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ABSTRACT

During the early spring of 1988 plans were in the works to install a new ground
water drainage system about the historic Frazee-Hynton House within Cuyahoga Valley
National Recreation Area. That National Register property, which is reputed to be the
second oldest extant brick residence in the region, was subject to preliminary archeological
testing in 1984. Those investigations demonstrated the existence of dense cultural deposits
at the site. Therefore, it was necessary to perform additional excavations in advance of the
proposed ground disturbance.

The archeological team collected nineteen excavation units in addition to the three
units excavated in 1984. Each drainage line unit laid out in 1988 straddled the proposed
path of that system. The majority of units, however, fell to the rear of the house, where
cultural materials were most concentrated. Additional investigations were carried out in the
kitchen crawlspace and against the kitchen foundation.

Excavations at the Frazee-Hynton House resulted in the recovery of a large artifact
assemblage representing the entire range of historic occupation. In addition, the
investigations produced evidence of a prehistoric component at the site. Several historic
features, including a stone foundation and an apparent privy vault, also were discovered.

Based upon preliminary evaluation of the archeological findings, recommendations
for slight shifts in the drainage system alignment were made to planners. When the
development plan was implemented in the fall of 1988 archeologists monitored all trenching
operations. Collections and records generated at that time are incorporated into this report.
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INTRODUCTION

Cuyahoga Valley National Recreation Area (CUVA), located between the cities of
Cleveland and Akron, Ohio, was created under the authority of Public Law 93-555 in 1974
(Figure 1). At that time the National Park Service assumed stewardship over approximately
30,000 acres of essentially rural land separating the two metropolitan areas. The Recreation
Area, however, is not entirely controlled or owned by the federal government. Although
some land has been acquired by the National Park Service, much of the acreage is in
private hands. State and municipal holdings (e.g., several Cleveland metropolitan parks)
also lie within the Recreation Area’s boundaries.

As part of its general management plan, the National Park Service is now in the process
of restoring numerous federally owned historic structures within the Cuyahoga Valley.
Among those buildings currently under adaptive restoration is the historic Frazee-Hynton
House (CUVA HS-401), which is believed to be the second oldest brick residence still
standing in the lower Cuyahoga Valley. Eventually, the building likely will be used as a
visitor contact station that may contain exhibits summarizing the history of this region.

A critical aspect of the Frazee-Hynton House restoration is improvement of ground
water drainage about the structure. Observation over the past few years had shown that
downslope wash from the bluffs behind the house tends to run up against the building. The
water-saturated soils, in turn, play havoc with the stone foundation, causing it to leak, settle,
and crack over the course of time. Therefore, in order to help stabilize the structure, an
interceptor drain was proposed for the back and side yards. The system would employ a
perforated pipe bedded in gravels to pick up ground water and convey it away from the
house. Furthermore, solid downspout leaders from the building’s eaves would be buried in
the same trenches.

During the summer of 1984, preliminary archeological testing at the Frazee-Hynton
House showed that the site contained dense deposits of cultural materials. This was
especially true of the back yard, where the excavation of three 1-m-x-1-m test units
recovered abundant artifacts. It also was evident from those excavations that the remains
of a known frame addition that had been razed a decade earlier were not entirely
obliterated by that demolition. Accordingly, there was little doubt that the house, which is
listed in the National Register of Historic Places, had potentially significant archeological
resources associated with it.

In view of the ground disturbance that would be part of the drainage development, as
well as the demonstrated presence of cultural resources around the structure, additional
archeological investigations were in order. Since there seemed no possibility of avoiding
the associated archeological deposits entirely, it was determined that mitigation of the
adverse effects of construction would take the form of data recovery through excavation.
Therefore, controlled excavations were implemented in areas of direct construction impact
in order to gather a large sample of archeological data from the site.



A team of three archeological technicians from the Midwest Archeological Center
(MWAC), under direction of the author, began work at the Frazee-Hynton House on May
9, 1988. During the next four weeks, excavators completed 19 test units on the property.
In addition, the archeologists investigated a crawlspace beneath the kitchen floor and
examined the foundation of that same ell attached to the rear of the house. Those efforts
amassed a great deal of cultural data bearing upon the entire known range of historic
occupation at the site. In addition, a small sample of aboriginal lithic material was
recovered, suggesting the presence of a prehistoric component.

Several months later, in September of 1988, MWAC archeologists on assignment
elsewhere in the Recreation Area were available to monitor excavation of the drainage line
trenches. Data collected under the author’s direction during that procedure are incorporat-
ed as part of this report.

The present report summarizes all archeological research performed at the Frazee-
Hynton site to date, including the preliminary testing of 1984. Brief chapters on the
environment and history of the site provide background that places the excavations in their
proper interpretive context. In addition, each test unit is described, and artifact assemblages
are summarized by unit and level in tabular format.

In view of the fact that recommendations for modification of the drainage alignment
were conveyed to planners immediately upon completion of the fieldwork, it is pointless to
repeat them here. Moreover, actual installation of the drainage system was completed long
ago while MWAC archeologists were present. Therefore, the final chapter of this report
concludes only with remarks concerning the potential for future research at this and similar
archeological sites in the Cuyahoga Valley.



DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE

Location and Appearance

The Frazee-Hynton House is located toward the northern end of the Cuyahoga
Valley National Recreation Area (Figure 1) in Cuyahoga County, Ohio. More precisely,
the site lies in Independence Township (T 6N, R 12W) about 200 m north of the
Cuyahoga-Summit county line (Sagamore Road). When it was occupied as a private
residence the official street address of this property was 7733 Canal Road, Valley View,
Ohio.

The site location is approximately 400 m due east of the Cuyahoga River (Figure 2).
It is on the first terrace of the valley on the 650 ft contour (198 m amsl); the relatively level
bench is approximately 14 m above the floodplain (Figure 3). That position also overlooks
the course of the Ohio and Erie Canal, which passes in front of the house at a distance of
50 m (Figure 4). The extant house and that section of the canal are essentially contempora-
neous, both having been built circa 1826.

The most obvious feature of the Frazee-Hynton site is its domicile, which is believed
to be the second oldest brick structure in the lower Cuyahoga Valley (the Jonathan Hale
Farm house being older by a few years). The house is executed in the late Federal
vernacular style, according to its National Register description, with its west elevation
providing the front entry. In general appearance and internal form, however, the Frazee-
Hynton is more similar to the “Georgian double-pile” houses illustrated by cultural
geographer Allen G. Noble (1984:Figs. 10-2 and 10-3).

According to Professor Noble (1984:102-104), Georgian architecture (so-named in
reference to the reigns of George I, George II, and George III) spread out of New England
through New York and finally along the south shore of Lake Erie into the Midwest in the
late eighteenth century. Classical concepts of harmony, balance, and bilateral symmetry
typified its form and influenced both the vernacular and academic styles of the period.

The double-pile house type, which is the dominant form of Georgian architecture,
derives its name from the arrangement of floor plan.

Rooms and hallways on the second floor have exactly the same size and
position as those on the main floor. Hence, an upstairs room plus a
downstairs room can be conceived of as a “pile.” The four rooms on each
floor were separated by a central passageway creating two double piles.
[Noble 1984:103]

The central hallway of Georgian houses necessitated a change in chimney positioning
from that typical of earlier New England houses. Rather than a single chimney, centrally
located, Georgian houses typically have their chimneys placed in both gable ends. Not only



did such an arrangement provide for more efficient heating, it also conformed to the overall
symmetry of the structure.

The front part of the house is a two-story, end-gabled structure with a five-bay
facade (Figures 5-6). Unlike the typical double-pile house, however, the upper and lower
floors of the Frazee-Hynton House are not divided into four rooms each. Rather, one large
room falls on either side of the central hall on both floors.

At the south end of the Frazee-Hynton House, a single-storied ell addition is
attached to the east (rear) elevation. That room, which may have been built several years
after the main house, apparently served as a kitchen (Figure 7). A full basement, having
both interior and exterior access, lies below the main house. Only an earthen crawlspace
is under the floor of the kitchen ell.

A relatively recent frame addition was removed from the rear of the house in the
mid-1970s as a preliminary step in restoration of the Frazee-Hynton House. The precise
configuration of that former addition, however, is somewhat in doubt. Current planning
maps show the addition as having been limited to the open space directly north of the
kitchen ell, thus making it approximately equal in size with the ell (Figure 8). Excavations
in 1984 confirmed the presence of dense archeological deposits in that area; however, the
1988 investigations revealed equally concentrated deposits east of the kitchen ell. Those
more recent excavations, described subsequently in this report, suggest that a major
structural element of the house once extended across the entire rear. It is possible,
however, that those remains represent an earlier addition or an altogether separate structure
that was razed at some unknown date. There is even a remote possibility that the
foundation was associated with the original Frazee cabin, which naturally predates the
Federal style house.

The Frazee-Hynton House, which has been assigned Historic Structure Number 401
(HS-401) in the CUVA List of Classified Structures, was entered onto the National Register
of Historic Places on May 4, 1976. The building also possesses an Ohio Historic Inventory
Site Number (Cuy-453-16). Further, the site has been designated 33-Cu-341 in the Ohio
Archaeological Inventory.

The house is approached from Canal Road by way of a narrow service drive that
climbs the terrace slope at the south property line. The drive, which is surfaced with
compacted cinders, curves north around the rear of the domicile and terminates at a small
garage made of concrete blocks (Figure 9). The garage appears to be relatively modern in
age, perhaps World War II vintage or later, but the precise date of its construction is not
known. Two stone-lined cisterns and a well are present behind the house. In addition, a
low retaining wall built of stone supports the terrace bank in front of the house. It is -
apparent from the ground surface contours, as well as the soil profiles exposed in our
excavations, that the natural river terrace slope was leveled and extended somewhat by
filling behind this retaining wall (Figure 3).



Based upon the distribution of obvious features, such as those described above, site
size is estimated at 1,200 sq m (12,000 sq ft). It is possible, of course, that the distribution
of archeological materials extends beyond those apparent limits, and certainly the actual
property boundaries are more encompassing. Nevertheless, the primary historic occupation
of the site, in terms of intensive use, no doubt lies within that general circamscribed area.

It should be noted that most of the archeological materials at this site are
concentrated behind the house. This is no surprise, given what is generally known about
refuse disposal practices in the nineteenth century. Further, a frame addition once stood
alongside the kitchen ell, and much debris from that razed structure survives in the ground.

In addition to the Frazee-Hynton House, a second residence stood very close to this
property until quite recently (Figure 3). That frame structure, demolished only a few years
ago, was located slightly more than 18 m (60 ft) south of the Frazee-Hynton House. It is
quite possible, then, that the construction of that later house disturbed earlier deposits
related to the Frazee-Hynton occupation. It is also possible that refuse deposited well away
from the Frazee-Hynton House could be from either occupation. There does not seem to
be any chance, however, that materials derived from immediately behind the Frazee-Hynton
House could represent mixed deposits of that kind.

Geology and Soils

Cuyahoga Valley National Recreation Area is situated at the western edge of the
Appalachian Plateau in a glaciated region of the state. Bedrock beneath the plateau is
composed of sandstone and shale, which are overlain with glacial drift of varying thickness.
Contours of the current ground surface essentially mirror the bedrock contour that lies

below, though weathering has smoothed the landscape to a more rolling configuration
(Brose 1981:4-7).

During each of the Pleistocene glacial stages, ice sheets covered this entire area.
Advances and retreats of the glacial ice produced the many morainic systems and other
glacial landforms that are present today. With the close of the Wisconsinan stage some
14,000 years ago, northeastern Ohio began to develop its present appearance. Geological
forces that formerly had been affected by each recurrence of the glaciers now could
proceed to create the modern landscape without the additional influences of fluctuating ice
masses.

The channel in which the Cuyahoga River today finds itself resulted from progressive
downcutting of the Wabash End Moraine, enabling the stream to flow in a northward
direction and empty into Lake Erie. The river valley north of Akron is primarily made up
of proglacial lacustrine sediments, though the floodplain itself is mostly alluvial deposits laid
down since the end of the Ice Age. The Frazee-Hynton site is located approximately at the
interface of two physiographic environments: lake plain and glaciated uplands.



































































































































































































































































































