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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Management Summary
The Master Plan for Clinton Tanyard provides documentation
and analysis of the property’s signiﬁcant resources as well
as treatment recommendations to guide its future use and
management. Recognizing the importance of the nationally
signiﬁcant historical resources that form Clinton Tanyard,
the Jones County Board of Commissioners (JCBOC)
retained a consultant team to guide the planning effort for
the property. A steering committee comprised of members
of the Old Clinton Historical Society (OCHS) as well as
members of the Middle Georgia Regional Commission
(RDC) helped guide the process of the master plan. The

consultant team was comprised of landscape architects,
preservation planners, and landscape historians.
Throughout the process The Jaeger Company met
with interested parties to gather input as to the future
preservation and development of the Clinton Tanyard
property. Field work was conducted during the Summer
and Fall of 2015. The Jaeger Company and OCHS hosted
several input meetings during the Inventory and Analysis
phase of the project. The formation of several overarching
management themes resulted from these meetings:

Figure 1: Site location; approximate Tanyard Site is noted by a red asterisk.

MASTER PLAN 1

CHAPTER 1

Protect the archaeological resources present at the
Clinton Tanyard site for future generations
Provide solutions for stopping and preventing future
erosion of archaeological resources due to runoff and
stream bank erosion
Provide visitor access to the site in a way that does not
compromise site security
Provide interpretation at the site of the tanning
process, the Civil War in Clinton, and the MorganHolsenbeck Family
The Jaeger Company presented Inventory and Analysis
and Preliminary Master Plan recommendations to the
Jones County Board of Commissioners on December 1,
2015. The Jaeger Company presented Final Master Plan
recommendations and Final Cost Estimate on January 19,
2016.

Historical Summary
The tract of land now known as The Clinton Tanyard is a
historic site with a variety of existing historical resources.
Native Americans ceded this land in the Washington
Treaty of 1805. Some of the ﬁrst property owners of this
particular parcel developed a tanning operation at the site,
taking advantage of a spring fed creek nearby to cleanse
animal hides as part of the operation. The Morgan and
Holsenbeck families owned and operated the tannery
until it was likely burned during Sherman’s March during
the Civil War. Archaeological investigations in the early
2000s revealed tannery ruins still remain at this location
next to the spring fed stream adjacent to the town of
Old Clinton. Archaeological data at the site includes the
ruins of an antebellum Tanyard which supplied leather
goods, historically an essential commodity, to the adjacent
community of Clinton. Remnants at the site include a
mill stone, wall ruins, depressions indicating tanning vat
locations, brick building ﬂoors, and hearth stone locations.

Description of Study Boundaries
Clinton Tanyard is located within a property currently
owned by OCHS. The site is approximately 1.29 acres and
rests on an unnamed stream approximately 1000 feet from
US Highway 129, 685 feet from the intersection of Pulaski
and Randolph Streets (see Figure 1). The site is not directly
accessible from any roadway and must be accessed by
crossing private property.
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Scope of Work and Methodology
In June 2015, the project began with initial efforts to
research the property’s history, document and assess
the current condition of the site’s resources and plan
for the stabilization of existing archaeological resources
and landscape features. The consultant team divided the
project into three project phases: (1) Inventory & Analysis,
(2) Conceptual Development, and (3) Final Master Plan.
During the ﬁrst phase of work, the consultant team
conducted research to understand the historic condition
of the property and documented existing property
features. The consultants also thoroughly reviewed prior
work conducted during the archaeological phase of the
project (2001, 2008.)1 The team analyzed this information
to provide recommendations for the treatment of the
property and conceptual plans for future use. This
information was the basis for creating an informed
conceptual plan during Phase 2. After the Steering
Committee reviewed the conceptual plan, the consultants
presented the Draft and Final Master Plans and cost
estimates to the Jones County Board of Commissioners.
The Final Master Plan includes the reports of the
consultant team, the goals of the client and steering
committee, and description of the programming for the
property.
The historical background information and master plan
recommendations in this report follow guidance presented
in A Guide to Cultural Landscape Reports for both report
structure and content. This document is a publication
of the US Department of the Interior, National Park
Service and is recognized as the standard guide used in
the production of Cultural Landscape Reports. Pertinent
sections of the aforementioned archaeology reports are
summarized in this report.

Summary of Findings and
Recommendations
Clinton Tanyard has great potential to attract regional
visitors due to its uniqueness as one of the few existing
antebellum tanyards with physical remains in the
southeastern United States. The archaeological resources
at this site provide opportunities for visitors to learn about
the history of the property and Clinton as well as the
process of archaeological work.
Clinton Tanyard is considered to be archaeologically
1. Owens Battle and Battle, An Archaeological Survey Of 5.25 Hectares In Old
Clinton, Jones County, Georgia and Owens and Battle, The Early Vegetable Tanning
Industry In Georgia.
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signiﬁcant with great potential to yield future discoveries.
The property also provides excellent habitat for native
plants and animals. The existing archaeological remains
retain a good level of historic integrity reﬂecting the site’s
history. With this consideration the plan recommends
that the property receive preservation as a primary
treatment, with limited and sensitive rehabilitation as
necessary, and additions to accommodate public use
and access. All historic building remains and landscape
features will be preserved with limited rehabilitation
to provide stabilization and prevent future damage.
Proposed additions to the property include boardwalks
and interpretive panels as well as a structure to protect the
tanning vat locations. All additions should be constructed
under the supervision of a trained archaeologist to
prevent damage to any additional subgrade archaeological
resources.
Due to the importance of the cultural resources at Clinton
Tanyard, planning for the future use and management
of the property has been informed by investigations led
by landscape architects and preservation planners. Any
recommended additions to the property (e.g. structures or
trails) are intended to complement its historic resources
and are sited and scaled to reduce impacts and proposed
to aid in the responsible management of the site. The
stewards of this property will likely implement the Master
Plan in several phases as funding becomes available.

Clinton Tanyard Archaeological Park
During the course of the project, it was determined that
the resources at the Clinton Tanyard in conjunction with
and adjacent parcel of land owned by the Old Clinton
Historical Society could offer a regionally signiﬁcant
example of archaeological practices at work in a cultural
landscape setting. The combined plans were presented to
the Jones County Commission as The Clinton Tanyard
Archaeological Park (see Appendix C). This park would
offer interpretive and educational opportunities for the
surrounding community and region. Exhibits at the
tanyard site and the surrounding property could provide
information on tanneries, archaeological excavations at the
site and the history of Old Clinton and Jones County.
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Figure 2: “A new and accurate map of the province of Georgia in North America,” [London? : s.n., 1779]. The red star indicates the approximate location of present-day
Jones County (modiﬁed by The Jaeger Company, October, 2, 2015). Library of Congress Geography and Map Division Washington, D.C. 205404650 USA dcu
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Site History
Chronology of Development and Use
Deed research associated with the site history and
chronology sections is summarized in Appendix A.

The Site Before Tannery Development
Pre-1805—the Creek Nation occupied the lands
that would later become developed into the town of
Clinton and the tannery site (Figure 2).
Late 1600s-1700s—early English explorers and traders
out of Charleston traversed the project area via Tom’s
Path, to establish a trading network with the Creeks
and various tribes. The path was later used when
establishing and settling towns like Clinton.
1805—Following the Washington Treaty, the Creek
Nation cedes additional lands between the Oconee
and Ocmulgee rivers, including what is to become
Jones County.
1806—The Georgia State Assembly integrates the
portion of the Creek Nation’s ceded lands into
Baldwin County. Baldwin and Wilkinson County are
divided into 28 districts, which are then surveyed into
numbered lots of 202 ½ acres. The project area exists
in Land Lot 21 of the Ninth District.
October 22, 1807, the John J. Ernest of Hancock
County acquires Land Lot 21 through the second
Georgia Land Lottery.
1808—John Jacob Ernest begins subdividing his lot,
selling portions adjacent to the town of Clinton.

Cooke Ownership (1810-1811)
November 27, 1810—John Jacob Ernest sells a
portion of his Land Lot 21 to John G. Cook(e) of
the Edgeﬁeld District of South Carolina for use as
a tanyard. Subsequently, Cook builds the MorganHolsenbeck home immediately southwest of the
tanyard, where he resided for a period.

Jones Ownership (1811-1827)
June 8, 1811—John G. Cook(e) sells half of the
approximately 4-acre tannery site to John “Hurricane
Jack” Jones. At some point, Jones acquires the other
half of the property. Jones is the ﬁrst name associated
with the working tannery.

Allen Ownership (1827-1835)
September 18, 1827—John Jones sells 8 acres,
including a two-story house and other improvements
at the tanyard, to Harris Allen. Harris Allen probably
only operates the tannery for about a year as he dies in

1828. The property passes to Harris Allens heirs, who
continue operating the tannery
1832 – A tannery ledger indicates the possible
expansion or repair of the Clinton Tanyard.

Morgan Family Ownership (1835-1911)
January 10, 1835—Cynthia K. Allen sells the 8-acre
property to William Griswold Morgan, who is already
residing in the house.
1850 U.S. Federal Census indicates the occupation
of William G. Morgan and his two sons, William E.
Morgan and John H. Morgan as tanners.
1860 U.S. Federal Census indicates William G. Morgan
and son John H. Morgan working as tanners, while
William E. Morgan was working as a harness maker.
October 4, 1863—William G. Morgan conveys six of
the eight acres to Edmund P. Morgan of Middleﬁeld,
Massachusetts. Despite this conveyance, the property
appears to remain with William Morgan’s estate.
Ca. early 1864—During the Civil War, the Clinton
tanyard operated by the Morgan family continues to
operate for a period, producing necessary items such
as shoes, harnesses, leggings, etc.
July - November 1864, Union General Stoneman raid
the area and Union General Sherman’s troops brieﬂy
occupy Clinton. Historians and archaeologists suggest
that the Clinton tannery may have been destroyed
around this time as Union troops specifically
targeted manufacturing facilities.
1870 U.S. Federal Census indicates William G.
Morgan as retired, although his son, John H. Morgan,
continues working as a tanner. It is unknown is
the Clinton tannery was functioning during the
Reconstruction Era or if John H. Morgan may have
been employed elsewhere.
December 22, 1888, - William G. Morgan dies and
passes his property to his wife Elizabeth Ann Morgan
and their unmarried children.
Late 1880s – The Central of Georgia Railway builds its
lines through Jones County, although it bypasses the
Clinton by about a mile. Subsequently, the population
of Clinton shifts east toward the newly-founded city
of Gray. Some members of the Morgan family appear
to settle Gray, while others remain in Clinton.
1896 – Elizabeth Anne Morgan dies and the property
transfers to her unmarried daughter, Harriet L.
Morgan.
1905 - The county seat of Jones County moves from
Clinton to Gray.
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Holsenbeck Family Ownership (1911-1990)
March 31, 1911 – Harriet L. Morgan deeds the
property to her sister Helen E. Morgan Holsenbeck,
although Harriet appears to continue residing in the
house. By this time, the property had increased from
eight to 10 acres and not only included the tanyard lot,
but also the Thigpen shop lot and an adjoining pasture
lot.
November 1, 1911 - Helen E. Morgan Holsenbeck
deeds the 10 acres to W. M. Holsenbeck, presumably
her son. The property included an additional adjoining
4 acres of the “old Tye lot.”
January 1, 1920 – William M. Holsenbeck transfers the
14 acres to his wife, Lavada Arnold Holsenbeck of
Barrow County.
1938 – The Morgan-Holsenbeck house appears on an
aerial photograph and the area surrounding it appears
mostly cleared. The area around the former tannery
site is mostly wooded at this time.
September 15, 1941 – Lavada Arnold Holsenbeck
deeds the property to her son, Seaborn Arnold
Holsenbeck.
1958 – The Morgan-Holsenbeck home has likely
deteriorated as it is no longer visible on an aerial
photograph. The area surrounding the former home
and tannery site appears densely wooded.

Post-Holsenbeck Ownership (1990-1996)
May 14, 1990 – Following the probate of Seaborn
Arnold Holsenbeck will, ownership of the property,
which had increased to 15 acres, transfers to Mercer
University.
April 10, 1992 – Mercer University deeds the property
to William W. Lucado, Jr., who also acquired additional
adjoining lots. Lucado plans to develop the property
into a residential subdivision and thus logging occurs
on the property. The property is divided into ﬁve
parcels.

OCHS and Jones
(1996-present)

County

Ownership

June 19, 1996 – William Lucado, Jr. sells Parcels 1, 2,
4, and 5 to the Old Clinton Historical Society (OCHS),
while local resident Earlene Hamilton acquires Parcel
3. Following the acquisition, the OCHS relocates a late
1800s schoolhouse on old foundations (not known to
be associated with the tannery) with the area of Parcel
2.
2001 – Cypress Cultural Consultants conducted
archaeological ﬁeldwork within the project area,
conﬁrming well-preserved remains of the Clinton
6 CLINTON TANYARD • CLINTON, GEORGIA

tannery and bark mill, as well as the MorganHolsenbeck house.
2009 –Old Clinton Historical Society Deeds the
approximate one acre containing the Tannery site to
the county for study and master planning purposes.
(The lot will be returned to OCHS ownership after the
submission of this master plan document.)

Historical Summary
(Old) Clinton is located in Jones County, Middle Georgia,
between the cities of Macon and Milledgeville. In
neighboring Bibb County, a signiﬁcant Native American
habitation and burial site exists at the Ocmulgee National
Monument, which encompasses over 700 acres along the
fall line of the Ocmulgee River on the northeastern edge
of Macon. The Ocmulgee National Monument contains
a portion of the Macon Plateau, inhabited during the
Paleoindian, Archaic, Woodland, and Early Mississippian
periods. In addition, it includes the Lamar Mounds and
Village Site, developed during the Late Mississippian
period.2 Although archaeological investigations in Clinton
remain limited, archaeologists have recovered some
prehistoric artifacts. Given the proximity of Clinton to
the Ocmulgee site, Native American cultures of various
periods probably used the land even if it was never a place
of signiﬁcant activity for them.3
Paleo-Indians ﬁrst arrived in Middle Georgia around
15,000 BCE, during the period of the last Ice Age. As
the planet slowly warmed after the Ice Age, Archaic
peoples in Middle Georgia became hunter-gatherers, while
living a nomadic lifestyle. Around 1000 BCE, Woodland
populations began occupying more sedentary villages
as they engaged in horticultural practices that led to
agriculture. By 900 CE, the Mississippians came to Middle
Georgia and built mounds for their elite, which remain
visible at the Ocmulgee site today.4 The Mississippians
thrived in Middle Georgia until 1600 when European
diseases brought the culture to an end.5
The people after 1600 became known as the Muscogee
(Creek) Nation, a union of several tribes that evolved
into a confederacy.6 Beginning in the late 1600s, early
English explorers and traders out of Charleston traversed
the Lower Trading Path that connected the Savannah
2. “Cultural Landscapes At Ocmulgee National Monument”.
3. Battle and Owens, 2001, 10.
4. “Learn About The Park - Ocmulgee National Monument (U.S. National
Park Service)”.
5. Owens and Battle, 2001.
6. “Learn About The Park - Ocmulgee National Monument (U.S. National
Park Service)”.
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Figure 4: “Town Plans of Clinton Georgia on the Land Lots of 202 ½ Acres of
the Ninth Land District of Jones County,” by William Cawthon, Jr.

Figure 3: Map of Georgia showing Indian Land Cessions 1733-1835 adapted by
William Cawthon, Jr. from Kenneth Coleman, ed., A History of Georgia.

River with the important Lower Creek towns along the
Chattahoochee River below present-day Columbus,
Georgia, and the Upper Creek towns along the Coosa and
Tallapoosa Rivers in central Alabama (Figure 2).7 The
Old Indian Path was another major route that existed
south of and parallel to the Lower Trading Path. Between
these major routes, networks of trails extended in various
directions, including Tom’s Trail (or Path), which crossed
land a short distance from the project area. European
Americans used these paths as they settled newly-acquired
territories and established towns like Clinton.8

the ceded territory in 1803.11 Subsequently, surveyors
platted the town of Milledgeville in Baldwin County, which
became the county seat.12 In December 1804, the state
legislature approved Milledgeville as the new capital of
Georgia.13
After the Washington Treaty of 1805, the Creek Nation
ceded additional lands to the United States, which
extended Georgia’s western boundary to the Ocmulgee
River.14 The treaty also gave the President of the United
States “a right to establish and continue a military post,
and a factory, or trading-house” on a reserved tract that
encompassed the prehistoric temple mounds at presentday Macon.15 A legislative act of June 1806 expanded the
borders of Baldwin and Wilkinson counties to include
portions of this newly acquired land.

In June 1793, a small army of volunteer militia marched
from Fort Twiggs and Fort Fidius on the Oconee along
“Thom’s Path” to the Ocmulgee on an “expedition against
the hostile Indians.”9 Within the next decade the Creek
Nation of Indians began ceding land between the Oconee
and Ocmulgee rivers to the United States of America
(Figure 3).10 Following an 1802 treaty, the Georgia General
Assembly created Baldwin and Wilkinson counties from

The 1806 act also called for the creation of 38 districts
within these counties, which were to be surveyed into
202 ½-acre lots and numbered. In 1807, the second
Georgia Land Lottery dispensed the surveyed properties
to eligible citizens.16 Around this time, the state capital
ofﬁcially moved from Louisville to Milledgeville.17 By
December 1807, the state legislature passed an act creating
four new counties from Baldwin, including Jones County.
The following December, the Georgia General Assembly

7. Cawthon, Jr., “Clinton: County Seat On The Georgia Frontier 18081821”, 11. Clayton, Adams and Duyckinck., A Compilation Of The Laws Of
The State Of Georgia, Passed By The Legislature Since The Political Year 1800, To
The Year 1810, Inclusive, 484.
8. For more detailed information on the history and use of Tom’s Path, see
Cawthon, 11. Clayton, 520.
9. Cawthon, 11-12.
10. Library, “INDIAN AFFAIRS: LAWS AND TREATIES. Vol. 2,
Treaties”.

11. “Jones County” and “Wilkinson County”.
12. “Milledgeville”.
13. “History - Timeline: Antebellum Era 1801-1860 - Georgiainfo”.
14. Library, “INDIAN AFFAIRS: LAWS AND TREATIES. Vol. 2,
Treaties”.
15. “American State Papers Foreign Relations: Volume 1”, 698-699.
Cawthon, 5.
16. “1807 Georgia Land Lottery”.
17. “History - Timeline: Antebellum Era 1801-1860 - Georgiainfo”.
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Figure 5: “Town Plans of Clinton Georgia of the Ninth Land District of Jones County,” by William Cawthon, Jr.

established Clinton as the seat of Jones County.18 Clinton
was located only about ten miles from the site of the
Creek Trading House and the important military post that
became known as Fort Hawkins.19
Clinton was only six miles north of the major western
artery known as the Federal Road. The town occupied
portions of Land Lots 4, 5, 20, and 21 in the Ninth
Land District of original Baldwin County (Figure 4). All
four of these land lots were located on the headwaters
of Okenchulgo (Oakchuncoolau) Creek, later known as
Walnut Creek. The Native American trail known as “Tom’s
Path” extended through the northern corner of Lot 21.20
The State of Georgia deeded the land lots of Clinton
as follows: Land Lot 4 to Thomas Johnston of Putnam
County on April 29, 1808; Land Lot 5 to John Shackleford
of Jackson County on December 29, 1807; Land Lot 20
to Sarah Granberry of Jefferson County on December 12,
1807; and Land Lot 21 to John Jacob Ernest of Hancock
18. To establish the site of public buildings in the county of JONES, and to
appropriate the money arising from the sale of lots., “Acts Of The General
Assembly Of The State Of Georgia, Passed In Milledgeville, At An Annual
Session In November And December, 1861: Electronic Edition.”
19. Cawthon, 5.
20. Tom’s Path was a major component of the Lower Creek path that
connected the Savannah River with the important Lower Creek towns
along the Chattahoochee River below present day Columbus, Georgia, and
the Upper Creek towns along the Coosa and Tallapoosa Rivers in central
Alabama.
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County on October 22, 1807.21 The state also distributed
the various land lots on the outskirts of the town. While
most citizens were interested in settling their lots, many
forfeited their winning draws and never occupied their
prize. Numerous transactions occurred within a year or so
after the initial grant, whereby the land was sold, often to
someone who was interested in settling the land.22
On April 21, 1808, the ﬁrst post road had been established
by act of Congress “From Sparta to Milledgeville, and
from thence by Jones Courthouse to the Garrison on
Oakmulgee.”23 Beginning in 1808, the county received
many pioneers populating Georgia’s newest frontier.
George Gillman Smith, in The Story of Georgia and the
Georgia People, printed in 1900, provides an impression of
early Jones County:
“There were few farms of over two hundred
acres, and as the land was very rich and the
range very extensive, there was in a few years
after the county was made a very large and
prosperous population. The people came from
the older counties and brought with them a few
slaves and raised supplies for family use. They
were over a hundred miles from Augusta and
21. Cawthon, 9.
22. Ibid., 11.
23. Ibid., 29. Public Intelligencer (Savannah).
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the roads were almost impassible during the
winter.”24
On September 1, 1808, the Justices of the Inferior Court
of Jones County purchased Land Lot 4 from Thomas
Johnston for the establishment of the county town. In
November 1809, the Inferior Court employed John Rosser
to lay out the town lots of Clinton. The town plan for
Clinton included 87 lots of half an acre each, nine lots of
four acres each, three fractional lots of four acres each,
a courthouse square, and a town commons (Figure 5).
The courthouse square was located near the southeastern
corner of the land lot on a rise of land between three
springs. The enabled John Jacob Ernest, who received the
original grant for Land Lot 21 adjoining the town on the
northeast (and east?) of the town, and William Butler, who
acquired Land Lot 5 on the southeast, to divide a portion
of their property and sell lots adjoining the town. Earnest
began selling his lots in 1808 and continued to do so for
several years.
In April 1810, John Jacob Ernest increased his
landholdings around Clinton by purchasing the original
Land Lot 20, which adjoined his Land Lot 21, from
Sarah Granberry of Jefferson County.25 That same year,
Ernest continued selling lots subdivided from Land Lot
21 according to his plan. On November 27, 1810, Ernest
sold to John G. Cook of the Edgeﬁeld District of South
Carolina property likely containing portions of Lots 7 and
8 of the Earnest Plan. The deed described the transaction
as encompassing “…a certain lot or parcel of land…
fronting Pinckney Street…to the spring branch thence up
with the meanders thereof to the spring square together
with the beneﬁt of said branch for the use of a tan yard,
thence with the lines of said square and Madison Street
to the intersection of Pinckney Street containing four
acres ﬁfty rod…”26 As most tanneries were located on the
edges of towns along waterways, the property that Cook
acquired was an ideal location for such an establishment.
On June 8, 1811, Cook sold half of the approximately
four acres of the tanyard site to John Jones, known as
“Hurricane Jack.” 27 It is unclear if Cook was involved in
establishing any of the buildings or features of the tannery,
such as the bark mill and tanning vats, or if Jones was
solely responsible for such improvements on the property.
Tax records, however, do conﬁrm Jones’s association with

24. Cawthon, 29. George Gillman Smith, Smith, The Story Of Georgia And
The Georgia People, 1732 To 1860, 275-276.
25. Cawthon, 11. Jones County Deed Books A, 245, B, 530.
26. Jones County Deed Book B: 549.
27. Jones County Deed Book C: 156.

the actual working tannery.28 Archaeologists and historians
have indicated that Jones resided in a home that he built
on the property, which later became known as the MorganHolsenbeck house.29 Jones probably eventually acquired
the remaining half of the tanyard property from Cook as
the 1821 Jones County tax digest indicated that he owned
over four acres of property in Clinton valued at $2,500.30
Throughout the 1810s, large numbers of settlers moved
to Jones County and thus, in 1820, it became the second
most populous county in the state.31 By this time, the town
of Clinton had grown to include several manufacturing
establishments, including a tin ware company, two
furniture shops, a millinery, a large hat manufactory, a shoe
and boot operation, two carriage shops, a saddlery, as well
as Jones’s tannery. Of these businesses, Jones’s tannery had
the greatest potential proﬁt margin (54%) in 1820, as well
as the second greatest value of manufactured articles and
amount of proﬁt. That year at the Clinton tannery, John
Jones utilized cow hides, 530 cords of red oak bark, and
lime to produce upper and sole leather valued at $2,250.
Three male employees, two of which were slaves, received
a total of $160 a year.32
To give some insight into the process of tanning at
Clinton, a tanner would have brought green unprocessed
hides to an open area where he used ﬂowing water from
the branch to remove ﬁlth, ﬂesh, and blood from the hides.
Then the tanner would soak the hides for about three days
to rehydrate them. Subsequently, the tanner would remove
the hides from the water and carefully scrape them to
remove additional ﬂesh or fat. After that, the tanner would
submerge the skins into a vat with a strong lime solution
for about four days to remove the hair. Next, the tanner
bathed the hides for about two to four days in an aboveground tub with a solution that usually consisted of water
and salt with a pot-ash base to remove the lime and restore
some of the hide’s pliability. In an open shed, someone
then carefully used a smooth stone set in a wooden handle
to rub the hides, as well as a beaming knife with a rounded
blade to remove any remaining hair and ﬂesh.33
The tanner then brought 4-foot-long strips of bark
from a large walled barn near the vats. The tanner then
would manually place the dried bark strips in a path of a
28. The 1820 U.S. manufacturing census lists John Jones as the owner of
the Clinton tannery. Battle and Owens, 2001, 34
29. Battle and Owens, 2001, 17; Williams, 199. Cawthon, 36.
30. Cawthon, 207.
31. Cawthon, x.
32. Cawthon, 87-90.
33. Owens and Battle, 2008, 132.
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Figure 6: A drawing and explanation of the tanning process at Clinton from Owens and Battle, 132.

runner stone in the bark mill as a horse or ox turned the
apparatus. A huge stone wheel would roll over stones set
into the ground. After achieving the desired consistency,
the tanner would add the ground bark to handler vats to
create a strong tannin solution where they soaked cleaned
hides and occasionally used a wooden tool to move them
around. Subsequently, the tanner would spread the hides
out in the tanning vats where they sprinkled ground tan
bark between layered pieces of leather. As the tanning of
leather packs neared completion, the tanner would move
the packs to vats with lower concentrations of tanning
solution. Eventually, the tanner would remove the leather
to drying racks in a shed, which commonly was a large
two-story building. After the drying, they would add oils to
the leather to restore suppleness. Finally, a craftsman might
have used the leather to create items at the tanyard in a
shop that might have also served as an ofﬁce space.
10 CLINTON TANYARD • CLINTON, GEORGIA

A plan of the Clinton tanyard shows where archaeologists
believe these steps occurred on the site (Figure 6) and a
perspective sketch shows how they believe the site may
have appeared (Figure 7). The archaeological reports
include detailed summaries of the tanning process. Please
refer to these documents (Owens and Battle, 2001 and
2008) for further information.
When the Clinton tannery and bark mill was operating
in the 1820s, the tanning industry had already become a
ﬁrmly established trade across the United States. While
several tanneries were established throughout the New
England colonies of Massachusetts and Connecticut by the
mid-1600s, the industry had spread to Southern Colonies
by the late 1700s and steadily grew up and until the Civil
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bridles, and pieces of leather.39 A note in the 1832 ledger
indicates that Allen’s heirs may have expanded or repaired
the tannery site, as an unidentiﬁed person wrote: “I
understand that it is your intention to commence the
tannery business-I can complete a Tannery on the cheapest
and most convenient laid plans.”40

Figure 7: Archaeologists’ rendition of the Clinton Tannery, Owens and Battle, 135.

War.34 American tanners usually developed their skills
through apprenticeships or training gained from working
in the family tanning business.35 Before the early 1800s,
most tanyard operations incorporated the entire leather
process beginning with the tanning of the hides and
ending with the crafting and selling of the ﬁnished leather
products. Subsequently, independent craftsmen known as
journeymen bought the ﬁnished leather from the tanyards
and then produced leather products for sale.36
In 1827, the boundaries and ownership of the Clinton
tanyard site changed as, on September 18, John Jones sold
to Harris Allen “…eight acres more or less with a two
story house and improvements thereon Tanyard … lying
on Madison and Pinckney Streets existing between the tan
yard and said house lot deeded from different persons to
said Allen.”37 While Allen’s family had originally settled
in Virginia, they had moved into the Milledgeville area
working as tanners during the land lotteries. Harris Allen
only operated the tannery for a short time as he died
in 1828.38 However, it appears that his heirs continued
operating the tannery as a day book ledger gives a glimpse
of the business at the Clinton tannery in 1832. Among
the customers were many residents of Clinton, whose
purchases ranged from shoes to platted whips, harnesses,

34. Owens and Battle, 2008, 4-6.
35. Owens and Battle, 2008, 6.
36. Owens and Battle, 2008, 11-12.
37. Jones County Deed Book N, 366.
38. An ad placed in the Southern Recorder on September 20, 1828,
indicates that Cynthia K. Allen and John M. Allen applied for letters of
administration on the estate of the deceased Harris Allen. Cynthia K. Allen
and John M. Allen, administrators of the estate of Harris Allen, placed
an ad in the newspaper requesting payment of any debts. Georgia Journal,
December 8, 1828.

Sometime after Harris Allen’s death, ownership of the
eight-acre Clinton tanyard property transferred to a
relative, Cynthia K. Allen. On January 10, 1835, she sold
this property to William Griswold Morgan, who was
already residing in the house.41 A deed from October 4,
1836, indicates that William G. Morgan conveyed six of
the eight acres that he obtained from Cynthia K. Allen
to Edmund P. Morgan of Middleﬁeld, Massachusetts.42
William G. Morgan was a tanner from Hartford,
Connecticut, who had settled in Clinton with his wife
Elizabeth Moore Morgan.43 They had nine children,
including three sons and six daughters.44 An 1850 U.S.
Federal Census indicates that the two eldest sons, William
E. Morgan, aged 21, and John H. Morgan, aged 18, were
tanners working in the family trade.45 A decade later, the
1860 U.S. Federal Census indicates that William G. Morgan
and John H. Morgan continued working as tanners, while
William E. Morgan, worked as a harness maker.46
During this antebellum period when the Morgan family
owned and operated the tanyard in Clinton, over 8,000
tanneries existed in the United States with the majority
concentrated in northern states.47 The Clinton tanyard
continued to operate at least through the beginning of
the Civil War. Samuel H. Griswold,48 a longtime resident
of Clinton and famous Georgia entrepreneur, reminisced
that during the Civil War “the hides from the beef and
mutton were carried to Morgan’s Tanyard in Clinton and
tanned into leather, from which were made shoes for
39. Owens and Battle, 2008, 55. See page 61 for a complete list of goods
and service the Clinton tannery offered.
40. Quoted in Owens and Battle, 2008, 131.
41. Jones County Deed Book P, 366.
42. Jones County Deed Book P, 420. The deed also indicates that the
property was then occupied by Morgan’s heirs. It is unclear how Edmund P.
Morgan was related to William G. Morgan and if the six acres encompassed
the tannery or the Morgan-Holsenbeck house.
43. Williams, 656-657.
44. Williams, 1055.
45. Williams, 656-657.
46. “1860 United States Federal Census”.
47. The deed from 1887 indicates William E. Morgan divided this
plantation property so that 205 acres would go to his son John H. Morgan.
The deed includes a drawing of this property although it’s precise location
is still unclear.
48. It is unclear if William Griswold Morgan and Samuel Griswold were
related although both had moved to Clinton from Connecticut. Further
research into their family histories may reveal a genealogical connection.
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Figure 8: A drawing from page 1 of Jones County Deed Book W showing the Morgan family’s plantation property (north arrow determined by property description in
deed and added by The Jaeger Company, 10/15/2015).

the whites and negroes, as well as harness and leggings
and many other things.”49 As Union troops speciﬁcally
targeted manufacturing facilities, researchers believe the
Clinton tanyard probably was destroyed either during
Union General Stoneman’s Raid in late July 1864 or when
Union General Sherman’s troops brieﬂy occupied Clinton
in November that year (Figure 10).50 Still, it is possible
that the Morgan family continued working the tanyard in
Clinton after the Civil War. Although the 1870 U.S. Federal
Census indicates William G. Morgan as retired, it does
indicate that his son, John H. Morgan, continued working
as a tanner.51

Figure 9: A detail of an undated (probably early 1900s) map of Jones County,
Georgia, made by the Authority of the State showing the original division of land
lots within each district. North is at the top of the page. Note that the symbol
indicating the town of Clinton is slightly south of its actual location, which was
mostly in Land Lot 4. Land Lot 21 (outlined in red) contained the tannery site and
adjoining residence. According to deeds, the Morgan family owned a plantation in
Land Lots 27, 28, 45, and 46 (outlined in orange). Map located at the University
of Georgia (red and orange outlines added by The Jaeger Company, 10/15/2015).
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In addition to the tannery and adjoining residence, the
William G. Morgan and his son John H. jointly owned
a nearby plantation with over 607 ½ acres, which they
later divided (Figure 8). According to an 1869 Property
Tax Digest, this property encompassed all of the original
Land lot 28, half of Land Lot 27, all of Land Lot 45, and
49. Quoted in Owens and Battle, 55-56. Williams, 520.
50. Quoted in Owens and Battle, 56.
51. “1870 United States Federal Census”. M593_160; Page: 221A; Image:
448; Family History Library Film: 545659. Ancestry.com.
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Figure 10: A detail of a Military map showing the marches of the United States forces under command of Maj. Gen’l W. T. Sherman, during the years of 1863, 1864, 1865”
from Library of Congress Geography and Map Division Washington, D.C. 205404650 USA dcu.

half of Land Lot 46 of the 9th District.52 A map showing
the original Land Lots of the Ninth District shows the
close proximity of the Morgan plantation with regards
to the site of the Clinton tannery (Figure 9).53 Still,
however, it remains unclear if the tannery and plantation
properties were adjoining or if any roads provided a direct
connection between the two sites.54
William G. Morgan retained ownership of the tanyard site
until December 22, 1888, when he died at the age of 83.
According to his will, he directed that all of his property
“be kept together during the natural life or widowhood of
my wife Elizabeth Ann Morgan and be used and worked
or rented (as may be hereafter directed) for the use[,]
beneﬁt[,] support[,] and maintenance of my said wife
and all my unmarried children…”55 Further research may
indicate if the Clinton tanyard operated in any capacity
after Morgan’s death, although it is unlikely as the town of
Clinton began had begun declining when the Central of
Georgia Railway built its lines through Jones County and
bypassed the town by about a mile.

52. “Georgia, Property Tax Digests, 1793-1892”.
53. On June 19, 1880, William G. Morgan gave his daughter Frances
E. Morgan, who had married Roland T. Ross, “all of one half interest
undivided in ﬁve hundred and ﬁfty acres of land more or less in Jones
County including houses and all improvements and appurtenances thereto
and thereon situate one mile east of the town of Clinton whereon John
Morgan now resides…” In 1887, prior to his death, William G. Morgan then
deeded the other half of this property to his son John H. Morgan. Jones
County Deed Books T, 798-799 and W, 1.
54. While the Morgan plantation is beyond the scope of this project, the
information is included in this report as it may be useful should the Clinton
Historical Society choose to interpret the history of the Morgan family at
the tanyard site.
55. “Probate Records, 1808-1949; Index, 1820-1832”.

Throughout the late 1800s, the population of Clinton
shifted east where the city of Gray was established along
the new railroad. This trend was true of some of William
G. Morgan’s family, who moved to Gray and became early
settlers of the city. William E. Morgan may be associated
with W.E. Morgan’s General Merchandise and it is possible
that another family member may have played a role in
establishing H. A. Morgan’s carriage shop in Gray.56
Still, the widowed Elizabeth Morgan continued residing
at the family home in Clinton until her death in 1896.
The property then passed to her unmarried daughter,
Harriet L. Morgan, who retained ownership until March
31, 1911, when she deeded the property to her sister
Helen E. [Morgan] Holsenbeck, widower of William H.
Holsenbeck.57
The 1911 warranty deed described the property as “Being
all of a certain House and lot in the town of Clinton and
known as the residence of the late William G. Morgan,
including the Thigpen shop lot, the tan yard lot and
the pasture lot attached and containing about 10 acres,
more or less…”58 Despite the change in ownership, the
deed indicates that Harriet retained the right to continue
residing in the house for the remainder of her life.
56. History Notes.
57. W. H. Holsenbeck committed suicide in 1897. Union Recorder, 6.
58. It is unclear what portion of the property was the “Thigpen shop lot”
although a subsequent deed indicates that it was a corner lot and so it may
correlate with either Lot 4 or Lot 6 of the Earnest Plan. The 1870 U.S.
Federal Census lists Zachariah and Jane Thigpen as residents of Clinton
and thus may have owned the shop on this lot. The census lists Zachariah
as a carpenter and Jane as a teacher. Further deed research is required to
determine previous transactions that may have occurred regarding this
property. Jones County Deed Book FF: page unknown and Jones County
Deed Book JJ, 435.
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Although Harriet did not die until December 4, 1914, her
sister Helen deeded the property to W. M. Holsenbeck,
presumably her son, on November 1, 1911.59 The deed
described same 10 acres as outlined in the 1911 warranty
deed, but also included “…the old Tye lot…containing
four (4) acres more or less…” that adjoined the property.60
On January 1, 1920, William M. Holsenbeck transferred
the 14 acres to his wife, Lavada Arnold Holsenbeck
of Barrow County.61 An aerial photograph from this
59. Deed Book JJ, 435.
60. It is unclear which portion of the property contained the four-acre “old
Tye lot” and if this may have referred to the portion containing the former
tan yard. Further research may yield additional information as a Daniel Tye
(1798-1847) is buried in the Clinton United Methodist Church Cemetery.
In addition, his three children are listed on the 1870 U.S. Federal Census as
residents of Jones County, Georgia. Jones County Deed Book JJ, 435.
61. Jones County Deed Book FF.

period shows the former tannery site as fairly wooded,
while the area around the Morgan-Holsenbeck home
was mostly cleared (Figure 11). On September 15, 1941,
Lavada deeded the property her son, Seaborn Arnold
Holsenbeck.62 The house probably deteriorated during
his ownership of the property as it is no longer visible
on a 1958 aerial photograph (Figure 12). By this time, the
entire property had become densely wooded. Seaborn
Arnold Holsenbeck retained the property until his death
on November 7, 1989. After his will was probated,
ownership of the property, which had increased to 15
acres, transferred on May 14, 1990, to Mercer University.63
On April 10, 1992, Mercer University deeded the property
to William W. Lucado, Jr., who also purchased additional
62. Jones County Deed Book WW, 236.
63. Jones County Deed Book 244, 94.

Figure 11: A 1938 aerial photograph of the project area showing the locations of the former Morgan-Holsenbeck house and the tannery site.
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adjoining lots.64
As William Lucado, Jr. planned to develop the property,
he created the Southern Family Fund Limited Partnership
and thus divided the land into ﬁve parcels (Figure 13).65
Although the property was not developed into a residential
housing subdivision, some selective logging occurred on
the site, which likely resulted in soil erosion.66 In 1996, the
Old Clinton Historical Society obtained Parcels 1, 2, 4, and
5 from Lucado, while Earlene Hamilton purchased Parcel
3.67 Although the original tannery boundaries are unclear
it probably encompassed portions of Parcels 2, 3, and 4.
After acquiring the project area, the Old Clinton Historical
64.
65.
66.
67.

Society relocated a late 1800s school house for use as an
interpretive center on foundations of a former structure
(not identiﬁed to have any association with the tannery
and probably associated with the Hutchings-Stewart
house) at the southern section of the project area. In 2001,
Daphne Owens Battle, Daniel Battle, Kenneth Owens,
Alex Sanders, and Jennifer Bradford of Cypress Cultural
Consultants conducted archaeological ﬁeldwork within
the project area, conﬁrming well-preserved remains of
the Clinton tannery and bark mill, as well as the MorganHolsenbeck house. The Old Clinton Historical Society
plans to develop an interpretive center and trail system
in order to enhance the historic interpretation of Old
Clinton.

Jones County Deed Book 265, 209-210.
Jones County Deed Book 275, 245, 322.
Hamilton, Discussion regarding OCHS Property.
Jones County Deed Book 322: 670, 674.

Figure 12: A 1958 aerial photograph of the project area showing the locations of the former Morgan-Holsenbeck house and the tannery site.
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Figure 13: A 1996 survey of the project area.
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Existing Conditions
Introduction
The Existing Conditions section of this report describes
the current condition of the landscape at the Clinton
Tanyard Site in accordance with standards for a cultural
landscape report (CLR).68 Existing conditions are depicted
in Illustration A, Tanyard Existing Conditions.

Physical Characteristics
Topography and Hydrology

The topography at the tannery site is inﬂuenced by both
natural and human-made features. A creek serves as the
low point for the site with slopes moving upward away
from the creek itself (see Figure 14.) The creek at the
Tanyard Site begins at a spring on an adjacent parcel
approximately 650 feet south of the project area. This
spring historically provided drinking water for the town
of Clinton and was previously owned by the City of Gray
before being integrated into an adjacent private parcel
(date transaction is unknown.) This spring joins a drainage
swale and drains north, where it moves through the
Tanyard Site and exits the adjacent parcel owned by Old
Clinton Historical Society (OCHS). The creek meets Bray
Branch approximately 2,675 feet from where it exits the
OCHS site. Bray Branch travels west and connects with
other small creeks eventually joining Walnut Creek. Walnut
Creek ﬂows southwest and terminates by ﬂowing into the
Ocmulgee River south of Macon. The site is part of the
Ocmulgee River Basin system (see Figure 15.)
Soils

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) has
identiﬁed the Tanyard site as containing Wilkes (WIE)
soils.69 According to USDA, “the Wilkes series consists
of shallow, well drained soils with moderately slow to
slow permeability. They formed in residue weathered
from intermediate and maﬁc crystalline rocks on uplands
in the Piedmont. Well drained; rapid runoff; moderately
slow to slow permeability.”70 A 2001 archaeological study
(described in detail below) notes that the “soils are heavily
eroded due to the slope…and the extensive ground
disturbance.”71 Illustration D shows the soil conditions for
the surrounding property.
Vegetation

Vegetation at the Tanyard site consists of sparse overstory
68.
69.
70.
71.

Page, Gilbert and Dolan, A Guide To Cultural Landscape Reports.
“Web Soil Survey - Home”.
“Ofﬁcial Series Description - WILKES Series”.
Owens and Battle, 2001, 37.

Figure 14: USGS Map showing topography of site and surrounding area. (U.S.
Geological Survey. MACON NE quadrangle, GEORGIA [map]. Photorevised
1993. 1:24,000. 7.5 Minute Series. Reston, Va: United States Department of the
Interior, USGS, 2014.

trees with both native and invasive understory. Tree species
at the site include tulip poplar (Lirodendron tulipefera),
hornbeam (Carpinus caroliniana), loblolly pine (Pinus taeda),
eastern red cedar (Juniperus virginiana), and American holly
(Ilex opaca). Thought the exact age of the specimens on
this site is unknown, none of the trees on the site appear
to be intentionally planted. The location of trees within
the archaeological area have been identiﬁed on Illustration
A. Understory vegetation includes shrub species as well
as groundcover and wildﬂower specimens. Shrub species
observed on the site include beauty berry (Callicarpa
americana), Chinese privet (Ligustrum sinense), and heavenly
bamboo (Nandina domestica). Groundcover species include
muscadine (Vitus rotundafolia), smilax (Smilax sp.), Virginia
creeper (Parthenocissus quinquefolia), native yam (Dioscorea
villosa), wood fern (Dryopteris marginalis), and Christmas
fern (Polystichum acrostichoides). Both the Chinese privet and
heavenly bamboo species are considered to be extremely
invasive (Figure 16.)
According to North Carolina State University, Chinese
privet can “invade lowland and upland sites and form
dense thickets. These invasive shrubs colonize by root
sprouts and seeds that are dispersed primarily by birds
[and] form dense stands in the understory of bottomland
forests and exclude native plants, drastically altering
MASTER PLAN 17
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Figure 15:USGS Map showing surrounding hydrology. Approximate location of site is indicated by red asterisk. (add citation)

wildlife.”72 Unlike other nearby areas within the creek bed
zone, currently the privet in the Tanyard site is relatively
low and sparse. Illustration C shows vegetation conditions
for the surrounding property.
Circulation Patterns

There is no formalized access to or through the site.
Archaeological reports have speculated that access to the
72. “Japanese Privet, Chinese Privet, And Common Privet”.
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site may have occurred from the terraced areas above the
creek bank, but it there is no remaining evidence and it is
unknown what the historic circulation patterns were at the
site. Current access to the site includes a makeshift path
cut into the privet bottomlands south of the site. The site
can also be accessed via the woodlands across the creek
which are far less choked with privet than the area west of
the creek.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Ground Penetrating Radar (GPR) was also used in an
attempt to glean archaeological data during the 2008 phase
of work. However, “the uneven terrain of the tanning
vat depression proved to be a challenge in the ﬁeld data
collection and in the post processing of the data.”77

Figure 16: Privet undergrowth and small trees at vat depression area (Photo by
author, 2015).

Cultural Features
Archaeological Resources

Archaeological features were tested two different times
under projects sponsored by the Georgia Department
of Transportation (GDOT). These investigations are
summarized in two reports (2001 and 2008) by Cypress
Cultural Consultants. The initial Phase I archaeological
report conducted in 2001 identiﬁes the Tanyard site as
9JO282.73 The report summarizes the archaeological
features at the tannery site as “several well-preserved
tanning vats, at least one bark mill grinding stone, three
ﬁtted stone walls that outline a building or buildings,
as stone dam, level areas that appear to be cut into the
surrounding slope, an old road cut, dirt embankments, a
possible drainage ditch, and additional unknown dirt and
rock stone features.”74 The report determined that this area
“is one of the very few recorded or known to exist in the
Southeast to date” and is recognized as a “very signiﬁcant
archaeological and historic resource.”75 The above ground
features were adequate for the archaeological consultants
to positively locate the tannery site, and the consultants
conducted nine shovel tests within the site boundaries.
These shovel testes failed to “locate any cultural material
although a shovel test conducted in one of the tan yard
vats may indicate a wood feature.”76
Further testing was conducted on a more detailed level
in 2008 by Cypress Cultural Consultants. Seven test units
were excavated in the tannery and extensive historical and
contextual research was conducted in conjunction with this
archaeological work.

73.
74.
75.
76.

Owens and Battle, 2001.
Ibid., 40.
Ibid., 40.
Ibid., 40.

Tanning Vats: The archaeological consultants identiﬁed
“as many as seven or more tanning vats” at the tannery
site. The consultant report continues, “the actual vat
number might be as high as eighteen, however. In
comparison to other known tanning vats primarily in the
northeast, the Clinton Tan Yard pits may be too large to
be a single vat. They may have been sectioned into 2 or 3
smaller units as evident in at least one of the vats.” The
report notes, “the vats consist of rectangular dug-out
pits, varying in size from 4 to seven meters in length with
an approximate width of 1.5 meters. The present depths
average about 45 centimeters although they were probably
much deeper when they were in use. Additional features
may form a part of the drainage system for the vats.”
The consultants conclude that the condition of the vats
is excellent and they “possibly retain some of the original
wood linings.”78
In the ﬁeldwork associated with this report, above ground
existing conditions were recorded. The tanning vats
appear to be as intact as they were during the 2001 and
2008 archaeological studies; however, the easternmost vat
adjacent to the creek appears to be eroding. The creek
runs close to this zone, and it appears that the vat may be
compromised due to the hydrological conditions in this
area.
Dam: According to the archaeological report “ the small
stone dam may have been used to provide water for use
in the tanning processes….the tannery may have utilized
the slight drop in the elevation of the stream to create
the necessary water pressure to ﬁll the vats, thus making
it easier to reﬁll the vats frequently.” The consultants
conclude that the vats may have also been ﬁlled from
above since they are subgrade.79 The condition of the dam
was not recorded in the 2001 report.
The existing condition of the dam is well preserved and
fairly intact. While the original condition or construction
is unknown, there are evident remains that appear to
be stable on both sides of the creek bank. There is a
preserved beam in the stream (Figure 17.) (This beam was
recorded in the 2001 report and the archaeologists based
77. Owens and Battle, 2008, 80.
78. Owens and Battle, 2001, 41-45.
79. Ibid., 47.
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Figure 17: Preserved wood beam and stone dam at creek (Photo by author, 2015).

Figure 19: Fallen log across stone wall (Photo by author, 2015).

Grindstone: The archaeological reports conclude that
there is no above ground indication at the site of how the
grindstones were powered. One grindstone is located at
the site above grade and currently visible (Figure 20.) The
granite stone is approximately ﬁve feet in diameter with a
square hole in the middle measuring six inches.

Figure 18: Detail of stone work on stone foundation wall (Photo by author, 2015).

their later conﬁrmed conclusion that there may be other
preserved wood on the site.)
Terraces: The archaeological research at the site concludes
that “since level areas were not readily available in the
vicinity of the tan yard,” the terraces “may have been dug
to allow for additional areas to conduct tanning activities
or build structures associated with the tannery.”80
Stone Walls: There are three stone walls present on
the site. Archaeological work at the site concludes that
these are foundation walls for a shop associated with the
tannery (Figure 18.) Currently, a large fallen tree crosses
and bears weight on these structures (Figure 19.) The walls
are otherwise well preserved and do not show signs of
structural damage. There is one tree growing in the south
corner of the wall. This tree may cause structural damage
in the future.
80. Ibid., 47.
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A second phase archaeological report was commissioned
at the tan yard site and completed in 2008. Cypress
Consultants created a topographic map of features and
test units during this phase of study. The map produced
in their report was used by this consultant as a base map
for identifying features at the site in 2015. Archaeological
work during this phase included the excavation of seven
test units. The following is a summary of the ﬁndings of
the test units:
Test Unit One: This test unit included predominantly
architectural artifacts including the remains of a structure
and collapsed brick chimney. Other artifacts located
in this test unit include Civil War era items which the
archaeologists conclude indicates a Federal troop presence
at the site some point. “The presence of a Civil War
ration can, a 0.25cal. bullet casing, a piece of jewelry, and
a Federal Infantry solder’s Eagle I button on the west side
of the chimney indicates that the structure was last used to
house Union soldiers when moving through the area.”81
Test Unit Two: This unit is located near the south end
of the granite grind stone and north of the tanning vat
depressions. This unit included a large rectangular granite
block with an embedded iron peg. The archaeological
report concludes “the location of Test Unit 2 likely
represents the remains of the bark mill used to pulverize
81. Owens and Battle, 2008, 94.
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grind stone and north of the tanning vat depressions.
Little artifact was discovered in this test unit though a
portion of the stone described in Test Unit Two is located
in this unit. The archaeological consultant concludes that
“Test Unit 5 likely represents the remains of the bark mill
used to pulverize bark for the tanning process and includes
at least one of the grinding stones…perhaps the area was
occupied only by the apparatus used to prepare the bark
and did not have any structure surrounding it.”86

Figure 20: Location of grindstone partially obscured by leaf litter and pine straw
(Photo by author, 2015.)

bark for the tanning process and includes at least one of
the grinding stones…the iron peg embedded in the granite
block was likely the pivot point for a wooden post that
would have been turned by an animal such as a horse or
mule to provide energy for the mill.”82
Test Unit Three: This test unit is located included some
of the tannery vat depressions including “a portion of the
interior of the northern vat…the earthen balk around the
two vats...[and] a portion of the interior of the southern
vat.” Test Unit 3 “revealed several areas where wood
was preserved. This included the ﬂoor where only small
wood knots were identiﬁed as well as remnants of wood
planning set on edge along the east wall and on the eastern
end of the south wall. In addition wood fragments were
identiﬁed within the north balk outside of the vat.”83 The
soil proﬁle of the excavation also lent information on
how the vats were constructed, “in a hole dug down to the
saprolite that separates the soil from the bedrock. A thin
layer of red clay was spread over the saprolite on which
the vats were constructed. Following their construction,
and perhaps the construction of a drainage system, red
clay was packed around the vats to form the subterranean
tanning system.”84

Test Unit Six: This test unit is located west of the
stack stone wall on the site and “represents the remains
of a structure that includes a collapsed brick chimney.
A brick ﬂoor is also located in this unit indicating “the
possibility that test Unit 6 represents the eastern edge of
the structure…supported by the presence of a possible
builder’s trench and a ﬂat foundation stone.” Kitchen items
were also excavated in this test plot.87
Test Unit Seven: Test unit seven included a brick ﬂoor,
wood planks, and a small number of other artifacts. A
portion of the collapsed chimney located in Test Unit
One was also located in this unit.88 The archaeological
consultants conclude that the ﬂoor in the area of Test
Units One, Four and Seven was likely brick in areas near
the chimney and wood plank ﬂoor in other areas inside the
stacked stone wall present on the site.89

Test Unit Four: This test unit is located adjacent to Test
Units One and Seven and included a brick ﬂoor (left
intact during excavation) some kitchen related items and
other artifacts.85 A portion of the collapsed brick chimney
located in Test Unit One was also located in this unit.
Test Unit Five: This test unit is located near the granite
82.
83.
84.
85.

Ibid., 116-118.
Ibid., 125-126.
Ibid., 128.
Ibid., 97-98.

86.
87.
88.
89.

Ibid., 122.
Ibid., 112.
Ibid., 99-103.
Ibid., 104.
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Clinton Tanyard Master Plan
Process Overview
Master plan concepts were developed in several stages with
input from the project steering committee. After research,
ﬁeldwork, existing conditions documentation and analysis
were completed and presented, the project team drafted
proposed program elements and preliminary site concepts
to begin discussion with the steering committee.
The following proposed program elements were presented
and reﬁned with the steering committee.
Protection of existing archaeological resources
Education of the public through interpretive signs
Provisions for tours – guided and self-guided
Inclusion of an interpretive trail
Connection to other historic resources both in the
surrounding property and in Old Clinton
Inclusion of ﬁeld work with college and university
archaeologists
Stabilization of the stream bank
The proposed program elements were used to inform a
Preliminary Site Concept and the Master Plan for the site.
The consultants presented several options for protection
of resources and visitor access to the committee. Concepts
responded to landscape characteristics and potential
connection to future development on the surrounding
OCHS property. The consultants illustrated the location
of the following features on the master plan: circulation,
archaeological site protection and preservation, stream
bank stabilization, archaeological site interpretation,
interpretive panel locations.
Since this site includes a stream which is considered a
State Water, any construction within the stream buffer will
require a Buffer Variance from the Georgia Environmental
Protection Division (GA EPD) before construction
commences. A buffer variance will cover all construction
within 25 feet measured horizontally from the point
where vegetation has been wrested by normal stream ﬂow.
All construction plans should be permitted through the
Jones County Planning and Zoning Department. Speciﬁc

recommendations regarding construction methodology
within the stream bank area and the archaeological zones
follow in this report.

Listing on the National Register of
Historic Places
Introduction
The following is a brief analysis of the historic signiﬁcance
of Clinton Tanyard and an evaluation of the integrity
of the physical character of the property. The National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) which lists properties
signiﬁcant to our country’s history and prehistory
developed the criteria upon which this analysis is based. A
review of the various applicable NRHP criteria and how
Clinton Tanyard does or does not meet these criteria is
followed by a discussion of the current NRHP status of
the property. Finally a discussion of the integrity of the
property will provide awareness of the site’s contributing
historic resources. This understanding will aid in
developing a treatment plan for the property.

Preliminary Evaluation of Signiﬁcance
The historic resources of Clinton Tanyard include
landscape and archaeological resources. The 1.29 acre site
has a number of original antebellum features including
the remains of a shop, grindstone, tanning vats, and a
dam which served the function of the site when it was a
tanyard.
Clinton Tanyard is likely eligible for listing on the NRHP
under the following criteria:
Criterion A: The property is associated with events that
have made a signiﬁcant contribution to the patterns of our
history;
Criterion C: The property is distinctive characteristics of a
type, period, or method of construction or that represent
the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values,
or that represent a signiﬁcant and distinguishable entity
whose components may lack individual distinction;
Criterion D: The property has yielded or may be likely to
yield information important in history or prehistory.
It is recommended that either Jones County or OCHS
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pursue listing this parcel on the NRHP based on these
criteria. The Old Clinton Historic District is listed on the
NRHP; however, the Clinton Tannery is not mentioned in
this document.
The period of signiﬁcance for the Clinton Tanyard site
is 1810-1864, the operating dates of the tannery. The
following is an evaluation of the integrity of National
Register Criteria for the Clinton Tannery site:
•

The site has a high level of integrity for location,
design, setting, feeling and association

•

The site has a moderate level of integrity for
workmanship and materials due to the degradation of
above ground resources.

•

The archaeological resources have a high level of
integrity in that the “spatial patterning of surface
artifacts or features that represent differential uses or
activities” is intact.90

National Register Listing Process

portions of these sites have often been closed
to the public to prevent further deterioration…
archaeological sites are fragile resources, and
inadequate site management will result in
deterioration of the site…”91
Increased visitation to archaeological sites can lead to
damage and/or deterioration of sites. Some of the
possible dangers of archaeological tourism include damage
to sites, looting and vandalism, and misinterpretation.
The master plan recommendations included in this report
aim to prevent all three issues from occurring at Clinton
Tanyard.
According to the Archaeological Institute of America, the
Guiding Principles for Responsible archaeological tourism
are as follows92:
1) Preserve and maintain the site: Proper Practices should
minimize impact on the site and ensure its protection
and preservation. This includes making sure that the
site has adequate infrastructure to support visitors.

The following are the steps typical for listing a property on
the NRHP:

2) Encourage and support community involvement in the
projects.

1. Property owners (or interested parties) submit
a nomination to the Georgia State Historic
Preservation Ofﬁce (SHPO)

3) Provide proper interpretation: Visitors traveling to
a site are expecting an authentic experience. Their
experience is enhanced by proper site interpretation
and by providing extra experiences that allow them to
get a better understanding of those who built the site.
Proper interpretation is a critical component of an
authentic experience and site managers should ensure
that interpretations are accurate and current.

2. The SHPO reviews the proposed preliminary
nomination and makes recommendations based
on this review.
3. The complete nomination with certifying
recommendations is submitted to the National
Park Service in Washington, D.C. for ﬁnal review
and for listing y the Keeper of the NRHP.

Site Security Measures
Best Practices for Archaeological Tourism
According to a publication from The Archaeological
Institute of America,
“the number of people who visit archaeological
sites rises every year, and this increase can have
signiﬁcant negative impacts. In many instances,
increased visits have led to damage at sites and
90. “Section IV: Guidelines For Evaluating And Registering Archaeological
Properties, National Register Of Historic Places Bulletin”.
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4) Encourage education and understanding of sites:
Visitors should be encouraged to learn more about the
area they are visiting before they embark on the tour.
Supplementary materials should be provided ahead of
time rather than at the sites.

Treatment of Historic Landscape
Elements and Archaeological Site
The Secretary of the Interior recognizes four primary
treatment alternatives for historic landscapes: preservation,
rehabilitation, restoration, and reconstruction. The Secretary
of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties
with Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural Landscapes outline
91. A Guide To Best Practices For Archaeological Tourism, 1.
92. Ibid., 10.
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these treatment alternatives. The National Park Service’s
Preservation Brief 36: Protecting Cultural Landscapes: Planning,
Treatment and Management of Historic Landscapes, succinctly
deﬁnes these treatment alternatives as follows:
Preservation is the act of applying measures necessary
to sustain the existing form, integrity, and materials of an
historic property. Work, including preliminary measures
to protect and stabilize the property, generally focuses
upon the ongoing maintenance and repair of materials
and features rather than extensive replacement and new
construction. New additions are not within the scope
of this treatment; however, the limited and sensitive
upgrading of mechanical, electrical, and plumbing
systems and other code required work to make properties
functional is appropriate within a preservation project.
Rehabilitation is the act or process of making possible a
compatible use for a property through repair, alterations,
and additions while preserving those portions or features,
which convey its historical or cultural values.
Restoration is the act or process of accurately depicting
the form, features, and character of a property as it
appeared at a particular period by means of the removal
of features from other periods in its history and
reconstruction of missing features from the restoration
period. The limited and sensitive upgrading of mechanical,
electrical and plumbing systems and other code-required
work to make properties functional is appropriate within a
restoration project.
Reconstruction is deﬁned as the act or process of
depicting, by means of new construction, the form,
features, and detailing of a non-surviving site, landscape,
building, structure, or object for the purpose of replicating
its appearance at a speciﬁc time an in its historic location.93

Primary Treatment
Based on research, inventory, and analysis the treatment
strategy for the rich archaeological resources from is a
combination of preservation and sensitive rehabilitation to
provide visitor access.

Archaeology
The archaeological features within the study area
contribute to the signiﬁcance of this historic site.
Additional archaeological sites may be identiﬁed in
adjacent areas, and a complete understating of the location
of these resources is necessary so that these sites can be
fully protected as possible. At a minimum, those sites
93. Birnbaum, Protecting Cultural Landscapes,18, 48, 90, 128.

already located should be located on a topographic survey
of the entire Clinton Tanyard parcel.

Trail Plan
Recommendations for circulation within the site have
been coordinated with efforts by OCHS to develop a
Master Plan for the surrounding property owned by their
organization. Trail routing is depicted on Illustration B.
Pedestrian access would be via a network of trails leading
visitors from a parking area or from Old Clinton to the
Tannery site. See Appendix A – OCHS Property Master Plan
for details on this trail network.
It is recommended that all trails constructed within the
1.29 acre Tannery parcel be elevated boardwalk. The
reason for this material selection is twofold: 1) to protect
archaeological resources from foot trafﬁc and to control
site access and 2) to elevate the walking surface slightly
above ﬂood level from the creek. Figure 21 illustrates
an elevated boardwalk within environmentally sensitive
areas. Boardwalks can include platform areas where small
groups of ﬁve to eight individuals may gather for tour/
interpretation purposes.
Visitors who wish to access the upper level of the
tannery site would do so via a wooden stair system. Park
management can also install a ramped boardwalk just
south of the tannery site to provide universal access
(Figure 22.)
Any excavation work required for trail installation
including the excavation of areas for footings should be
done so under the supervision of a trained archaeologist.
Test plots were performed by the archaeological team
during the 2008 Battle and Owens research project, and
this area is considered highly sensitive and could still yield
future information and/or artifacts.
Boardwalk areas should include integrated site furnishings
such as benches and trash receptacles. These can be
constructed in conjunction with the boardwalk system.

Preservation and Interpretation of
Tanning Vat Area
One of the most unique and vulnerable features at
the Clinton Tanyard site are the preserved vats. While
these vats may appear to be mere impressions in the
ground, they are actually very well preserved remnants
of this antebellum tannery operation that was located
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Figure 21: Example of an elevated boardwalk trail (Photo by author, 2006.)

Figure 22: Example of a ramped boardwalk adjacent to a wood step system. (Accessed via internet at http://cdn.simpliﬁedbuilding.com/images/projects/800/
ada-railing-wooden-ramp-2.JPG.)

at this site. According to the archaeological report “the
Clinton Tannery Complex was recognized as a highly
signiﬁcant example of Early American manufacturing
and also as a very signiﬁcant archaeological and historical
resource.”94 The authors of this report continue, “the
subterranean vats the Clinton Tannery site are probably
the most revealing feature to indicate the type of industry
conducted at the site. The presence of the features is the
most likely reason for the preservation of the site which
was generally avoided during logging activities. Land
owners encountering such curious features are often
inclined to investigate their purpose. This curiosity led
to the preservation [of the vats and other archaeological
features] and its subsequent sell to the Clinton Historical
Society.”95

recommendations for the study area:

Research indicates that typically, tanning vats were
constructed by excavating a large area and then
constructing the pits using wooded planks to deﬁne
the sides. Builders then compacted soil between the
constructed vats for accesses between each depression.
The archaeological investigation revealed wood vat siding
in Test Unit 3.96 Additional wood might be located in
future investigations. The archaeological investigation
concludes that the vats may have been covered by an open
shed to “prevent exposure to the weather.”97

Vegetation Removal
The primary focus of initial preservation within the vat
area should include vegetation removal. The existing
vegetation within the study area reﬂects a combination
of natural growth and nonnative plant encroachment.
The following are general and speciﬁc vegetation
94.
95.
96.
97.

Battle and Owens, 2008, 72.
Ibid., 133.
Ibid.
Ibid.
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Remove nonnative vegetation in key zones of the
site and maintain an open understory composed of
a mix of native grasses and forbs. Remove nonnative
vegetation in a sensitive manner, using manual labor as
possible.
Remove large trees where they pose a safety threat to
visitors, are in advanced decline, or present a risk to
historic resources.
Privet removal recommendations:

Remove privet (Ligustrum sinense) understory using
hand removal/chemical method. Hand prune privet
to ground level. Apply herbicide to all stumps. Repeat
seasonally to new growth.
Option 1: Establish native groundcover within vat
area for future preservation and protection of these
resources.
Option 2: Build a structure to cover and eliminate
sunlight for future preservation and protection of
these resources.
Establish new canopy of trees (native species) at a safe
distance from all vats and stone work to provide new
shade (and prevent re-establishment of privet.)
Tree removal recommendations:

Tree branches that may impale the ground are
removed before trees are felled.
Large trees are cut and removed. “Soft logging”
techniques should be employed to ensure felled trees
will not impale any historical features. Trees should be
cut into sections for safer removal.
Vehicles aiding the removal of trees should be
equipped with ﬂotation tires to reduce the possibility
of ruts.
All tree stumps are cut ﬂush with the ground. For
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Figure 23: Sketch of a structure to protect vat area with elevated boardwalk in foreground.

deciduous trees, an effective, approved stump
treatment is applied. Conifers are not treated because
they will not resprout.
One method for future protection of the vats is the
establishment of shade trees around the site at a
safe distance from known or potential archaeological
areas. Cultural resource experts have concluded that a
healthy native tree canopy can aid in the preservation of
earthworks (such as Civil War trenches and battleworks.)
According to the National Park Service, “the layers of
vegetation associated with a healthy forest are important
in slowing down and deﬂecting rain from the earthworks,
however, it is the thick layer of leaf litter (duff) that
accumulates over time in a healthy forest that provides
superior resource protection. This cover, left undisturbed,
protects bare soil from the erosive actions of rain, wind,
and animal activity. Therefore, the goal for managing
earthworks in this condition is to maintain that healthy,
litter-producing, fully-stocked forest.”98 Until these trees
are of adequate size to provide protection and shade, it is
recommended that managers of this site construct an open
shed structure.
The construction process, tanning process, and archeology
can be interpreted in the vat area. While visitors would
not have direct access to the vats, elevated boardwalk
trails adjacent to the vat area would provide them with a
98. “05 Currents: Sustainable Military Earthworks Management”.

vantage point from which they can observe the preserved
depressions while they read interpretive signs explaining
the tanning process. Limited foot trafﬁc within the vats
will aid in their preservation. The open shed structure
could provide shelter for archaeological teams should they
be present. (Figure 23.)

Stormwater Management
As noted in Existing Conditions, the easternmost vat
locations are currently being eroded by the adjacent
stream. The archaeological team recommended an
investigation into stream bank stabilization for this
area. Typically stream bank stabilization consists of
vegetative, structural and/or bioengineering methods
to stabilize and protect stream banks. According to the
Georgia Department of Natural Resources, “stream bank
and shoreline erosion is a natural process,” however,
human activities such as upstream development, clearing
of natural vegetation and agricultural practices often
exacerbate these processes.99
The bank erosion at this location appears to be naturally
occurring since upstream development is minimal.
Unprotected and unvegetated soils at a bend in a
stream are susceptible to soil erosion. Streams naturally
change course over time, but due to the proximity of
archaeological resources to the stream within the project
99. Stream bank And Shoreline Stabilization, Techniques To Control Erosion And
Protect Property, 3.
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area,
it is

Figure 24: Tree revetment details (NRCS Engineering Field Handbook.)
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Figure 25: Coconut ﬁber rolls detail (NRCS Engineering Field Handbook.)

recommended that stabilization efforts be implemented
adjacent to the tanning vat area. A combination of
bioengineering and ﬁll with live planting is recommended
for the zone depicted on Illustration B.
According to the Georgia Department of Natural
Resources, “projects incorporating bioengineering
practices using native riparian vegetation are preferred
for stream bank and shoreline stabilization.”100 The two
recommended bioengineering methods for this project
are tree revetments (Figure 24) and/or coconut ﬁber rolls
(Figure 25). The revetments or rolls should be installed at
the toe of the bank and herbaceous plugs (native species)
should be planted above to encourage vegetative cover.
The eroded area should be backﬁlled.
The backﬁll in this area will allow for both protection of
the archaeological resources below and serve as a potential
area for interpretation of the tanning vats on the surface
of the ﬁll areas. The backﬁll serves not only to protect
the archaeological resources from erosion from the
100. Ibid., 3-4.

stream bank but also serves as an “intentional burial” of
the artifacts contained in this area. Archaeologists often
recommend intentional site burial as a technique to protect
against natural or mechanical loss of archaeological data.
Fill material should be well suited to ﬁt the preservation
needs of the resources in this area (brick, preserved wood,
etc.) An archaeologist should be consulted prior to ﬁll
material selection for recommendations. A layer of nondegradable ﬁlter fabric between the existing grade and the
ﬁll can be included to help delineate present day elevations
(see Figure 26 and Figure 27 .) The methodology for
construction follows and is based on National Park Service
recommendations for Intentional Site Burial.101
1) “Establish a reference or benchmark system so
that the site and speciﬁc loci within it can be
relocated in the future.” The survey conducted by
Battle and Owens should be cross referenced with
the topographic survey performed for the site.
The location of the Test Unit in this area as well
as any tanning vat depressions should be located
101. Technical Brief 5: Intentional Site Burial: A Technique To Protect Against
Natural Or Mechanical Loss.
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Figure 26: Schematic section of site before streambank stabilization and ﬁll.

Figure 27: Schematic section of site after streambank stabilization, ﬁll and interpretation.
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original tanning vats.
As previously noted, all work with the stream buffer
will require a stream buffer variance from the Georgia
Environmental Protection Division. This variance should
be completed by a licensed professional and describe
the work to be permitted. These forms can be found at
https://epd.georgia.gov/erosion-and-sedimentationforms.

Interpretation Plan
Figure 28: Example of a boardwalk platform overlooking a historic site with interpretive panel (National Park Service, “Wayside Exhibits: A Guide to Developing
Outdoor Interpretive Exhibits” – Harpers Ferry Center, October 2009.)

on this survey.
2) “Permanent markers should be site and
appropriate maps [topographic survey]
topographic survey should be marked to indicate
the location of the site.”
3) “To insure that there is no inadvertent mixing
between the archaeological matrix and the
covering material, the installation of some form
of horizon marker may be desirable.” A layer
non-degradable ﬁlter fabric between the existing
grade and proposed ﬁll will help establish the
point of beginning for ﬁll materials should future
archaeological investigations occur.
4) An appropriate soil material (preferably
compactable non-clay material so as to not alter
the permeability of the site) is recommended as a
ﬁll above the existing grade. Fill should be brought
to the site by tracked equipment. This equipment
should not enter the archaeological area. Fill
should be placed by hand but may be mechanically
compacted by small equipment such as a walkbehind vibratory plate compactor.
The introduction of ﬁll in this area affords the opportunity
for the installation of replica tanning vat structures that
can serve in interpretation efforts. While the existing vat
depressions contain some areas of preserved wood, for
the most part, they appear to be depressions in the ground
without much form. The interpreted, reconstructed
vats could be more formal interpretations of what the
vats may have looked like during the antebellum tanyard
operation. While they wouldn’t be ﬁlled with tanning
ﬂuids, they could have wood plank outlines and delineate
the approximate shape and size and depth of some of the

Visitor Proﬁle
Visitors to the site will generally include community
members, Jones County residents and visitors, and Civil
War enthusiasts and scholars. The park has a signiﬁcant
historical role. Due to its relative isolation within the
surrounding OCHS lot, this site likely will attract few
“accidental” visitors. Visitors to the tanyard will have
chosen it as a destination prior to arrival based on its
unique features.

Themes
Several themes are deemed appropriate for interpretation
at the Clinton Tanyard site. Appropriate locations
for interpretation have been identiﬁed and are shown
on Illustration B. Interpretation can occur along the
boardwalk trail system and at wider areas where groups
can gather such as overlook platforms (Figure 28.)
Theme 1: What is Archaeology/Archaeology 101

Interpretation archaeology could include an illustrated
panel outlining general practices and tools used in
archaeology. Subthemes could include:
How are Sites Found?
Why are sites important?
Looting archaeological sites and the law.
Who are archaeologists and how are they trained?
What types of archaeological sites are located here
at Clinton Tanyard and what did/do they contain?
(Note: These sites should not be speciﬁcally
identiﬁed to prevent damage from looters.)
Theme 2:Tanneries and the Tanning Process

Interpretation of the tanning process is vital to a visitor’s
understanding of the Clinton Tanyard site. Owens and
Battle have detailed how they believe tanning occurred at
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this site and include graphics illustrating their ﬁndings in
their 2008 report. Signs should include an overview of
leather tanning and goods production and could include a
scale model of the site and the archaeologist’s conclusions
about the tanning process at this site (Figure 6.) Figure
29 shows an example of a scale model as part of an
interpretive display.
Theme 3:The Civil War and Clinton, Georgia

Interpretation of the Civil War and the events surrounding
the war in Clinton and at this site in particular will focus
on the demise of the tannery. Photographs of Union relics
located at the site (evidence of Union occupation) and the
events in the surrounding community could be interpreted
on this panel.

Figure 29: Example of an interpretive panel featuring a scale model. “Guide to
Developing Outdoor Interpretive Exhibits (Harpers Ferry Center, October 2009.)

Interpretive Panels Locations
Panels should be located at key points along the boardwalk
system through the site. Illustration B highlights some
suggested locations. A panel on or near the bridge over
the creek could orient visitors to the site (Themes 2 and
3.) A panel adjacent to the tanning vats could elaborate on
the tanning process and the ongoing archaeological work
at the site (Themes 1 and 2.) A panel “above” the tannery
vat area would be an ideal location for a scale model
explaining the tanning process from import of raw hides
through ﬁnished product (Theme 2.)

Interpretive Footprints
Archaeological information can be used to interpret
the location of buildings on the site. Since the walls of
the shop are partially above ground, these features plus
archaeological test plot ﬁndings can inform interpretation
of the location of the building walls at current grade. The
approximate location of the non-extant building walls
can be interpreted through the use of these interpretive
footprints. This type of interpretation involves the
construction of a building outline using a material
complementary to the construction of the original
building. Since the existing shop foundation walls are
stone, stones could be placed ﬂush at grade to “ghost”
the original footprint of the building. Figure 30 shows an
example of a building footprint installed at a historic site.

Archaeology Maintenance Plan
The trail plan outlined above provides for controlled
access. This access permits easy viewing and interpretation
but discourages visitors from detouring from the
designated trail. Security is a major site consideration.
Because of concerns for any artifacts that remain at the
site, vandalism and relic hunting will be a continuing issue.
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Figure 30: Example of an interpretive outline of a building footprint. (Photo by
author, 2008.)

In order to discourage illegal digging at the site, provisions
will have to be taken in the form of signs, community
watch, education, and potentially prosecution should
violations occur.

COST ESTIMATE

Cost Estimate
The attached cost estimate indicates the total site
development costs associated with the preservation
and rehabilitation of Clinton Tanyard. Costs have been
organized into the following categories: (1) Demolition;
(2) Site Construction; (3) Landscape Materials; and (4)
Site Furnishings. The total cost of $318,754 also includes
a design contingency of 15%. Other costs that should
be considered for the site include a topographic survey
(estimated $3,515) and preparation of a National Register
Nomination for the site (estimate $3,500).
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Total Including Design & Survey

TOTAL
Design

SITE FURNISHINGS
benches
trash receptacles
interpretive signage

LANDSCAPE MATERIALS
trees
shrubs
ground cover
mulch
soil mix/amendments

SITE CONSTRUCTION
boardwalk (5 ft. wide)
mortared stone paving (137 lf)
mulch trail
timber structure
boardwalk ADA ramp

DEMOLITION/EARTHWORK
tree removal
fallen tree removal
privet/understory removal
fill/earthwork (875 sf)
coir fiber logs (60 lf)
native stone (60 lf)
misc. plant material
silt fencing

Jones County Tract (Tanyard Site)
ITEM

3" caliper
3 gallon
4" pots
4" deep
3 cy/tree

3
2
5

12
50
250
45
36

1,401
274
440
1
485

18
2
6,100
33
120
180
875
275

QTY

ea
ea
ea

ea
ea
ea
cy
cy

sf
sf
sf
ls
sf

ea
ea
sf
cy
sf
sf
sf
lf

UNIT

$1,500.00
$1,000.00
$5,000.00

$500.00
$50.00
$10.00
$35.00
$35.00

$85.00
$40.00
$3.00
$10,428.00
$85.00

$1,500.00
$500.00
$1.25
$65.00
$24.00
$15.00
$5.00
$4.00

$4,500.00
$2,000.00
$25,000.00

$6,000.00
$2,500.00
$2,500.00
$1,575.00
$1,260.00

$119,085.00
$10,960.00
$1,320.00
$10,428.00
$41,225.00

$27,000.00
$1,000.00
$7,625.00
$2,145.00
$2,880.00
$2,700.00
$4,375.00
$1,100.00

UNIT COST SUB-TOTAL

Engineering, Landscape Architecture, Interpretive Panels

wood with overlooks
interpretation of building footprint
connect to OCHS property
to protect vat area

where threatening resources
where threatening resources
as necessary throughout site
stream bank stabilization
stream bank stabilization
stream bank stabilization
stream bank stabilization
removed post-construction

DESCRIPTION

Clinton Tanyard Master Plan
Jones County Board of Commissioners
Jones County, Georgia
Cost Estimate - April 15, 2016
The Jaeger Company

$318,754.70

$277,178.00
$41,576.70

$31,500.00

$13,835.00

$183,018.00

$48,825.00

LS Total
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IMPLEMENTATION

Implementation
Implementation Strategy
Initial Steps
The ﬁrst step to implementing the Clinton Tanyard Master
Plan is the adoption of the plan by the Jones County
Commission. The ﬁnal master plan and cost estimate
were presented to the Commission on January 19, 2016
and to OCHS February 20, 2016. It is recommended
that the County work hand in hand with OCHS in the
implementation of this plan as access to the property
requires crossing OCHS property. Additionally, future
public access of this parcel requires implementation
of portions of the OCHS Property Master Plan (See
Appendix B – Old Clinton Historical Society Property
Master Plan).
The Old Clinton Historic District was been identiﬁed as
one of the Georgia Trust for Historic Preservation’s Places
in Peril in 2008. According to the Georgia Trust,
“The Georgia Trust’s Places in Peril program seeks
to identify and preserve historic sites threatened
by demolition, neglect, lack of maintenance,
inappropriate development or insensitive public
policy. The list raises awareness about Georgia’s
signiﬁcant historic, archaeological and cultural
resources, including buildings, structures,
districts, archaeological sites and cultural
landscapes. Through this program, the Trust
encourages owners and individuals, organizations
and communities to employ preservation tools,
partnerships and resources necessary to preserve
and utilize selected historic properties in peril.
Historic properties are selected for listing based
on several criteria. Sites must be listed or eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places or the Georgia Register of Historic
Places. Sites must be subject to a serious threat
to their existence or historical, architectural and/
or archaeological integrity. There must be a
demonstrable level of community commitment
and support for the preservation of listed sites.
Nominations for Places in Peril sites are submitted
in June; the top ten designees are selected in the
fall.” 102

This designation may be sought for the Clinton Tanyard
as an individual resource to bring additional statewide
attention to the importance of the site.

Proposed Phasing
The Master Plan recommends the implementation of
a variety of items for the Clinton Tanyard. Because
resources available for completing this Plan are limited,
a phased strategy for carrying out this Plan is suggested.
This phased strategy includes priorities assigned to
various components based on a variety of factors such
as implementation logistics, construction operations, bid
packaging, and cost/pricing efﬁciencies. The County
Commission could develop the top priority projects based
on the following recommendations. These priority projects
will be the ﬁrst aspects of the Master Plan addressed in the
future.
Phase One

The goal of phase one projects is to stabilize the site
and prevent further degradation of the archaeological
resources at the site.
NRHP Listing. As mentioned previously, the site should
be listed on the National Register of Historic Places.
This effort should be coordinated with the State Historic
Preservation Ofﬁce.
Survey. A topographic and boundary survey should
be conducted at the Clinton Tanyard site. This will be
essential to future construction documentation and will
also accurately record the present condition.
Vegetation Removal. Vegetation removal
recommendations should be implemented (tree and
invasive exotics) and underplanting of native hardwood
species should occur. Much of these efforts can be
accomplished with volunteer efforts.
Stream bank Stabilization. It is also important to
stop the erosion of the stream bank. Simple, stopgap
measures such as rip rap added to the shoreline in the zone
associated with the tanning vats would help stem future
degradation in this area. The riprap should be removed
upon the implementation of Phase Two stream bank
stabilization.

102. “The Georgia Trust - About The Georgia Trust For Historic
Preservation”.
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Phase Two

TPD Grants

Design and Construction of Visitor Circulation
and Tanning Vat Protection. A second phase of
implementation will have the goal of developing
construction documents for visitor access to the site. This
should be conducted in tangent with the OCHS Master
Plan (Appendix B). Once plans have been completed
and appropriate permits obtained, construction could
be conducted either by volunteer effort or by contract.
In either case, it is important that an archaeologist be on
call during any excavation efforts. Elevated boardwalk
walkways and viewing platforms should be constructed
during this phase.

The Tourism Division of the Georgia Department of
Economic Development and the Georgia Council for
the Arts partner annually to offer the Tourism Product
Development Agreement (TPD). “The TPD program
is designed to ﬁnancially support sustainable tourism
development activities at the local level that maintain and/
or create jobs, attract tourists (visitors from outside the
community), and enhance the tourist’s experience. TPD
support will go to projects that are near completion in
planning and/or execution. TPD funds are not meant to
jumpstart a project, but rather complete a project.”103 Plans
must be completed within the ﬁscal year. Typically grant
applications are due in June. Two types of projects are
eligible for these grants:

Stream bank Stabilization. The stream bank stabilization
outlined in the master plan should be fully implemented
during this phase. This will involve professional design and
appropriate permits.
Vat Protection. The structure to protect the vats
should be designed and constructed during this phase.
Construction documentation for this structure could
be conducted in conjunction with the design of the
boardwalk system. During construction, an archaeologist
should be on call during any excavation for supports.
Future Phases

Interpretation Efforts. Interpretation can be
implemented during future phases of the project. This
can include the design and installation of interpretive
signs, the construction of the interpretive vats, and the
interpretive building footprints. Much of this could be
achieved with services donated in-kind. As with previous
phases any project that involves excavation (such as the
implementation of the interpretive footprints) should be
overseen by an archaeologist during excavation.

Potential Funding Sources
Since there are no allocated funds from Jones County
for the implementation of this plan, potential grants and
funding sources have been explored. It may be possible
for the county and volunteer organizations to partner
in the future development of the property, especially in
the Visitor Services/Parking area (see Appendix B). The
county may wish to obtain the parcel identiﬁed in Block C
and develop and maintain the visitor services described in
the Master Plan (restroom, pavilion, and parking.)
The following grant and funding programs have
been identiﬁed as potential funding sources for the
implementation of the Clinton Tanyard Master Plan and
the OCHS Master Plan.
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1) Bricks-and-Mortar Projects: Examples of projects that
would fall under the Bricks-and-Mortar category are:
Commencement or phased build-out from
pre-existing master plans
Historic preservation projects
Directional or interpretive signage (note:
marketing signage is not eligible for support)
Renovations or additions to an existing
structure
Displays/exhibits for artwork or artifacts
Construction projects, such as the addition of
a stage
Development of trails or paths
Special Bricks-and-Mortar Stipulations:
Applicants may only apply for renovation
projects on property that is owned by the
applicant or the partner organization by the
grant application deadline.
2) Research Projects Examples of projects that would fall
under the Research category are:
Preservation plans
Master plans
Archaeological projects
Authentication/dating of artifacts
The Tourism Division of the Georgia Department of
Economic Development has also identiﬁed other sources
103. TPD Grant information excerpted from: “Georgia Tourism Industry
Portal | Marketgeorgia.Org”. and “Tourism Product Development
Agreement Application Guidelines”.

IMPLEMENTATION

of tourism grants. The following sources would be
appropriate grant funding sources for the Clinton Tanyard
site104:
Historic Preservation Fund (HPF)

Application packets for the next cycle of federal grants
made available to Certiﬁed Local Governments interested
in completing survey and planning or building/site-speciﬁc
predevelopment projects are now available on HPD’s Web
site.
Eligible survey and planning activities include surveys,
National Register nominations, design guidelines,
brochures, website development, heritage education
materials, workshops, conferences, etc. Eligible
predevelopment projects include activities such as historic
structure reports, preservation plans, or architectural
drawings and speciﬁcations.
Historic Landscape and Garden Grant

Historic gardens or landscapes owned by public, nonproﬁt
organizations may be eligible for 50/50 matching grants
with a maximum of $3,000 per grant. This year the
Garden Club is partnering with the Georgia Department
of Economic Development to emphasize the importance
of historic landscapes to heritage tourism within the
state. As a result, projects funded should focus on the
preservation, conservation, or marketing of the state’s
historic landscapes or gardens. Eligible activities to be
considered this year include projects that enhance the
experience of tourists as they visit a historic landscape/
garden. For more information on the program and to
download an application, go to the Garden Club of
Georgia’s website.
Recreational Trails Program Grants

The United States Congress appropriates funding for
the Program, and the Federal Highway Administration
manages the Program, but it is administered at the state
level. In Georgia, administration is handled by staff of
the Department of Natural Resources, Division of Parks,
Recreation and Historic Sites. Grants are awarded to
city governments, county governments, federal agencies,
authorized commissions, as well as state agencies.
The purpose of the RTP is to provide and maintain
recreational trails and trail-related facilities identiﬁed
in, or that further a speciﬁc goal of, the Statewide
Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP).
104. Excerpted from “Georgia Tourism Industry Resources |
Marketgeorgia.Org”.

Transportation Enhancement Funding

The Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT)
has announced a new round of federally funded
Transportation Enhancement (TE) funding. GDOT will
be electronically accepting TE applications. Applications
must be sponsored by a government entity and requires a
minimum of 20% local matching funds.
The Division of Public Programs at the U.S. National
Endowment Fund for the Humanities (NEH)

The Division of Public Programs at the U.S. national
Endowment for Humanities (NEH) funds humanities
projects that are intended for broad public audiences at
museums, libraries, historic sites and other historical and
cultural organizations. New application guidelines are now
posted on the NEH websites for its America’s Historical
and Cultural Organizations grant competition. Other
grant information is also available at the website. Grants
support interpretive exhibitions, reading or ﬁlm discussion
series, historic site interpretation, lecture series and
symposia, and digital projects. NEH encourages projects
that offer multiple formats and make creative user of
new technology to deliver humanities content. Program
ofﬁcers in the Division of Public Programs are available
to discuss project ideas or to read a draft of a proposal.
Questions should be directed to the NEH Division of
Public Programs at 202-606-8269 for more information.
The Georgia Humanities Council Grant Program

The program provides ﬁnancial support for cultural and
humanities-based educational programs that strengthen
local communities by providing opportunities for learning
and discussion among all participants. Grants are awarded
to such nonproﬁt organizations as museums, libraries,
historical societies, community groups, educational
institutions and government agencies. This category is
most appropriate for single or short-term public programs.
Examples include speakers, traveling exhibits, book or ﬁlm
discussions, or interpretive programs at historic sites.
Save America’s Treasures Grants

Grants are available for preservation and/or conservation
work on nationally signiﬁcant intellectual and cultural
artifacts and historic structures and sites. Intellectual and
cultural artifacts include artifacts, collections, documents,
sculpture, and works of art. Historic structures and sites
include historic districts, sites, buildings, structures, and
objects. Grants are awarded to Federal, state, local, and
tribal government entities, and non-proﬁt organizations
through a competitive matching-grant program.
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Preservation Services Fund Grants

Administered by the National Trust for Historic
Preservation, these grants are awarded to nonproﬁt
organizations and public agencies for preservation
planning and education efforts. Grant awards range
from $500 to $5,000. For more information, contact
the Southern Ofﬁce of the National Trust for Historic
Preservation at 843-722-8552 or soro@nthp.org.
National Endowment for the Humanities, Division of
Public Programs Grant

The Division of Public Programs at the National
Endowment for the Humanities funds public projects at
museums, libraries, historic sites, and other historical and
cultural organizations. The organization offers grants that
support historic site interpretation, exhibits, reading or ﬁlm
discussion series, symposia, and digital projects. For more
information contact the Division of Public Programs, 202606-8269.
The Historic Preservation Fund (HPF) Grant
Program

The Historic Preservation Fund (HPF) Grant program is
appropriated annually from Congress through the National
Park Service to the states. The 60/40 matching grants
enable cities, towns, and rural areas to undertake projects
that aid in the preservation of historic properties. Eligible
survey and planning activities include surveys, National
Register nominations, design guidelines, brochures,
web site development, heritage education materials,
workshops/conferences, etc. Eligible predevelopment
projects include activities such as historic structure
reports, preservation plans, or architectural drawings and
speciﬁcations.

Additional Funding Sources

National Trust for Historic Preservation Fund Grants

Grants from National Trust Preservation Funds (NTPF)
are intended to encourage preservation at the local level
by providing seed money for preservation projects. These
grants help stimulate public discussion, enable local
groups to gain the technical expertise needed for particular
projects, introduce the public to preservation concepts and
techniques, and encourage ﬁnancial participation by the
private sector. The National Trust is particularly interested
in projects that relate to the preservation priorities listed
below.
Building sustainable communities: Does your project
demonstrate that historic preservation supports
economic, environmental and cultural sustainability in
communities?
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Reimagining historic sites: Does your project use
innovative, replicable strategies that create new models
for historic site interpretation and stewardship?
Promoting diversity and place: Does your project
broaden the cultural diversity of historic preservation?
Protecting historic places on public lands
Grants generally start at $2,500 and range up to
$5,000. The selection process if very competative.
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12/29/1992 William W. Lucado Jr.

245

209210
94

236

275

265

SS (?)

244

6/19/1996

322

9/15/1941

5/14/1990

4/10/1992

Southern Family Fund Limited
Partnership No. 2

6/19/1996

Lavada A. Holsenbeck (mother)

Arnold Holsenbeck (deceased/will)

Mercer University

Southern Family Fund Limited
Partnership No. 1, Southern Family
Fund Limited Partnership No. 2

Grantor

Date

Page
No.

Deed
Book
322

S. A. Holsenbeck (son)

Mercer University

Southern Family Fund Limited
Partnership No. 2
William W. Lucado Jr.

Old Clinton Historical Society

Old Clinton Historical Society

Grantee

“All that tract or parcel of land more particularly
described as follows: ‘A certain house and lot in Clinton,
Jones County, Georgia, known as the William G. Morgan
home place and including adjoining lands as follows: the Thigpen lot on corner, the Tan yard lot and pastures
adjoining it,the Tye lot, formerly owned by Mrs. Helen E.
Holsenbeck, and a part of a street known as Madison
Street… All of the above described parcels containing
about Fifteen (15) acres more or less, and bounded as
follows…”
Including
o Tan Yard Lot and pastures
o Thigpen Lot on the corner
o Tye Lot (formerly owned by Mrs. Helen
E. Holsenbeck
o Madison St (quit claim deed from City of
Grey to W.C. Holsenbeck)
Adjoining properties:
o T.W. Ellis
o Holmes Caliph
o W.W. Barron
o R.B. Ross

**see picture of deed for description

18.29 acres

*See plat for division of parcels

*See plat for division of parcels
Parcel 1, containing 2.83 acres
Parcel 2, containing 4.34 acres
Parcel 5, containing 8.26 acres

Parcel 4, containing 1.29 acres

Description
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7/27/1936
1/1/1920

Date

C.W. Holsenbeck
W. M. Holsenbeck

Grantor

Town of Gray
L. A. Holsenbeck of Barrow
** probably Lavada A.

Grantee

“A certain house and lot in Clinton … Known as the
William G. Morgan home place and including adjoining
lands as follows: The Thigpen lot on corner, the Tan Yard
lot and pastures adjoining it, the Tye Lot, formerly
owned by Mrs. Helen E. Holsenbeck, and a part of a
street known as Madison Street, said section of street
being fully described in quit claim deed from City of Gray
to W.C. Holsenbeck, all of the above described parcels
containing about Fifteen (15) acres more or less and
bounded as follows: Beginning at corner on ClintonWayside public oad and running east thence south with
Gresham property to Gray-Clinton public road right-ofway, thence along said right-of-way to corner with lands
of Mrs. T.W. Ellis, thence north along line with Ellis,
thence east along line with Ellis to corner with Holmes
Caliph, thence north along line with Caliph to coner with
W. W. Barron Estate, thence west along line with Barron
Estate to corner with R. B. Ross and straight along Ross’s
line to corner, thence ssouth with Ross line to corner
thence west with Ross line to corner on Clinton-Wayside
road, thence along said road to beginning corner.
Excluded from this, a tract along line of Ellis,
approximately three quarters of an are, Ninety (90) feet
by Three Hundred and Sixty-three (363) feet C. W.
Holsenbeck to Town of Gray, Book “SS” Page 257.
3/4 acre leading from public highway to spring lot
“a certain house and lot in Clinton, Jones County,
Georgia known as the William G. Morgan home place
and including adjoining lands as flows: the Thigpen lot
on corner, the tan yard lot and pastures adjoining it, and
the Tye lot formerly belonging to Mrs. Holsenbeck
containing in all fourteen (14) acres more or less and
bounded as follows: Beginning at corner and running
east with street , thence south with lane to Gray Clinton

Description
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Page
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435

??
??
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Book

JJ

EE
FF

12/9/1913
3/31/1911

11/1/1919

Date

Harriett L. Morgan
Miss H. L. Morgan of Jones Co.

Helen E. Holsenbeck

Grantor

William M. Holsenbeck
Mrs. Helen E. Holsenbeck of
Jones Co.

W. M. Holsenbeck

Grantee

“Being all of a certain house and lot in the town of
Clinton and known as the residence of the late William
G. Morgan including the Thigpen shop lot*, the tan yard
lot and the pasture lot attached and containing about 10
acres, more or less and bounded as follows: on the
North by lands of W. W. Barron and Holmes Caliph, on

Power of Attorney
“house and lot in Clinton”

public road thence along side thence east along line with
Mrs. Ellis to corner with Holmes Caliph thence north
along line with Holmes Caliph to corner with W. W.
Barron thence west along line with W. W. Barron to
corner with Mrs. F. E. Ross thence south with Mrs Ross
to corner thence west to corner south to corner and
west to corner along lines with Mrs. Ross to Clinton
Wayside public road thence with said road to beginning
corner.”
“A certain house and lot in Clinton, Jones County,
Georgia, known as the William G. Morgan home place
and including adjoining lands as follows: the Thigpen lot
on corner, the tan yard lot and pastures adjoining it,
including in all ten (10) acres more or less; also the old
Tye lot in from of the above named tracts and lying on
the Clinton and Gray public road and containing Four (4)
acres more or less all of the above named tracts
adjoining each other and being in one body, and
bounded as follows: on the north by lands of W. W.
Barron and Mrs. F.E. Ross, on the west by lands of Mrs.
F. E. Ross and the Clinton-Round Oak public road and
street and lane opposite lands of J.W. Gresham on South
and East by above Street, the Clinton-Gray public road
and lands of Mrs. Sallie Ellis, and on the East by lands of
Mrs. Ellis and Holmes Caliph.”
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6/19/1880

William G. Morgan

12/15/1887 William G. Morgan

Date

Roland T. Ross

Julius W. Hutchings

Grantee

**unclear if this in the project area or not
“…the said William G. Morgan has made and delivered
to the said Mrs. Francis E. Ross his certain promissory
note subscribed with his hand and bearing date as
herein stated to wit-one note for the sum of three
hundred dollars dated June 19th 1880 due one day after
date and signed by said William G. Morgan with interest
at eight percent per annum whereas the said William G.
Morgan hath promised to pay the said F. E. Ross three
hundred dollars for value received…now for and in
consideration of the sum of five dollars by the said party
of the second part to the said party of the first part in
hand paid the receipt where?? is hereby acknowledged
as well as for the better securing the payment of the
aforesaid promissory note, the said William G. Morgan
hath granted bargained and sod and doth by these
presents grant bargain and sell unto the said Mrs.
Frances E. Ross …the following property to wit … all of

the East by lands of Holmes Caliph, on the South by T.
W. Ellis, and public road and on the west by public road
and Mrs. F. E. Ross. …”
“all the following described property to wit all of one
half undivided interest in and to a certain four acre lot in
the town of Clinton in Jones County Georgia known as
the Charles Meriwether Sr. and Jr. lot of land whereon
they reside containing four acres more or less and being
that half interest which I purchased of said Charles
Meriwether Sr. by deed bearing date 10/13/1887 being
the half interest in said lot of Charles Meriwether Sr. and
fully described in his said deed to me-said deed was
signed by both Charles Meriwether Sr. and Jr. Said lot of
land adjoining R. Hardeman Jacob P Hutchings-Blanton
Hardeman and others, and situate about ¼ of a mile east
of the Court-House in Clinton …”

Description
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Page
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529

420

281282

Deed
Book

T

P

P

1/10/1835

10/4/1836

3/10/1873

Date

William Morgan

William G. Morgan

William G. Morgan

Grantor

John L. Lewis

Edmund P. Morgan (of the
town of Middlefield County of
Hampshire and State of
Massachusetts)

Roland T. Ross

Grantee

**unclear if this is in project area or not
“…all that tract or parcel of land adjoining the town of
Clinton, Mrs. Marcus, Lockett, and others formerly
owned by Harris Allen Esquire, sold as the property of
his Estate, purchased by Cynthia K. Allen and deeded by
her to the said William Morgan and now occupied by
heirs, containing six acres be the same more or less…”
“…as well as for the securing to the said John L. Lewis
the payment of a certain promissory note given to heir
by the said William Morgan for the sum of three
hundred and thirty-two dollars with interest from the
date if not punctually paid … and due the twenty fifth

his one half interest undivided in five hundred and fifty
acres of land more or less in Jones County including
houses and all improvements and appurtenances
thereto and thereon situate one mile east of the town of
Clinton whereon John Morgan now resides and I hereby
waive all right of homestead and exemption in said land
in favor of this debt for myself and family as
contemplated by the Constitution of 1877 the amount
allowed therein having been reserved from other
property…”
“…all that parcel of land…adjoining the house lot of the
place known as the Lockett residence lately owned by
Col. Jas. H. Blount - now the property of said Roland T.
Ross- and particularly described as flows being a small
stripe or piece of land-thirty yard by twenty yards depth
and width running on a straight line west, the lot above
mentioned commencing at the north corner of the
stable of said Ross lying immediately back of and of the
same width of said house lot and adjoining the same the
present fence as put up by said Ross is hereby
constituted in the line and boundary of said piece of
land…”

Description
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N

J

C

6/8/1811

1/10/1817

9/18/1827

1/10/1835

Date

John P. (or G.?) Cook

John J. Ernest

John Jones

Cynthia K. Allen (of the County of
Houston)

Grantor

John Jones

John Allen

Harris Allen

William Morgan

Grantee

“…all my tract or parcel of land adjoining the town of
Clinton on which said Morgan now lives supposed to
own six acres formerly owned by John Jones adjoining
the lots of Mrs. Marcus and James Lockett…”
“…all that tract of land…containing eight acres more or
less with a two story house and improvements thereon
Tanyard thereto attached with all the appurtenances
thereunto belonging lying on Madison and Pinckney
Streets existing between the tanyard and said house lot
deeded from different persons to said Allen …”
‘…ten acres more or less …being on the southwest side
of the road leading from Clinton to Monticello …”
"...one half of a lot of land ... the whole containing four
acres and fifty four rod fronting Pinckney Street six
chains thirty two links north 45 east eight chains 55 links

“from the claim or claims of the said William Morgan
and all other person or persons whosoever subject ????
to the following condition-that is to say, if the said
William Morgan shall well and truly pay or cease to be
paid said promissory at maturity and all interest which
may accrue thereon then and in that event as well this
deed of mortgage as said promissory note shall cease,
determine and become null and void-but otherwise to
be and remain in full force and virtue.”

“…unto the said John L. Lewis…all that tract or parcel of
land adjoining the town of Clinton, Mrs. Marcus, Lockett,
and others formerly owned by Harris Allen, sold as the
property of his estate, purchased by Cynthia K. Allen and
now occupied by him containing six acres be the same
more or less to have and to hold the said tract or parcel
of land…”

day of December…”

Description
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Grantor

John Rosser

John Jacob Earnest
John Jacob Earnest
John Jacob Earnest
John Jacob Earnest

1/6/1810

?
?
?
11/1811

11/27/1810 John J. Ernest

Date

John Rosser
Thomad Radney
James Jordan Jr.
Radford Cotton

William Williams

John P. (or G?) Cook (of S.
Carolina)

Grantee

“…two acre lots known by the Nos. 7 & 9…”

**unclear which lot number

"...a certain lot or parcel of land ... fronting Pinckney
Street ... to the spring branch thence up with the
meanders thereof to the spring square together with
benefit of said branch for the use of a tan yard, thence
with the lines of said square and Madison Street to the
intersection of Pinckney Street containing four acres fifty
four rod..."
“…certain lot of land joining Rosser and Jordan fronting
Madison Street …containing one fourth part of an
acre…”

to the spring branch thence with the said branch or up it
to the spring square thence with the line of said square
and Madison Street to the intersection of Pinckney
Street containing in the whole four acres fifty four rod
with the allowance of the branch for the use of a
Tanyard be the same more or less to have and to hold
unto him the said John Jones, his heirs and abiding
forever together with all and singular the rights
members and appertainces thereunto belonging or in
any wise appertaining to the aforementioned half lot of
land as before described only each person to have his
improvements valued if ever solely by c???? of parties ,
and the said John G. Cooke against all other rights or
lawful claims of any other person or persons, whatever
do warrant and defend the above bargained premises of
two acres or half lot as aforementioned of four acres
and fifty four rod unto him the said Jones, his heirs, and
??? ...?"
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E

W

9/1/1887

9/24/1808

9/28/1987

3/17/1993

6/17/1987

11/2/1994

Date

John H. Morgan & William G.
Morgan

John J. Ernest

Audrey B. Black

Audrey Black Tureaud

James Emory, Inc.

Willie L. Massey

Grantor

Division of property between
joint land owners

John Rosser

James Emory, Inc.

Susie P. Black

Willie L Massey

To Southern Family Fund
Limited Partnership No. 2 to
Old Clinton Historical Society

Grantee

**this is Lot 4 of the James Emory, Inc. subdivision of
property
“…fronting Pulaski Street or the road to Milledgeville
…known by the No. 4…”
“…a certain body of land…being part of lots No 45-4627to 28 in the said District being the southwest side of
the joint plantation now owned by them near the town
of Clinton. They having this day divided the same and
this parcel bounded as follows – on the north end by the
land of H. S. Greaves on the south west side by R. J. Ross

“All that tract or parcel of land lying and being in the
Town of Clinton, Land Lot 21, 9th Land District, Jones
County, Georgia, being known and designated as Lot 4,
containing 1.066 acres, more or less, according to a plat
of a subdivision survey for James Emory, Inc…”

**this is Lot 4 of the James Emory, Inc. subdivision of
property

** this is Lots 2 and 3 of the James Emory, Inc.
subdivision of property; Lot 2 is outside of the project
area
“Lot 4…containing 1.066 acres, more or less, made by
Frank R. Eady, Jr., Georgia Registered Land Surveyor No.
1906, dated May 15, 1987…”

** this is Lots 2 and 3 of the James Emory, Inc.
subdivision of property; Lot 2 is outside of the project
area
Lots 2 and 3 containing 2.042 acres

**Lot 7 is in project area while Lot 9 is not
Lots 2 and 3 containing 2.042 acres

Description
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Grantor

John J. Ernest

10/26/1812 John J. Ernest

6/1816

12/27/1816 John J. Ernest

12/27/1816 John J. Ernest

Date

James Comer

Town of Gray

David T. Milling

David T. Milling

Grantee

"land containing one half acre including the principal
spring that lies between the said Earnest dwelling house,
and Madison Street of the town of Clinton, and including
a continuation of said street directly down to the Spring
Square..."
“…all that lot or one acre of land lying on the main road?

1/2 acre of land including spring between John J. Earnest
house and Madison St.

Lot 3 of the Earnest Plan; contains the Kingman-Comer
House
Drawing of spring lot

**deed contains a drawing of the parcel
Lot 3 of Earnest plan; contains the Kingman-Comer
House
“…all that lot or parcel of land situate lying and being on
Pulaski Street in the town of Clinton it being the
southwestern half of an acre lot known and
distinguished in Earnest plan of said town by lot (no. 3)”

**this appears to a division of property owned by the
Morgans located beyond the tanyard property; unclear
exactly of the location and if it connects with the same
branch

trustee of wife and children-on the south end by the
public road and J. H. Blount Trustee and on the north
east side by the dividing line made running parallel
through said plantation at an angle of degrees NE and
SW making a Spanish Oak the corner on the dividing line
at the branch in lot no 46 and containing three hundred
and twenty five acres more or less with all the rights,
members, and appurtenances to said John H. Morgan …”

Description
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492493

296297

391392

111
317318
530

B

H

B

E
D

4/9/1810

4/1/1812
12/2/1811

3/29/1810

8/29/1810

8/31/1810

Date

Sara Granberry

Samuel Cooke
John J. Ernest

John J. Ernest

John J. Ernest

John J. Ernest

Grantor

John Jacob Ernest

Daniel Rosfer??
Samuel Cook

Robert Beasley

Robert Hutchings

James Jordan

Grantee

“..a certain lot or parcel of land…(Lot No. 20) drawn by
Sarah Granberry
...all that tract or parcel of land containing 202 1/2 acres
granted by the state to Sara Granberry drawn in the last
land lottery…”

Leading from Clinton to Milledgeville adjoining James
Stafford?”
**this is Lot 1 of the Earnest Plan; contains the KingmanComer House
“lot in or near the town of Clinton joining? and fronting
Madison Street 157 ft. and fronting Pinckney Street 209
ft. and back for compliment containing 120 rod the same
being the lot of land whereon the said Jordan now lives”
“…a certain lot in or near the town of Clinton joining and
fronting Pulaski Street containing one hundred forty one
and half rod and fronting Pinkney Street whereas on the
said Hutchings now lives…”
**this is Lot 2 of the Earnest Plan; contains the BarronMauldin House
...all that lot or parcel of land , known by number five (5)
... containing one acre cornering on Madison and
Pinckney street...
**More recently owned by William M. Lucado
**plat- shows plan bottom left lot of 2.223 Acres w/ a 2
story frame residence at corner of Randolph Street and
Old Clinton Road and along Madison Street – bounded
by Holsenbeck property

Description

This research is annotated research based on deeds of the Jones County Clerk of Courts located at the Jones County Courthouse, located in Gray, Jones County
Georgia. 110 S Jefferson St, Gray, GA 31032
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OLD CLINTON HISTORICAL SOCIETY SITE MASTER PLAN

OCHS Site Master Plan
Process Overview
Project Scope
“The Old Clinton Historical Society (OCHS) was formed
in 1974 to preserve, protect, and enhance the unique
character of the Old Clinton Historic District for the
education, appreciation, and enjoyment of present and
future generations.”1 The property which surrounds the
Clinton Tanyard Site is an extension of this vision. The
site is home to two historic structures and several archaeological sites. The structures are not original to the site,
but by hosting them on this OCHS property, OCHS aims
to preserve and interpret them in manner compatible with
Old Clinton and the resources original to the property.
Due to budgetary constraints, the scope for the project to
address a Master Plan for the OCHS property (see Figure
1) beyond the Tanyard Site was limited to the following
tasks:
Task 1: Summary of 2001 Inventory & Analysis of
Block A
Task 2: Summary of 2001 Inventory & Analysis of
Block B
Task 3: Summary of 2001 Inventory & Analysis of
Block C
Task 4: Master Plan Parking & Visitor Services in
Block C
Task 5: Trail Master Plan and Recommendations for
Blocks A, B, and C
All plans were presented and approved to OCHS and the
steering committee. Presentations were on July 24, 2015,
October 12, 2015, and February 20, 2016.

Historical Summary
The history of this property is summarized in the Tanyard
Master Plan document. Since the tanyard was contained
within this tract up until it was deeded to Jones County in
2009, the two sites have a shared history. Deed research
associated with the site is summarized in Appendix A.
1. “Old Clinton Historical Society Clinton, GA”.

Figure 1: Blocks A-C (archaeological sites are denoted with 9J#) on OCHS property as deﬁned by 2001 Battle and Owens report. From pg. 2 of report.

OCHS Property Inventory and Analysis
Summary
Due to the limited scope of this project, TJC conducted
ﬁeld survey and a brief overview of site conditions at
the OCHS property to evaluate areas for development of
master plan parking and visitor services in Block C. Illustrations C, D, and E show compiled inventory information
for soils, vegetation and circulation opportunities for the
entire property. These were used in the development of
the trail master plan and visitor services area.

Block A Inventory and Analysis Summary
Block A of the OCHS Property includes the former site
of several undocumented buildings which stood between
the intersection of Old Clinton Road (Pulaski Street) and
the former location of Pinkney Street. Block A includes
archaeological site 9JO280. According to the 2001 archaeology report,
“9JO280 is a historic house site which dates approximately 1825 to 1865. Since the structure is not
well documented in historic records it was unlikely
to have survived long after the Civil War. Surface
features of the site include a circular brick-lined well,
two brick rubble piles, and a stone block rubble pile
(Figures 11 - 14). The rubble piles may have been

MASTER PLAN B1

APPENDIX B

Figure 3: 1954 Aerial image cropped to the Morgan-Holsenbeck homesite.
Figure 2: 1938 Aerial cropped to the Morgan-Holsenbeck homesite.

partially produced during the razing of the site.”2
The report continues that the installation of irrigation in
this portion of the site is indicated by soil disturbance. The
archaeological team recovered a total of 415 archaeological items from the site mostly consisting of kitchen and
architectural matter.3
According to the report, “The house site is potentially
eligible for the National Register based on artifact diversity
and the possibility for subsurface features. The early date
for the house and its location in the town of Old Clinton
also contribute to the signiﬁcance of the site. The site
is a potentially contributing resource to the Old Clinton
Historic District.”4

Block B Inventory and Analysis Summary
Block B of the OCHS Property includes the former site
of the Morgan-Holsenbeck Home. This home is located
in archaeological site 9JO281. According to the archaeological report, the “historic house was built by John Jones
sometime after 1811 when he purchased the property. The
artifacts indicate a date range of 1825 to 1865. Subsurface features of the site include a partially collapsed well,
two brick rubble piles, a short stone wall, and a rectangular
cellar depression.”5 According to local residents, this house
was standing into the mid-twentieth century.6
2. Battle and Owens, 2001, pg. 21.
3. Ibid., 21-22.
4. Ibid., 27.

According to the archaeological team, “The structure is
potentially eligible for the National Register due to the
variety and density of artifacts, the presence of archaeological features, and the history of the structure. The site
is a potentially contributing resource to the Old Clinton
Historic District.”7
A 1938 aerial photograph of the property shows the
homesite and several groups of trees adjacent. The home
is in the middle of a fairly clear area with the Pinkney
Street and Madison Street roadbeds still apparent. The
wood line is signiﬁcantly further away from the house than
the current condition (Figure 2).
A 1954 aerial photograph shows that the homesite is no
longer apparent and the cleared areas apparent in the 1938
photo are smaller as trees are beginning to grow in formerly cleared ﬁelds (Figure 3).

Block C Inventory and Analysis Summary
Block C of the OCHS Property includes the tanyard
archaeological site 9JO282 (inventoried in detail in the
attached Clinton Tanyard Master Plan) as well as the surrounding property to the property boundary including Pulaski Street. Outside of the tanyard area, no archaeological
data was located. There is potential that several outbuildings potentially associated with the tannery site are located
north of 9JO282. However, no archaeological evidence of
these buildings has been located to date.
Beyond the tanyard archaeological site most of Block C
consists of irregularly sloped land surrounding the tanyard
creek. Several areas show signs of “gullies” or steep drop-

5. Ibid., 29.
6. Fischetti, “Clinton Tanyard Final Master Plan Presentation 2/20/2016”.
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7. Battle and Owens, 2001, 36.
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offs in elevation likely created by erosion associated with
agricultural runoff during the early 19th century. According
to landowners adjacent to the property, the majority of
this property was clear cut in the mid-1990s.8 There are
areas of dense undergrowth throughout Block C, mostly
associated with streambanks and invasive exotics. According to the 2001 archaeological report, “the soils are heavily
eroded due to the slope in this portion of the project area
and the extensive ground disturbance. In addition, water
pumps and a large-scale subsurface sprinkler system was
installed by a previous owner who had plans to develop the
property into a landscaped forest and garden or nursery.”
Evidence of the sprinkler system and the plants associated with the nursery were apparent at the site during this
investigation. The 2001 report did not include any shovel
testing northeast of the tanyard creek, but the archaeological team had little reason to believe there was archaeological data in this area as they state in the report, “the area
of Block C on the northeast side of Tanyard Branch could
serve as a parking area for the park since it is devoid of
cultural material and has been extensively disturbed.9

2. Improving Visitor Orientation and Facilities:
One of the major issues faced by OCHS and Old
Clinton is the need for visitor facilities. Currently
the OCHS property and Old Clinton has no public
restroom facilities or gathering areas. There are no
provisions for bus parking within the immediate area.
Visitor parking at the school house site detracts from
the historic character of the property.
3. Implications for Future Landscape Maintenance:
The potential beneﬁts of any treatment recommendations for the OCHS site must be balanced against
implications for future maintenance. Any treatment
undertaken must be evaluated for its impact on future
maintenance practices and available maintenance resources (budget and staff). Currently, there is no staff
associated with the OCHS property. All maintenance
is done with volunteer labor. Adding facilities to the
site will require planning for capital support for stewardship and maintenance.

Feature Level Issues:

Master Plan Recommendations
Landscape Treatment Issues at the Old Clinton Historical Society Property
Throughout the course of this project, and through
conversation with OCHS and the steering Committee,
the following major issues regarding the OCHS property
were identiﬁed. This Master Plan attempts to address these
issues to the fullest extent possible, while at the same time
mitigating the effects of the proposed treatments on the
historic landscape. The issues identiﬁed are broken into
management level issues and feature level issues. Management level issues are those which relate to the entire
property in general, not any particular feature, and need
to be addressed on a broad, site-wide scale. Feature level
issues are those which effect individual features or types of
features.

Management Level Issues:

1. Fulﬁlling Interpretive Goals:
The lack of current park facilities limits the interpretive potential of the site by focusing mostly on the
Pine Ridge School house and not the property as a
whole, the Clinton Tanyard, or the Morgan-Holsenbeck homesite. It is the intent of OCHS to interpret
the entire property.
8. Hamilton, Discussion regarding OCHS Property.
9. Battle and Owens, 2001, 50.

1. Managing Successional Forest Growth and Invasive Exotics in Open Field Areas, Roadbeds, and
Forested Areas
During the historic period, the landscape at the OCHS
property included agricultural ﬁelds and wooded areas
sloping down to the Clinton Tanyard site. The road
grid of Clinton extended into the property. These
spaces were integral to deﬁning the site’s historic
character during the antebellum period and its use
as a tanyard. Since that time a series of owners, the
division and consolidation of the tract has left some
areas logged and open to successional forest and invasive exotic growth. The agricultural areas adjacent to
Pulaski Street and Randolph Streets have been maintained as open with canopy, but it has continually been
encroached upon by the adjacent woodland. The Madison Street roadbed has been maintained by mowing,
but the Pinkney Street Roadbed has been abandoned.
2. Managing Declining Historic Vegetation and
Invasive Exotics
There are likely no plants at the site that date from
the antebellum period of signiﬁcance. There may be a
remnant tree associated with the Morgan-Holsenbeck
homesite (large Mulberry.) The logging that occurred
on the site in the 1990s created unshaded woodland
pockets that are being overtaken by invasive exotic
vegetation. Without proper maintenance and management, these areas will spread into open grassed zones
and understory woodland areas.
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3. Managing Use and Preservation of Cultural
Landscape Features
The historic structures on the site (the Pine Ridge
School house and the Law Ofﬁce), though not original to the OCHS property, do provide interpretive
opportunities at the site. The archaeological sites and
the ruins at the Morgan-Holsenbeck homesite provide
opportunities for the interpretation of the connection
of the site to the Clinton Tanyard, the evolution of
Old Clinton, and modern day practices in archaeology.

Landscape Treatment Alternatives
The OCHS site is within the limits of the Old Clinton
Historic District as shown on the map in the National Register of Historic Places Nomination.10 Therefore, decisions
regarding its management should be consistent with The
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties.
Four approaches are currently recognizes by the Secretary
of the Interior for the treatment of historic resources:
preservation, rehabilitation, reconstruction, and restoration.
Preservation maintains the existing integrity and character
of a cultural landscape by arresting or retarding deterioration caused by natural forces and normal use. It includes
both maintenance and stabilization. Maintenance is a
systematic activity mitigating wear and deterioration of a
cultural landscape by protecting its condition. In light of
the dynamic qualities of a landscape, maintenance is essential for the long-term preservation of individual features
and integrity of the entire landscape. Stabilization involves
re-establishing the stability of an unsafe, damaged, or deteriorated cultural landscape while maintaining its existing
character.
Rehabilitation improves the utility or function of a
cultural landscape, through repair or alteration, to make
possible an efﬁcient compatible use while preserving those
portions or features that are important to deﬁning its
signiﬁcance.
Restoration accurately depicts the form, features and
character of a cultural landscape as it appeared at a speciﬁc
period or as intended by its original constructed design. It
may involve the reconstruction of missing historic features, and selective removal of later features, some having
cultural value in themselves.
10. However, the sites within this property are not individually listed as contributing resources. McGregor, National Register Of Historic Places Inventory/
Nomination Form for “Old Clinton Historic District”.
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Reconstruction entails depicting the form, features and
details of a non-surviving cultural landscape, or any part
thereof, as it appeared at a speciﬁc period or as intended
by its original constructed design.

Recommended Landscape Treatment Alternative
Based on consultation with OCHS and the steering committee, an analysis of existing conditions and historical
documentation, and an assessment of the integrity of the
existing landscape, sensitive rehabilitation is the preferred
treatment alternative for the historic landscape at the
OCHS property. Implementing rehabilitation as the primary treatment at the OCHS property will allow the park to
provide public education through interpretive signs, protect existing resources at the property, and improve visitor
access and experience at the property. Under rehabilitation,
OCHS can construct visitor orientation facilities on the
site as possible and as long as they do not destroy historic
materials and are compatible with the site’s historic character. This treatment also allows the property managers to
retain alterations to the site (such as the relocated historic
buildings) while not compromising the integrity of the
site. The recommendations in the master plan are intended
to guide the future development and maintenance of the
landscape at the OCHS property.

Process
Master plan concepts were developed in several stages with
input from OCHS members. After research, ﬁeldwork,
existing conditions documentation and analysis were completed and presented, the project team drafted proposed
program elements and preliminary site concepts to begin
discussion with the steering committee. (Note: the contract
for master planning for the OCHS property included a
review and update of existing conditions as assessed by the
Archaeological Team in 2008. A full assessment was not
conducted due to budgetary constraints.)
The following proposed program elements were presented
and reﬁned with the steering committee.
Protection of existing archaeological resources including the Morgan-Holsenbeck Homesite and positive
archaeological test locations
Education of the public through interpretive signs
Provision of support services for tours – guided and
self-guided

OLD CLINTON HISTORICAL SOCIETY SITE MASTER PLAN

Provision of a exercise “loop trail”
Planning for nature trails
Planning of parking to support the Tanyard Site as
well as the OCHS property, including:
o

Room for 2-3 school buses to park

o

Room for approximately 20 cars to park

o

A restroom building

o

A pavilion

Connection to other historic resources both in the
surrounding property and in Old Clinton via trails
Retention of grassy areas for camping use during Civil
War Days
Preservation of the grassy area around the Pine Ridge
School house and Law Ofﬁce
The proposed program elements were used to inform a
Preliminary Site Concept and the Master Plan for the site.
The consultants presented several options for protection
of resources and visitor access to OCHS members and
Georgia RDC Staff. Concepts responded to landscape
characteristics and connection to adjacent historic resources in Old Clinton. The consultants illustrated the location
of the following features on the master plan: circulation,
invasive exotic vegetation removal, vegetation planting, and
the parking and visitor amenity area.

Figure 4: Enlargement of Parking Area in Block C.

Proposed Visitor Amenities
Parking and Trailhead
Currently, visitors to the OCHS site park near the Schoolhouse, accessing the site via a driveway cut near the Pinkney Street road trace. Parking in this area greatly detracts
from the historic character of the site. Visitor parking is
necessary but should be done in a sensitive manor. Users
currently park in an area where there are conﬁrmed archaeological sites. Therefore, relocation of visitor parking
is recommended.
An area of Block C has been identiﬁed by the archaeological report (2001 and 2008) as having little to no potential
for archaeological data. There is a road cut into this block
approximately 400 feet southwest of the intersection of
Thurmond Road and Pulaski Street. Due to the potential

Figure 5: Example of an open air picnic pavilion (https://www.anokacounty.us/ImageRepository/Path?filePath=%2Fdocuments%5CIntranet%5C111%5C222%5C1242%2FBunkerHills_PV2_a.jpg)

for vandalism, it is recommended that access to the parking lot be gated and controlled. The gate could be opened
during daylight hours by a volunteer or staff.
Figure 4 illustrates the layout of these proposed amenities.
The proposed parking area includes approximately eighteen car parking spaces as well as three spaces for buses.
An overﬂow area (turf) could accommodate additional
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Figure 6: Example of a stabilizer trail (Photo by author, 2008.)

Figure 7: Example of a mulched trail (Photo by author, 2001.)

parking needs during special events such as Civil War
Days. Shade trees should be included in the development
of parking lot plans. Additional proposed amenities in the
parking area include an open-air picnic pavilion (Figure 5)
with picnic tables, benches, and a small restroom facility.

for these routes. Maintenance of these trails requires monitoring for areas of erosion, removal of leaf litter monthly
(often done with a blower), and top-dressing with additional aggregate and stabilizer every three to ﬁve years.

This area will act as a trailhead for the trails leading to
the Clinton Tanyard site and the remainder of the OCHS
property. Interpretation at this location should orient visitors to the features of the site and the site’s history.

Trail Plan
Recommendations for circulation within the site have been
coordinated with efforts by Jones County to develop a
Master Plan for Clinton Tanyard site. (See the main body
of this report for recommendations within the 1.29 acres
of the tannery site.) The locations of these trails is shown
on Illustration F.
There are three goals of the trail network for the OCHS
Site. 1) Provide safe access for visitors to the Clinton Tanyard site; 2) provide a network of trails that provide recreation opportunities to members of the community; and 3)
provide for future connections to other historical sites in
the area. A hierarchy of trails will create a comprehensive
pedestrian system throughout the site.

Stabilizer Trail
The surface for the primary trails throughout the site will
be ten feet wide, paved in a pervious, natural appearing but
accessible surface called “Stabilizer” (Figure 6). This stabilizer trail system will be approximately 4,070 feet in length
and include spur trail connections to the Clinton Tanyard
site. Additional spur trails would connect to sites outside
the OCHS site in the future potentially including “Jake’s
Woods” north of the site and the historic cemetery and
Methodist Church to the west of the site. Coordination
with private owners including easements would be required
B6 CLINTON TANYARD • CLINTON, GEORGIA

Nature Trail
Secondary trails within the site would be ﬁve-foot wide
nature trails with a mulch surface (Figure 7). The proposed
routing is about 1,300 linear feet in length. These types
of trails require minimal disturbance for construction.
Maintenance includes monitoring for areas of erosion and
replacement of mulch on an annual basis or as needed.

Footbridges
Footbridges will be required for all stream crossings and
at the eroded gully areas. Any bridge construction within
the 25’ stream buffer will require a stream buffer variance
permit. Foot bridges should be equal or wider in width
to the trails which they intersect. Timber construction is
preferred at this site for aesthetic and functional reasons.
Footbridge locations are shown on Illustration F.

Interpretation Plan
Themes
Several themes are deemed appropriate for interpretation
at the OCHS. Appropriate locations for interpretation have
been identiﬁed and are shown on the OCHS Site Master
Plan.

Theme 1: Morgan-Holsenbeck Homestead/
Tannery
Interpretation of the tannery owners could be located at
the Morgan-Holsenbeck homestead. This would be an
ideal location to orient visitors who are approaching the
site from downtown Clinton to the amenities within the
OCHS property. Images of deeds showing the changes in
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Figure 8: Newly relocated Law Office with Pine Ridge School house in background (OCHS Website).

ownership in the property could be included in the interpretation as well as a brief overview of the tannery (e.g.
include an image of the historic tannery ledger to entice
visitors to visit that site as well.) It would also be appropriate to interpret the process of archeology and the types
of resources that have been located in this portion of the
site. For example, signs could include information on what
types of domestic and architectural archaeological data was
associated with the Morgan-Holsenbeck homesite.

Theme 2: Development of the Town Plan in
Clinton
Educational panels at the OCHS Site could also interpret
the evolution of the town plan of Clinton from the original founding of the town, the original town spring locations nearby, and history through the antebellum period.
These panels could include images of historic maps for
the area as well as images of some of Clinton’s famous
families and citizens.

Preservation and Maintenance Plan
All trails, historic features and new facilities will need to be
properly maintained to ensure the longevity of the ﬁnancial investments made by OCHS in this property.

Historic Buildings: Pine Ridge School House
and Relocated Law Ofﬁce (Figure 8)
Foundation and Steps.
Ensure that proper drainage is shedding water away from
footings and piers for the building. The non-historic wood
steps to the school should be monitored for rot and repaired as necessary.

Roofs.

Figure 9: Existing split rail fence at Randolph Street (Photo by author, 2015.)

replaced. Roof sheathing should be checked for proper
venting to prevent damage from moisture. Roof shingles
should be checked regularly for worn, loose or missing
shingles. Nails and clips should be checked for rust and
replaced in kind as necessary. Roof leaks should be immediately repaired. Inspections should be completed at least
twice per year in the late spring and early fall or if winds in
the area have exceeded over 40 miles per hour.

Windows and Doorframes.
Windows and shutters should be inspected twice per year
in the late spring and early fall to determine condition.
Windows can be made weather tight by re-caulking or
installing weather stripping as necessary.

Exterior Wood.
Retaining and preserving wood features such as siding is
essential to preserving the overall historic character of
historic buildings. Provide proper drainage and prevent
water from settling on horizontal surfaces or in decorative
features. Inspect painted wood surfaces twice per year
to determine schedule for re-painting. Power-washing is
not recommended as it can force water into crevices and
cause hidden deterioration. When repainting, retain layers
of paint as possible to protect wood from moisture and
UV light. If removal is necessary, hand-scrape, hand-sand,
repair and repaint. Any new wood work should be replace
“in kind” as possible, using the same materials, dimensions,
and conﬁguration as the original building elements.

Any gutters and downspouts should be checked an maintained regularly and any deteriorated ﬂashing should be
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Figure 10: Historic mulberry tree at Morgan-Holsenbeck Homesite (Photo by
author, 2015).

Figure 11: Madison Street road trace (Photo by author, 2015.)

Non-Historic Buildings: Existing Pavilion,
Proposed Restroom Facility, and Proposed
Visitor Pavilion

Treatment of Road Traces

The existing School House Pavilion and proposed structures should be maintained in good, working order. Responsible parties should employ someone to check systems
daily to make sure they are in operational condition. Roofs,
windows, and siding should be inspected on a semi-annual
basis.

Morgan-Holsenbeck Homesite (9J0281)
The Morgan-Holsenbeck Homesite should be maintained
as an archaeological site. Open areas should be maintained
by mowing (semi-weekly in summer) to prevent the historic area from becoming overgrown. Invasive exotics should
be removed as they appear (herbicide should be applied
to privet, English ivy, and wisteria.) A groundcover (such
as lawn) should be maintained in this area to protect the
archaeological resources. Existing historic vegetation such
as the mulberry tree (Figure 10) should be maintained and
preserved as long as possible. As possible a seedling from
this tree should be cultivated for replacement upon decline.
Underplanting should be implemented as indicated in the
master plan.

Treatment of Small-Scale Features
Fences.
The split rail fence at Randolph Street should be maintained with repairs made as necessary (Figure 9). Although
it is not known if there was a fence at this location, there
likely was some form of open ﬁeld delineation in this area.
The non-historic post and rail fence at the Madison Street
should be removed. The road edge will be delineated as
speciﬁed below.
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The road traces at the site should be rehabilitated to allow
for pedestrian trafﬁc and to interpret their former locations as an extension of the Old Clinton street grid.
Madison Street. The Madison Street roadbed is clear of
woody vegetation (Figure 11). The granite curb stones
in this area are currently obscured by excessive vegetation (Figure 12). The curb stones should be cleared of
overgrowth and maintained as the road edge. The road
trace should be rehabilitated and surfaced with a crushed
aggregate stabilizer surface. This surface will help the road
trace “read” in the landscape without the post and rail
fence. Since the original width of the road is unknown,
the width should match the extension of Madison Street
across Randolph Street. The centerline of both this road
trace and Madison Street should align. Any construction
that requires excavation in this area should be overseen by
an archaeologist.
Pinkney Street. The Pinkney Street road trace is currently
overrun with woody vegetation. This vegetation should
be removed and the road trace interpreted through paving
with a crushed aggregate stabilized surface. Since the
original width of the road is unknown, twelve to fourteen
feet (the width of a one lane road) should be adequate
for interpretive purposes. If further information on road
width (such as curbstones) is located during clearing of
vegetation, this should guide future development.

Treatment of Natural Features and Vegetation Removal
The wooded areas should not be allowed to impinge on
open ﬁeld areas. In the future, it would be desirable to
move the wood line further away from the Morgan-Holsenbeck homestead to aid in interpretation of this area.
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Figure 12: Granite curb stones at Madison Street road trace, obscured by vegetation (Photo by author, 2015).

The removal of invasive exotic vegetation within the
OCHS property boundary can be handled as outlined in
the Clinton Tanyard master plan. Mechanical removal can
be performed in areas without archaeological resources. Another method for removal could be a semi-annual
introduction of targeted grazing by animals. While not
recommended for sensitive archaeological areas, animals
have shown effectiveness in the removal of invasive exotic vegetation such as Japanese privet (ligustrum sinsense),
kudzu (Pueraria montana), Japanese honeysuckle (Lonicera
japonica) and English ivy (Hedera helix). All of these species
have been identiﬁed at the OCHS site. A combination
of maintenance regimes may be the best solution for the
OCHS property. An initial clearing of streambank exotics
either with machinery (bush-hog) or hand removal and a
subsequent chemical (Roundup) application would provide
an initial round of removal. In subsequent years, less aggressive methods such as maintenance by an animal heard
for a few weeks per year may help keep invasive exotics
removed from the site.

their decline can be mitigated with an underplanting plan.
Areas of underbrush should be removed to expand the
open ﬁeld areas to historic conditions as possible. This can
be done in phases. Expanding the open ﬁeld areas will also
provide additional “camp” areas for reenactments such as
Civil War Days.

Open ﬁeld areas should be under planted with small hardwood tree species to maintain tree cover (See Illustration
F). Since most of the trees in this area are of the same age,
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Cost Estimate
The attached cost estimate indicates the total site development costs associated with the rehabilitation of the
OCHS Site. Costs have been organized into the following
categories: (1) Demolition; (2) Site Construction; (3) Landscape Materials; and (4) Site Furnishings. The total cost
of $485,527 also includes a design contingency of 15%.
Other costs that should be considered for the site include a
topographic survey (estimated $6,000).
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$6,000.00

* Other Costs

Topographic Survey

$46,900.00

$485,527.00
$72,829.05

$7,500.00
$8,000.00
$2,400.00
$4,000.00
$25,000.00

$174,140.00

$22,500.00

$35,425.00

$192,786.00

Engineering, Landscape Architecture, Interpretive Panels

$1,500.00
$2,000.00
$1,200.00
$1,000.00
$5,000.00

$3,540.00
$13,425.00
$105,360.00
$19,815.00
$4,500.00
$27,500.00

$22,500.00

$15,000.00
$10,000.00
$5,000.00
$2,275.00
$3,150.00

$27,360.00
$19,176.00
$60,000.00
$75,000.00
$11,250.00
$8,880.00

$1,840.00
$11,936.00
$4,044.00

LS Total
$13,776.00

TOTAL
Design

ea
ea
ea
ea
ea

$3,000.00
$5.00
$6.00
$3.00
$300.00
$500.00

$1,500.00

$500.00
$50.00
$10.00
$35.00
$35.00

$16.00
$6.00
$30,000.00
$75,000.00
$25.00
$30.00

$2,000.00
$4.00
$4.00

UNIT COST SUB-TOTAL

5
4
2
4
5

ac
sy
sf
sf
lf
lf

ea

ea
ea
ea
cy
cy

sy
sf
ea
ea
lf
sf

ac
cy
lf

UNIT

SITE FURNISHINGS
benches
picnic tables
bike racks
trash receptacles
interpretive signage

1.18
2685
17560
6605
15
55

trails, planting areas
trails, clearings
8' wide, stabilizer
5' wide, mulch
wood (2 total)
Wood (1 total)

TRAIL SYSTEM/NATURAL AREAS
clearing and grubbing (51,393 sf)
grading
loop trail
nature trail
pedestrian bridges (6' wide)
pedestiran bridge (10' wide)

30
200
500
65
90

15

3" caliper
3 gallon
4" pots
4" deep
3 cy/tree

access road, parking lot
1710
bus drop off, walks to pavilion/restrooms 3196
2
1
link to service near Pulaski St
450
Morgan-Holsenbeck House footprint 296

0.92
2984
1011

QTY

LIGHTING
path lighting

LANDSCAPE MATERIALS
trees
shrubs
ground cover
mulch
soil mix

SITE CONSTRUCTION
asphalt paving (15,390 sf)
concrete paving (6 in. thick)
pavilion/picnic shelter
restrooms
water and sanitary sewer to building
mortared stone paving (148 lf)

Old Clinton Historical Society Tract (Site Surrounding Tanyard)
ITEM
DESCRIPTION
DEMOLITION
lot clearing (40,289 sf)
access road, parking lot, buildings
earthwork (40,289 sf, appr. 2' grade change)
access road, parking lot, buildings
silt fencing (erosion control)
access road, parking lot, buildings

Old Clinton Historical Society Tract Master Plan
Old Clinton Historical Society
Jones County, Georgia
Cost Estimate - April 15, 2016
The Jaeger Company

OLD CLINTON HISTORICAL SOCIETY SITE MASTER PLAN

MASTER PLAN B11

APPENDIX C
PRESENTATIONS TO
COMMISSION

4/18/2016

Clinton Tanyard Master Plan
Site Inventory & Final Master Plan Presentation
Jones County Board of Commissioners Workshop
January 19, 2016

Site Location
*

*

1

4/18/2016

Historical Significance
Criteria for evaluation. The quality of significance in American history, architecture,
archeology, engineering, and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures,
and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association and:
(a) that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of our history; or
(b) that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
(c) that embody distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic
values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components
may lack individual distinction; or
(d) that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history.

Existing Site Conditions

2

4/18/2016

Site Issues
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Listing on National Register of Historic Places
Treatment and Preservation of Archeological Resources
Interpretation Opportunities
Access, Visitor Circulation
Security of Resources
Elimination of invasive exotics and trees in vat areas
Further archeological investigation of surrounding
areas

3

4/18/2016

Final Master Plan

Treatment of Vat Area

4

4/18/2016

Treatment of Vat Area

Roof Structure and Boardwalk
Trails to Protect Vats

5

4/18/2016

Interpretive Overlooks

Connection to OCHS Site

6

4/18/2016

Connection to Area/Statewide Tourism

Heritage Tourism
• Heritage Tourists are:
– Well Educated‐ Education level is a significant factor that influences
cultural and heritage travel
– Older‐ Cultural and heritage participation peaks between 45 and
65….peak earning years
– Influenced by women‐ Typically women plan family vacations/group
trips and control discretionary income
– Generous in Spending‐ Heritage tourists spend $62.00 more per day
– More inclined to stay overnight‐ hotels and B&Bs
– Insist on AUTHENTICITY!

7

4/18/2016

Cost
Estimate

Jones County Tract (Tanyard
Site)
ITEM

DESCRIPTION

DEMOLITION/EARTHWORK
tree removal
fallen tree removal
privet/understory removal
fill/earthwork (875 sf)
coir fiber logs (60 lf)
native stone (60 lf)
misc. plant material
silt fencing

UNIT

UNIT COST SUB-TOTAL

LS Total
$48,825.00

SITE CONSTRUCTION
boardwalk (5 ft. wide)
mortared stone paving (137 lf)

where threatening resources
where threatening resources
as necessary throughout site
stream bank stabilization
stream bank stabilization
stream bank stabilization
stream bank stabilization
removed post-construction

18
2
6,100
33
120
180
875
275

ea
ea
sf
cy
sf
sf
sf
lf

$1,500.00
$500.00
$1.25
$65.00
$24.00
$15.00
$5.00
$4.00

$27,000.00
$1,000.00
$7,625.00
$2,145.00
$2,880.00
$2,700.00
$4,375.00
$1,100.00

wood with overlooks
interpretation of building
footprint
connect to OCHS property
to protect vat area

1,401
274

sf
sf

$85.00
$40.00

$119,085.00
$10,960.00

440
1

sf
ls

$6.00
$10,428.00

$2,640.00
$10,428.00

12
50
250
45
36

ea
ea
ea
cy
cy

$500.00
$50.00
$10.00
$35.00
$35.00

$6,000.00
$2,500.00
$2,500.00
$1,575.00
$1,260.00

3
2
5

ea
ea
ea

$1,500.00
$1,000.00
$5,000.00

$4,500.00
$2,000.00
$25,000.00

$143,113.00

stabilizer trail
timber structure
LANDSCAPE MATERIALS
trees
shrubs
ground cover
mulch
soil mix/amendments

$13,835.00
3" caliper
3 gallon
4" pots
4" deep
3 cy/tree

SITE FURNISHINGS
benches
trash receptacles
interpretive signage
TOTAL
Design

QTY

$31,500.00

Engineering, Landscape Architecture, Interpretive Panels, Topographic
Survey

Total Including Design &
Survey

•
•
•
•

$237,273.00
$35,590.95

$272,863.95

Funding Strategies

SPLOST Funds
Volunteer Efforts (Privet Removal)
University Program Affiliation (Archeology)
Grants:
•
•
•
•
•

TPD Grants
State of Georgia Historic Preservation
Fund
Historic Landscape and Garden Grants
Recreational Trails Program Grants
(Federal)
National Endowment for the Humanities
Grants

•
•
•
•
•

GA Humanities Council Grant Program
Save America’s Treasures Grants
Preservation Services Funds Grants
National Trust for Historic Preservation
Fund Grants
Transportation Enhancement Funding

8

4/18/2016

Next Steps
• Submission of Report with Final MP Details
and Implementation Strategies Delivered to
County
• Final Approval Master Plan by Board of
Commissioners
• Presentation to OCHS/Neighbors of Final MP
(February)

9

Clinton Tanyard Master Plan
Final Master Plan Presentation
OCHS Board Meeting
February 20, 2016

Site Location
*

*

Site History
The Site Before Tannery Development
• Pre-1805—the Creek Nation occupied the lands that would later
become developed into the town of Clinton and the tannery site.
• Late 1600s-1700s—early English explorers and traders out of
Charleston traversed the project area via Tom’s Path, to establish a
trading network with the Creeks and various tribes. The path was
later used when establishing and settling towns like Clinton.
• 1805—Following the Washington Treaty, the Creek Nation cedes
additional lands between the Oconee and Ocmulgee rivers,
including what is to become Jones County.
• 1806—The Georgia State Assembly integrates the portion of the
Creek Nation’s ceded lands into Baldwin County. Baldwin and
Wilkinson County are divided into 28 districts, which are then
surveyed into numbered lots of 202 ½ acres. The project area
exists in Land Lot 21 of the Ninth District.
• October 22, 1807, the John J. Ernest of Hancock County acquires
Land Lot 21 through the second Georgia Land Lottery.
• 1808—John Jacob Ernest begins subdividing his lot, selling
portions adjacent to the town of Clinton.

Site History
Cooke Ownership (1810-1811)
•
November 27, 1810—John Jacob Ernest sells a portion of his Land Lot 21 to John G.
Cook(e) of the Edgefield District of South Carolina for use as a tanyard.
Subsequently, Cook builds the Morgan-Holsenback home immediately southwest
of the tanyard, where he resided for a period.
Jones Ownership (1811-1827)
•
June 8, 1811—John G. Cook(e) sells half of the approximately 4-acre tannery site to
John “Hurricane Jack” Jones. At some point, Jones acquires the other half of the
property. Jones is the first name associated with the working tannery.
Allen Ownership (1827-1835)
•
September 18, 1827—John Jones sells 8 acres, including a two-story house and
other improvements at the tanyard, to Harris Allen. Harris Allen probably only
operates the tannery for about a year as he dies in 1828. The property passes to
Harris Allens heirs, who continue operating the tannery
•
1832 – A tannery ledger indicates the possible expansion or repair of the Clinton
Tanyard.

Site History
Morgan Family Ownership (1835-1911)
•
January 10, 1835—Cynthia K. Allen sells the 8-acre property to William Griswold Morgan, who is already residing in the
house.
•
1860 U.S. Federal Census indicates William G. Morgan and son John H. Morgan working as tanners, while William E.
Morgan was working as a harness maker.
•
Ca. early 1864—During the Civil War, the Clinton tanyard operated by the Morgan family continues to operate for a
period, producing necessary items such as shoes, harnesses, leggings, etc.
•
July - November 1864, Union General Stoneman raid the area and Union General Sherman’s troops briefly occupy
Clinton. Historians and archaeologists suggest that the Clinton tannery may have been destroyed around this time as
Union troops specifically targeted manufacturing facilities.
•
1870 U.S. Federal Census indicates William G. Morgan as retired, although his son, John H. Morgan, continues working
as a tanner. It is unknown is the Clinton tannery was functioning during the Reconstruction Era or if John H. Morgan may
have been employed elsewhere.
•
December 22, 1888, - William G. Morgan dies and passes his property to his wife Elizabeth Ann Morgan and their
unmarried children.
•
Late 1880s – The Central of Georgia Railway builds its lines through Jones County, although it bypasses the Clinton by
about a mile. Subsequently, the population of Clinton shifts east toward the newly-founded city of Gray. Some members
of the Morgan family appear to settle Gray, while others remain in Clinton.
•
1896 – Elizabeth Anne Morgan dies and the property transfers to her unmarried daughter, Harriet L. Morgan.
1905 - The county seat of Jones County moves from Clinton to Gray.
•

Site History
Holsenbeck Family Ownership (1911-1990)
•
March 31, 1911 – Harriet L. Morgan deeds the property to her sister Helen E. Morgan
Holsenbeck, although Harriet appears to continue residing in the house.
•
November 1, 1911 - Helen E. Morgan Holsenbeck deeds the 10 acres to W. M. Holsenbeck.
•
January 1, 1920 – William M. Holsenbeck transfers the 14 acres to his wife, Lavada Arnold
Holsenbeck of Barrow County.
•
1938 – The Morgan-Holsenbeck house appears on an aerial photograph and the area
surrounding it appears mostly cleared. The area around the former tannery site is mostly
wooded at this time.
•
September 15, 1941 – Lavada Arnold Holsenbeck deeds the property to her son, Seaborn
Arnold Holsenbeck.
•
1958 – The Morgan-Holsenbeck home has likely deteriorated as it is no longer visible on
an aerial photograph. The area surrounding the former home and tannery site appears
densely wooded.

1938

Post-Holsenbeck Ownership (1990-1996)
•
May 14, 1990 – Following the probate of Seaborn Arnold Holsenbeck will, ownership of
the property, which had increased to 15 acres, transfers to Mercer University.
•
April 10, 1992 – Mercer University deeds the property to William W. Lucado, Jr., who also
acquired additional adjoining lots. Lucado plans to develop the property into a residential
subdivision and thus logging occurs on the property. The property is divided into five
parcels.
OCHS and Jones County Ownership (1996-present)
•
June 19, 1996 – William Lucado, Jr. sells Parcels 1, 2, 4, and 5 to the Old Clinton Historical
Society, while local resident Earlene Hamilton acquires Parcel 3. Following the acquisition,
the Old Clinton Historical Society relocates a late 1800s schoolhouse on old foundations
(not known to be associated with the tannery) with the area of Parcel 2.
•
2001&2008 – Cypress Cultural Consultants conducted archaeological fieldwork within the
project area, confirming well-preserved remains of the Clinton tannery and bark mill, as
well as the Morgan-Holsenbeck house.
•
Late 2000s –Old Clinton Historical Society Deeds the area containing the Tannery site to
the county for study and master planning purposes.

Iverson-Edge House

Site History
1958

2013

Historical Significance
Criteria for evaluation. The quality of significance in American history, architecture,
archeology, engineering, and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures,
and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association and:
(a) that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of our history; or
(b) that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
(c) that embody distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic
values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components
may lack individual distinction; or
(d) that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history.

Connection to Area/Statewide Tourism

Heritage Tourism
• Heritage Tourists are:
– Well Educated- Education level is a significant factor that
influences cultural and heritage travel
– Older- Cultural and heritage participation peaks between
45 and 65….peak earning years
– Generous in Spending- Heritage tourists spend $62.00
more per day
– More inclined to stay overnight- hotels and B&Bs
– Insist on AUTHENTICITY!

Existing Site Conditions

Site Issues
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Listing on National Register of Historic Places
Treatment and Preservation of Archeological Resources
Interpretation Opportunities
Access, Visitor Circulation
Security of Resources
Elimination of invasive exotics and trees in vat areas
Further archeological investigation of surrounding
areas

OCHS Site
Master Plan

Tannery Site Master Plan

Treatment of Vat Area

Treatment of Vat Area

Roof Structure and Boardwalk
Trails to Protect Vats

Interpretive Overlooks

Old Clinton Archeological Park
• Unique Assets:
– Active academic research at Civil War
Era archeological site (interactive?)
– Interpretation of a tannery
site/process
– Schoolhouse
– Morgan-Hoselbeck homestead
– Adjacent to spring (discussion of town
settlement establishment patterns)

http://img1.10bestmedia.com/Images/Photos/18914/doublesifting_54_990x660_201405311514.jpg

Cost
Estimate
OCHS Site

Old Clinton Historical Society Tract (Site Surrounding Tanyard)
ITEM
DESCRIPTION
DEMOLITION
lot clearing (40,289 sf)
access road, parking lot, buildings
earthwork (40,289 sf, appr. 2' grade change)
access road, parking lot, buildings
silt fencing (erosion control)
access road, parking lot, buildings
SITE CONSTRUCTION
asphalt paving (15,390 sf)
concrete paving (6 in. thick)
pavilion/picnic shelter
restrooms
water and sanitary sewer to building
mortared stone paving (148 lf)

UNIT COST SUB-TOTAL

ac
cy
lf

$2,000.00
$4.00
$4.00

$1,840.00
$11,936.00
$4,044.00

access road, parking lot
1710
bus drop off, walks to pavilion/restrooms 3196
2
1
link to service near Pulaski St
450
Morgan-Holsenbeck House footprint 296

sy
sf
ea
ea
lf
sf

$16.00
$6.00
$30,000.00
$75,000.00
$25.00
$30.00

$27,360.00
$19,176.00
$60,000.00
$75,000.00
$11,250.00
$8,880.00

30
200
500
65
90

ea
ea
ea
cy
cy

$500.00
$50.00
$10.00
$35.00
$35.00

$15,000.00
$10,000.00
$5,000.00
$2,275.00
$3,150.00

15

ea

$1,500.00

$22,500.00

1.18
2685
17560
6605
15
55

ac
sy
sf
sf
lf
lf

$3,000.00
$5.00
$6.00
$3.00
$300.00
$500.00

$3,540.00
$13,425.00
$105,360.00
$19,815.00
$4,500.00
$27,500.00

5
4
2
4
5

ea
ea
ea
ea
ea

$1,500.00
$2,000.00
$1,200.00
$1,000.00
$5,000.00

$7,500.00
$8,000.00
$2,400.00
$4,000.00
$25,000.00

LS Total
$13,776.00

$192,786.00

$35,425.00
3" caliper
3 gallon
4" pots
4" deep
3 cy/tree

LIGHTING
path lighting

$22,500.00

$174,140.00
trails, planting areas
trails, clearings
8' wide, stabilizer
5' wide, mulch
wood (2 total)
Wood (1 total)

SITE FURNISHINGS
benches
picnic tables
bike racks
trash receptacles
interpretive signage
TOTAL
Design

UNIT

0.92
2984
1011

LANDSCAPE MATERIALS
trees
shrubs
ground cover
mulch
soil mix

TRAIL SYSTEM/NATURAL AREAS
clearing and grubbing (51,393 sf)
grading
loop trail
nature trail
pedestrian bridges (6' wide)
pedestiran bridge (10' wide)

QTY

$46,900.00

$485,527.00
$72,829.05

Engineering, Landscape Architecture, Interpretive Panels, Topographic Survey

Total does not include relocation of Law Office Building

Cost
Estimate
Tannery
Site

Jones County Tract (Tanyard Site)
ITEM
DESCRIPTION
DEMOLITION/EARTHWORK
tree removal
fallen tree removal
privet/understory removal
fill/earthwork (875 sf)
coir fiber logs (60 lf)
native stone (60 lf)
misc. plant material
silt fencing
SITE CONSTRUCTION
boardwalk (5 ft. wide)
mortared stone paving (137 lf)
mulch trail
timber structure
boardwalk ADA ramp
LANDSCAPE MATERIALS
trees
shrubs
ground cover
mulch
soil mix/amendments
SITE FURNISHINGS
benches
trash receptacles
interpretive signage
TOTAL
Design
Total Including Design & Survey

QTY

UNIT

UNIT COST SUB-TOTAL

LS Total
$48,825.00

where threatening resources
where threatening resources
as necessary throughout site
stream bank stabilization
stream bank stabilization
stream bank stabilization
stream bank stabilization
removed post-construction

18
2
6,100
33
120
180
875
275

ea
ea
sf
cy
sf
sf
sf
lf

$1,500.00
$500.00
$1.25
$65.00
$24.00
$15.00
$5.00
$4.00

$27,000.00
$1,000.00
$7,625.00
$2,145.00
$2,880.00
$2,700.00
$4,375.00
$1,100.00

wood with overlooks
interpretation of building footprint
connect to OCHS property
to protect vat area

1,401
274
440
1
485

sf
sf
sf
ls
sf

$85.00
$40.00
$3.00
$10,428.00
$85.00

$119,085.00
$10,960.00
$1,320.00
$10,428.00
$41,225.00

12
50
250
45
36

ea
ea
ea
cy
cy

$500.00
$50.00
$10.00
$35.00
$35.00

$6,000.00
$2,500.00
$2,500.00
$1,575.00
$1,260.00

3
2
5

ea
ea
ea

$1,500.00
$1,000.00
$5,000.00

$4,500.00
$2,000.00
$25,000.00

$183,018.00

$13,835.00
3" caliper
3 gallon
4" pots
4" deep
3 cy/tree

$31,500.00

Engineering, Landscape Architecture, Interpretive Panels, Topographic Survey

$277,178.00
$41,576.70
$318,754.70

•
•
•
•

Funding Strategies

SPLOST Funds
Volunteer Efforts (Privet Removal)
University Program Affiliation (Archeology)
Grants:
•
•
•
•
•

TPD Grants
State of Georgia Historic Preservation
Fund
Historic Landscape and Garden Grants
Recreational Trails Program Grants
(Federal)
National Endowment for the Humanities
Grants

•
•
•
•
•

GA Humanities Council Grant Program
Save America’s Treasures Grants
Preservation Services Funds Grants
National Trust for Historic Preservation
Fund Grants
Transportation Enhancement Funding

Next Steps
• Approval of Plan by OCHS
• Discussion of Potential Phasing of Project
(report will detail)
• Submission of Report (and appendix) to Jones
County
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