crib barns are often covered over with

weatherboard or vertical plank siding, which makiesitifying them difficult.

#802194 — Nesbitt Farm, 128 Mulberry Hill Rd., Waskton, Canton Township, Washington County.
Barn located at the Nesbitt Farm with vertical pkarto protect its log structure. This example @oable

log crib notice the extraordinary size of the barn
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#802194 — Nesbitt Farm, 128 Mulberry Hill Rd., Waslgton, Canton Township, Washington County

The English Barn

One of the most common barn types, English bameiae story barns with a tripartite
floor plan. That is, they have three distinct amtlvidual sections. These sections are
usually situated in a mow, threshing floor, anchaadiquarter pattern. Occasionally a
granary or a small shed extension is included asopshe mow. The mow is a hay
storage area that flanks the edges of the baime tAreshing floor is the section of the
barn where grain was threshed from the staff, angually centered along the eaves side
of the barn. English barns typically measure adatirty by forty feet. These wood

frame structures date from the early to mif t@ntury in the survey area.
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#802034—1027 Clinton Rd., Burgettstown, Hanover Township #féngton County.
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The Banked English Barn

Banked English barns, or Side Hill barns, illustrtdte transition from one story English
barns to Basement barns, which incorporate a éaglbsd story. Banked English barns
usually have masonry foundations and are alwaykdshnThe foundation or half story
that allows for the banking of the Banked Englisinnbis usually referred to as a cellar.
These cellars were often the first steps to reaggithe benefits of fertilization, while at
the same time keeping in mind sanitation concefliieese barns date from the mid to late

19" century.

#802080-1575 S.R. 50 Hwy., Hickory, Mount Pleasant Townshifgashington County Notice how the
barn is banked and masonry is used for the cellar.
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#802141-482 State Line Rd., Eldersville, Jefferson Townshifyashington County.Another example of
the Banked English or Side Hill barn.

The Basement Barn

The Basement barn is essentially an English basedaip on a full story foundation.
Basement barns are typically two to two and halfiss tall. Tripartite organization still
exists but usually in the form of mow, threshingpfl, and mow; with animal quarters in
the basement of the barn. Access to the main Isy@bvided by a bridge or an earthen
ramp. These barns typically have inaccessibleskiing doors on the main level on the
rear eaves side. Both gambrel and gable rooffoaral on basement barns. Basement
barn construction began around the mitf ¢&ntury and generally ended when concrete
became a readily available construction materithénlate 1920s. Masonry foundations

and a timber or truss frame are common with theeB&nt barn.
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#802396—622 519 Hwy., Eighty Four, Somerset Township, Wasjton County.Example of a Victorian
era Basement barn, notice the large amount of Imd/@&vindows and woodwork on the gable and eaves
side of the barn.
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#802419—E. 40 Hwy., Eighty Four, North Bethlehem Waship, Washington CountyArchitectural
styles can extend beyond the home and permeatetheo structures, as evident with the barn abdies

Basement barn is an example of a Gothic Revivlddtyarn, notice the gothic arched roof and loudkere
windows.
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#802436—Daniels Run Rd., Scenery Hill, North Bethlehem Towlnip, Washington CountyFederal
style Basement barn, notice the return eaves andaw fenestration.

#802440—Andrew Sundecker; Mong Rd., Scenery Hill, North Bé¢hem Township Washington
County.A bridged highly ornate and well maintained Basenfiemn built in 1886 by Andrew Sundecker.

Historic Agricultural Survey Report 56




The New England Barn

New England barns, like English barns, are sintgleysstructures that are all on one
level. Access in a New England barn is typicaliytibe gable end and is flanked by
animal stalls. They usually have a small loftdoying and storing hay or other

harvested crops. Timber or balloon framing systarescommonly found in the New

England barn which dates from the mid"1e the early 28 century.

#802165—649 Cross Creek Rd., Rea, Cross Creek Towis Washington County. A large New
England Barn with side wing extensions.
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#802254—505 Christy Rd. Eighty Four, North Strabaownship, Washington County typical plain
New England barn in a state of disrepair.

#802275—1286 Sugar Run Rd., Finleyville, Nottinghahownship Washington CountyAn early New
England barn on the Morris Farm dating ¢.1880..
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The Gable Entry Bank Barn

Gable Entry Bank barns borrow elements from bottv Bagland barns and Basement
barns. These barns, which are always built iftargk, are accessed through the gable
end. The interior arrangement of this barn is lsino that of the New England barn
with the exception of animal quarters which areated in the basement of the barn.

Gable Entry Bank barns are always two stories ampl@y a gable roof design. They

date from the mid 1®to the early 20 century.

#802414—-262 Caldwell Rd., Eighty Four, Somerset Townshipagtiington CountyAn early example of
a Gable Entry Bank barn utilizing a masonry fouriolatand rare brick walls.
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#802527—460 Smith Run Rd., Amity, Amwell Townshifdashington County.An ornate and oddly
configured Gable Entry Bank barn.

The Foundation Barn

Foundation barns are multistory barns that havaagess to the second level. These
barns usually have one story stone foundationdegabfs, and vertical cladding.
Access is generally through large doors on theegabtl. Like the basement barn,

foundation barns date from the mid™® the early 28 century.
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#802016—Willow Rd. Hickory, Hopewell Township, Washingtd@ounty.

#802062-0.P. Cooke, 1446 N Rt. 18 Hickory, Smith Townshifashington CountyNotice entry is only
to the basement story, there is no access togherwstory by ramp, banking, or a bridge.
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#802319-30 Weinzen Rd., Coal Center, West Pike Run Townskifashington CountyAn example of a
large Foundation barn with a gambrel roof. Notizew all the ground on the rear of the barn is
completely flat with no evidence of any elevation.

The Three Gable Barn

The name of this barn describes its appearancédlgxdtree Gable barns always have a
gable or gambrel roof with three separate gabl&gpe@hese barns are essentially
basement barn with either a tee or an ell shammsi@uction dates of the Three Gable

barn are consistent with those of basement, NevialBdgand Gable Entry Bank barns.

Historic Agricultural Survey Report 62




#802487—4051 Jefferson Ave., Avella, Hopewell TohipsWashington County Example of a Three
Gable Barn, this one is tee-shaped.

#802498—20 Hillcrest Lane, Washington, Hopewell Tieship, Washington CountyThree gable barn
featuring an ell extension and a few window reptaeats from louvered window ventilators to fixed
windows.

Historic Agricultural Survey Report 63



The Pennsylvania Barn

The Pennsylvania barn shares its name with the stathich it is most prevalent. These
barns are found throughout Pennsylvania, Ohio,atiner bordering states. The
Pennsylvania barn is the only barn that is excklgiassociated with the Pennsylvania
Dutch, an ethnic group of German immigrants. T@aéurther description of this
discussion and learn about the various types aktharns refer to Robert Ensminger’s
The Pennsylvania Barn: Its Origin, Evolution andsBibution in North Americd® The
most recognized feature of the Pennsylvania battmeigore bay. An overshoot or fore
bay is where a section of the barn overshootsdatedation. Dating of the barn becomes
more precise depending on the location and howh&afore bay extends out from the
barn. The fore bay was designed to protect liedstiom the weather when they were
placed out to pasture. Pennsylvania barns areyalb@nked and therefore are two
stories. Construction materials include stonegkpyand wood. These barns are typically
oriented southward and occasionally feature orldiea designs or brick end designs.
The Pennsylvania barn has many subtypes depengentwhether the fore bay has been
extended, had added support, or has been enclosefti@pen. These barns date from as
early as 1800, with the sweitzer barn, to the afrthe 20" century with the

Pennsylvania Extended Fore bay Variant barn, wisieghmixture of the typical

Pennsylvania barn with the increasingly popularddasnt barn.

12 Robert EnsmingefThe Pennsylvania Barn: Its Origin, Evolution, anitbution in North America
(John Hopkins University Press: Baltimore, Md. 1995
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#802431—610 Daniels Run Rd., Scenery Hill, NorthtBlehem Township Washington Count high
style Pennsylvania barn with fore bay supportegdsts built by Henry Spurns .

#802535—73 Reed Rd., Avella, Blaine Township Wasgiim County. Pennsylvania barns are often
hard to identify, illustrated by this example tld@monstrates the enclosed fore bay type.
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The Ground Barn

Ground barns are single story barns that havertiip@rganization similar to that found

in English barns and Basement barns. Three grtmwatl access doors are usually found
in the eaves side. Fieldstone and timber frammegcammon construction materials for
this barn that is sometimes built into a slightbaGround barns are often found in areas
largely populated by Pennsylvania German grougsese barns date from the early'19

to the early 26 century.

i

#802691—601 Valley View Rd., Claysville, East FinlBownship Washington CountyA difficult barn to
imagine being a Ground barn, but in reality it fitee description with the three separate grounellev
access points.
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The Erie Shore Barn

Erie Shore Barns are rare barns that typically lgg@rebrel roofs. They have drive floors
that run perpendicular to the roof ridge and arcefiter machine door. Stabling is
typically on the far right of the barn and the graes are located between the stables and
the drive floor. Erie Shore Barns are typicallye@nd half stories and were built

between 1900 and 1940.

#802173-997 Cross Creek Rd., Eldersville, Cross Creek TdwpdVashington CountyA rundown
example of an Erie Shore barn, notice the off aedti¢e doors and windows indicating the locatidittoe
animal quarters.
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#802240-55 Loeffert Rd., McDonald, Mount Pleasant Townshig/ashington CountyA highly ornate
example of this extremely rare barn type

The Wisconsin Dairy Barn

Wisconsin Style Dairy barns are the most familiambtype to people who are familiar
with modern day dairy complexes. These barnslaoma level and with round or
arched roofs. These barns often appear to berahbalf stories, but are actually only
one story. Access to Wisconsin Style Dairy basthiough the gable end with a center
aisle that runs continuously through the whole teraf the barn with cattle stanchions
lining the center aisle. Sometimes another saigbés is placed along the outside walls
on the opposite end of the stanchions allowingherfeeding of the dairy cows. The
length of Wisconsin Style Dairy barns varies. Theg typically constructed of concrete

block, rock faced concrete and date from 1900 019
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era Wisconsin Dairy Barn

#802488-2217 Brush Run Rd., Avella, Hopewell Township Wasgiion County.Example of a 1930’s

#802030-901 Purdy Road, Burgettstown, Hanover Township Wagfion County
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The Rainbow Roof Barn

Rainbow Roof Barns are essentially a WisconsineSbdiry Barn but are often much
shorter in length. Besides length, the main défifee between the Wisconsin Style Dairy
Barn and the rainbow roof barn is that the laienbre of a multipurpose barn, while the

Wisconsin Style Dairy Barn functions solely as aybarn.

#802198-80 McClay Rd., Washington, Canton Township, Washioig County. As stated before the
Rainbow Roof barns are essentially Wisconsin Daagns, except that they are not designed for arsmal
This Rainbow Roof barn appears not to be its oagsize.
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#802501—512 Poplar St., Avella, Buffalo Townshipaghington County A Rainbow Roof barn that
appears to been have adapted essentially to a Westd®airy barn as a result of the milking parlor
addition.

The Sheep Barn

Typically, sheep barns resemble sheds with shefd;rbowever, in the survey area,
sheep barns commonly resemble Banked English b#&osess is on the eaves side and
varies in placement. Doors may be single humamsjoeachine doors, Dutch doors, or
any combination of these. Sheep barns are ustatigtructed of timber and date from
the mid 19' to the early 28 century. Interior arrangement depends on thedfittee

barn and farm. One of the more unique featuresheép barns interiors are hay slides

and self filling hay racks.
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#802585-68 McElree Rd., Washington, North Franklin TownshjWashington CountySheep Barn
example with rear alterations including an addeeinang

#802874—Hargus Rd., Holbrook, Jackson Township, Greene CawrAn example of a sheep barn with

hay slide, unfortunately the slide was unable tpbetographed
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The Kit Barn

Kit Barns were mass produced barns similar to r®psaeduced by the Sears Roebuck
Company from the 1940s through the 1960s. Balfoaming and concrete tend to be the

most common type of material used in their consitbac

The Twentieth Century Barn

Twentieth Century barns are the newest barns isuheey area and include a variety of
construction materials, shapes, and sizes. Catistnubegan on these barns in the 1970s
and continues through today. Twentieth Centurpdare often erected to replace older

barns.

Survey Area Barn Trends

1,230 barns were identified through the courséneffield survey. 805 barns were
located within Washington County while 435 wererfdun Greene County. In
Washington County, Mount Pleasant, Hopewell, anffaButownships possessed the
most Basement barns. Nottingham and West Piket®umships had the largest
percentage of Banked English and English barns.lo8icrib barns were found
throughout Washington County with the highest fity being in Jefferson Township.
Morris Township had the highest percentage of sheeps in the county. Basement
barns and English barns, respectively, were theé ommmon barn types in Washington
County. The county’s basement barns are ofteremdly ornate. Basement barns with
Federal, Gothic Revival, and Greek Revival architesd elements were found in

Washington County. Several of the Basement andigbnigarns in the county retained
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their original louvered window ventilators. Doulbleng windows have replaced the
original louvered window ventilators in some cas®kny Basement barns in
Washington County have delicate woodworking. Mog&ilnd in gable peaks, the most
common woodwork design is a wagon wheel with apipnately ten to fifteen spokes

originating from the hub.

#802440—Andrew Sundecker; Mong Rd., Scenery Hill, North Bé¢hem Township Washington
County. Notice the detailed woodworking on the gable end.
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#802565—619 Pleasant Valley Rd., Washington, Buffdlownship Washington CountyBasement barn
with gable peak woodwork design and louvered windemis.

English, Basement, and Sheep barns were the mashon types in Greene County.
Richhill Township had the highest number of Engbsid Basement barns. The most
sheep barns were found in Perry and Franklin toypsshSeveral Gable Entry Bank
barns were found throughout Greene County. Adukitlig, five log crib barns were
discovered in the county. A large percentage efd#rns located in Greene County,
unlike Washington County, were unadorned, average and completely functional.
Barns located within Greene County appeared to dre multifunctional as a result of

the region’s agricultural history.

Pennsylvania barns were noticeably absent fronsuineey area. One possible reason for
this is that closed forebay Pennsylvania barns weséaken for Basement barns because

they were observed from a long distance. Threde3adrns were also found in low
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numbers throughout the survey area. These bamesexéremely popular during the turn
of the twentieth century as an alternative to thednent barn. With the varied animal
husbandry and field products produced it is harcotmprehend why these barns were not

seen more widely with the survey.

Other Farm Structures

Farmsteads within the survey area contain buildargsstructures other than houses and
barns. These outbuildings have both domestic gndwtural functions. Four

categories of outbuildings were found within thevey area: domestic outbuildings,
livestock related outbuildings, feed storage outinigs, and utility outbuildings. It
should be noted that it is difficult to identifyeny farm structure, especially by only
looking at their exteriors. Also, functions offabuildings change through time. As a

result, several outbuildings throughout the suraea are labeled as unknown structures.

Domestic Outbuildings

Domestic outbuildings include those buildings atrdctures that functioned to serve the
needs of the household. They are situated ardvntlduse and sometimes between the
house and barn, but are always closer to the hbasethe barn. Many of these

outbuildings were constructed as food preparatieasa

Summer Kitchens

Small and rectangular, summer kitchens, essenteéykitchens that are detached from
the house and sometimes associated with Pennsgl@arman populations. These

buildings are situated close to the house. Througthe survey area, summer kitchens
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are primarily constructed of brick, but wood frameamples occasionally occur. They
are easily identifiable by their gable roofs, mlkiwindows, and chimneys. Several
summer kitchens in the area have cupolas or dioglés on their roofs. It is also not
uncommon to find a dinner bell on a post somewhees the building. They often

mimic the architecture of the house and date frooarad the mid to late fcentury.

#802074—323 Water Dam Rd., Hickory, Mount Pleasdimwnship Washington Count.y

Springhouses

The most common domestic outbuilding throughoutsilreey area, springhouses were
built near the house and usually into a slope.s&hmiildings collected spring water
before the installation of indoor plumbing and wased to store milk. Springhouses in

the survey area date from the earl§/'1® the early 20 century. Early springhouses are
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constructed of stone or log. Later examples h&weesor concrete block foundations
with wood framed walls. There are also severahgtas of two story springhouses
throughout the area. The first story is usualbnstor concrete block with a wood frame
second story. These two story examples are prglzaiphbination structures that serve
multiple functions. Many two story springhousegha survey area doubled as wash

houses or summer kitchens.

#803108—487 Pitcock Run Rd., Waynesburg, Whitelewhship Greene CountyA two-story
springhouse that may have historically been a coation structure.

Dairy Kitchens

Similar to summer kitchens found throughout theveyrarea, dairy kitchens were used to
manufacture cheese and cream. These small, gaifedrbuildings with several
windows and chimneys usually contain a water souMest dairy kitchens in the survey

area resemble two story springhouses in that thgg masonry foundations with wood
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framed second stories. Primarily found in WashangEounty, these buildings date from

the late 18 to the early 28 century, and often include ice houses whose thilks are

perfect for storing ice.

#802682—238 Walnut Valley Rd., West Alexander, WEstey Township Washington CountyA dairy
kitchen dating from the early $@entury that includes an ice house on the grolot f
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Slaughter Houses

Few examples survive in the survey area of thesdl swood frame buildings. Used for
slaughtering livestock, slaughter houses are itiebte by large doors, few windows, and
a shed roof that extends out over the facade dbdiiding creating a large overhang.
Hooks and pulleys are sometimes found hanging lierlee@ overhang. These buildings
are usually close to the house, but at a greaseaurtie than other domestic outbuildings.

The few extant slaughter houses in the surveydatafrom the late 1oto the early 26

century.

#802069—26 Covered Bridge Rd., Burgettstown, Srifitwnship Washington CountyA late 14’
century slaughter house.
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Smoke House

Small and constructed of brick or wood, smoke hswgere used to smoke hams and
other meats. Identified by gable roofs, no windoawel human access doors, these
structures are generally located away from the ésosnewhere in the back yard.

Smoke houses found in the survey area date fromitid 9" to the early 28 century.

#803088—Ceylon Rd., Carmichaels, Greene Township&re CountyA mid 19" century smokehouse
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Bake Ovens

Constructed of stone or brick, outdoor bake ovarsughout the survey area are situated

near the house like other domestic outbuildingsest square structures with chimneys

date from the early to the late"1@entury.

#803100—Mary Hoge Rd., Waynesburg, Whiteley TowpsGireene County.An outdoor bake oven
from the 18 century.
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Root Cellars

Excavated and found below ground or built intoapsl root cellars were used to store

root crops and other foods. These small stonemcrete block structures date from the

mid 19" to the mid 28 century in the survey area.

#802118—301 Garvin Rd., Finleyville, Union Townshifgashington County.An ordinary root cellar
dating from the early 2Dcentury.
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Apiaries

Also known as bee hives or bee boxes, apiariedparal in small clusters of several
boxes and are generally located away from othddingis oftentimes near the driveway.

Few apiaries exist in the survey area and arefoniyd in Washington County. All

examples are less than 50 years old.

#802053—219 Point Pleasant Rd., McDonald, Smith Tehip Washington County. A single apiary.
Privies

Also known as outhouses, these structures werelmfdre the installation of indoor
plumbing. They are located close to the housdusthier away than most domestic

outbuildings. Constructed of wood, these strua@ehibit both gable and shed roofs.

Examples within the survey area date from the e2@fycentury.
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#803107—132 Pitcock Run Rd., Waynesburg, Whiteleywhship Greene CountyA shed roof privy
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Tool Sheds

Most tool sheds in the survey area were built el#st 30 years and are constructed of
metal, wood, or are vinyl sided. Few examplestdxisn the late 19 century. Most
tool sheds are located near the house, but ane fitmd between the house and barn or

even next to the barn.

#802070—1293 Ridge Rd., Burgettstown, Smith Towpshiashington County A late 19" century tool
shed.
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Woodsheds

Primarily used for storing firewood, most woodshedthe survey area are less than 50
years old. Constructed of wood with shingled otahmofs, these structures resemble
pavilions or lean-tos with at least one open sid&odsheds are usually situated
somewhere between the house and barn and oftettaceed to other structures as shed

roof extensions.

#802825—391 Morford Rd., Aleppo, Springhill TownghGreene CountyA wood shed attached to
another structure.
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Carriage Houses

Precursors to the modern garage, carriage hougesused to store carriages and sleighs.
Often resembling the architectural detailing of floeise, they are usually found near the
driveway. Most carriage houses in the survey dreagver, were utilitarian in design,
and often placed near a lane or pathway otherttidriveway. They are primarily one
and a half story, wood frame structures with adargrriage door on the gable end.
Several carriage houses in the survey area comt@inor corn cribs that flank the

carriage bay. This particular feature may be umiguthe survey area. Carriage houses

were common in the survey area and date from teelB to the early 28 century.

#803082—Garards Fort Rd., Waynesburg, Greene TowpsBreene County.An architecturally high
style, late 18 century carriage house on the historic A. Lantzrfstead.
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Garages

Early examples of garages are rare in the sunes. avostly, they date from 1950 to the
present and are of wood frame or masonry constmuetith several vinyl sided
examples. They often match the architectural tiegeof the house and are situated near

the driveway. Many of the newer garages in theesuarea are attached to houses, and

usually have multiple bays.

#802030—901 Purdy Road, Burgettstown, Hanover TohipsWVashington County. A modern
garage.

Livestock Related Outbuildings

Livestock related outbuildings include those builgs that house, shelter, or store farm

animals and the products that they produce. Ttypss of outbuildings are usually
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situated between the house and barn, but are ysladler to the barn than the house.

Several of these buildings are connected to basr&lditions.
Poultry Houses

Also known as chicken coops or hen houses, thatdings usually house chickens or
sometimes other fowl, like turkeys. These butditome in a variety of forms, and are
the most common livestock related outbuilding ie slirvey area. The most common
form is a small, wood framed, shed roofed buildwith a row of small windows on its
south face. These small poultry houses are généoahd between the house and the
barn, and oftentimes are closer to the house ti@bdrn. A few examples of these small
poultry houses exhibited gable roofs rather thantypical shed roof. The small poultry
houses in the survey area date from the latetd%he early 28 century. Multistory
poultry houses were also found in the survey afideese wood framed, shallow-pitched
gable roof buildings have many windows on the ssidk. They are situated roughly
half way between the house and barn and date tiet230s. There were a few
examples of converted poultry barns in the surveg.aThese barns were converted
from their original function in the early to mid‘?@entury to house poultry. They
resemble barns but have numerous windows, dormedsmultiple stories. Additionally,
few examples of brooder houses and peepy housesfawgrd in the survey area. These
buildings were constructed for incubating and regsyoung fowl, and date from the early

to mid 20" century.
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Below: #802552—940 Mounts Valley Rd., Washingt&@uffalo Township Washington CountyA small,
early 20" century poultry house.
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#803083—446 Garards Fort Rd., Waynesburg, Greenaiiship Greene County An early 28" century
multistory poultry house

#802326—165 Barney’s Run Rd., Brownsville, Centde/Borough Washington County. A
converted poultry barn.
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Pigsties

Primarily found in Greene County, these small, wradthe buildings resemble large dog
houses in that they have small access doors anhdreuel through which swine enter
and exit. Occasionally, a row of small windows$asnd near the top of the south facing
wall. Pigsties are usually found closer to thenlthan the house, and often are

surrounded by a small fence. Examples in the suavea date from the early to mid"20

century.

#803148—403 Church Run Rd., Mount Morris, Perry Taship Greene CountyA typical pigsty.
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Milking Parlors

These barn additions function as cow milking aasaplete with stanchions and
milking machines. Found primarily in Washingtonudty, they are constructed of
concrete and have round or arched roofs. The mglgarlors in the survey area are
connected to the barn at the gable end or on e ®de, and have many windows.
Gable end milking parlors often resemble Wiscoi&ile Dairy barns in form. Dating

from 1930-1950 these additions often have connauitdhouses.

#802014—160 Dairy Rd., Hickory, Mount Pleasant Toship Washington County A round roof
milking parlor.
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Milk Houses

Early 20" century laws required that milk be stored sepgrdtem where cows were
milked. To accommodate these laws many milk houses added to barr3. In the
survey area, milk houses are overwhelmingly srsglliare, concrete block structures.
Gable, shed, and flat roof varieties are all comm®ohese structures are mostly
connected to barns or milking parlors, but it sddug noted that they are not accessible
through those buildings. Laws require that theyehautside entrances. There are
several examples of two story milk houses. Fewrgtas exist throughout the survey
area of brick or wooden milk houses. There are altew instances of milk houses that
are not connected to other buildings. These strastare usually located close to
driveways or roads. Predominantly found in WastangCounty, milk houses date from

1920-1950.

¥ Thomas Durant Visser.Field Guide to New England Barns and Farm Buildinganover:
University Press of New England, 1997) 115-117.
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#802083—14 Johnston Rd., McDonald, Mount Pleasaminship Washington CountyA concrete
block milk house with gable roof.
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Horse Barns

Few examples exist in the survey area of horsesithat predate 1960. These few early
horse barns are small, wood framed buildings wéthig roofs and large doors on the
gable end. They usually have several small windowest horse barns in the survey
area are of wood or metal construction and werk after 1960. Many barns that

historically served other functions have been caedeto horse barns in the last 40 years.

#802009—230 McConnell Rd., Hickory, Mount Pleasardwnship Washington CountyA modern
horse barn.
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Sheep Sheds

Different from sheep barns in that they are plaaesbme distance from the barn, sheep
sheds are usually found isolated in pastures. rRiglsgg barns, these one and a half or
two story, wood frame, gable roofed buildings ammstimes raised off the ground by
stone or concrete block corner posts. The fimstysbr the open area beneath the raised
buildings sheltered the sheep. The loft or sestad; stored hay that was dropped to the
sheep below. Many sheep sheds in the survey araalbuvered window vents and hay
hoods. These structures are unique to the sureay & hey date from the late™® the

early 20" century.

#802009—230 McConnell Rd., Hickory, Mount Pleasafawnship Washington CountyA late 14’
century sheep shed with louvered window vents agcbod.
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Loafing Sheds

Primitively constructed structures that providelteo livestock, loafing sheds are
found in pastures or near barns. In the survey ey are constructed of wood or metal
and are open on one side to allow access for bekstFound in various sizes, they
generally have shed roofs and often contain watérealing troughs. Loafing sheds in

the survey area date from the mid to lat& 26ntury.

#802010—123 Beechnut Rd., Hickory, Mount Pleasamwinship Washington CountyA gable roof
loafing shed.
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Feed Storage Outbuildings

Feed storage outbuildings include those buildingssiructures that are used to store
grain, corn, silage, or hay. In other words, they used to store the food that farm
animals eat. These outbuildings are usually fanrdose proximity to the barn and

sometimes are connected to the barn.
Granaries

Used to store the grain that livestock eat, grasaare usually elevated off the ground by
stone corner posts. The small, wood frame strasthave gable roofs and are typically
situated close to the barn. Granaries in the suavea are mostly one and a half stories
with human and loft doors on the gable end. Séwhed roof granaries were found and
may be unique to the survey area. Many of thasetstes appear to have been moved
from their original locations. Granaries were fduhroughout the survey area and date

from the late 19 to the early 20 century.
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#803139—330 Dairy Farm Rd., Mount Morris, Perry Tmship Greene CountyAn early 28 century
granary with attached wagon shed.

Corn Cribs

Used for storing and drying corn on the cob, carbscare found throughout the survey
area. Like granaries, they are usually raised bifjthe ground on stone corner posts,
and found close to the barn. Mid™entury corn cribs are rare in the survey are, bu
are easily identifiable by their gable roofs ancddalatted sides that slant inwards
toward their base. The shed roof corn crib wasribst common in the survey area.
These structures are long and narrow with versmids. Examples were found with
wood slatted and wire mesh sides. These corn detesfrom the early to mid 20
century. Several drive-thru corn cribs were fotimdughout the survey area. These
wood frame, gable roofed structures have two cabs¢hat flank a doorless, central

drive aisle that is sometimes used for storing aeint. There are usually hatches in the
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roof for loading corn into the cribs. Drive-thrara cribs in the survey area date from the

early to mid 28 century.

#802093—2194 Reisling Rd., McDonald, Cecil TownsHigashington County.A mid 19" century corn
crib with slanted sides and gable roof.
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# 803079—1479 Garards Fort Rd., Waynesburg, Gre@oanship Greene Count.  An early 26
century corn crib with a shed roof.

#803140—227 Dairy Farm Rd., Mount Morris, Perry Tawship Greene County A drive-thru corn crib
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Corn Bins

Cylindrical structures with cone shaped roofs, dains serve the same purpose as corn
cribs. The walls of these structures are wire mastl they are found close to the barn.
Several examples were found of metal corn binscn®ms in the survey area date from

the mid to late Z‘Ocentury and are primarily found in Washington Cgun

|

i

#802030—901 Purdy Rd., Burgettstown, Hanover TowipsiWashington County.Two corn bins.

Silos

Used to store silage, these structures were fouedbminantly in Washington County,
and are the most common feed storage outbuildmgsel survey area. These towering,

cylindrical structures were built using various eréls, and are located very close to the
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barn. Several examples in the survey area areectemhto barns. Late @entury silos
are rare in the survey area. One square woodewas found. It is a gable roof, balloon
frame structure covered with horizontal boardsve$as wooden stave silos were found
as well. These structures have steel hoops thatthe vertical staves together. One
stone silo was also found in the survey area. tacted of fieldstone, this structure is
much shorter than its wooden contemporaries. Noauseconcrete stave silos were found
in the survey area. Dating from the early to m 2entury, these structures are similar
to wooden stave silos in that their concrete stavesurrounded by steel hoops. Few
examples of tile silos were found in the surveyaaréhese structures are built of glazed
tiles, and date from the early®®@entury. Few examples of steel silos were fowad t
These structures date from the mid'2@ntury. Harvestore silos dating from the mid
20" century to the present were found on several femmds. These structures are
generally larger than other silos and are constduof metal and fiberglass. Their shiny,

blue exterior makes them easily identifiable.

Historic Agricultural Survey Report 105




#802099—Muse Bishop Rd., Canonsburg, Cecil Townstijpshington County. A rare square
wooden silo.
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#802068—100 Covered Bridge Rd., Burgettstown, Srlitlwwnship Washington CountyA rare
fieldstone silo.
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#802013—40 Dairy Rd., Hickory, Mount Pleasant Tovimig Washington County.A concrete stave silo.
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#802050—478 Midway Candor Rd., Burgettstown, Roleing ownship Washington CountyA steel
silo.

Grain Hoppers

Tall and cylindrical, these metal structures aredu® store grain. They are generally

elevated high enough off the ground for a truclriwe underneath, and are found close
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to the barn. All grain hoppers in the survey aealess than 15 years old, and found

primarily in Washington County.

#802030—901 Purdy Road, Burgettstown, Hanover TohipsVashington County.Four grain hoppers.

Hay Barns

Utilized for drying and storing hay, these struesyrlike sheep sheds, are usually located

some distance away from the concentration of bugjslion a farmstead. Often, they are
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found isolated in crop fields. These wood frangahle roof structures date from the

early 20" century in the survey area, and are found mostl/ashington County.

#802013—40 Dairy Rd., Hickory, Mount Pleasant Toviig Washington County.An early 28" century
hay barn.

Utility Outbuildings

Utility outbuildings include those buildings whefsem machinery and equipment is
stored and maintained. These kinds of buildingsusually found near the barn, but are
not as close as livestock related or feed storatfguddings. Utility outbuildings are
found throughout the survey area and are the nowstron outbuildings on its

farmsteads.

Wagon Sheds
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Wagon sheds are usually used to protect non-mexdgifarm equipment from the
elements. They are generally constructed of wbatlthere are a few metal examples
throughout the survey area. These structureslardified by their long shed or gable
roofs, which are usually metal, and large openorgsne side. In the survey area, wagon
sheds are usually found near the barn or betweeehdhse and barn, but several
examples are situated near the road. They datetfre early to mid 20century and are

the most common utility outbuilding.

#802069—26 Covered Bridge Rd., Burgettstown, Sriittwnship Washington CountyA gable roof
wagon shed.
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Machine Sheds

Machine sheds protect mechanized or expensive éguipment from the weather. The
earliest examples, dating from the 1920s, are mesibd frame buildings with gable
roofs and large machine doors on the gable endy Eachine sheds are rare in the
survey area. Like wagon sheds, these building$oared both near the barn and the
road. Most machine sheds in the survey area welteibthe last 40 years. These newer
machine sheds are constructed of concrete or metdé barn style machine sheds, in
which a pole framed structure is covered with ahum, are the most common. Quonset
machine sheds, which are also common, are easihyifted by their arched metal
appearance. Cover-Alls are the newest type of madhed. These metal frame

structures are covered with fabric and are no rtttae 10 years old.

#803059—136 Colvin Rd., Greenshoro, Monongahela fiship Greene CountyA late 20th century
machine shed.
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# 802112—4297 Finley Elemara Rd., Finleyville, Wm Township Washington CountyA Quonset
machine shed.
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#803090—164 Turkey Knob Rd., Carmichaels, Greeneviiship Greene County- A Cover-Al.l

Workshops

Many workshops were found throughout the surveg.aMostly constructed of wood,
brick, or concrete block, these buildings are nyosituated between the house and barn.
Workshops in the survey area are typically oneahdlf stories with many windows,

large doors, and a stove pipe. These buildings fiam the early to mid 2bcentury.
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#802130—214 Cedar Grove Rd., Avella, Jefferson Tehip Washington County An early 28' century
workshop.
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Historic Agricultural Survey Report

Washington & Greene Counties, Pennsylvania 722008

SURVEY SUMMARY & RECOMMENDATIONS

Period of Significance: 1830 to 1960

The survey area’s heritage of diversified agria@tand sheep raising is heavily rooted in
the 1830-1880 period. As the National Road wasptetad, crop farming, combined
with livestock raising resulted in a “highly devpl agricultural economy:* 1850-
1880 marked the pinnacle of sheep raising as slaeeputnumbered cattle and farmers
prospered, remarkably, during the Civil War an@ iReconstruction. Diversified
agricultural and sheep raising continued to bedtirainant use of the land in the survey
area until the latter part of the nineteenth cgntunen coal, oil and gas extraction took
land out of production. The rise of resource esttoa in the midst of industrialization
led many farmers to adjust to local markets by eoting to dairy farming. Residential
land development did not begin on a large scalg tinet post-World War 1l era, as
subdivisions were established in townships bordefillegheny County, followed by
new suburbs in Mt. Pleasant Township and in theegavicinity of Washington City, all
in Washington County. Inthe 1960s and 1970g] levelopment progressed,
particularly in Mapletown in Monongahela Townshireene County, as sheep farming

and agriculture in general declined further. Thenes a closing date for a period of

14 sally McMurry, “Southwestern Pennsylvania Divesif Agriculture and Sheep Raising.” May
2008, unpublished.
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agricultural significance would fall approximatelyound 1960, when agriculture in the
region began to wane as a major social and econiongie in the region. Although the
National Register nomination process is usuallgme=d for properties over 50 years old,
structures located on historic farmstead sitesdhtd after 1957 generally have been
documented as part of the survey due to their itapoe as part of the overall rural

landscape and as evidence of the continued evolofiagricultural practices.

Significance

National Register and Local Landmark Criteria

The National Register of Historic Places definesdric significance in terms of four

Criteria for Evaluation:

The quality of significance in American historychitecture, archeology, engineering,
and culture is present in districts, sites, butdinstructures, and objects that possess
integrity of location, design, setting, material@rkmanship, feeling, and association,

and:

A. That are associated with events that have maign#icant contribution to the

broad patterns of our history; or

B. That are associated with the lives of persogsitant in our past; or

C. That embody the distinctive characteristics tyfpee, period, or method of
construction, or that represent the work of a nmrastethat possess high artistic
values, or that represent a significant and disisttable entity whose

components may lack individual distinction; or
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D. That have yielded, or may be likely to yieldiormation in prehistory or

history.

The three criteria that are most applicable to erogs in the rural survey area are
A, B, and C. Under Criterion A, properties in thevey region may be significant
as examples of historic agricultural practices dlerpast 150 years. Properties
may be significant under Criterion B, but primaridy individuals who are
significant at the local level. Under Criterionlaiiildings in the survey region
have architecturally distinctive features and stykdated to various identified

historic styles and vernacular typ®s.

Using the criteria for listing on the National Retgir, several properties in the survey
area have been identified as potentially eligibleifdividual listing and are located in
Appendix 4. In addition to eligibility for National Registersking, the properties listed
in Appendix 4are also potentially eligible for local landmaidting in Washington
County according to criteria established by the Nifagton County Landmarks Register.
An individual property is eligible for listing iWashington County(to the Washington

County Landmarks Register) if it meets any of thléofving criteria:

15 National Register Bulletin 1%jow to Apply the National Register Criteria for Hvation (Washington,
D.C.: U.S. Department of the Interior, National PService, Cultural Resources Division, 1997), 2;
originally published irCode of Federal Regulations, Title 36, Part 60
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The Owner:
Should demonstrate dedication to the preservatidieir structure's architectural
integrity.

The Structure:

Should reflect local, state, or national significarin American architecture, culture,
history or engineering. It shall have been conséaicio less than fifty years prior or be
of exceptional design significance.

The structure's exterior should exhibit or retaébrpércent (%) of its original walls,
construction materials, and other elements sugoashes and windows. Extensive
exterior additions will be considered detracting.

The structure's interior need not exhibit all araiwalls, openings, sheathing, and trir
materials but twentieth century alterations reaglin major structural or cosmetic
changes may be considered detracting.

>

In Addition:
The owner agrees to affix the plaque (if purchas¢@) prominent place near the main
entrance of the building or structure, and

if at any time the owner plans to demolish thediad, sell the property, or significantly
alter the exterior, the owner agrees to informwWeshington County History and
Landmarks Foundatioff.

There are currently no local historic landmarkesrd in place in Greene County and

preservation and education efforts are made ototheship level.

The primary distinction between national and Idisting is that local significance is
easier to document and explain than national sggmte. Also, some properties with

lessened integrity due to the addition of synthsititng materials or other inappropriate

18 hittp://www.washcolandmarks.com/reqister landmarklht
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additions are designated as potential local lanksnather than potentially National
Register eligible. The suggested properties haea baudied sufficiently in performing a
reconnaissance level survey. It should be notatdsthme of the properties with local
landmark potential could be determined, with addil research, to have sufficient

significance for National Register listing.

Integrity

One important issue in the consideration of sigaifice of a property or site is its
historical and architectural integrity. This candefined as the degree that a structure or
group of structures retains its original configioatand materials, and that these
materials are in good enough condition that meastaa be taken to extend their service
life. Replacement of selected elements, suchtéesdravood members, may be necessary,
but total replacement is not necessary. The isgpkes primarily to the exterior of the

structure, although in some cases the integrith@finterior may be a factor as well.

In the survey area, individual buildings on farnaste may be in poor condition or
significantly altered. In these instances, deteatiam of significance can only be made
on the historical importance of the original owonebuilder. Some farmstead sites have
lessened integrity because of the loss of one @e significant structures, making it

difficult to recognize the agricultural connectiaofsthe site.

Determination of integrity has to be made on a tgsease basis. In many instances, the
presence of a former farmhouse or barn alone conuaes the agricultural origins of
the site. Another issue that defines the integritst structure is the presence of

historically appropriate materials. Since a 150r@d farmhouse is unlikely to have all
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of its original wood siding in place, an appropeia¢placement would be wood siding
material of similar dimension to the original. Tix@sence of artificial or synthetic siding
material, such as metal, aluminum, or vinyl sidisgriously detracts from the integrity of
the building or element. It should be noted tha &pplies not only to farmhouses but
barns and other agricultural support buildings. afidress the addition of contemporary
finish materials to historic buildings while stidlentifying structures of historic interest,
this survey report uses the terminology “potentiadignificant. This terminology is used
to describe structures for which the overall fommad architectural character remains
intact, but for which contemporary finish materiabsse been added to the building
exterior. The removal of these finishing materaatsl the repair of the original wood
siding (which typically is left in place in suchstallations) is a straightforward activity
that, if implemented, would restore the integrifytfeese historic structures. Although the
presence of contemporary finish materials genethfigualifies a structure from
individual listing as a historic landmark in sonagistries, this survey report is intended
to serve as a planning tool, and the identificabbrites with a potential to be listed as

historic landmarks increases the usefulness otdlois

Contributing and Non-contributing Properties

The rural survey area contains many more farmstaadsupporting rural sites that can
be considered are non-contributing than are cartiriy. For the purposes of this survey,
acontributingsite is defined as one that retains a coherentaappee as a farmstead and
that represents the agricultural history of theveyrarea. Most of the structures on the

property were observed to be in good or fair coodit
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Properties that have been designataatributingcould be reconsidered for individual
landmark status in the future, or could be includsgbart of a historic districtNon-
contributingsites are listed as such because they lack ingetrg structures on the site
were observed to be in poor condition, or the pnnauildings on the site post-date the

period of significance.

Thematic Designations, Potential Easements, HistariDistricts, and Local

Landmarks

The following thematic designation and historictdcss are proposed for consideration
by the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commis@RHMC). More detailed
research may be necessary before listing can oandrthe boundaries of each group
should be refined based on consultation with lpcaperty owners. Refer to the maps
provided at the end of this report for propertieggosed for inclusion in each group and

preliminary district boundaries.

Sheep Raising & Diversified Agriculture Multiple Prperty Thematic Designation

Survey efforts in the area have led to the recagnitf several properties that all
interrelate because of their role in the agricaltineritage of sheep raising and
diversified crops in Washington and Greene CounBés Due to later development,
these properties do not form a contiguous distHowever, they represent a
concentration of examples of a structural type ihanique within the survey area. Like
a historic district, thematic designation is coneélias a way to recognize multiple
properties that share a common historical assoaiaind/or architectural typology. The

group of properties may be historically significanen though particular properties
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within the group may not be individually distinativ A thematic designation recognizes
these historic linkages but does not require tlopgnties to be physically contiguous as

in a district.

Potential Easements

Several issues which threaten current and futueegovation efforts were identified in

the survey area. They include:

» Landscape disturbances due to oil, natural gas, antimber extraction
* Residential and commercial development/urban sprawl

» Structural damages from existing and future long wé mining

* Allegheny Power Trans Allegheny Interstate Line (TAIL) 500kV

* Non-applicability of existing legislation and tax elief

Farm preservation easements administered by tteb@&igh History & Landmarks
Foundation’s (PHLF) historic farm preservation peog or the Pennsylvania
Agricultural Conservation Easement Purchase Progvauaid prove an advantageous
means by which farm owners cowldluntarily protect an architecturally or historically-
significant property and therefore be proactivéhim preservation process. The farm
easement program encourages private investmeastaration of significant buildings
with no corresponding expenditure of public fundd ¢ghe owner may also benefit from
Federal and municipal tax policies. This may bdipalarly appealing to property
owners who do not qualify for homestead and faratstax exemptions provided by the

Pennsylvania Taxpayer Relief Act which only apmlattive, productive farms of ten or
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more contiguous acres. Currently, Washington Goisntaking advantage of
preservation tools such as the Agricultural AreauBiey Law which encourages
landowners to commit to preserving agriculturada@and to protect these land
classifications from incompatible uses on neightptands. This is a voluntary program
and areas of 250 or more acres can be establishel Agricultural Security AreH.
Therefore, medium size (180-499 acres) and lage (800 acres and over) farms would
be the only to qualify and, unfortunately, accolamtonly a combined 15.4% of the total
number of farms in Washington County. In Greenar@pmedium and large size farms
account for a combined 29.6% of the County’s farfie average size of farms is
approximately 104 acres in Washington County ampi@pmately 161 acres in Greene

County, according to data collected by the U.S.sDemBureau in 2002.

Much damage to the historic landscape and histategrity of farms in the survey area
is out of the individual owner’s control. Propedwners in the survey area are often not
in command of the mineral rights to their land anel therefore left powerless in
combating long wall mining® In addition, while property owners can decide tocgell
their property for residential or commercial deyteent they cannot control neighboring
farms from doing so. Neither can they dictatesize and placement of rights of ways

for expanding power lines (TrAlIL).

An easement is a hon-possessory right to contrat Wappens to buildings or land

owned by others and can be drafted to allow smeddvelopment opportunities to take

' Washington County Planning Commission, Washing@punty Comprehensive Plad0.C.16.
(Washington, PA: WCPC, 2005).

18 http://www.ruralpa2.org/county_profiles.cfm

¥ Long wall mining is an underground mining methadwhich a panel of coal is mechanically
extracted. This method often results in surfadesisience and damage to the natural and built
environment.
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place, or to protect significant interior featur@herefore, property owners who have
been ineffective in their struggles to structuraligserve their farms from long wall
mining and visually preserve their land from neadbyelopment, power lines, and oil,
gas, and timber extraction, would, through an easgnibe able to dictate their desire to
preserve agricultural processes and historicagjiitte The survey team encourages the
donation of preservation easements as a meanstecpng architecturally, culturally,

and historically significant properties in a mantieat encourages owner investment.

The survey team recommends a property for acceptaing preservation easement if

it falls in one of the following categories:

1. National Register Properties. Any building, strueflor site that is
individually listed on the National Register of Historic Places ot tha
determined to be a contributing property in a NadidRegister district.
Federal tax benefits may be available when theoNatiPark Service
determines that a building meets this criteria.

2. Potential National Register Properties. Buildirgjs,ctures, or sites
consideregotentially eligible for the National Register.

3. Locally Designated Properties. Easement donatiolhdevaccepted on
landmarks or properties in historic districts omligen features not already
protected are involved. These could include intsrar features not visible

from a public way.
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4. Other Properties. Other buildings, structuresjtes<an be considered for
easement donations if considered to be of loclitwatural or historical

significance.

It should be noted that all properties identifind\ppendix-4List of Properties
Listed/Potentially Eligible for the National Regist of Historic Placeshould also be
considered as possibilities for easement opporésnitHowever, from that list of
properties, the survey team has identified thoepgaties that it believes are most
promising due to imposing threats and property ag/rencerns. These properties can
be located i\ppendix 5. Additionally, a list of properties that are cemtly for sale is
provided inAppendix 6. Those threats which lead property owners to beermreceptive

to easements include:

* The construction of Allegheny Power’s Trans Alleghe Interstate Line (TrAlIL)
* Residential developmental pressures in Mt. Pleas&atvnship and neighboring
Smith Township (Washington County)

* Long wall and surface coal mining in both counties

Historic Agricultural Districts

During a field visit from a PHMC representativee tiollowing areas were evaluated as

potential historic agricultural districts:

» Pitcock Road (#803104-#803108) Whiteley Townshig&re County

* Woodies and Hull Run Road (#802997-#803007) Morgeawnship_Greene

County
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* North Bethlehem, West Bethlehem, and Amwell TownsiWashington
County
o Potentially eligible as either one large districomprised of all three
townships or as three individual districts
= North Bethlehem- #802419-#802440
= West Bethlehem-#802441-#802462

=  Amwell-#802507-#802528
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Appendix-2 Density Mapping

[ Greene County Density Map Data ]
Township Active  Non-Active W/Fields Non-Active W/O Fields Developmental Pressure  Total
Richhill 11 29 23 0 63
Aleppo 11 19 15 0 45
Springhill 4 6 7 0 17
Freeport 0 0 4 0 4
Gilmore 5 9 6 0 20
Jackson 9 12 16 0 37
Gray 6 2 2 0 8
Morris 28 24 22 0 74
Center 28 24 29 0 81
Wayne 5 17 27 0 49
Perry 6 12 14 0 32
Dunkard 3 2 8 0 13
Greene 5 8 10 0 23
Monongahela 3 3 7 0 13
Cumberland 18 9 14 0 41
Jefferson 10 4 7 0 21
Morgan 12 22 24 2 58
Washington 15 19 12 0 46
Franklin 14 10 22 3 49
Whiteley 13 15 12 0 30
Totals [206 | 246 | 281 [ 5 [ 738 ]
Percentage | 27.91% | 33.33% | 38.08% | 0.68% |

Washington County Density Mapping

Township Active Non-W  Non-W/o Indanger Total

West Finley 17 14 14 0 45
East Finley 31 14 24 1 70
Morris 23 14 15 0 52
Amwell 42 26 41 3 112
West Bethlehem 10 4 7 1 22
East Bethlehem 0 0 0 0 0
West Pike Run 20 8 8 2 38
North Bethlehem 24 7 10 0 41
South Franklin 13 15 5 4 37
North Franklin 2 3 0 0 5
Buffalo 19 11 1" 0 41
Donegal 13 8 14 2 37
Somerset 27 17 20 2 66
Independence 20 8 15 1 44
Hopewell 19 10 13 0 42
Blaine 9 2 3 0 14
Hanover 1 1" T 3 32
Jefferson 13 10 12 2 37
Cross Creek 14 12 13 0 39
Canton 11 4 10 1 26
Chartiers 16 13 8 7 44
Cecil 5 3 5 10 23
Mount Pleasant 16 12 1" 33 T2
Smith 4 7 4 12 27
Robinson 10 3 5 1 19
Peters 0 0 0 4 4
North Strabane 9 10 11 3 23
South Strabane 10 3 6 1 20
Nottingham 5 10 13 0 28
Fallowfield 0 2 1 3 6
Carrol 0 0 0 0 0
Union 2 4 4 3 13
Deemston 0 5 i 0 12
Bealsville 0 2 0 2 4
Centerville 0 1 1 0 &
Totals 417 277 320 83 1,097

38.01% 25.25% 29.17% 7.57%
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Appendix-3 Example Survey Form

PHMC Historic Resources

Agricultural Survey Form  EKeyno suzses
USGS Quad Coumty/Municpality Survey Code/Submut Fr
‘Waynesburg Greeme TWask T hij
Tax Parcel/Submir ¥r
2405151-C 2006
Historic Name: MM. McLendand O Main
Address: 211 Craynes Run Rd.
Cipy: Waynesburg Zip: 15570 Location:
vwener name: Jann Juskowich et al B dddress same as
(hemer Address- 211 Craynes Run Rd. Waynesburg 15370 FESOMTCE

Owner Category

W Private OLocal O County O Municipaliow O State [ Federal

Historical Informarion

Fear Buils: 1873 pa-

Historic Abstract
Evidancs of late 1%th cenbery shesp farmeing in Greans County

Barn- Basement Bam

Agricultural Information

Outbuildings

Survey Code  To Fear From Year Muaterials Outbuilding Other
1890 1870 Woad Sheep Bam
1890 1870 Woad Machine/Toal Shed Todl Shed
1890 1870 Brick Summer Kitchen
1890 1870 Weatherboard Springhouse
1890 1870 Brick Carriage Hiuse
1850 1030 Woad Com Crib
1000 1320 Woad Paliry House

Thursday, March 13, 1008
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PHMC Historic Resources
Agricultural Survey Form  Eeno swse:

~ Observations: Landseape Fnfo
1 roced trsce, paibs, card wape Fields: Cireulation Netwark:
[ elfumps of unwsua! vegetaton swck as bushes, briars, se. [ Comtonr L] Lanes
O tree fines of singuiar "shade” mees O Cropland B Roads
[ exatic imparted or srnamental {ie. [facs, hollies) plantings W Pasiure L] Pariways
[ refict erchards U @rchard W Waterconrse
O] flower "pasches” ET"”’“
[ piles of building stone ar brick (demolitan debris) ;:""T . ([
[ fenee lines and walls O] Spri
[ weltoways: ouewilats [ Bedgeraws Springs
; W Tresfimes O] Pond
[ cement or concrete footings or "pads™ i .
R W Fencing [ Drainage Ditches
[ stomedrick pier (single or patterned) i O] M L
[ dump site or garbage pile [ vergrown
[ sprimgs or spring boxes
[ collapsed suduildings

el BO20ET. 0001 BO2655.001.|pg TnviDr S01065.0001 S02365.002 jpg
Dare: Date:
Pastureftoodiot looking northeast Stream ooking nariheast

Thursday, March 12, 1008
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PHMC Historic Resources
Agriculfural Survey Form  Keno sises

ImiD: SO1065.0001 02855 003, |pg TnviD: SOT967. 0001 B02365.004 jpg

Snesp Bam northeast face koking wesl

TmedD: S02057.0001 BO2865.005.jpg InviD: S0M965.0001 EO2965.006 jpg
Dare: Dhare:
Basement Bamn southeast face looking norh Basement Bam souttrwest face looking easd

Thursday, March 12, 1008
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PHMC Historic Resources
Agricultural Survey Form  Eeno swses

ImdD: S07985.000.0 BO2965.007.Jpg InviD: SOI06F. 0001 BO2965.006.Jpg
Date: Date:
Speing House iooking west House norineast face looking west

TmedD: S02057.0001 BO2965.009 jpg TneiD: S0M965.0001 B02965.010jpg
Dare: Dhare:
Sheep Bam northwest face inoding sauth Toal Shed laoking north

Thursday, March 12, 1008
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PHMC Historic Resources
Agricultural Survey Form  Eeno swses

ImiD: SO1065.0001 BO2eE5011.|pg TnviD: SOT967. 0001 BI2365.012)pg

Dare:
Cam b jooking west

TmdD: BOI06T.0001 A02065.013.pg TnviD): S0265.0001 E02965.014)pg
Dare: Date:
Hiouse norihwest face oking south Foultry House ioiing saush

Thursday, March 12, 1008
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PHMC Historic Resources
Agricultural Survey Form  Eeno swses

£

e
:Iw'nﬁi-. (e

; 3 e, =
= —y T
P oo mHE
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Tasmuee 3 sl Faros i
R - B -;_,-"'_J
R PR

ImiD: SO1065.0001 BO2eE5.0135.|pg TnviD: SOT967. 0001 302E65_sppg

4

ImID: SO296T.0001 BI29E53 jpg TnviD): S0M065.0001 02055, |pg

Dare: Date:
Residence and Farm (350 acres) of MW MoCleland. Fror
Caldweil's 1576 Afias of Greens County, Pennsylvaria.

Thursday, March 12, 1008
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PHMC Historic Resources
Agricultural Survey Form
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Barn Form
TInventory ID: 302965.0002

Historic Agricultural Survey Report

Address:
City: Zip: Locarion:
Owner name: O _dddress same as
Owner Address: TESEUICE
Owner Category
O Privare OLocal O County O Municipaliv' O Stare O Federal
Function
Historic Function Current Funcrion
Survey Data
Siyle:
Resonrce:
Demolished: U
Form Lhape: Roaf Type:
L] Banked O= [l Round | |® GableEnd [ Rainbow or Arch
b Not Banked
D] Extended F [ Shed Extension [ Potygon | | L] Gambrel  [] Shed
Extended Forebay O Combinagion
[ En = [ Cross Gable [ Frreguiar ) o,
clgsed Forebay O] Tee [ Roaf ridge venlators
[ Open Farebay
¥l Basement Barn —— e
O Bridged
Materials and Structure
Foundation: Stone Suctural Sysrem:
Roof: Metal
Exverior Walls: Weod
Other Roof Structure, Material-
Bays: Rooms: Stories: 2 Half~ O
Waddh: Deprh: Height:
Historical Informartion
Year Bule: c 1EED to: Additienal Alterations
© 1950
Assectared Individual Associated Event
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Architeces/Engineer Builder

Historic Abstrace

Comments
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Farmhouse Form
Inventory ID:  802965.0003

Address:

Crey Zip: Locarion:

Owner name: O dddress same as
Dwner Address: resource

Owner Category

O Private OLocal O County O Municipaliov' O State O Federal

Function y

Historic Function

Current Funcnion

Snrvey Data
Style:
THalizn Femizsance Resource-
Demolished: 1

Or O Lipright wing U New England Center chimney
Dﬁm:' over four, one door O3 bays, 2 rooms deep O continental Pennsylvania German
O twe door O Single pen Oiher:
D_f,_.,m. square U Double pen
D_;I"nvbnj.;. cenral doorway O Gable Frone
: Materials and Structure x

Foundation: Stone Suctural Sysrem:

Rooft Asphatt

Exverior Walls:  Brick

Difver:

Roof Structure, Material-

Bays: 5  Rooms: 2

Stories: 2 Half: O

Waddh: Deprh: Height:
Historical Informartion "
Year Bule: 1873 to: Additienal Alterations
© 1980
Assectared Individual Associated Event
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Farmhouse Form
Architecrs/Engineer Builder
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Appendix-4 List of Properties Listed/Potentially Eligible for the National Register of Historic Placesg

The following list contains those properties thed agricultural survey team believes merit further
investigation. Properties that are currently iste the National Register of Historic Places &adsd
indentified as such in the comment column. Progethat are for sale or are vacant are also ifiethin
the comment field.

Site Number Comments
802004 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802006 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802007 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802008 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802009 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802013 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802014 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802018 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802042 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802047 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802049 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802050 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802062 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802063 Property in disrepair; Potentially eligiblederCriterion C: Architecture
802064 Property abandoned; Potentially eligiblean@titerion C: Architecture
802065 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802074 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802078 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802079 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802084 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802087 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802097 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
Property surrounded by development; Potentiallyileie underCriterion C:
802105 Architecture
802111 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802123 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802125 Property in disrepair; Potentially eligiblederCriterion C: Architecture
802127 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802128 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802139 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802141 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802144 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802158 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802159 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802163 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture

Historic Agricultural Survey Report 142



802166 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802177 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802184 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802185 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802190 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802195 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture

No house on farmstead; Other structures potentdillyble underCriterion C:
802205 Architecture
802228 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802244 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802247 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802251 Property is in disrepair; Potentially ellgibnderCriterion C: Architecture
802283 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802301 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802309 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802310 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802331 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802343 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802354 Potentially eligible und@riterion A: Broad Patterns in History
802361 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802362 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802365 Could be incorporated in historic disticBieallsville
802367 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802369 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802372 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802373 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802374 Could be incorporated in historic disticBieallsville
802375 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802380 Potentially eligible und@riterion A: Broad Patterns in History
802388 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802392 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802396 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802399 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802406 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture

Unique in that entire farm is constructed of briBlotentially eligible under

802414 Criterion C: Architecture
802415 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802416 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802418 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802424 On National Register; Included within Scenery Hiistoric District
802425 On National Register; Included within Scenery Hiiktoric District
802426 On National Register; Included within Scenery Hiistoric District
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802431 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802456 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802461 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802469 Could be incorporated in historic distnciVest Middletown
802494 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802497 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802503 Could be incorporated in historic distnciVest Middletown
802504 Could be incorporated in historic distniciVest Middletown
802515 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802530 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802532 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802547 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802574 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802583 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802584 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802588 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802595 Property is for sale; Potentially eligibleerCriterion C: Architecture
802598 Property vacant; Potentially eligible un@eterion C: Architecture
802602 Property vacant and for sale; Potentialbjilde underCriterion C: Architecture
802603 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802610 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802615 Property vacant; Potentially eligible un@eterion C: Architecture
802621 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802628 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802631 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802635 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802637 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802650 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802655 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802661 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802682 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802691 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802710 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802715 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802724 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802726 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802734 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802736 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802742 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802763 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802769 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
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802770 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802772 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802792 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802819 Property vacant; Potentially eligible un@eterion C: Architecture
802835 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802844 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802871 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802919 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802931 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802938 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802940 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802955 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802956 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802958 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802961 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802964 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802965 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802969 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802970 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802972 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802980 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802984 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802991 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802996 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802999 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803001 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803005 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803016 Listed on National Register of Historic Places
803017 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803025 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803028 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803033 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803035 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803038 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803044 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803046 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803050 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803055 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803067 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803069 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803078 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
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803087 Property vacant; Potentially eligible un@eterion C: Architecture
803088 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803089 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803091 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803094 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803100 Listed on National Register of Historic Places
803101 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803103 National Historic Landmark

803110 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803113 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
802121 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803128 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803146 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
803150 Potentially eligible und@riterion C: Architecture
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Appendix-5 Property List/ Imposing Threats & Easement Opportunities

Threats
No Color. Residential Development Pressures (Smith & M&Ueasant Township)
Blue: Allegheny Power Trans Allegheny Interstate Linea@g Wall Mining

Green Current & Future Long Wall Mining

802004 — John Dinsmore Farm

197 Agape Rd. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802006 — 101 Walnut Rd. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802007 — 30 Walnut Rd. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802008 — 30 Red Fox Rd. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802009 — 230 McConnell Rd. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802013 — 30 Dairy Rd. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802014 — 160 Dairy Rd. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802018 — 325 Lynn Portal Rd. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802062 — O.P. Cooke

1446 N. Rt. 18 Hickory

Smith Township Washington County
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802063 — Hickory

Smith Township Washington County

802064 — W.O. Stevenson

Rea Rd. Hickory

Smith Township Washington County

802065 — 1306 N. 18 Hwy. Hickory

Smith Township Washington County

802074 — 323 Water Dam Rd. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802078 — James Miller

1655 S.R. 50 Hwy. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802079 — John M. Miller

1656 SR 50 Hwy. Hickory

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802084 — 2 Plum Rd. McDonald

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802087 — 1479 50 Hwy. McDonald

Mount Pleasant Township Washington County

802228 — Skyline Dr. Hickory

Smith Township Washington County

802244 — 1605 519 Hwy., Canonsburg

~ North Strabane Township Washington County

802247 - 7 Ross Rd., Canonsburg

~ North Strabane Township Washington County
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802251 — 25 Brehm Rd., Washington

- North Strabane Township Washington County

802283 — 1020 Park View Rd., Eighty Four

~ Nottingham Township Washington County

- Fallowfield Township Washington County
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- Somerset Township Washington County

802380 — 185 Hetherington Rd., Bentleyville

- Somerset Township Washington County

802388 — 452 Lively Rd. Eighty Four

- Somerset Township Washington County

802392 — 297 Carlton Rd., Eighty Four

- Somerset Township Washington County

802424 — 2176 E 40 Hwy., Scenery Hil

- North Bethlehem Township Washington County

802425 - 2191 E 40 Hwy., Scenery Hill
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~ North Bethlehem Township Washington County

802426 - 2193 E 40 Hwy., Scenery Hill

- North Bethlehem Township Washington County
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- Gilmore Township Greene County

802871-1680 Toms Run Rd., Holbrook

- Jackson Township Greene County

802919-2092 Browns Creek Rd., Graysville

~ Morris Township Greene County

802931-3149 W Roy Furman Hwy., Rogersville

~ Center Township Greene County
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- Jefferson Township Greene County
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- Greene Township Greene County

803088-Ceylon Rd., Carmichaels

- Greene Township Greene County
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Appendix-6 Available Farmstead Real Estate

The following list contains names of individualsamntact for more information about farms thatfare
sale. Properties are listed according to thewesunumber. Listings include survey number, rethe
agency, agent’'s name, and agents phone number.

802311 — Northwood Realty Services, Jamie Adamé;785-5520 x112

802365 — Prudential Preferred Realty, Kathy Podqt#224-941-3000

802386 — Keller Williams, Bruce Bandel, 724-941-040

802388 — Keller Williams, Linda Raub Esposito, 74-9400, or call property owner at 228-1056

802399 — Century 21, Lisa Browell, 724-941-86808&2412-491-2938, 1-888-368-2121 x1178

802411 — Keller Williams, Karen Marshall, 724-96900

802444 — Prudential Preferred Realty, 724-941-3000

802465 — Century 21, Lisa Allen, 724-223-9423, 228-2510

802495 — Keller Williams, Doug & Rebecca Burig, 4824-7653

802575 — Keller Williams, Doug & Rebecca Burig, 72411-8811

802586 — Keller Williams, Shirley Cassedy, 724-B5D0 or 724-948-3579

802595 — Keller Williams, Shirley Cassedy, 724-B500 or 724-948-3579

802602 — Howard Hanna, 724-941-8800

802629 — Keller Williams, 724-941-9400
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