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Abstract

This report documents archeological field inventory at two early/mid-nineteenth century farmsteads at
Cuyahoga Valley National Recreation Area in Summit County, Ohio. The farmsteads are currently known
by the names of their primary, historic owners. Both the Brown/Bender and Hammond/Cranz farmsteads
currently consist of clusters of buildings and a core area of farm land. Both farmsteads are listed on the
National Register of Historic Places.

Fieldwork was conducted at the sites in 1994 in response to plans to adaptively restore the currently
vacant structures through a historic leasing program. Data on the archeological resources of the
farmsteads were collected for use in ongoing planning efforts. Project field methodology consisted
primarily of interval shovel testing across the grounds adjacent to the existing buildings. Laboratory
methods focused on developing data on artifact distribution for graphical presentation to assist planners
in protecting and avoiding significant archeological deposits as the proposed restorations are undertaken.

Potentially significant archeological deposits and previously unrecorded, buried architectural
features were recorded at both locations. The distribution of archeological deposits across the grounds at
both farmsteads was found to be highly patterned. Subsurface deposits are associated with both extant
and non-extant historic structures. At both farmsteads, prehistoric as well as historic materials were
recorded. This situation is typical at Cuyahoga Valley National Recreation Area; early historic farms
were commonly built on locations extensively utilized in prehistoric settlement systems.

The report summarizes the results of the 1994 archeological inventory efforts, with emphasis placed
on the distribution of archeological materials across the project areas. Since data are primarily restricted
to materials recovered through limited surface reconnaissance and interval shovel testing, the artifact
collections from the sites are not analyzed in detail. Instead the artifacts are tabulated and considered in
a more general fashion.
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Project Background

This report documents archeological field inventory at two early/mid-nineteenth century farmsteads at
Cuyahoga Valley National Recreation Area in Summit County, Ohio (Figure 1). The sites are positioned on
opposite edges of the Cuyahoga River valley south of the small hamlet of Everett. Both the Brown/Bender
and Hammond/Cranz farmsteads currently consist of clusters of buildings and a core area of farm land, and
both are listed on the National Register of Historic Places. Plans for adaptive use of the buildings through a
historic leasing program led to a recommendation that archeological inventories be conducted on the
properties. This report documents those inventories and provides basic recommendations for future
management of the archeological resources that were recorded at the farmsteads.

Site Numbering and Identification

The houses at both the Hammond/Cranz and Brown/Bender sites were documented through the
completion of Ohio Historic Inventory forms for the Ohio Historical Society by Carol Poh Miller in
1976. Miller completed this one-page form for all standing structures thought at that time to be of
“historical significance” within CUVA. The houses were assigned numbers during the recording
process. Under that system the county designation is listed as CUY (rather than CU) for Cuyahoga
County and SUM (rather than SU) for Summit county. Over time, there appear to have been multiple
“SUM?” prefixed numbers assigned to each site. These include “unofficial” and “official” designations.

Brown/Bender is listed as SUM 31 and Hammond/Cranz as SUM 41 in Table 12 of Brose et al.
(1981:186). Unfortunately, when the Ohio Historic Inventory forms were appended to the Brose et al.
report (1981:Appendix I), new numbers were handwritten in the entry box for “No.”, resulting in the
number “67” being added to SUM 31 and “78” to SUM 41. Since the SUM numbers are barely visible
on the forms, the new numbers seem to take precedence over the older ones. More importantly, neither
. set of numbers reflects the official state of Ohio designations for the houses. The name “Jim Brown
House” is used for Brown/Bender farm house while “Cranz House” is used for the Hammond/Cranz
house in both Table 12 and Appendix I (Brose et al. 1981:186, 459—554).

The Cleveland Museum of Natural History (CMNH) also used, or reported, other numbering
schemes for historic sites in their synthesis of research at CUVA prior to 1981 (Brose et al. 1981:Table
12; Appendices H, I; maps supporting Appendices H and I). These numbers result from research by
Brooslin and Ubbelohde into historic structures and roads at CUVA. Most of these numbering schemes
relate to a specific historic data source such as a nineteenth-century map. For example, the Mathews and
Taintor wall map of Summit County for 1856 was checked for the presence of structures, with each
structure depicted in the project area awarded a number with the prefix “MT” for Mathews and Taintor.
In other archeological reports for the CUVA area (e.g., Sprague and Mustain 1991), it has been
mistakenly assumed that the “MT” numbers were awarded by Mathews and Taintor.

Given the many sources studied by Brooslin and Ubbelohde, historic sites with standing structures
often received multiple number designations. Such is the case for both Brown/Bender and Ham-
mond/Cranz. Brown/Bender is referenced as MT 274 and Hammond/Cranz as MT 231. Following the
same convention, the Carol Poh Miller Ohio Inventory Forms were referenced in Brooslin and
Ubbelohde by the prefix “CPM” and the “new” numbers “67” and “78.” As noted above, these numbers
were then added to the inventory forms in the 1981 Brose et al. report. The various numbering schemes
used by Brooslin and Ubbelohde are documented in appendices to that synthetic report.



An additional set of numbers reflects the official designations of the houses at both locales as they
are now formally recorded in the Ohio state site files. The house at Brown/Bender is recorded as
“33SUM—47-7,” while the house at Hammond/Cranz is “33SUM-58-6.” It should be emphasized that
those numbers are for the main structures, not for the archeological deposits discussed in the current
report. These numbers supersede any earlier “SUM” designations and are the only numbers that are
relevant to the official state records regarding the houses. The other numbers have been listed and
discussed here to assist anyone attempting to understand the various numbering schemes that appear on
existing maps and in the Brose et al. report, which is still the primary synthetic archeological report for
the park.

Overlaying these various numbering systems is a scheme used by CUVA to reference its historic
structures. Under that system, the Hammond/Cranz House is HS-337 and the Brown/Bender House is
HS-318.

The Hammond/Cranz Farm
Project Setting

The Hammond/Cranz Farm is located on the east side of Ira Road immediately south of the Western
Reserve Historical Society's well-known Hale Farm and Village in Bath Township (Figure 2). The farm
is positioned on a gently rolling bench ranging from about 790 to 800 ft amsl. An upland ridge to the
east separates the project area from the Cuyahoga River. On the west, lower-lying fallow fields quickly
give way to the steep valley wall slopes. The farmstead consists of seven primary structures distributed
roughly north-south. The northernmost building is the frame house that faces west to Ira Road (Figure
3). Immediately behind the house is a small frame smokehouse. Further southeast are a frame carriage
house (Figure 4) and chicken house. Further south are two frame barns and a frame smokehouse or
ciderhouse (Figures 5 and 6). These buildings are positioned at approximately the same elevation on the
flat crest of the landform. This flat terrain extends north and east from the buildings. The land drops to a
lower elevation immediately west and south of the buildings. The area around the farm buildings is
maintained in mowed turf. East of the buildings, turf is present, but is generally left unmowed. A short
distance north of the house is a farm field that currently lies fallow and weed covered. The north edge of
the current project area is marked by the Ira Cemetery and the west and south margins by Ira Road. A
private inholding occurs on the east.

Historical Background

The Hammond/Cranz Farm was listed on the National Register of Historic Places under the name
“William and Eugene Cranz Farm” on March 12, 1993. All of the standing buildings mentioned above
are listed as contributing resources. According to the National Register nomination, the house was
constructed in 1833, and like the Brown/Bender House is a frame four-over-four shape. The rectangular,
two-story front portion of the house faces west, with gables on the north and south. Attached to the core
on the east is a one-story wing. The gabled roof of the wing is oriented perpendicular to the core. A
modified porch with concrete slab and masonry piers extends the length of the wing on the south. The
front porch of the building has also been extensively modified and now features a raised concrete slab
floor. One the east side of the wing is a modern one-story garage with a cinder block foundation.

The interior of the Hammond/Cranz House has undergone many changes over the years. This
partially results from multiple shifts from single-family to two-family (and back) residence. However,



the sandstone foundation and timber frame, along with the configuration of the main core and wing, have
survived intact.

The National Register nomination provides additional information about the various outbuildings on
the farm. Both barns appear to postdate William Cranz's acquisition of the farm in 1863. The larger
barn, closer to the house, appears to date to 1885. Of particular interest from an archeological
perspective is the frame carriage house. Aside from the house, it is the only standing structure at the
farm that appears to have a significant archeological component in direct association. Thought to have
been built about 1860, the carriage house was enlarged about 1910. The core (the current northwest part
of the building) has a side-gabled slate roof. Currently, large doors cover most of the west (front) facade
of the original core of the building. It does not appear that the core had any other doors. Additions are
present on the back (east) and side (south) of the core. Thought to be contemporaneous, these additions
have a shed roof. The building contains two brick chimneys and a fireplace (or blacksmith's hearth). The
east addition has a door, and there are two, asymmetrically placed door openings on the south shed
addition. A cursory examination of the exterior of the carriage house in 1994 suggests that the reported
1860-1910 construction dichotomy may be too simplistic to fully explain the current configuration of the
building.

The farm has been found to be significant under Criterion A relative to the agricultural development
of the Cuyahoga Valley, Criterion B for association with agricultural innovator Eugene F. Cranz, and
Criterion C for architecture. Based upon the current archeological study, portions of the property may
also be significant from an archeological perspective under Criterion D.

The property derives its current name from the two primary families who occupied the house
through the historic era. Like the Brown/Bender farm, considerably more is known about family history
than structural history for the Hammond/Cranz Farm. In both cases, this is a result of the scope of the
research conducted to date, since that research was focused on general, rather than architectural, history.
The following summary is taken from Winstel's (1993a) narrative in the National Register nomination.
Lewis Hammond came to the Cuyahoga Valley in 1810 with his parents Jason and Sophronia. Along
with the Hales, the Hammonds were the first land-owning settlers in Bath Township. The land surveyor
named the township Wheatfield, but this was changed to Hammondsburgh in 1812. Jason Hammond had
purchased 1,100 acres from Thomas Bull, one of the original shareholders in the Connecticut Land
Company.

The Hammonds owned both a 3'%-by-Y2-mile strip within Lots 24 to 30 and fifty acres in Lot 14 in
what was to become Bath Township in 1811. This is an extensive holding compared to other pre—
canal-era farms. Jason Hammond had subdivided much of the land among his brother and sons by 1826,
although it appears that Lewis continued to live on his father's estate. Lewis first appears on the tax
records as a landowner in 1834, with holdings on Lots 28 to 30 and part of Lot 11. County tax records
suggest that he built a house on this land (within the current project area) in 1833 or 1834. This conflicts
with the available secondary sources, which indicate that the rear wing of the current house was built by
Jason Hammond between 1817 and 1824 and that Lewis built the main, front section of the house
between 1836 and 1838. The latter postulated construction sequence would fit other staged house
construction examples in the Cuyahoga Valley where a humble building was enlarged through
substantial and attractive additions after the initiation of the canal era when the market economy began to
prosper. Winstel (1993a) concludes that there is no direct evidence for the house prior to 1833 or 1834,
and that there is additional evidence that Jason Hammond may have had a house on Lot 14 that predated
the Ira Road structure. Like so many of the early-nineteenth-century historic structures at Cuyahoga, the
Hammond/Cranz house has a confusing, and often contradictory documentary history.



Lewis Hammond introduced shorthorn cattle and Merino sheep to the area. Both of these
introductions were important to the local economy and showed a farsightedness that was unusual among
his contemporaries. By 1850, Hammond's farm was primarily a sheep operation, with 128 sheep and a
single cow. Hammond also owned a saw mill, flour mill, and woolen mill that were very important to
the local community. These provided critical local and regional outlets for the products of the local
farms.

Lewis Hammond and his wife died in 1849, leaving 10 orphaned children. Family heirs maintained
the core of the farm until 1864, while selling off portions of the surrounding acreage. William Cranz
purchased the farm, which now consisted of the house and a remaining 123.4-acre tract of land, in 1864.
The Cranz family continued to farm this parcel well into the twentieth century. During the early years of
Cranz ownership, the farm switched to a focus on dairy products, although sheep raising was still
important. By 1870, wool (340 pounds) was still important, but butter (500 pounds), and cheese (4,422
pounds) constituted the primary products of the farm.

In 1885, William Cranz built one of the large barns that remain on site today. Details regarding
other structural improvements during the Cranz ownership have not been fully developed. In 1895,
William transferred a 10-acre parcel of Lots 29 and 30 to his daughter, Kate. His son, Eugene F. Cranz
inherited the remainder of the farm (113.4 acres) in 1898 upon William's death. Eugene Cranz, along
with his sons, continued to farm this land for many years. Diversification proved to be the key to
maintaining the farm. While numerous other valley farms failed, the Cranz Farm continued to be
successful thanks to Eugene's remarkable foresight. After Eugene died in 1951, the farm was finally
subdivided into a dozen separate parcels. In 1976, the National Park Service acquired a 9.76-acre parcel
that includes the farmstead structures. It is that small parcel of the original 1,100-acre Hammond lands
that was the focus of archeological inventory efforts in 1994.

Winstel (1993a) developed considerable data in the National Register nomination regarding the
successful and innovative farming methods of Eugene Cranz. Although this information is generally
beyond the scope of the current project, it is obvious that Cranz was well ahead of his time and that many
important conservation efforts and agricultural experiments occurred on the 123-acre farm. The forested
hillside east of the farm and the large evergreen trees near the farmhouse provide tangible confirmation
of the conservation efforts of Eugene Cranz. He was honored both during his life and posthumously for
his many achievements in this field.

Since most of the buildings currently present on the farm (with the exception of the house and
carriage house) date to the Cranz ownership era, and since the house was extensively remodeled in 1920,
the National Register nomination covers only the Cranz ownership era. However, prior to the inventory,
it was assumed that archeological evidence for the earlier (pre—1864) era might be well represented at the
site.

The Brown/Bender Farm

This historic property was first listed on the National Register of Historic Places on March 14, 1979.
The house, barn, and a gravemarker were listed as contributing resources under the name “Jim Brown
House.” In a more recent (March 3, 1993) National Register listing, the site boundary was enlarged and
the site was included in a multiple property listing under the broader title of “Agricultural Resources of
Cuyahoga Valley.” In this nomination, the property is referred to as the Brown/Bender Farm. That
name is used in the current report. The resources of the Brown/Bender Farm added to the National
Register in 1993 consist of one contributing building (a greenhouse), a vineyard/orchard, and 35 acres of






