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1. Name

historic Phoenix Homesteads Historic District

and-or common

2. Location

: . 6th to 28th Street
street & number Roughly bounded by Pinchot and Flower Street,n/anot for publication

city, town Phoenix N/A vicinity of
state Arizona code 04 county Maricopa code 013
» - -

3. Classification

Category Ownership Status Present Use ,

X _ district — . public X __ occupied —__ agriculture —__ museum

____building(s) .. __ private —___unoccupied —. commercial — park

—__structure  _X_ both ____ work in progress _X_ educational _X_ private residence

—__site Public Acquisition Accessible — entertainment X _ religious

— object ____in process — yes: restricted - government — scientific
being considered —X. yes: unrestricted — industrial — transportation

—_no — military —other:

4. Owner of Property

name various priyvate owners-see individual inventory forms

street & number

city, town DPhoenix N/A vicinity of state A7

5. Location of Legal Description

courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Maricopa County Courthouse, Recorder's 0ffice

street& number 111 S. Third Avenue

city, town Phoenix state AZ

6. Representation in Existing Surveys

title Aviz0ona Historic Sites Inventopyh@s this property been determined eligible? ___ yes X no

date Mgy, 1987 __federal X state ____county ___ local

depository for survey records State Historic Preservation Office

city,town 800 W. Washington, Phoenix : state A7 85007




7. Description

Condition Check one Check one

X _excellent . ___ deteriorated __ _unaltered _ X original site
X _good & . __ ruins —X_ altered —__moved date
X_fair —___ unexposed

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance

Summary:

The Phoenix Homesteads Historic District encompasses the residentigl Portion
of the original 80 acre,federally built, subsistence farms project known

as the Phoenix Homesteads Subdivision. The district contains 45 of the
original 60 homes that were built in two phases between 1935 and 1937.* The
houses are all of adobe construction with Pueblo Revival influenced stylistic
treatment. Site planning and mature street and lot landscaping contribute

to the yisually distinct character of the historic district. The district
retains original integrity of setting, house design, use of materials, and
overall feeling and association sufficient to convey its historic identity

as a federal subsistence homesteads project.

Boundary Justification:

The properties within the district were built in two phases. The first
phase, called Rural Homes of Arizona, comprises the southern portion of

the district. The second phase is located in the northern portion of the
district and was called Arizona Part-Time Farms. The two housing areas

were originally separated by the project's cooperative farm land and
pasturage. That common area is now subdivided with post-historic residential
lots fronting on Earll Drive.

The historic district has discontiguous boundaries as a result of this
geographic separationf* The distance between the boudaries of the two
portions of the district range from 600 to 900 feet and are linked by
27th Street through the center of the district and 28th Street on its
eastern edge. 7Visual continuity between the two portions of the district
is not a factor of historic significance because the original plan for the
entire 80 acre subdivision incorporated two separate residential areas.

In addition, the intervening space lacks significance because the sub-
division of that area post-dates the district's period of significance.

District Characteristics:

The historic district is visually distinct from the surrounding residential
neighborhoods. Principal characteristics include the tree landscaping along
the street rights-of-way, the mature lot landscaping, the street and lot
configuration of the original subdivision plan, and the continuity of the
architecture. :

Major roadways within the district are Pinchot Ayvenue, which extends east-
west through the Bural Homes in Arizona phase (southern portion), and
27th Street which extends centrally to the north from Pinchot to Flower
Street in the Arizona Part-Time Farms phase (northern portion).

In the Southern portion of the district the streets are lined with mature
Aleppo Pine, Washington Palms, and Ash trees. The tunnel-effect of the
Aleppos along Pinchot is a locally unique character defining aspect of the

*  See continuation sheets 5a and 5b for 1ist of contributing properties and elements.
**  See maps for depiction of discontiguous district boundaries.

- RSN e
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historic district. Between 26th Street and 27th Street, along Pinchot,
the northern district boundary includes the landscaped right- of-way on the
north side of the street.

In the northern segment of the district, the "T"-shaped intersection of
north and south Flower Street with 27th Street provides a different type
of focus. The original community building is centrally located in a
common area and is faced on three sides by the residential lots. The
clustered arrangements of the lots about the common area is a major aspect
of the original subdivision plan. Mature landscaping along the street
facades of many of the houses obscuresthem from clear view and adds
privacy.

House styles in both portions of the historic district are modest inter-
pretations of the Pueblo Revival style adapted to standardized plans for

a low cost, resident project. The use of similar building materials,
surface treatments, massing,and profile contribute to the visual continuity
within the district. A good mixture of siting arangements of the standard
models contributesto the overall subdivision design and helps convey its
historic association as a planned housing project.

Within the southern portion of the historic district there are fifteen

primary structures on the same number of lots. All but one (#38) were

built as part of the original residential subdivision. All houses have
a primary facade that fronts Pinchot Avenue. To the north, within the

Arizona Part-Time Farms portion of the historic district, there are 30

houses and the community building.

Community Plan and Landscaping:

The subdivision plans for the two phases of the Phoenix Homesteads project
illustrate the evolution of the federal resettlement program. The first
phase, Rural Homes in Arizona, was designed by Robert T. Evans. His design
for the subsistence homesteads tract was a simple four-block arrangement
with ten farm lots per block. With this phase attention was paid to
developing the appropriate lot size to accommodate subsistence needs for
one family, a house, and a garage. The lots (120'x300') included specific
arrangement for the buildings and yard with a small orchard along the
sides, a chicken run and hen house, and a cow lot and shed. Space was
allocated for a small fruit garden and a vegetable garden. Cow lots were
never built, and an adjacent cooperative pasture was used instead.

Trees used in the orchards included four varieties of peaches, two
varieties each of apricots and plums, pears, and Kadota and Mission figs.
Ornamental trees used included olives, pecans, and dates. Citrus
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included grapefruit, orange,and lemon. Small fruits used were pomegranates,
Thompson seedless grapes, blackberries, youngberries, and strawberries.
Most lots still contain the deciduous fruit and citrus trees.

The second phase of the project, Arizona.Part-Time Farms, was planned as
"multi-family'" housing tract surrounded by agricultural fields and pasturage
for the cooperative use of the residents. Individual lots 60 feet by

150 to 160 feet were laid out in a "T'"-shape arrangement. A large open

space at the intersection of the "T" provided the area for the community
building. This common area was the location of the borrow pit for adobe
manufactured at the site, and when completed, the community building focused
on an outdoor theater and '"sunken garden", resulting from the removal of
earth from that location.

Like the earlier subsistence homesteads phase, each lot was landscapeéed with"
a variety of trees, shrubs, fruits,K and garden plots for subsistence pur-
poses. Citrus trees, generally arranged in the front yard of the lot, in-
cluded Marsh seedless grapefruit and Washington Navel orange. Fruit trees,
including fig, apricot, nectarine, peach, and plum,were arranged around the
periphery of the rear yard, allowing space for a vegetable garden. Grape
vines and shrubs such as Santolina, myrtle, and oleanders lined the perimeter
of the rear yard. A herb garden was also set aside near the kitchen en-
trance to each unit. Deciduous and evergreen shade trees along street
frontages included European Hackberry, Eastern Redbud, California Pepper
Trees, Aleppo Pine, London Sycamore, and Kurgan Mulberry. The mature

trees still exist along the street right-of-way. Original fruit and citrus
trees remain on many of the lots.

Architecture:

Houses for the first phase of the project were designed by Robert T. Evans.
The designs were guided by a required budget of less than $2000 per unit,

a mix of plans with either one or two bedrooms, and a regional stylistic
treatment. Evans' designs included three basic floor plans, 20 with two
bedrooms and five with one bedroom. Siting for houses on each lot
differed, plans were reversed, and alternating exterior color schemes

were used to add variety to the subdivision. Adobe blocks, manufactured
on the site at a rate of 2000 per day, were used for all buildings.

The stylistic image of the original 25 homes combined Pueblo Revival in-
fluenced irregular massing and plastered walls with Mission Revival
detailing. Distinctive stylistic elements of the houses include heavy
timber roof framing which is articulated at the eaves and gables; wood
windows, primarily multiple light casements; battered chimneys which also
serve to articulate corners of the houses; and roughly finished plastered
walls., The low-pitched gable roofs were originally covered with stone slabs.
Only one, the L. R. Cady House (#1) at 2601 Pinchot, is still covered with
this material, :
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The second phase of the project, Arizona Part-Time Farms, was designed by
the Resettlement Administration's Supervising Architect, Vernon De Mars.

The project illustrates the earlier phases of the federal government's
involvement in public housing designs. The tract of 35 homes featured two
basic house plans, one with about 800 square feet for two bedrooms and one,
about 900 square feet, for three bedrooms. An overall rectangular shape
was used in the plan for both models. Roofs are very low pitched, framed
with heavy timber beams, and insulated with six inches of adobe.

Stylistic treatments include exposed structural beams inside, extending
through the walls at the roof line, smooth plastered adobe walls with a
sill-high skirt painted in contrasting earth tones, wrought iron light
fixtures, and heavy timber lattice verandas. Windows used in the designs
are multiple light, double-hung sash which in most rooms extend to the floor,
thus providing for increased ventilation opportunities as well as additional
""doorways'. Centrally located oil burning heaters were used, and hot water
tanks were placed horizontally above the ceiling to maximize the liveable
square footage of the dwellings.

Integrity:

Contributing Properties: (Southern Portion)

Examples of the homes that have had little alterations to their historic
appearance include:

#3 J. W. Mott House 2611 Pinchot Avenue
#5 Gray House 2621 Pinchot Avenue
#9 House 2942 27th: Street

#11 House 2947 27th Street

#15 Harris House 2721 Pinchot Avenue
#32 Freeman House 2702 Pinchot Avenue
#34 House 2712 Pinchot Avenue

Houses with common minor alterations or additions that are not intrusive
to the original qualities of integrity of design include:

#1 Lloyd R. Cady 2939 N. 26th Street
House

#17 House 2731 Pinchot Avenue

#19 House 2942 Pinchot Avenue

#40 House 3002 28th Street
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Non-Contributing Properties: (Southern Portion)

Houses that have been modified with intrusive additions or alterations to
the facade, and one residence lot which now contains a post-historic church
building.

#7 House 2631 Pinchot Avenue
#13 House 2711 Pinchot Avenue
#36 L. C. Goldsmith House 2722 Pinchot Avenue
#38 Laestadian Congregational

Church 2732 Pinchot Avenue

Contributing Properties: (Northern Portion)

Houses that have had little alterations to their historic appearance or
integrity of design, include:

#43 House 2729 E. Flower Street
#48 House 2705 E. Flower Street
#49 House 2701 E. Flower Street
#51 House 3117 N. 27th Street
#53 House 3122 N. 27th Street
#55 Nash/Anderson House 3132 N. 27th Street
#56 House 3136 N. 27th Street
#57 House 3142 N. 27th Street
#60 House 3206 N. 27th Street
#62 House 3318 N. 27th Street
#63 House 3322 N. 27th Street
#67 House 2704 E. Flower Street
#68 House 2706 E. Flower Street
#70 House 2716 E. Flower Street
#00 Community Building 2702 E. Flower Street

Houses with common minor alterations or additions that are not intrusive
to the overall original qualities or integrity of design include:

S #42 House 2733 E. Flower Street
#44 House 2725 E. Flower Street
#58 Dye House 3148 N. 27th Street
#59 House 3202 N. 27th Street
#64 House 3238 N. 27th Street
#66 House 3221 N. 27th Street
#69 House 2710 E. Flower Street

E. Flower Street

#73 House 2730
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Non-Contributing Properties: (Northern Portion)

Houses that have had substantial stylistic alterations, have intrusive
additions or modifications, or that do not convey sufficient integrity
of original design include:

#45 House 2719 E. Flower Street
#46 House 2715 E. Flower Street
#47 House 2709 E. Flower Street
#50 House 3121 N. 27th Street
#54 House 3126 N. 27th Street
#61 House 3212 N. 27th Street
#71 House 2720 E. Flower Street
#72 House 2726 E. Flower Street

In both areas of the historic district there are a total of 87 buildings,
including out-buildings. Of that total there are 46 primary buildings
(34 contributing and 12 non-contributing) and 41 cut-buildings (37 con-
tributing and 4 non-contributing). The ratio between total non-con-
tributing and total contributing properties is 1:4.5 .

The lots were designed with a specific plan to accommodate the subsistence needs of
the homesteaders. An integral part of this plan included garages and sheds (see
discussion of community plan and landscaping, continuation sheet 1). For this
reason, the garages and sheds that retain integrity from the period of significance
are 1nc1uded as contributing elements in the nomination. Contr1but1ng properties
are defined on the basis of the contributing status of the primary building. See
continuation sheet 5a for a list of contributing propert1es and continuation sheet
5b for a 1ist of noncontributing properties.
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PHOENIX HOMESTEADS HISTORIC DISTRICT
CONTRIBUTING PROPERTIES

Survey Number Property Address Contributing Elements -- Contributing Elements -- Noncontributing Elements --
Main Building Outbuildings Outbuildings
SOUTHERN PORTION

1 2939 N. 26th Street House (1) Small wood frame shed (1)

3 2611 Pinchot House (1) Small wood frame building (1)

5 2621 Pinchot House (1) Two small wood frame buildings (2)

] 2842 27th Street House (1) Small wood frame shed; garage (2)

11 2947 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

15 2721 Pinchot House (1) Garage (1)

17 2731 Pinchot House (1) Garage (1)

19 2942 28th Street House (1)

32 2702 Pinchot House (1) Small wood shed (1)

34 2712 Pinchot House (1)

40 3002 28th Street House (1) CMU residence tfacing Pinchot (1)

NORTHERN PORTION

42 2733 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

43 2729 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

44 2725 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

48 2705 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

49 2701 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

51 3117 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

53 3122 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

55 3132 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

56 3136 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

57 3142 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

58 3148 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

59 3202 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

60 3206 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

62 3318 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

63 3322 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

64 3228 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

66 3221 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)

67 2704 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

68 2706 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

68 2710 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

70 2716 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

73 2730 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

00 2702 E. Flower Community Building (1) Small wood frame bidg. west (1)

Total 34 31 3
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PHOENIX HOMESTEADS HISTORIC DISTRICT
NONCONTRIBUTING PROPERTIES

Survey Number Property Address Noncontributing Elements -- Noncontributing Elements -- Contributing Elements --
Main Building Outbuildings Outbuildings

SOUTHERN PORTION
7 2631 Pinchot House (1) Garage (1)
13 2711 Pinchot House (1) Garage (1)
36 2722 Pinchot House (1)
38 2732 E. Pinchot Church (1)

NORTHERN PORTION
45 2719 E. Flower Houee (1) Garage (1)
46 2715 E. Flower House (1)
47 2709 E. Flower House (1)
50 3121 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)
54 3126 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)
61 3212 N. 27th Street House (1) Garage (1)
71 2720 E. Flower House (1)
72 2726 E. Flower House (1) Garage (1)

Total 12 1 6



8. Significance

Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below o
___ prehistoric ____ archeology-prehistoric . .._ community planning ____ landscape architecture_ ___ rel.lgion
___.1400-1499 ___ archeology-historic -..— conservation .. law . science
___1500-1599 ____ agricuiture .___ economics __. literature —— scu!pture
____1600-1699 X architecture .. education - military — socnal/l .
___1700-1799 _ _art ... engineering ___ music humanitarian
. 1800-1899 ____ commerce .. exploration/settlement ____ philosophy — theater
X __1900- . communications .. industry = _ politics/government __ transportation
__._ invention —_ other (specify)
Specific dates 1935-1937 Builder/Architect Rohert T, Evans., arch't:

R Vernon De Mars, arch't
Statement of Significance (in one paragraph}

Summary :

The Phoenix Homesteads Historic District is a significant illustration of
the federal government's depression era resettlement program that involved
relocating disadvantaged farmers or unemployed urban workers to planned,
part-time subsistence farm projects on suitable agricultural lands through-
out the country. This broad-based, highly experimental,and often contro-
versial program was the direct result of a major policy initiated by the
New Deal administration that, for the first time in the nation's history,
linked solutions to the agricultural economic crisis with responsible long
range land use planning.

The resettlement program was begun in 1933 and evolved under various agencies,
including the Department of the Interior's Division of Subsistence Home-
steads, the Resettlement Administration, and finally the Farm Security
Administration of the Department of Agriculture. The program was disbanded
in 1942. The Phoenix Homesteads project was a two-phased development, The
first phase, called Rural Homes in Arizona, was completed in 1935. The
second phase was called Arizona Part-Time Farms and was completed in 1937.
The historic district consists of 45 of the original 60 homes built by the
federal government on an 80 acre tract which became known as the Phoenix
Homesteads Subdivyision.

The Phoenix Homesteads Historic District clearly depicts the evolution

of the federal resettlement program which began with simple, planned sub-
sistence homesteads projects and evolved into an experimental part-time
cooperative farm program that combined land use planning with a specialized
community organization and social structure.

The historic district is significant under Criterion Aas the first demon-
stration project in Arizona and as one of only four similar projects
initiated in the western United States. It is also significant under
Criterion C as being representative of early federal efforts at land use
planning for rural subdivisions that incorporated experiments in the design
of low-cost house types, the use of indigenous materials, and regionally
appropriate styles.

HISTORIC CONTEXT:
Politics/Goyvernment Significance

Federal efforts to promote farm recovery during the Great Depression
evolved from two major interrelated concepts: an improved agricultural
economy would improve the national economy, and the cornerstone to a sound



9. Major Bibliographical References

See continuation sheet.

10. Geographical Data

Acreage of nominated property total 24 acres - northern portion; 11 acres

Quadrangle name __Phoenix southern portion: 13 acres quadrangle scate _1:24,000
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See continuation sheet.

List all states and counties for properties overlapping state or county boundaries

state N/A code county N/A code

state N/A code county N/A code
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nameititle James Woodward, Architectural Historian

organization Janus Associates, Inc. date ©/5/87
street & number 602 N. 7th Street telephone (602) 254-0826
AZ 85006

city or town Phoenix state
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national economy was a rational land policy. Beginning in 1933, the Roose-
velt Administration attempted to address a major policy of long-term land
use planning in the interest of better farm production. One of the first
steps was the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1933 which included a domestic
allotment plan aimed at supporting agricultural prices,thereby tending to
reduce the huge disparity between farming costs and income for the average
farmer. This was intended to be good for the national economy because crop
adjustments affect the price and volume of farm output, thereby influencing
both the cost of living and the employment that depends on processing agri-
cultural products.

The Act also authorized the Secretary of Agriculture to reduce farm acreage
or production by voluntary agreements, work with processors to control
prices paid producers, provide farmers with rental or benefit payments, and
spend money to expand markets or reduce surpluses. The basic idea of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act remained in federal price support legislation
through the 1970s.

The decision to stabilize prices and reduce surpluses through crop adjust-
ments, however, was dependent on the need to better utilize the land that
was available for agricultural production. During the 1920s and 1930s,
increased farm tenancy, soil erosion, misuse of certain types of land, and
return migration to submarginal farm lands were all aspects of the land
use problem that detracted from the possibilities of efficient agricultural
production.

The Roosevelt Administration acknowledged that a dilemma existed between
the crop adjustment programs (which required limits on production and re-
duced competition for the farmer) and the basic tendency of the unemployed
urban population to look to the land in times of depression. The need to
control such "return migration" was of real concern to administration official
since the growing rural population affected production and therefore prices,
especially in the local markets. Yet the government could not deny access
to the land, it could only influence it in a manner least affecting agri-
cultural economic interests. Therefore, land settlement, the reduction

of sub-marginal land, and the resettlement of farmers upon suitable farm
land became integral and necessary parts of the national land use policy.

Subsistence Homesteads 1933-1935

Federally sponsored subsistence farming projects were introduced as one
means of controlling the decentralization of the population into the
country,while at the same time improving the standard of living of low-
income groups in an agricultural setting. The National Industrial Recovery
Act of 1933 authorized the Secretary of the Interior to assist in the
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establishment of subsistence homesteads in order to '"aid in the redistri-
bution of population in industrial centers'". Twenty-five million dollars
was allocated,and the Division of Subsistence Homesteads was created to im-
plement a part of the program that dealt with subsistence farming in
established agricultural areas.

In addition to the Division of Subsistence Homesteads, other federal agencies,
including the Agricultural Adjustment Administration, Federal Emergency
Relief Administration,and Rural Rehabilitation Admlnlstratlon were also
charged with address1ng various aspects of rural land plannlng and agri-
cultural rehabilitation.

The subsistence homestead program was described as a "back-to-the-farm
movement" that involved the purchase of existing farm land near small and
large industrial centers, its subdivision into one to five acre farming
plots, and the location of low-income families on the tracts so they could
offset the cost of living by producing their own food.

The administration, however, recognized that simple subsistence farming pre-
sented a potential problem to established agricultural interests. Sub-
sistence farming could not be entirely non-commercial. It would inevitably
produce something for sale. The redistribution of the unemployed to sub-
sistence farms,therefore,needed to be accompanied by a proportional expan-
sion of non- agrlcultural employment to offset the expansion of farm pro-
duction. The solution was to couple subsistence farming with adequate
part-time non-farm employment. Therefore, the criteria for the selection
of homesteaders under this program included not only their character and
ability, past record, interest,and fitness for agricultural pursuits, but
also their current employment status and the prospects for non-farm em-
Ployment in nearby industrial centers.

While part-time farming as a supplement to income earned in the office or
factory was not a new concept, the American experience with working-men's
"garden homes'" in organized, collective developments had been comparatively
limited. As a result, the subsistence homestead movement involved a con-
scious emphasis on experimentation, not only in land planning, but economics,
housing design, and social structure, as well.

The Division of Subsistence Homesteads was also anxious to experiment with
the program's adaptability to all conditions in the United States. They
realized that local conditions varied throughout the country and that

each project must be designed to accommodate those conditions. Initially,
five major classes of projects were proposed: Workers' garden homesteads
near small industrial centers; garden homesteads near large industrial
centers; rehabilitation and relocation of '"stranded" industrial groups
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such as the coal field workers of West Virginia; reorganization of rural
communities on sub-marginal land, particularly in the Appalachians and
southern states; and the relocation of farm populations from submarginal,
dry-farming lands to unoccupied farms on existing federal reclamation
projects in the west. The Arizona project fell into the last category.

The fact that the whole idea of subsistence part-time farming was experi-
mental caused some degree of national debate. To supporters it was viewed
as a significant shift in thinking that aimed at easing the rural condition
through the cooperative efforts of both the agricultural and industrial
interests. To detractors subsistence farming and cooperative agriculture
were equated to "antiquated Jeffersonianism', and the collectivist nature
of the farms was viewed as '"communistic', Nevertheless, the Divdsion of
Subsistence Homesteads began implementing its program of experimental re-~
settlement projects in several areas of the country. By the fall of 1935,
they had authorized plans for 58 projects, ranging from 25 to 300 homesteads
per project. Forty-three were constructed and only four of those projects
were located in the west. They were in E1 Monte, California; the San Fer-
nando Valley; Phoenix, Arizona; and Longview, Washington.

The Subsistence Homestead Movement in Arizona

In December, 1933, the Division of Subsistence Homesteads appointed a
statewide administrator to coordinate the program in Arizona. Paul V.
Fuller, a Salt River Valley farmer active in local farm affairs and the
treasurer of the Salt River Valley Water Users Association, was selected

for the post. He conducted extensive studies in conjunction with the
University of Arizona Agricultural Experiment Stations, the statewide super-
visor for vocational-agricultural studies, and local farmers. They
evaluated appropriate project goals, the regions of the state most conducive
to successful projects, and the types, sizes, and economic impacts of pro-
posed projects in particular locations.

By March, 1934, Fuller announced that Arizona's first subsistence homestead
project would be located in the Salt River Valley. Central and southern
Arizona were 1identified as providing "an excellent testing ground for the
subsistence homestead movement'. TUnderproductive good farmland in the area,
combined with the location of Phoenix as a major trade center and non-
agricultural source of part-time employment, made the valley a good choice
for the project. This initial effort was intended to be a demonstration
project focusing on the resettlement of existing farmland within a federal
reclamation project.

An eighty-acre parcel, locally known as the Baxter Tract, was purchased by
the federal govermment. It was located in the central valley, four miles
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northeast of downtown Phaenix,. A local corporation, Rural Homes in Arizona,
Inc., was formed to administer the project and to coordinate financing 'through
loans from the government's federal Subsistence Homestead Corporation. The
Baxter Tract project, designated "Rural Homes of Arizona-Unit One'", was

to be the first of a series of proposed projects to be coordinated by the
local corporation that envisioned building 200 homesteads state wide.

The southern forty acres of the Baxter tract was laid out in forty roughly
3/4 acre small farm lots. After nearly a year of planning, reviews, and
then final approval by the Division of Subsistence Homesteads, construction
was begun in March, 1935. Houses were built on twenty-five of the farm lots
and were completed and ready for occupancy by October, 1935.

This first project was a significant illustration of essence of the subsi-
stence homestead movement. The size of the farm lots had been carefully
analyzed to be capable of producing a large portion of the families' food
supply without producing surpluses. These one acre '"baby farms'" were ideal
for a family of five whose part-time income could be supplemented by a
garden, orchards, chickens, and a cow. Subsistence homestead planners had
concluded that anything larger and "either the job in town or the land
suffers.'" The selection of project participants also included conditions
that they have part-time, non-farm employment in the urban area. The
original occupants of the homesteads included persons employed as metal
workers, clerks, tellers, salesmen, cooks, a sign painter,and a hotel
bellman.

The Resettlement Administration

In April, 1935, while most of the first subsistence homestead projects
nationwide were in the course of construction, President Roosevelt signed
an executive order creating the Resettlement Administration. The in-
dependent agency was a reorganization of the activities of various agencies
that had been dealing in aspects of rural resettlement into one coordinated
program.

Roosevelt appointed Undersecretary of Agriculture Dr. Rexford Guy Tugwell
as Besettlement Administrator. He organized the agency into three closely
related programs to implement rural rehabilitation policy. The Land Use
Program dealt with the retirement of sub-marginal farm land and the de-
velopment and re-use of the land for more appropriate purposes. The Rural
Rehabilitation Program provided low-interest supervised rehabilitation
loans to needy farmers, grants for subsistence needs, and assistance in the
establishment of farm cooperatives.

The Resettlement Program addressed the relocation of families whose sub=
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marginal land would be purchased, those who had been tenants, share-croppers,
or dispossesed owners, and newly married young couples of agricultural
background but who were without resources. The Resettlement Program was '
divided into three phases: the completion of some rural communities initiated
by the Federal Emergency Belief Administration or by the Division of Sub-
sistence Homesteads; the initiation of new rural resettlement projects;

and the construction of suburban resettlement projects.

Resettlement administrator Tugwell was an active supporter of substantial
federal involvement in farm economics and was one of Roosevelt's closest
advisors. During his tenure ,he influenced the direction of the resettlement
projects toward cooperative farms with shared responsibilities of the users.
The emphasis was on part-time farming in a communal setting with more densely
clustered housing and larger blocks of common area farmland. The economic
structure envisioned by Tugwell included a system of exchange among project
members that would give a person credit, at prevailing farm wages, for his
own production. Selection criteria were modified to include a maximum age

of 55 years and a demonstrated '"cooperative spirit".

By mid-1936, the Resettlement Administration.had approved 97 projects

nationwide, calling for the purchase of 730,000 acres of land and building
13,255 homes.

The Resettlement Administration's Arizona Program 1935-1937

By July, 1936, the Resettlement Administration had in its program three
rural resettlement projects in Arizona intended to provide for the re-
settlement of 205 families. Included in this total was the Rural Homes of
Arizona project of 25 homes at the Baxter Tract which had been completed
the previous October by the Division of Subsistence Homesteads. The
other two were Casa Grande Valley Farms, Inc., which proposed construction
of 80 homesteads near Casa Grande, and Arizona Part-Time Farms, Inc.,which
called for developing 100 additional homesteads in the Salt River Valley.

The shift from the Division of Subsistence Homesteads to the Resettlement
Adnpinistration saw important changes in the concept and make-up of the rural
resettlement projects in Arizona. They reflected the emphasis that Tugwell
had placed on collective farming and structured social and community or-
ganization within each project. The state field representative under the
previous program was replaced with a statewide '"community manager' who
oversaw local project community managers. John A. Waldron was appointed

as statewide community manager, and Payson Gregory was the project community
manager for Arizona Part-Time Farms, Inc.

There was also a change in the economic purpose of the program,partly
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resulting from an improved agricultural economy and partly due to the
increased acreage to be used as cooperative farm land. The projects

were to "have a dual purpose of operating as a commercial enterprise and
to provide subsistence for those living on the project". This conscious
shift from subsistence farming to commercial farming was accommodated by

a reorganization of the planning of most projects. Housing was designed
to be in multi-family groups with the remaining acreage given to farming
such cash crops as cotton and alfalfa. Although the size of each home lot
was considerably smaller than the roughly one acre subsistence homestead
sites, the per-unit acreage under the revised program averaged five acres. .

Arizona Part-Time Farms, Inc. was described by the Resettlement Administration
as an agricultural infiltration program in which the resettlement projects
were interspersed among existing farms. Plans were approved for the de-
velopment of five sites in the Salt River Valley under the jurisdiction of the
non-profit corporation. They included 210 acres at Chandler, 75 acres

at Indian School Road and 28th Street, eighty acres at Northern and 5l1st
Avenue, 60 acres at McDowell Road and 59th Avenue, and 36 acres of the re-
maining northern half of the Baxter Tract. Each "unit" was to have multi-
family groupings of houses for 15 to 25 families, and each would have common
barns, poultry houses, milk sheds, and community buildings.

The Chandler DUnit of Arizona Part-Time Farms, which by July, 1937 was
incorporated separately as Chandler Farms, Inc., contained four eight-unit
adobe apartments and a community house on 20 acres. The thirty-two families
cooperatively farmed the remaining acres principally in cotton. 1In addition,
there were 32 one-half acre garden plots for each family. The project no
longer exists, and all structures have been demolished.

Of the four remaining Salt Biver Valley sites, three were developed with
housing units. The McDowell Road and 59th Avenue site included eleven
houses on its 60 acres and was begun in May 1936. No houses remain on this
site. The Glendale tract, 80 acres at Northern and 51st Avenue, was begun
in February 1937 and contained 25 houses. Approximately 20 houses still
remain on the site. No houses were ever constructed at the Indian School
Road and 28th Street site. It was used instead as the pasture for the 160
head herd for the cooperative dairy operation of the Baxter Tract.

The fourth site, the remainder of the original Baxter Tract, designated
Arizona Part-Time Farms-Tract #2, was developed with 35 homes on small lots
clustered in a T-shaped subdivision and focusing on a common area and
"commpunity building". The surrounding agricultural fields were intended
for the cooperative use of the project residents. The project was begun

on October 1, 1936 and completed March 10, 1937. Community manager Payson
Gregory called the entire Baxter Tract project "an experiment intended to
help solve rural housing and rural life problems'"., It was to be '"operated
as one large farm'".
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The Farm Security Administration and Program Abandonment 1937-1942

In January, 1937 the Resettlement Administration was transferred to the
Department of Agriculture and was no longer an independent agency. Dr.
Tugwell, who had served simultaneously as Undersecretary of Agriculture
and as Resettlement Administrator, resigned both posts at the time the
agency was transferred. His wacancy was filled by Dr. Will Alexander,
whose more conservative approach to the entire resettlement program tended
to legitimize the gemnerally controversial agency.

The program underwent a change again in July, 1937 when the Bankhead-Jones
Farm Tennant Act was passed. It directed that the entire Resettlement
Administration be reorganized as the Farm Security Administration of the
Department of Agriculture. While no major rethinking of the concept of

rural resettlement occurred with this administrative change, it did em-
pPhasize more assistance to existing tenant farmers who were above the poverty
level, but below the economic status necessary to secure their own farm
loans.

The Farm Security Administration maintained the "farm association'" concept

as part of each project's development and management. The FSA also re-
iterated the experimental character of the part-time farm projects under
their jurisdiction. They were intended to determine whether a social group
with a common background could, through cooperation, '"add to its income,
reduce liyving expenses, and achieve better standards and conditions of living".

Soon after the Resettlement Administration was absorbed into the Department
of Agriculture in 1937, the agency reclassified projects as either part-time
farms or full-time farms. Influences outside of the Farm Security Admini-
stration's control, such as an improved agricultural as well as national
economy, had changed the complexion of the program. In just a little over
four years the program had evolved dramatically from the concept of part-
time subsistence farming to full-time cooperative commercial farming.

By 1939 both the Chandler project and the Casa Grande Project were completed
and operating as full-time farms. Occupants of each project were employed
on the farm and shared in its management and operation. Also by that time,
the Phoenix Homesteads community, as well as the Glendale project, had
evolved from the concept that occupants would participate part-time in
operating the farms, to their being employed full-time and leaving the
management of farm affairs up to the association's board of directors.

By 1939 the Phoenix Homesteads Association, as well as several other similar
projects throughout the United States, were described by the Farm Security
Administration as "incorporated housing and farming projects for low in-
come groups who were not primarily agricultural'. In the case of the
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Phoenix Homesteads Community, the residents worked at full-time jobs in
Phoenix and were unable to give much personal time to cooperative labor on
the farm. The board of directors hired several full-time farm, poultry,
and dairy workers to operate the farm. The residents did, however, cul-
tivate their home gardens after work and on holidays.

This distinction from the typical part-time farm project was recognized by
the federal government, and in February, 1942,the administration of re-
settlement projects,whose occupants were not deriving their primary income
from working on or operating a farm, were transferred from the FSA to the
Federal Public Housing Authority. 1In 1944 Congress passed an act allowing
farm associations to prepay the purchase price of housing sold by the
Resettlement Administration or the FSA. In 1948 the Phoenix Homestead
Association paid the indebtedness in full to the United Stateswhich released
all interest it had in the property.

Community Planning Significance *

The cooperative nature of the Resettlement Administration's projects also
included the creation of "farm associations' once each subdivision was
completed and occupied. TUnder this concept, members of the ‘association:
would sell their spare-time labor at prevailing farm wages to the association
to offset the cost of living on the project. Profits would also be divided
equally among project residents.

The first such "farm association'" created in Arizona was the Phoenix Home-
steads Association. It was incorporated in August, 1936 and replaced the
previous corporation, Rural Homes of Arizona, Inc., at the Baxter Tract.

The purpose of the association was to take over responsibility to the
federal government for the sale of each homestead and to make it possible
for residents of the project to assume '"public duties'". Each occupant of
the original 25 subsistence homesteads was required to join the association.
By March, 1937, the Arizona Part-Time Farms phase of the Baxter Tract pro-
ject was incorporated into the Phoenix Homestead Association.

The first officers elected to the Phoenix Homestead Association were Glenn
A. Jones, President, Lloyd R. Cady, Vice-President, Mrs. Helen Baxter,
secretary and resettlement representative, and L. C. Goldsmith, treasurer.
The Phoenix Homestead Association. ds thelioldest continuously operating home-
owners association in the Salt River Valley.

The community house located in the common area of the housing unit at the
Baxter Tract became an important element in the social and community or-
ganization of the project. It served as the headquarters of the Resettle-
ment Administration's Management Division for all state projects in 1937
and was the meeting place for the farm association. Because almost all
members of the cooperative originated in the Phoenix suburban community
and were employed in the urban area, the federal government felt that they

* ch!uded for information only. Community Planning has been deleted as an area of sig-
nificance by the Arizona SHPO.
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would not lose relationship with the community or be alienated from it as a
result of residing at the Baxter tract. To this end, outside social in-
terests were encouraged.

The community building served as the focal point for a variety of social
functions, including a nursery school, as a meeting place for local 4-H
clubs, a bridge club, dramatics club, demonstrations and discussions
sponsored by the Agricultural Extension Service, and classes, receptions,
and parties. The community building functioned in this manner until it

was sold to the Creighton Elementary School District for the use as district
offices.

Architectural Significance

The Phoenix Homestead Historic District presents a unique illustration

of the evolution of federal efforts to plan, design, and build rural re-
habilitation projects in the west. The district combines both the sub-
sistence homesteads planning concepts and the later cooperative part-time
farms land use plans. The approach to housing designs using locally
available materials and regionally appropriate styles is also demonstrated
within the district.

The initial phase of the Phoenix Homesteads community, Rural Homes of
Arizona, was designed to accommodate single family homes on subsistence
farm lots of a standard size. 1In keeping with federal policy of hiring
local labor for depression era projects, statewide administrator Paul V,
Fuller retained Phoenix engineer and designer Robert T. Evans as engi-
neer for the Arizona projects. Evans was a locally popular designer

who, through his business, The Evans Construction Company, was responsible
for many adobe residences designed in the romanticized Pueblo Revival
style. Among the most significant were the Eisendrath House (NR-1985),
the Jokake Inn, Paradise Inn, and the stylistic restoration of the Charles
Trumbull Hayden House as La Casa Vieja (NR-1983) in 1924,

The designs for the Subsistence Homesteads tract were one of Evans' most
successful works in regional stylistic interpretation, and the only multiple
housing project undertaken in his career. The houses were sturdily built,
although the complex detailing, irregular plans,and the use of slabstone

on the roofs slowed the project during construction,and costs per unit were
higher than anticipated.

One of the most significant aspects about the subdivision design was the
street landscaping scheme. Evans chose to line the street with rows of
alternating Washington Palms and Aleppo Pines. The mature trees tower to
60 feet and now present one of the most dramatic residential streetscapes
in the city of Phoenix.
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After the Resettlement Administration assumed responsibilities for im-
plementing rural rehabilitation programs, both land use concepts and house
types and designs were studied and revised at the national level. The
Arizona Part-Time Farms phase of the Phoenix project illustrates those
policy changes. Site planning, building design, and construction of all
rural resettlement projects after that point were undertaken in-house by
the Resettlement Administration, and later the Farm Security Administration.

Utilizing the remaining roughly forty acres of the Baxter Tract, the Ad-
ministration prepared plans for the development of Arizona Part-Time Farms-
Tract #2. The site plan was completed in October, 1936 under the super-
vision of Resettlement Administration Regional Engineer Richard S. Whitehead.
The plan called for a "multi-family" housing tract surrounded by agricultural
fields and pasturage for the cooperative use of the residents.

A significant change in the design of house types also occurred under the
Resettlement Administration., The projects were designed using architects
employed by the Resettlement Administration's Architectural and Engineering
Planning Section. Regional headquarters for the western states was in San
Francisco,and all architectural designs were the responsibility of Supervis-
ing Architect Vernon De Mars.

De Mars was a career public servant, noted expert on public housing, and
educator whose first job with the federal government was as Regional Ar-
chitect for the Resettlement Administration. He continued in that capacity
under the Farm Security Administration until 1942, During the Second World
War years, De Mars was Chief of the Housing Standards Section of the National
Housing Administration and was a member of the Commission on the Design of
Public Works. He also served as a visiting professor of architecture at the
Massachussetts Institute of Technology and as professor of architecture

at the University of California. In 1952 he also served as a consultant

to the State Department on the Marshall Plan Housing for miners in W.Germany.

Under De Mars' guidance, housing designs for the rural rehabilitation projects
emphasized economy and low-cost constructability, uniform house plans,
efficient heating and cooling systems, and current building technology

while using locally available materials, particularly adobe. Designs pro-
duced by the agency from 1936-1942 were innovative and experimental and
progressively more cost efficient and standardized. The presence of regional
stylistic characteristics was also taken into consideration in the designs,
although in subtle ways.
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The Arizona Republic, various issues 1934-1938.
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The district has discontiguous qundaries. The south portion of the
district is bounded as follows:

Beginning at the SW cor of Lot 22, Phoenix Homesteads Tract, then E
along the S Lot line to the SW cor of Lot 32, then N along W boundary

of said Lot 120 feet, then E along a line to its intersection with the

W boundary of Lot 34, then N to the NW cor of Lot 34, then E along the N
Lot line to the NE cor of Lot 36, then S along the E boundary of said
Lot 1963 feet, then E along a line to its intersection with the E lot
line of Lot 40, then south along the E boundary of said Lot to the SE
cor of Lot 19, then W along the S Lot line to the SW cor of Lot 19, then
N along the W boundary of said Lot 110 feet, then W along a line to its
intersection with the E boundary of Lot 15, then S along said E boundary
line to the SE cor of Lot 15, then W along the S Lot line to the SW cor
of Lot 13, then N along the W boundary of Lot 13 160 feet, then W along
a line to its intersection witihh the W boundary of Lot 9, then S along
the W boundary of said Lot to the SW cor of Lot 9, then W along the S
boundary line to the SW cor of Lot 7, then N along the W boundary of said
Lot 145 feet, then W along a line to its intersection with the E boundary
of Lot 3, then S along the E boundary of said Lot to the SE cor of Lot
3, then W along the South boundary to the SW cor of Lot 3, then N along
the W boundary of said Lot 152 feet, then W along a line to its inter-
section with the W boundary of Lot 1, then N along the W boundary of
said Lot to the SW cor of Lot 22, the Point of Beginning.

The north portion of the district is bounded as follows:

Beginning at the SW cor of Lot 3, Phoenix Homesteads Tract, then N along
the W boundary of said Lot, and along the E boundary of the alley rignt-
of-way, to the NW cor of Lot 64, then E along the N Lot line of said Lot
to the NE cor of Lot 6, then E along the N boundary of said Lot to the
NW cor of Lot 65*,then E along the S boundary of the alley right-of-way,
to the NE cor of Lot 73, then S along the E boundary of said Lot to the
.Nw cor of Lot 42, then E along the N boundary of Lot € to the NE cor

of Lot 42, then S along the E boundary of said Lot to the SE cor of Lot
4 , then W along the N boundary of the alley right-of-way to the NE cor
of Lot 50, then S along the E boundary of said Lot, to the SE cor of Lot

51, then W along the S boundary of said Lot to the SW cor of Lot 51, then
‘N to the NW corner of Lot 51, then W to the point of beginning.

* Lot numbers are identical to the survey site nymbers indicated on the inventory forms
and accompanying district map. The survey site numbers utilize the lot numbers as
recorded in the subdivision plat for the Baxter tract, book 119, map 14, Maricopa
County Recorder's Office.

** then south along W Lot line of lot 65 to the NW corner of Lot 66, then east along
north lot line to the NE corner of Lot 66, then south along east lot line to the
SE corner of Lot 66, ...
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SHPO INVENTORY NO.
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IDENTIFICATION Phoenix Homestead
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District

HISTORIC NAME:

COUINTY:MariCOpa
USGS QUAD: Phoenix

SURVEY SITE: 01

CITY/TOWN:

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2939 N. 26th Street . UTM
“PRoenix, Arizonz
Description (contd.)
119-14-1B. ROOF TYPE: gable (low pitch)

TAX PARCEL NUMBER:

OWNER: Spencer, Harold A and Gloria J.

OWNER ADDRESS: 2601 E. Pinchot

ROOF SHEATHING: Siab_-stone

(original)

Phoenix, AZ 85016 EAVES TREATMENT: exposed rafters and
HISTORIC USE: Residence purlins
PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD-2 lite/ leaf and
House

BUILDING TYPE:

4 lite/leaf

EINCHITT

STYLE: Pueblo Revival ENTRY: Offset at corner of ell.
CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936
ARCHITECT/BUILDER: PR.7T. Evans, architect JPORCHES: shed roof entry canopy
INTEGRITY: altered facade
CONDITION: good STOREFRONTS: N/A
DESCRIPTION
STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1) 30(w)40 NOTABLE INTERIOR: unknown
STRUCTURAL MATERIAL; 2adobe
OUTBUILDINGS: small wood frame shed
FOUNDATION MATERIAL: concrete contributing
ALTERATIONS: entry canooy and low
WALL SHEATHING: stucco slump block walls at front facade.
PHOTOGRAPH
APPLIED ORNAMENT: none PHOTOGRAPHER; Jim Woodward
SKETCH MAP: MRy J/
'g
| N
N



ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE___ COMMUNITY PLANNING_** ECONOMICS
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT ___ GOVERNMENTAL®® _ MILITARY___ RELIGION __ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION __ TOURISM___ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):

PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S) Llovd R. Cady original occupant 1936
to 1969. He was the first vice president ol the PhoenlX HomestTead ASSOC,

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENPart of original Rural Homes of Arizona Sub-
CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS sistence farm SublelSlon.

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE example of low cost house design in Pueblo Revival stylg
MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL illustrates Depression era use ol adobe

ENG INEERING/STRUCTURAL .
DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION Prominment location om corner of Street.
DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED: landscaping. ’

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET XX COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: ' |

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES:

see nomination bibliography.

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYQR J L3 #OCDFARD SURVEY DATE_10/86 DATE FORM COMPLETED_ 11/86




"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION Phoenix Homestead
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District

HISTORIC NAME: J.W. Mott House

COUNTY: Maricopa

USGS QUAD:
T 2N R 3E 526 /SE % OF THE SwW L

SURVEY SITE: _ 03

Phoenix

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2611 Pinchot

U™

Tk
CITY/TOWN: Thoenlx, Arilzona

Description (contd.)

TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-3

OWNER: Mott, John W. and Katherine R.

OWNER ADDRESS: 2611 Pinchot

ROOF TYPE: __gable (low pitch)
ROOF SHEATHING: Puilt up with gravel

Dhoenix, AZ 85016

EAVES TREATMENT: exposed rafters and

BUILDING TYPE:

HISTORIC USE: Residence purlins
PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD-4 lite/leaf
House

STYLE: Pueblo Revival

CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936

ENTRY: recessed entry, flusn wood

door (not original)

ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans, architect

PORCHES: N/A

INTEGRITY: unaltered

CONDITION: good STOREFRONTS: /A
DESCRIPTION

STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1)30 (w) 40 NOTABLE INTERIOR: unknown

STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe
OUTBUILDINGS: __small wood frame
FOUNDATION MATERIAL:  ~oncrete ui1ding  comteibuting
ALTERATIONS: none
WALL SHEATHING: stucco

APPLIED ORNAMENT: corbelled wood lintel
at entry -

SKETCH MAP:

/VMVWJ/

PHOTOGRAPH
PHOTOGRAPHER: Jim Woodward




ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE____ COMMUNITY PLANNING_** ECONOMICS:
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT ___ GOVERNMENTAL®X _ MILITARY __ RELIGION __ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION __ TOURISM_ __ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S) Currently owned by original occupant
of house, J. W. Mott :

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Rural Homes Qf‘Arizona
CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS Subsistence farm subdivison

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE excellent example of R. W. Evans' standardized house (1]

MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIALillustrates depression era use of adobe
ENGINEERING/STRUCTURAL
DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION integrity of design, setting and landscaping

DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED: .
(1) Plan designed in the Pueblo Revival style.

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET_ XX COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: ' '

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES: See nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYOR JIM WOCDWARD SURVEY DATE 1Q/86 DATE FORM COMPLETED 11/86




WHISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

- ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION Phoenix Homestead
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District

HISTORIC NAME: Gray House

COUNTY; Maricopa 05

USGS QUAD:

4

SURVEY SITE:
Phoenix

STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe

ADDRESS/LOCATION:__ 2621 Pinchot UTM
CITY/TOWN: Phoenix, Arizona Description (contd.)
TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-5A ROOF TYPE: gable (low nitch)
OWNER: Gray, Pansy A. ROOF SHEATHING: built-up
OWNER ADDRESS: 2621 Pinchot
Phoenix, AZ 85016 EAVES TREATMENT: exvosed rafters
HISTORiC USE: Residence and purlins
PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD-2 lite/leaf and 8
BUILDING Typg:  House lite/leaf
STYLE: Pueblo Revival ENTRY: offset entry at corner of
CONSTRUCTION DATE: __ 1936 ell.
ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans, architect PORCHES: N/A
INTEGRITY: unaltered ex. window grillep
CONDITION: good STOREFRONTS: N/A
DESCRIPTION
STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1)30 (w) 40 NOTABLE INTERIOR:unknown

FOUNDATION MATERIAL:

concrete

OUTBUILDINGS: two small frame

buildings,contributin

WALL SHEATHING: stucco

ALTERATIONS: wrought iron bars
over windows

4

APPLIED ORNAMENT: corbelled wood inte}

at entry

]

SKFTCH MAP:

—1"

SINEAH T

[ PHOTOGRAPH
PHOTOGRAPHER: Jim Woodward




ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE____ COMMUNITY PLANNING_XX ECONOMICS .
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT __ GOVERNMENTALXX _ MILITARY___ RELIGION __ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION ___ TOURISM___ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S) original occupant, Louis Gray.
Currently owned by his wife,. -

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Rural Homes of Arizona
CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS subsistence farm subdivision

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE example of R. T. Evans' standardized house plan designeq

MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL 1llustrates Depression era use of adobe

ENGINEER ING /STRUCTURAL _
DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION intact integrity of design, setting and

DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED: landscaping
(1) in the Pueblo Revival style

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET_XX COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: :

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES: see nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYQR_J I ¥OCDWARD SURVEY DATE__ 10/86 DATE FORM COMPLETEp 11/8%

(13



"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION

HISTORIC NAME:

o]

CITY/TOWN:

TAX PARCEL NUMBER:

Phoenix Homestead COuNTY:Maricopa  sypvey sITE: _ 0%
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District USGS QUAD; Phoenix
House T 2N R 3E §26 /SE 3 OF THE __S_W_%
ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2942 27th Street UTM
Phoenix, Arizona Description (contd.)
119-14-9 ROOF TYPE: gable (low nitch)

OWNER: Mead, Jesse A.

OWNER ADDRESS: 2942 N. 27th Street

ROOF SHEATHING: built up

Phoenix, AZ 85016

Residence

EAVES TREATMENT: exposed rafters and

HISTORIC USE: purlins

PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD-4 lite/leaf
BUILDING TYPE:  House

STYLE: Pueblo Revival ENTRY: recessed entry; wood with
CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936 10 lites (original)
ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans. architect |pppches: N/A

INTEGRITY: altered with addition

CONDITION: 8ood

STOREFRONTS: __N/A

DESCRIPTION

STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1) 30 (w) 4g

NOTABLE INTERIOR: pynknown

SKETCH MAP:
i

Al o

N L

G tIT

STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe
OUTBUILDINGS:___ small wood frame
FOUNDATION MATERIAL: . pcvete shed , garage; contributing
ALTERATIONS: sSensitive addition at
WALL SHEATHING: stucco west with 10 lite/leaf french door
[PHOTOGRAPH
APPLIED ORNAMENT: none PHOTOGRAPHER: Jim Woodward




ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE____ COMMUNITY PLANNING_*X ECONOMICS
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT____ GOVERNMENTALXX MILITARY___ RELIGION___ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION _ TOURISM__ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S)

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCA. DEVELOPMENT Part of original Ryral Homes of Arizona
CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS subsistence farm subdivision.

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE ©xcellent example of R. T. Evans standardized house plgn(1l

MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL illustrates depression era revival of adobe

ENGINEERING/STRUCTURAL _

DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION Prominent location on street corner; intact
DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED: integrity of design, setting. '
(1) designed in the Pueblo Revival style

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET xx COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: .

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES:

See nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYOR JIM WOCDWARD SURVEY DATE 1Q/86 DATE FORM COMPLETEpD 11/86

yo




WHISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION

Phoenix Homestead

COUNTY:Maricopa  gypypy siTE: 11

- -

entry

SKETCH MAP:

‘ :

o

FFNCHO T

SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District USGS QUAD; Phoenix
HISTORIC NAME:____ House T 2N R 3E 526 /SE 3 of THE SV 3
ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2047 27th Street UTM™ .
CITY/TOWN: Phoenix, Arizona Description (contd.)
TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-13 ROOF TYPE: gable (low pitch)
OWNER:__Volden, Rodney F. ROOF SHEATHING:_built-up
OWNER ADDRESS: 96950 Mauni Valley Drive
Scottsdale, AZ 85285 EAVES TREATMENT: exposed rafters and
HISTORIC USE: Residence purlins
PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD - 4 lite/leaf
BUILDING TYPE: _ fouse
STYLE: Pueblo Revival ENTRY: recessed entry; wood door
CONSTRUCTION DATE: _ 1936
ARCHITECT/BUILDER:_R.T. Evans. architect PORCHES: N/A
INTEGRITY: unaltered
CONDITION: good STOREFRONTS: __ N/A
DESCRIPTION
STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1) 3c (w) 40 NOTABLE INTERIOR: upknown
STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe
OUTBUILDINGS: nriginal frame garage:
FOUNDATION MATERIAL: neorete contributing
ALTERATIONS: none
WALL SHEATHING: stucco
I PHOTOGRAPH
APPLIED ORNAMENT: corbelled lintel at PHOTOGRAPHER: Jim Woodward

AT I




ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE___ COMMUNITY PLANNING_X* ECONOMICS
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT ___ GOVERNMENTAL™* _ MILITARY __ RELIGION __ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION ___ TOURISM____ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S)

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Rural Homes in Arizona
CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS Subsistente 1AM subdivision
ARCHITECTURAL STYLE excellent example of Pueblo Revival style standardized
MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL illustrates revival of adobe in federally sponsore
ENG INEERING /STRUCTURAL Depression €ra Drojects.
DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION

DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED: (1) house plans designed by R. T. Evans.

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET XX COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: .

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES: See nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYOR 918 WOCDWAED SURVEY DATE 10/86 DATE FORM COMPLETED 11/86

(L)



"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

" ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION Phoenix Homestead
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District

HISTORIC NAME: Harris House

COUNTY:Maricopa gypvey SITE: __ 19
USGS QUAD: Phoenix —
T_2N R 3E 526 /SE 5 oF THE SV y

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2721 Pinchot

UM

CITY/TOWN: Phoenix, Arizona

Description (contd.)

TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-19

OWNER: Harris, Dorothy, J.

OWNER ADDRESS: 300 California, Apt. #11

ROOF TYPE:; gable (low pitch)
ROOF SHEATHING: built-up

Santa Monica, CA 90403

EAVES TREATMENT: exposed rafters and

HISTORIC USE: Residence purlins
PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD - 4 lite/leaf and
House

BUILDING TYPE:

2 lite/leaf

STYLE: Pueblo Revival

CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936

ENTRY: modified entrv at east gable

wall

ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans, architect

PORCHES: N/A

INTEGRITY: ___ unaltered

CONDITION:___ go0od STOREFRONTS: __ N/A
DESCRIPTION

STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1)30 (w) 40  NOTABLE INTERIOR:unknown

STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe
OUTBUILDINGS: garage, original;
FOUNDATION MATERIAL: concrete contributing
ALTERATIONS: none
sStucco

WALL SHEATHING:

APPLIED ORNAMENT: none

SKETCH MAP:\[,W

T ———n

SN AT

PHOTOGRAPH
PHOTOGRAPHER: Jim Woodward

-fy T 3




ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

SIGNIFICANCE:
AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE COMMUNITY PLANNING > ECONOMICS
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT GOVERNMENTAL™™  MILITARY RELIGION SCIENCE

____. ON___
THEATRE___ TRANSPORTATION__ TOURISM___ OTHER(specify) - o oo W0 ¢

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):

PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S)1937 occupant D. M. Collier; 1939
occupant F. D. Harris (still in family ownership)

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Rural Homes of Arizona
CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS subsistence farm subdivision

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE g0od example of standard bouse plan in Pueblo Revival sj
MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL illustrates Depression era revival of adobe

ENGINEERING/STRUCTURAL

ylé

DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION ipntact integrity of setting, design, landscaping

DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED:
(1) designed by R. T. Evans

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET ** COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: '

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES: see nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:

" INATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:

LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYOR & -1 WOCDWARD SURVEY DATE 10/86 DATE FORM COMPLETED /' °°




"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

~ ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION  phoenix Homestead
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District

COUNTY: 12T icopa

USGS QUAD:

SURVEY SITE: 17

Phoenix

BUILDING TYPE:

HISTORIC NAME: House T 2N g BE 26 SE yior tHE OV
ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2731 Pinchot UTM
Phoenix, AI 12004
CITY/TOWN: Description (contd.)
TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-21A ROOF TYPE: gable (low pitch)
OWNER: Kotowski, Alvin J. and Shelly A. JROOF SHEATHING: Y©lled asphalt
OWNER ADDRESS: 2731 Pinchot
Phoenix, AZ 85016 EAVES TREATMENT: exposed rafters and
HISTORIC USE: Residence purlins
PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD - 4 lite/leaf; 2
House

aluminum sliders; 1-CMT-M - 9 lite

STYLE: Pueblo Revival ENTRY: off center, 1 lite wood doorg
CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936 original entry location infilled
ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans, architect PORCHES: N/A

INTEGRITY: altered facade

CONDITION:___ 890d STOREFRONTS: _N/A

DESCRIPTION

STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1)30 (w) 40  NOTABLE INTERIOR: yunknown

: STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe

EFOUNDATION MATERIAL: concrete

OUTBUILDINGS:small wood frame garage
original; contributing

¥
b

' WALL SHEATHING: stucco

ALTERATIONS: sensitive addition at
rear: original entry infilled;

APPLIED ORNAMENT: _none

SNt T

PHOTOGRAPH




ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE___ COMMUNITY PLANNING > _ ECONOMIC>
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT ___ GOVERNMENTAE® _ MILITARY____ RELIGION SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION ___ TOURISM __ OTHER( specify)ArChitemre

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S) 1937 occupant W. A. Donaldson

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Rural Homes of Arizona
CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS subsistence farm subdivision

(1
ARCHITECTURAL STYLE good example of R. T. Evans' standardized house plan desjpé.s
MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL illustrates Depression era revival of adobe
ENGINEERING/STRUCTURAL
DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION intact integrity of setting, design, land-

DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED: scaping
(1) in Pueblo Revival style

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET®  COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: )

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES: See nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

TT1/3C

SURVEYOR® 11 NOCDRARD SURVEY DATE 10Q/86 DATE FORM COMPLETED




"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

" ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION Phoenix Homestead
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District

COUNTY :Mar iCOpa
USG5 QUAD: Phoenix

SURVEY SITE: 19

HISTORIC NAME: House T 2N R 3E 26 SE 4 of Ty SV
ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2942 28th Street UTM

CITY/TOMWN: phoenix, Arizona Description (contd.)

TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-23 ROOF TYPE: gable (low pitch)

Frank, Orin M., Jr.

BUILDING TYPE:

OWNER: ROOF SHEATHING: built-up
OWNER ADDRESS: 2942 N. 28th Street
Phoenix, AZ 85016 EAVES TREATMENT: __exposed rafters and
HISTORIC USE: Residence purlins
PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD - 4 lite/leaf;
House

CMT-M - 12 lite (not original)

STYLE: Pueblo Revival ENTRY: offset at corner of ell;
CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936 wood with 10 lite (original)
ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans, architect PORCHES: N/A
INTEGRITY: window altered add't at rear
CONDITION: good STOREFRONTS: _N/A
DESCRIPTION
STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1)30 (w) 40 NOTABLE INTERIOR:unknown .
STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: _adobe
OUTBUILDINGS: none
FOUNDATION MATERIAL: caoncrete
ALTERATIONS: _ non-original-window at
WALL SHEATHING: stucco o8th street faczde; frame addit.at] sout
PHOTOGRAPH
APPLIED ORNAMENT: corhelled wond lintel PHOTOGRAPHER ;_Jim Woodward
at entry LI '
SK\ETCH MAP: ,{/m\L L e L
&%) poo N
N
M
§ >
/D/WW w | _
". _ !' <



ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

Addition at rear (ca. 1960s) is not intrgsivg to over-
all design and massing of house. window is minor, non-

intrusive alteration.

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE___ COMMUNITY PLANNING_XX ECONOMICS-
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT __ GOVERNMENTALxx  MILITARY  RELIGION __ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION____ TOURISM____ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S)

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Rural Homes of Arizona
CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS subsistence farm subdivision

ARCHITECTURAL STYLEgood example of standard house plan designed in Pueblio 14
MR S0k ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL illustrates Depression era Revival oI adobe

ENGINEERING/STRUCTURAL

DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION Prominent location on street corner; east

DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED: edge of historic district. Integrity of
setting, design and landscaping.

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET xx COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER:

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES: see nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

viwvi

SURVEYOR 7IM WOODWARD SURVEY DATE 10/86 DATE FORM COMPLETED 11/86




"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

" ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION Phoenix Homestead
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District

HISTORIC NAME: FPreeman House

COUNTY: Maricopa
USGS QUAD:

SURVEY SITE: 32
Phoenix

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2702 Pinchot

4
UM

Phoenilx, Arlzona

OWNER ADDRESS: 2702 Pinchot

gable (low pitch)

CITY/TOWN: Description (contd.)
TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-57 ROOF TYPE:
OWNER: Freeman, Marvyle

ROOF SHEATHING: built up with gravel

Phoenix, AZ 85016

EAVES TREATMENT: exposed rafters and

STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe

HISTORIC USE:  Residence purtins
PRESENT USE: _ Residence WINDOWS: __CMT-WD - 4 lite/leaf
BUILDING TYPE:  House

STYLE: Pueblo Revival ENTRY:__recessed: flush wood door
CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936 (not original)
ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans, architect |} PORCHES: N/A

INTEGRITY: unaltered

CONDITION:__ good STOREFRONTS: N/A

DESCRIPTION

STORIES:___1 _ DIMENSIONS: (1) 30 (w) 45 NOTABLE INTERIOR: unknown

FOUNDATION MATERIAL:

concrete

OUTBUILDINGS: small wood-shed

contributing

WALL SHEATHING: stucco

ALTERATIONS: none

APPLIED ORNAMENT: corbelled wood 1

at entry L

SKETCH MAP: ‘
4

§

W

&

SNTATT

intel |

PHOTOGRAPH

PHOTOGRAPHER: _Jim Woodward




ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE___ COMMUNITY PLANNING_*X ECONOMICS
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT____ GOVERNMENTAL®* _ MILITARY___ RELIGION ___ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION __ TOURISM___ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):

PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S)Occupied }Oy Freeman family since 1937
Arrived in Mesa from Minnesota in 1919, then to Phoenix in 1931.

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Rural Homes of Arizona

CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS subsistence farm subdivision

é%gyggggme&)gﬁlf good example of R. T. Evans' standa?dized house plan

MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL illustrates Depression era revival of adobe

ENGINEERING /STRUCTURAL B

DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION iocated at intersection of 28th and Pinchot
DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED: retains integrity of aesign, setting and

) landscaping.
(1) in Pueblo Revival style

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET XX COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: :

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES:

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYOR 0 111 WOCDVARD SURVEY DATE 1Q/86 DATE FORM COMPLETEp 11/86




"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM" SHPO INVENTORY NO.

" ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION  ppoonix Homestead CounTY:1aricopa  sypyey sITE: _ °°
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District USGS QuAD: Phoenix
HISTORIC NAME:__House T 2N RBE 26 AE 3 oF THE SY_
ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2712 Pinchot ' UTM
CITY/TOWN: Phoenlx, Arizona Description (contd.)
TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-59 ROOF TYPE: gable (low pitch)
OWNER: Starr, Willis D. and Alta ROOF SHEATHING: o147 (1] ravel
OWNER ADDRESS: 2711 Pinchot

Phoenix, AZ 85016 EAVES TREATMENT:exposed rafters and
HISTORIC USE: Residence ourlins
PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD - 2 lite/leaf and
BUILDING Typg:  House 4 lite/leaf
STYLE: Pyeblo Revival ENTRY: offset at corner of ell;
CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936 flush wood door(not orxginal)
ARCHITECT/BUILDER; &-T- Evans, architect Jpapoeyes.  N/A
INTEGRITY: unaltered exc. frame porch
CONDITION:  good STOREFRONTS: N/A
DESCRIPTION
STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1)35 (w)2° NOTABLE INTERIOR: unknown

STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe

OUTBUILDINGS: _ none

FOUNDATION MATERIAL: _ ~oncrete

ALTERATIONS: rear frame porch
WALL SHEATHING: stucco (ca. 1960s); sensitive

I PHOTOGRAPH

APPLIED ORNAMENT: none PHOTOGRAPHER: Jim Woodward

SKETCH MAP:

N AT




ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE____ COMMUNITY PLANNING_** ECONOMICS
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT____ GOVERNMENTALXX MILITARY____ RELIGION __ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION __ TOURISM __ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S) Original occupant 1937, B. B. Smith

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Rural Homes in Arizona sub-
CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS sistence Iarm subdivision.
ARCHITECTURAL STYLE good example of a standardized nouse plan for this (1)
MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL illustrates Depression era revival of adobe
ENGINEERING/STRUCTURAL

DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION

DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED:

(1) subdivision designed by R. T. Evans in the Pueblo Revival style.

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET XX (COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: :

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES:
See nomination bibliography.

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYOR JIX WOCDWARD SURVEY DATE 10Q/86 DATE FORM COMPLETED 11/86




"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION  phoenix Homestead COUNTY:MaT1coPa  qupyEy SITE: _ 40
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District USGS QUAD: Phoenix
HISTORIC NAME: Houyse T 2N g 3E 26 /SE % OF THE ﬂ L
ADDRESS/LOCATION: 3002 28th Street UTM
CITY/TOWN: Phoenix, frrzond Description (contd.)
TAX PARCEL NUMBER:_119-14-69 ROOF TYPE: gable (low nitch): shed
OWNER: Weaver, Hayward D. and Doris F. ROOF SHEATHING: Yolled asphalt
OWNER ADDRESS: 3002 N. 28th Street
Phoenix, AZ 85016 EAVES TREATMENT: __exposed rafters
HISTORIC USE: Residence
PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD - 4 lite/ leaf
BUILDING TYPE: _ House
STYLE: Pueblo Revival ENTRY: offset at corner of ell;
CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936 wood panel door (not original)
ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans, architect PORCHES: N/A
INTEGRITY: .altered w/ porch; infill
CONDITION: __ good STOREFRONTS:  N/A
DESCRIPTION 4
STORIES:_ 1 DIMENSIONS: (1)40 (w) 28  NOTABLE INTERIOR:_ UPkROwn |
STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: _adobe
OUTBUILDINGS: CMU Residence facing
FOUNDATION MATERIAL: ~ancrete Pinchot-non-contributing
ALTERATIONS: small screened porch
Stuceo at rear..infilled add't at facad¢

WALL SHEATHING:

APPLIED ORNAMENT:
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SKETCH MAP:
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ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

Small screen porch; infilled addition at facade (ca. 1960s)
are not intrusive to the overall design of original house.
Infill sensitive to overall massing.

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE___ COMMUNITY PLANNING ** ECONOMICS
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT ___ GOVERNMENTALXX  MILITARY __ RELIGION __ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION___ TOURISM___ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S) Part of original Rural Homes in AZ
subsistence farm subdivision
RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Rural Homes in AZ subsi-

CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS stence farm subdivision
ARCHITECTURAL STYLE good example of standardized house plan designed by (1

MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL illustrates Depression era revival of adobe

ENGINEERING/STRUCTURAL

DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION located at intersection of 28th Street and

. Pinchot at east edge of district. Retains
DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED: integrity of design and landscaping.

(1) R. T. Evans in the Pueblo Revival style.

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET XX COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: :

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES:

See nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

 SURVEYQR__J I SOCDWARD SURVEY DATE__ 10/86 DATE FORM COMPLETED 11/86




PHOENIX HOMESTEADS HISTORIC DISTRICT
SOUTHERN PORTION
NONCONTRIBUTING PROPERTIES



"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION Phoenix Homestead
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District

HISTORIC NAME:__ House

COUNTY:Maricopa

USGS QUAD:_Phoenix
T 2N g 3E g26 /SE

SURVEY SITE: 07

% OF THE SY &

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2631 Pinchot

UTM

CITY/TOMWN: Phoenlx, Arizona

Description (contd.)

TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-7

OWNER: Wilson, Dennis L. and Judith A.

OWNER ADDRESS; 2631 Pinchot

ROOF TYPE: Hip
ROOF SHEATHING:

rolled asphalt

Phoenix, AZ 85016 EAVES TREATMENT:_exposed rafters
HISTORIC USE:___ Residence
PRESENT USE:__Residence WINDOWS:_CMT-WD-£ lite/leaf
House

BUILDING TYPE:

STYLE: Pueblo Revival

CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936

ENTRY: offset at east-wood

ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans, architect

PORCHES: N/A

INTEGRITY: facade altered

CONDITION: good STOREFRONTS: /A

DESCRIPTION

STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1)24 (w) 36 NOTABLE INTERIOR:_pnknown »

STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe

FOUNDATION MATERIAL:

concrete

OUTBUILDINGS:

(garage) contributing

adohe structure

ALTERATIONS: late diamond-pattern
WALL SHEATHING: stucco window at front elevat%gnfé.%gdition
PHOTOGRAPH
APPLIED ORNAMENT: none PHOTOGRAPHER: Jim Woodward

SKETCH MAP: \l/,vm
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ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

Side and rear addition (ca. 1970s) intrusive to overall
design and massing of original house

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE____ COMMUNITY PLANNING XX ECONOMICS -
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT____ GOVERNMENTALXX _ MILITARY___ RELIGION __ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION __ TOURISM___ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):

PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S) 1937 occupant J. W. Lillywhite;
occupant H. M. Larsen

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENTPart of original Rural Homes of Arizona sub-

CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS sistence farm subdivision
ARCHITECTURAL STYLE example of typical house model designed in Pueblo (1)

1939

MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL_illustrates depression era use ol adobe
ENG INEERING /STRUCTURAL _
DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION intact example of landscaping and setting

DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED:
(1) Revival style by R. T. Evans

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET XX COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: :

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES:

See nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYOR JIM WOCDWARD SURVEY DATE 1Q/86 DATE FORM COMPLETED 11/86




“HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION Phoenix Homestead
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District

HISTORIC NAME: House

COUN’TY:MariCOpa

USGS QUAD:
T 2N R 3E 526 /SE % OF THE SW L

SURVEY SITE: 13
Phoenix

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2711 Pinchot

UTM

~Pn 1X, Ar1zona
CITY/TOWN: oeniz

Description (contd.)

TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-17

OWNER: Mam, Stella H.

OWNER ADDRESS: 2711 E. Pinchot

ROOF TYPE: gable (low nitch)
ROOF SHEATHING:

built-up

Phoenix, AZ 85016 EAVES TREATMENT: exvosed rafters and
HISTORIC USE: Residence purlins
PRESENT USE: Residence WINDOWS: CMT-WD - 4 lite/leaf; FS-
House

BUILDING TYPE:

WD flanked by CMT-WD (alterationd

STYLE: Pueblo Revival

CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936

ENTRY: offset at corner of ell;

modified doorway with sidelights

ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans, architect

INTEGRITY: altered facade

PORCHES: __N/A

y.

CONDITION: good STOREFRONTS: _N/A
DESCRIPTION
STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1) 30 (w) 40 NOTABLE INTERIOR: unknown '
STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe
OUTBUILDINGS: original garage,
FOUNDATION MATERIAL: copcrete contributing
ALTERATIONS: addition at Fast w/arcagta
WALL SHEATHING: stucco door; addition at rear w/Clerest
[PHOTOGRAPH
APPLIED ORNAMENT: none PHOTOGRAPHER: Jim Woodward

SKETCH MAP:

Vz4e) \J/ l,- T

[INTHDT

o>
RE., . R

Ty ;9 e




ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

Addition at facade (ca. 1970s) intrusive to design and
massing of original house

SIGNIFICANCE:
AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE COMMUNITY PLANNING_** ECONOMIC>

EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT GOVERNMENTALXX _ MILITARY RELIGION SCIENCE
THEATRE TRANSPORTATION TOURISM OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S) 1937 occupant K. C. Brown

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Rural Homes of Arizona

CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS subsistence farm subdivision

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE example of standardized house plan designed in Pueblo

MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL Revival style

ENGINEERING/STRUCTURAL jllustrates use of adobe in depression era.

DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION_ iptegrity of setting and landscaping

DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED:

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET ®X (COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: :

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES: See nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:

NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYOR JIM WOCDWARD SURVEY DATE 1Q/86 DATE FORM COMPLETED 11/86




"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

BUILDING TYPE:

IDENTIFICATION  phoenix Homestead COUNTY: MaTicopa  quoyey siTE: 36
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District USGS QUAD: Phoenix
HISTORIC NAME: L. C. Goldsmith House T 2N g 3E 26 ,SE 4 op the SV
ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2722 Pinchot . UTM
CITY/TONN: [Phoentx, Arizona Descr ipt jon (contd.)
TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-14-61 ROOF TYPE: gable (low pitch)
OWNER: Ladomato, A. Gene ROOF SHEATHING: built up
OWNER ADDRESS: 2722 E. Pinchot

Phoenix, AZ 85016 EAVES TREATMENT: exposed rafters
HISTORIC USE: Residence
PRESENT USE:  Residence WINDOWS: CMT-M: FS-M; at addition.

House

Aluminum sliders at original wind

STYLE: Pueblo Revival

CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1936

ENTRY: off center at addition; wood

panel door

WALL SHEATHING: stucco /painted CMU

ARCHITECT/BUILDER: R.T. Evans, Architect PORCHES: N/A
INTEGRITY: facade and windows altered
CONDITION: good STOREFRONTS: N/A
DESCRIPTION
STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1)40 (w) 25 NOTABLE INTERIOR: unknown
STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: _adobe /CMU
OUTBUILDINGS: none
FOUNDATION MATERIAL: concrete
ALTERATIONS: _intrusive addition/non-—

original windows in original openil

APPLIED ORNAMENT:

none

SKETCH MAP:
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ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

Addition at facade (ca. 1970s) is intrusive to overall design
and massing of original house.

SIGNIFICANCE:

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE____ COMMUNITY PLANNING_XX ECONOMICS
EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT____ GOVERNMENTALXX _ MILITARY___ RELIGION __ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION __ TOURISM___ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S)original occupant was Lorence C.
Goldsmith. TFirst treasurer of Phoenix Homestead Assoc.; hydrology analyg
RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT ©OF Palt Hiver (1) part of original Rural
CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS Homes of Arizona subsistence farm subdivision
ARCHITECTURAL STYLE illustrates R. T. Evans' interpretation of Pueblo Rural
MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL style (<) example of Depression era revival of
ENG INEERING /STRUCTURAL adobe.
DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION retains integrity of setting, landscaping
DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED:

(1) Project for 35 years. ' S
(2) For standardized house plan for this subdivision.

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET xx COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: .

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES:
See nomination bibliography

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

t

SURVEYOR JIM WOCDWARD SURVEY DATE 10/36 DATE FORM COMPLETED 11/86




SHPG INVENTORY NO.

ARIZONA BUILDING INVENTORY "SHORT FORM"

Phoenix Homestead

SURVEY AREA Namg: LiStoric District

HISTORIC NAME:

Church

COUNTY:Maricopa 38

USGS QUAD:
T2N R3E S 26 / SE 4 OF THE SW

SURVEY SITE:
Phoenix

ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2732 E. Pinchot

UTM™

CITY/TOWN: Phoenix
TAX PARCEL NUMBER:

119-14-63

OWNER ADDRESS: 2732 E. Pinchot. Phx. 85016
HISTORIC USE: Residential site

PRESENT USE: Church
BUILDING TYPE:Religious
STYLE: Modern

CONSTRUCTION DATE:

ca. 1970

BRIEF DESCRIPTIVE STATEMENT:

One story slump block structure,
gabled roof with wood trim. Retains
landscaping at street elevation.

OWNER: I aestadian Congregation of Phx. :

ALTERATIONS:

Replaced the Glenn A. Jones
house in original Rural Homes

Y .
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of Arizona subsistence farm project. DATE: 11/86 VIEW: NE
NEGATIVE NUMBER: PHA-1-21
Jones was first President of Phx. Home- SKETCH MAP: 4\
stead Assoc. /%mﬂ&%é? !
CONTEXT: RESIDENTIAL STREETSCAPE =x A/
COMMERCIAL !
TOWN SQUARE
CBD )
ISOLATED/RURAL___ ‘ 1
SURVEYOR: Jim Woodward !
DATE: 10/86
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PHOENIX HOMESTEADS HISTORIC DISTRICT
NORTHERN PORTION
CONTRIBUTING PROPERTIES



“HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION Phoenix Homestead COUNTY: Maricopa SURVEY SITE: _42
SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District USGS QUAD: Phoenix
HISTORIC NAME: House T_2NR _3ES26 /SE ¥ OF THE _SV 3
ADDRESS/LOCATION: 2733 E. Flower UTM
CITY/TOWN: Phoenix, Arizona Description (contd.)
TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-13-89 / ACRE (S)| ROOF TYPE: shed (low pitch)
OWNER: Deal, David J. and Kim M. ROOF SHEATHING: Yrolled asphalt
OWNER ADDRESS: 95401 E. Thomas #267

Phoenix, AZ 85016 EAVES TREATMENT: €Xposed roof beams
HISTORIC USE: Residence
PRESENT USE: __ Residence WINDOWS: DH-WD-12/12; 8/8

House

BUILDING TYPE:

STYLE: Pueblo BRevival

CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1937

ENTRY: off center at enclosed

veranda

ARCHITECT/BUILDER: Vernon De Mars; USRA

INTEGRITY: veranda infilled with CMU

PORCHES: original veranda infilled
with CMU

CONDITION: good STOREFRONTS: N/A
DESCRIPTION
STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1) 36(w) 30 NOTABLE INTERIOR: original interior
STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe
OUTBUILDINGS: original garage
FOUNDATION MATERIAL:_ . opcroro contributing
ALTERATIONS: Porch infillisensitive
WALL SHEATHING: stucco to original design. Built ca. 19704.
PHOTOGRAPH
APPLIED ORNAMENT: none

SKETCH MAP:
Viarpa,

INFILL __Q

f
1
!
!

MZ‘I—H \L

e =

PHOTOGRAPHER Jlm Woodward
. K e . - L




ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

Original three bedroom model. Original ve randa at east infilled w/CMU.
(ca. 1970s) is not intrusive to overall massing of house.

SIGNIFICANCE:
AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE COMMUNITY PLANNING *X ECONOMICS

EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT ___ GOVERNMENTAEX _ MILITARY____ RELIGION SCIENCE
THEATRE TRANSPORTATION TOURISM OTHER(specify) ATchitecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S) 1939 occupant H.T. Sledd

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENTPart of original Arizona Part-Time Farms

CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS SUDTIVISTION:
ARCHITECTURAL MERIF good example of Pueblo Revival design for this fe@er%l
MAJOR ARCH. FORM/MATERIAL illustrates Depression era revival of adobe v """
ENGINEERING/STRUCTURAL

DISTRICT/STREETSCAPE CONTRIBUTION integrity of design, setting, and landscaping.

DISCUSSION AS REQUIRED:

Siting of house and garage on lot illustrates variety of ways standard
house plans were organized by subdivision planners.

NOMINATION PAGE REFERENCE:

CONTEXT: ISOLATED/RURAL RESIDENTIAL STREET X% COMMERCIAL CENTRAL SQUARE
CBD: OTHER: :

BIBLIOGRAPHY/SOURCES:

seenomination bibliography.

LISTING IN OTHER SURVEYS:
NATIONAL REGISTER STATUS:
LISTED DETERMINED ELIGIBLE DETERMINED NOT ELIGIBLE NOT EVALUATED

COMMENTS/DEVELOPMENT PLANS/THREATS:

SURVEYOR JIM WOCDWARD SURVEY DATE 10/86 DATE FORM COMPLETEp 11/86




"HISTORIC BUILDING FORM"

SHPO INVENTORY NO.

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PROPERTY INVENTORY

IDENTIFICATION

Phoenix Homestead

HISTORIC NAME:

COUNTY: Maricopa  SURVEY SITE: 43

CITY/TOWN:

SURVEY AREA NAME: Historic District USGS QUAD: Phoenix
House T_2N R_3E S26 /SE % OF THE _SVW %
ADDRESS/LOCATION: 92729 . TFlower UTM
Phoenix, Arizona Description (contd.)
TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 119-13-90 / ACRE(SK ROOF TYPE:  shed (low pitch)

OWNER: Miller, Bernard and Ruth

OWNER ADDRESS: o798 T __TFlower

ROOF SHEATHING: Pullt up

Phoenix, AZ 85016

HISTORIC USE:

Residence

EAVES TREATMENT: OTiginal exposed

roof beams

PRESENT USE: Residence

BUILDING TYPE: House

WINDOWS: DH-WD-12/12: 8/8

STYLE: Pueblo Revival

CONSTRUCTION DATE:__1937

ENTRY: off set at east; wood

ARCHITECT/BUILDER: Vernon De Mars/ USRA

PORCHES: _N/A

INTEGRITY;  unaltered
CONDITION: __good STOREFRONTS: N/A
DESCRIPTION

STORIES: 1 DIMENSIONS: (1) 30(w) 36

NOTABLE INTERIOR: unknown

STRUCTURAL MATERIAL: adobe
OUTBUILDINGS: original garage
FOUNDATION MATERIAL: - N contributing
ALTERATIONS: none
WALL SHEATHING: stucco
PHOTOGRAPH
APPLIED ORNAMENT: 1none PHOTOGRAPHER: Jim Woodward
SKETCH M{\P: oty \1/
{
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ADDITIONAL DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS (annotated form):

Original three bedroom model

SIGNIFICANCE:
AREAS OF SIGNIFICANCE: COMMERCE COMMUNITY PLANNING ** ECONOMICS:

EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT___ GOVERNMENTALSX _ MILITARY___ RELIGION ___ SCIENCE
THEATRE____ TRANSPORTATION___ TOURISM___ OTHER(specify) Architecture

HISTORIC ASSOCIATIONS (be concise):
PROMINENT OCCUPANT/HISTORIC ASSOCIATION(S) 1939 occupant R.A. Harding

RELATIONSHIP TO LOCAL DEVELOPMENT Part of original Arizona Part- Time Farms

buDU.L V.Lb .Lu.u o

CULTURAL AFFILIATIONS

ARCHITECTURAL MERIT 