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Since they are such complex entities and
present so many facets, towns can be classified in

various ways. When we speak of market towns, seaports,
capital cities, county towns, or industrial towns, we

are distinguishing them in terms of their varied functions.
Alternatively, we may classify them according to the size of

their population. Again, towns differ in their legal status
and may be classified on this basis. But however we
distinguish them, towns usually present recognisable

features on the ground . .

W. Gordon East
The Geography Behind History
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Introduction

The sense of community has shifted dramatically in Georgia in
the since the middle of the twentieth century. Prior to 1950, 80%
of the Georgia population lived in places designated “rural” by
the United States Census Bureau. After 1950 the population
shifted until today the majority of Georgia citizens live in
places qualifying as “urban” (more than 2500 people) by the Census
Bureau. This suggests clearly two things: first that the truly
urban population centers of Georgia have been few in number and
distinctly different in character from the rest of the state, and
second, that the “norm” or common image of community held by
Georgians for almost two hundred years was of a very small town
situated in rural surroundings.

Definition of community

There are many intangibles attached to the notion of commu
nity, most of which were not included in this study. Simply put,
a community is understood to be a group of people who live in the
same locality. There are communities based on work and shared
interests as well, but these were not included in this study.
Here a community had to be a visible thing; it had to have quali
ties or elements which said loudly and clearly: “this is a commu
nity.” Reference to some geographical and cultural histories help
this identification. Gerald Danzer refers to the three stages of
life for American communities, referring specifically to large
centers of population. Each has gone through, according to his
summary of geographical theory, three stages of development--the
walking city (or environment), the streetcar city, and the automo
bile city. The origins of community, he suggests, may be very
simple:

Chances are the town began with some sort of public
place as a nucleus. Perhaps it was a trading post, a fort, a
crossroads, or a seat of government. Around this central
place of meeting, a town gradually emerged, and it developed
a system of internal transportation to supplement the origi
nal roads and trails. Some communities, of course, never
developed enough to extend beyond the original street or
crossroads. They remain today as one- or two-street hamlets,
places where motorists slow down as they pass through but
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joke about not blinking for fear they will miss the commu
nity.1

The shape of these original places is at the heart of this
study, and the nature of the meeting place which they provide lies
at the core of the interpretation of physical community utilized
here. Urban geographers have struggled with the problem of defi
ning what a “town” is and what a hicityT? is since the end of the
nineteenth century. Two of their conclusions are useful here:
one, that every culture has its own definition of “town” and two,
that a “town” (here, community) represents some sort of agglo
meration of people and dwellings which are distinguishable from
the open countryside.2 This project was not concerned with
towns per se, but with all forms of community, a somewhat broader
undertaking.

Specifically, a community was defined geographically and
structurally as some place which had the following six charac
teristics: 1) a recognized nucleus or cluster of buildings, a
focus, node, or “center,” in other words, which was expressed
architecturally or perceptible through some other means; 2) an
organized public space or meeting place, which might be the same
or different as the community “center,” which could be archi
tectural, structural, or geographic; 3) a mix of functions which
were represented architecturally and otherwise (residential,
commercial, institutional, industrial, etc.), though no required
number of functions was specified; 4) a skyline or some other
break in the vista which announced the presence of a community; 5)
recognized or recognizable symbols of community (such as a church
or a school) which might or might not be the same as 2 above,
which would serve as a “focus” for the community if not its actual
center; and finally, some identifiable origins which were also
present architecturally or otherwise.

These qualities were specified at the outset of the project,
and they held up well during the project. Basically, however, the
primary characteristics came to be these, more simply stated: an
observable core or center to the place, a particular configuration
of architectural resources in relation to the street/road patterns
which were distinct and mutually exclusive among the specific
types; and a clear association with public functioning of many
kinds.

1Gerald Danzer, Public Places (AASLH, 1987), pp. 98-99.

2j. Beaujeu—Garnier and G. Chabot, Urban Geography (New York:
John Wiley & Sons, 1969), translated from the French edition,
published 1967.
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Scope of this study

This project took a lesson, as it were, from Fred Kniffen
the grandfate of geographij diffusion studies Pertaining to
architecture and Culture who affirmed the following:

If the geography of settlement is ever to reach its full
potential as the interpretable record of the historical
events and C ultural processes imprinted on the land, the
components of settlements of all kinds must be sYstematically
reduced to types and quantjj5 before they are set against
the revealing vagarj5 of reality.3

The purpose of this project was to identify and categorjz, as far
as Possible, types of communities which were endemic to Georgia.
This meant identifying some common elements Which were used to
identify a place as a community, analyzing the assortment and
relationships of historic resources to the basic forms (street
patterns and physica’ orientations) of the communities and coming
up with some cogent observations This study broke ground in many
ways as will be seen. The research alone took a year to do, and
was still not “done” at the end of that time. The results pre
sented here are not tentative, but certainly Preliminary. More
research is needed, as indicated Nonetheless it is hoped that
this work will stand as a contribution to the preservation commu
nity and to local planners as well.

Methodologies

The project used Standard literature search and field survey
techniques. The literature search included local histories,
county histories, journals and classic texts in geography and
urban history, descriptj travel literature gazette5 Some
state history texts, Planning studies, and historic preservation
surveys. The National Register files in the Historic Preservation
Section were also used. Two trips across parts of Georgia were
taken in order to pass over all the different Physiographj re
gions in the state and to see what changes appeared because of
topOgrapj differences This analysis resulted in the discovery
of several unique types of communities (e.g., the mountain strip).
The most representative communities were photograp and sketch
maps made in the field, which were then compared with USGS topo
graphic representations of the study communities and other commu
nities throughout the state.

3”Building in Wood in the Eastern United States: A time_Place
Perspective “ with Henry Glassie published in Thomas Schlereth,
Material Culture Studies in America (Nashville: AASLf, 1982), p.
237.
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Considerable time was spent researching community descrip
tions. This was done to identify the types of structures
(historic resources) associated with each potential community
type, to see what differences in associated dwellings and other
buildings emerged (actually very few), and to dig deeper to derive
some sense of the culture at work creating its physical reality.
At the heart of this study was an undying questions, what made a
Georgia community a community? How did one identify it? The
answer was sought, as stated, in field work, but the background
research and reading contributed greatly to the conceptualizations
present throughout.

One observation is pertinent at this point: the novelty of
this project was apparent throughout the literature search. Most
academic and other studies look at parts of the whole rather than
at the entirety of a community; if the whole is looked at, usually
some one aspect is paramount, such as map form or social cohesive
ness or economic character. If the physical form of the community
is studied, then the nature and location of historic resources is
often overlooked or taken for granted; often individual historic
resources are studied without connection with the community as a
background context. And if the intangibles of community are
studied, then the physical realities are overlooked altogether.
There were few precedents for examining the form and resource
content of small communities anywhere in most of the professional
literature or in the local history studied for this project.

The study communities

The following list of counties and towns consists of the
towns actually visited during the study period. Maps, photo
graphs, and local historical data were collected on these places
in order to help the identification process. The research into
Georgia literature on communities and general development added
some other towns and sites which became useful •for examples of
various forms, but the research towns were not visited or field
checked.

In order to confirm that the sample actually contained a mix
of places, certain census and other records were checked. Accor
ding to the U.S. Housing Census for 1940, twelve of these places
were identified as “urban” areas, prior to World War II, the
great watershed for Georgia population shifts; i.e., they had a
population of 2500 or more. Two, Rome .and Brunswick, had popula
tions between 10,000 and 50,000 (indicated below by a “B” after
the listing); the remaining ten had populations between 2500 and
10,000 (indicated below by a “C” after the listing). None had
populations exceeding 50,000 people, but that designation in 1940
only applied to five Georgia cities: Atlanta, Augusta, Columbus,
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Macon, and Savannah. The remaining places had populations of
fewer than 2500. The 1940 designation was used instead of a more
current one because it marked a convenient point from which to
measure change in either direction. From historical sources it
was known that some of these places had been larger at one time
than they now were; others were going to have grown. The im
pacts of the last 40 years of history would itself have something
to say about the development and forms of these communities. As
an indication of the directions of growth, those places which were
listed with populations of 2500 or more in 1912 are also indi
cated. The lowest recorded population among these study communi
ties over the years researched was ten people. In all, the
researcher was sure that she had a wide ranging sample, communi
ties from all the geographic regions of the state, many of which
which had been “untouched” by recent development and therefore
would reveal “pure” forms (as far as possible).

When known, the founding date of the community is given and
its incorporation date, if incorporated. Any other pertinent
dates are also included and explained. Communities which were
listed in Shole’s Gazetteer of Georgia for 1886-87 as post offices
are indicated with an 1886 next to the listing. Again, this was
done to seek description and check community age.

Adairsville, Bartow County, 1886; settled 1825; inc’d 1854
Alma, Bacon County; incorporated 1906
Auraria, Lumpkin County, 1886; 1832 made provisional county

seat
Armuchee, Floyd County, 1886
Atkinson, Brantley County

Baxley, Appling County (C), 1886; county seat 1874; inc’d
1 875

Blackshear, Pierce County, 1886; founded 1878
Bloomingdale, Chatham County
Bristol, Pierce County; inc’d 1838
Bla.ckwood, Gordon County
Brunswick, Glynn County (B), 1886; fd 1771; chartered 1813
Burtsboro, Lumpkin County

Clarkesville, Habersham County, 1886; fd 1823
Cleveland, White County; fd 1857; inc’d 1870
Calhoun, Gordon County (C), 1886; fd 1854
Canton, Cherokee County (C), 1886; fd 1832
Chickamauga, Walker County; inc’d 1891
Coffee, Bacon County

Darien, McIntosh County, 1886; settled 1736; incorporated
181 6
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Dover, Screven County, 1886
Dahionega, Lumpkin County, 1886; inc’d 1833
Dawsonville, Dawson County, 1886; inc’d 1859
Dillard, Rabun County; inc’d 1906
Dublin (C), 1886, and East Dublin, Laurens County

Dublin est’d 1811, inc’d 1812; urban, 1912;

Eatonton, Putnam County, 1886; county seat 1808; incd 1809
Egypt, Effingham County, 1886

Freedman, Liberty County
Fort Oglethorpe, Catoosa County; 1902/04 and 1949 inc’d
Fairmount, Gordon County, 1886; inc’d 1908
Farmville, Gordon County
Folsom, Bartow County
Flat Rock, Putnam County

Gough, Burke County; 1905 (listed as a post office on the
Gough Plantation)

Guyton, Effingham County, 1886

Hardwick, Baldwin County
Herndon, Jenkins County
Halcyondale, Screven County, 1886; fd 1842
Hoboken, Brantley County, 1886; inc’d 1920
Hinton, Pickens County
Hollywood, Habersham

Irwinton, Wilkinson County; county seat 1811; inc’d 1816

Jasper, Pickens County, 1886; inc’d 1854

Keysville, Burke County, 1886; inc’d 1890

Lyons, Toombs County; inc’d 1897; county seat 1905
Louisville, Jefferson County, 1886; inc’d 1796; state capitol

1 796-1 806
Lulaton, Brantley County
Lafayette, Walker County (C); fd 1836; inc’d 1885
Leaf, White County
Ludville, Pickens County, 1886

Mountain City, Rabun County; inc’d 1907
Marble Hill, Pickens County; fd ci 900
Mershon, Pierce County
Minter, Laurens County
McIntyre, Wilkinson County; inc’d 1910
Milledgeville, Baldwin County (C), 1886; fd 1803, made

capitol in 1804; inc’d 1806; urban, 1912
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Millen, Jenkins County (C), 1886
Marlow, Effingham County, 1886
Midway, Liberty County; fd 1750; inc’d 1925
Meridien, McIntosh County

Nahunta, Brantley County
New Hope, Glynn County
Nickelsville, Wilkinson County
Noble, Walker County

Oliver, Screven County, 1886
Ogeechee, Screven County, 1886

Pineora, Effingham County
Parkers, Toombs County
Pine Log, Bartow County, 1686
Porter Springs, Lumpkin County, 1886

Rocky Ford, Screven County, 1886
Riceboro, Liberty County; fd 1797; county seat 1798; inc’d

1 81 9
Ridgeville, McIntosh County; first developed c1850s
Rockledge, Laurens County; fd 1899; inc’d 1908
Rome, Floyd County (B), 1886; inc’d 1834; urban, 1912
Rock Springs, Walker County
Rossville, Catoosa County (C); fd 1817; inc’d 1905

Shannon, Floyd County
Summerville, Chatooga County, 1886; in&d 1839
Sonoraville, Gordon County, 1886
St. Clair, Burke County
Summertown, Emmanuel County; inc’d 1906
Scarboro, Jenkins County, 1886; fd 1839; inc’d 1959
St. Simons, Glynn County, 1886; earliest founding date 1736
Soperton, Treutlen County; inc’d 1902
Statesboro, Bulloch County (C), 1886; fd 1805; inc’d 1866;

urban, 1912

Tate, Pickens County, 1886; fd 1818
Turnerville, Habersham County, 1886; fd 1858
Tusculum, Effingham County, 1886
Tarrytown, Montgomery County; inc’d 1912
Tallulah Falls, Rabun County, 1886; earliest settlement

1770s; inc’d 1889
Talking Rock, Pickens County, 1886; inc’d 1883
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Vidette, Burke County; inc’d 1908
Vidalia, Montgomery County (C)

Wrens, Jefferson County, 1886; est’d 1884; inc’d 1901
Wadley, Jefferson County, 1886; inc’d 1876
Waynesville, Brantley County; fd pre-1854
Waleska, Cherokee County; est’d 1835; inc’d 1889

In addition to these towns, the National Register files at
the Historic Preservation Section were searched for district
nominations for commercial areas and multiple resources nomina
tions for whole towns, in order to gather yet more descriptive
information on specific Georgia examples. Other town types were
added to the list of descriptions as they were encountered.
Several categories of town type were added from discussions with
Dr. Richard Cloues of the Historic Preservation Section, but many
of these were not checked in the field, and they did not receive
the same background research effort. The areas which deserve
additional research are described in the narrative sections.

For purposes of brevity, the community types are presented
first, then the general discussions of the project findings.
Where possible, specific examples are given for each type. Some
of the types are abstractions only and were not present among the
communities listed, so could not be field checked. Others are
communities based on some functional differences, which differ
ences are not necessarily reflected in the actual physical form of
the community.
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The community types

The assumption throughout is that a community is a meeting
place and also a dwelling place. “Main streets,” also known as
central business districts, are included because they did at one
time constitute a dwelling place. Downtowns are beginning to
offer new residential arrangements, and therefore, based on their
possible futures, they are a legitimate community type, though
they lack, at present and in most instances, the residents present
in true communities. Some community types were not included and
probably ought to be added in the future: mobile home parks,
housing projects, “New” towns, and mixed use centers. The essen
tial ingredient in all of these types is a relationship among the
components. That is what these descriptions are actually descri
bing.

The communities were typed according to two basic criteria--
their origin (why they were founded) and their dominant economic
function(s). Sometimes these two things were they same; sometimes
they were different but meshed; sometimes they were different and
buried each other; sometimes they simply varied. Sometimes an
original function was superseded by others, completely erasing
evidence of the origins. Sometimes the community showed overlays
of function upon function.

Every community must be accessible to its members, therefore,
transportation was a key element in identifying the community
types. Every community must have a public focus or mar
ket/economic focus; thus, major industries and economic develop
ment were another key to community types. The final major key to
differentiating types was its political functioning; the govern
ment plays an important role in originating and developing commu
nities, and one whole set of community types relates to the
government’ s function.
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I. Settlements

These are the smallest communities identified. They meet the
criteria established for this project, they are identifiable
places, they often do not have names, they usually do not have
signs, but nonetheless they announce their presence visually
to strangers.

I. A. Roadside communities

These communities are identifiable through the presence
of a public meeting place of some kind--a church, a school, a post
office, a general store or gas station--on the side of the road
with a group of related dwellings in proximity to it. This meet
ing place serves as the focal point for the community and often
its central landmark as well. Other scattered and “hidden”
related dwellings or farms may be associated with a roadside
community, spread out over a large geographic area without obvious
boundaries. In fact, the boundaries for such Communities are
habitually social and traditional rather than geographic.

Cross roads may or may not be in evidence. Often these
communities bear the name of the most prominent local family or
founder. Often they bear the name of the local store owner, if
the store is the public focus, of the school or church, if either
of those is the focus, or of the post office, if there is one.
Sometimes the name will come from the road.

Various types of roadside communities exist, identi
fiable because of the setting they have on the road. They occur,
clustered at obvious spots in the road--at a T, a fork, bend,
dogleg, or crossing. They seem to appear out of nothing, gone by
in an eyeblink. There is usually no grid pattern to the streets,
though there may be an occasional side street or long driveway off
the main road. Roadside communities are very responsive to their
topographical settings, are often picturesque, and some, even,
exist because of interesting landscape or physiographic features
(waterfalls, ravines) or other potential, natural “tourist”
attractions.

Examples:

The “Rogers” community on Highway 17 near Wrens, Georgia
(not on the map and not found in any of the literature), consist
ing of a “tabernacle,” a store, and five houses.

Coopersville, in Screven County at the junction of
highways 17 and 301, including the Paradise Motel and restaurant
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and a group of houses. (Coopersville has a sign but is not on the
Georgia map.) See photograph.

Blame, at the intersection of 136 and 136 connector, in
Pickens County, consisting of a “general store” and related
houses. See photograph.

Jones, a post office community near Riceboro, in
McIntosh County. See photograph.

Marlow, on highway 17 below Pineora in Effingham County,
consisting of a church and several dozen houses. See map. Marlow
was described in 1886 as follows:4

Two miles from the Ogeechee River, 10 south of
Springfield, the courthouse; 4 from Guyton, its express
office; 7 from Eden, telegraph station; 26 from
Savannah, nearest bank; and 267 from Atlanta.
Population 150, with Union Church and Academy. The
exports consist of rice and naval stores. Mail daily.

Freedman’s Grove, highway 17, outside Midway in Liberty
County, consisting of two churches and scattered houses.

Meridien, a post office community, highway 99, between
Crescent and Darien in McIntosh County, consisting of a post
office, a strip of houses, and a church. Meridien was described
in 1905 as follows:5

a post village in McIntosh County; population: 49.

Coffee, highway 32 between Bristol and Alma in Bacon
County, consisting of a church and scattered houses.

4All references to 1886 are to the Shole’s Gazetteer of
Georgia.
5All references to 1905 are to Candler and Evans, Cyclopedia of

Georgia.
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The Matthews community outside Wrens. The mix of resources shown here--
a house next to a bank building (now vacant)--shows the mix of historic
resources which is possible in early community development, prior to
the time when specialized land uses begin to occur. The Matthews communitE
is not listed on any map of the state studied in this project, but
it has a road sign to identify its presence.
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I. B. Plantations

The plantation is virtually extinct, but evidence of its
existence still can be found throughout Georgia. Some large agri
business facilities bear the title Plantation in their names, and
some large farms, held in the same family for generatjo5 also
are referred to as plantations However, the plantation model
here is assumed to be more an historic example than a contemporary
one. Here the focal point is the “big house” or Primary resi
dence. Since plantations historically served public as well as
private functions, they fit the descrjtive criteria. Many had
milling, transportation (ferries, toll roads), post office,
banking smithing and “general store” functions for their respec
tive communities

The plantation model here refers to two types: one in
which the membership is based on kinship ties and the other which
involves merely people living in Proximity to each other and
working the same land. A familial plantation might include
several houses belonging to members of an extended family:
parents, children, and living Within “shouting”
distance of each other, in the same valley and Connected by the
same road, for example, or living in separate houses on the same
plot of land. A tenant plantation refers to one Which may have at
one time housed slaves but which moved into the pattern of
tenancy to keep the land worked. A tenant plantation presumes a
close relationship between the owners and the workers (a dependent
relationshj not a Personally intimate one); it presumes that all
workers are working a part of a larger land holding; and it pre
sumes some common history to the land, as does the family
plantatjo

It is often necessary to have the historical informa
tion, or historica1/geQgp.

1 information from maps, in order
to determine that a site truly is (or was) a plantation. Visual
information may not suffice to make the proper identification.
For this reason, the plantation community differs from the other
communities listed in this study, but it is included within this
Study because the plantation meets the descriptive criteria for
community which were used. The plantation community is presumed
to be (or have been) self_contained to encompass a mix of build
ings and structures Which Constitute now its historic resources,
and to have served several “public” functions, as indicated above.
These will be reflected in the structures present on the planta
tions as well, and might include, e.g., Processing (saw, cotton,
seed mills); maintenance (blacksmith or carpentry shop); religion
(usually a room reserved for special occasions and Bible reading,
not always a separate structure); some limited manufacturing; a
“store” or “office” or other congregating point where money was
exchanged. The single family farm, no matter What the size, is
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not considered a “community” in this morphology, unless it
contains tenant houses.

Large plantation houses still dot the Georgia landscape,
though most have lost their slave and/or tenant quarters. As
there histories are reconstructed, however, more can be known
about the shape of this type of community.

Examples: Plantation complexes owned by the State of
Georgia, such as Hofwyl-Broadfield, serve.to demonstrate the type.
Locations with the word “plantation” in their name suggest other
forms or derivations which could be included in this category.
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Hofwyl Broadfield as it can be visited today. Except for one servant’s
quarters building, the domiciles for the remainder of the population
in this “community” are not present. However, the existencce of several
forms of public service buildings (the ruins of the rice mill, the
bottling house, the commisary, and the pay shed) indicate that this
was not simply a family farmstead.

c.

%— 01.0 IIC FILLO$ .-.

- /7
AflUA1 FA

VI5lTQ5 PATH—..
5RANT5
0UATCMS

ENTRANCE

HOFWYL — BROADFIELD

U.S. HIG)4AY

PLANTATION



24

This location was not studied, but it is included because it is an
example of the use of the word “plantation” being carried on through
the map. One would expect to encounter a small community here rather
than a farm.
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II. Water towns

Georgia’s first communities were established along the long
river courses of the colony. The interior of the colony was
defined as the territory lying beyond the navigable part of the
rivers, thus, communities such as Macon and Augusta, were founded
to serve the interior of the colony and communicate with the coast
(chiefly, Savannah). As steamboats and other large and small
river craft plied the Oconee, the Savannah, and the Ogeechee
Rivers, settlement communities appeared along the rivers’ edge.
The railroads so far Superseded the water transportation systems
in Georgia, that dependence on water transport was short-lived in
the state. In addition, bridged replaced ferries across rivers,
eliminating the drawing card for some small communities. And
finally, water reclamation and control projects carried out by the
Army Corps of Engineers have claimed many other river sites,
flooding bottom lands and small villages once occupied by either
Indians or European settlers.

There are two types of water towns, delineated below; they
differ primarily because of size. All but the very largest water
towns seem to have disappeared.

II. A. River crossing

This form is extremely rare in Georgia, though it was
common in the early history of the state. it was, in fact, proba
bly the most common communal form besides the county seat (always
located in the interior of the County not necessarily on a river)
and the plantation. River crossings were small communities which
located themselves at steamboat stops along the navigable rivers.
Since steamboats had such a shallow draft, they did not need deep
water wharves and piers for docking. They could pull up in a few
feet of water, drop a plank, and serve passenger and freight needs
alike. They did not require a large Structural investment on the
part of locals, unlike railroads with their tracks, and sidings,
and depots, and as a result the physical evidence for the presence
of Steamboat communities is often lacking. Sometimes the only
identifying marks for them are a name in the local, or a bridge,
or an old road dead-ending at the water’s edge.

The focal point for this type of community was the
intersection of a roadway and the waterway. There were rarely
landmarks protruding onto the landscape. The river pilots and
captains had to read the river courses,.not the land ones. The
river crossing community usually consisted of the same mix of
resources as found in the roadside community and small crossroads
towns. it required the presence of a road going to the water, a
collection of buildings fronting the water and served by the road,
and scattered associated dwellings. The “public” function or
“meeting place” was the steamboat or ferry landing, and the
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related structures included warehouses or large barns to store
goods for Shipment The cross road or ferry approach angled down
to the water or approached it Straight on, depending on the topog
raphy.

Many of these river communities relocated themselves
with the coming of the railroad, and thus they became railroad
towns instead of water towns. There may be nothing left Standing
on the origina’ town site, but that site might have archaeological

potential

Examples: None were Visited during the research period of
thj5 project Many were encountered in the written record. The
Savannah Altamaha Ocmulgee, and the St. Mary’s Rivers are more
likely to have extant water crossing communities than the other
rivers in the state These were the most active rivers during the

years of the early Colony and state of
Georgia. Some indicatjo of the numbers of landings can be seen
from the listings in the 1886 gazette On the Georgia side of
the Savannah River, the following steamboat Steps were listed
between Savannah and Augus. Ebenezer Seine’s Landing,
Gaffney’s Landing, Sister’s Ferry, Trowel’s Landing, Mt. Pleasant,
Porter’s Landing, Hudson’s Ferry, Poor Robin, Hager Slags, Brier
Creek, Matthew’s Bluff, Saxon’s Landing, Black’s Landing,
Hershmants Lake, Burton’s Ferry, Stony Bluff, Steel Creek,
BrighI5 Landing, Griffin’s Landing, Hancock’s Landing, Point
Comfort Demery’s Ferry, and Shell Bluff. Most of the landings
were on the Georgia side of the river. Shell Bluff has moved
inland; none of the Others exist anymore.

The lower Chattahoochee has fajred better, Since Florence,
Columbus, and Fort Gaines, Georgia were all steamboat Stops along
that river All have grown, though, beyond their earliest
riverine phase. The Altamaha according to modern maps seems
Clear of any river towns except Hawkjnsvjlle (actually on the
Ocmulgee) Besides the city of St. Mary’s, the St. Mary’s River
hosted other built up Hill, Colerain Center
Village, and Pinckneyls Landing.l Traders Hill is still shown
on the Georgia map, but the others are not.

University of Georgia Press, 1969), p. 40.
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An unidentified plat for a town along the Altamaha River. It is supposed
that the old river crossing towns would have begun much as this one
is proposed. (Source: Georgia Rivers)
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II. B. Port towns.

This designation applies to a limited number of towns in
Georgia which occupy points on actively navigable waters along the
coast and at certain interior riverine centers. These communities
are all today good sized towns with highly developed shipping
interests. The older section of the towns have an orientation to
the water and an industrial and/or commercial district along the
waterfront. The focal point of this type of community will proba
bly now be varied and multiple; at one time it would have been the
waterfront. The town will still usually contain a shipping center
with docks and wharves, a warehouse district along the waterfront,
possibly a district of industries along the waterfront, cross
roads, and railroad accesses. The retail and office centers may
have relocated from the water’s edge to some interior point, If
planned like Savannah, the retail center will be incorporated
along a strip paralleling the waterfront but not located directly
on it, with one or more important commercially developed roads
leading to the town center. Port towns of all sizes, because of
their age and developmental status, will reflect much differential
land use.

Example: Rome

Rome is the only port city in northern Georgia. As a
county seat and railroad center, it shares characteristics with
many other community types outlined here. However, its first
importance lay in the ferry business across the two rivers which
converge in Rome, so it is included here as originally a water
town. Rome was described as follows in 1886:

Floyd County Seat. Is located at an altitude of 627
feet above sea level, in the center of a very rich
agricultural and mineral region, offering excellent
opportunities for manufacturing, being easily accessible
by rail and by river. Like its ancient namesake, it is
situated upon seven hills, at the mingling of the waters
of the Oostanaula and Etowah rivers, forming the Coosa,
navigable from Rome to Gadsden, Ala., a distance of 185
miles. [Sherwood continues by describing Rome’s
railroad service, its industries, waterworks, public
institutions, schools, and churches.]

During the nineteenth century, steamboats and barges
navigated the Coosa River carrying such cargo as cotton, pig iron,
produce, dried animal skins, and live fowls.2 According to the

2Hatcher, Georgia Rivers, p. 54.
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1886 gazetteer, Rome was joined in servicing the Coosa by two
other steamboat stops in Georgia: Coosaville (probably present-
day Coosa; and Livingston, apparently now extinct and exact loca
tion unknown). The last steamboat plied the river in the 1930s,
carrying sightseers. According to local history sources, the
Coosa River traffic was successful until the roads superseded them
entirely. The railroads had both a cooperative and competitive
relationship with the steamboat services. The steamboat service
in Rome, like many others in the south, were bought out by the
railroad interests. After that, there was no question which form
of transportation would begin to dominate: The steamboats held
on, however, until trucks could do what even the railroads could
not do in the way of flexible and speedy deliveries.3

Rome’s original city plan, drawn up by Daniel R.
Mitchell of Canton and Zachariah B. Hargrove of Cassville (both
referred to as “Colonel” in the history texts), was oriented to
the junction of the rivers. The surveyor (Mitchell) located the
town on the most propitious point, where the two rivers joined to
form the third. Mitchell took advantage of the fact that the Old
Alabama Road ran through the city site, and he gave the town two
very broad avenues. Broad Street and Oostanaula Street are both
132 feet wide (wide enough for four lanes of automobiles). The
other streets are also broader (66’) than the average (40’) in
Georgia.4 The survey was conducted in 1934, and according to
the local historian, copies of its are still in existence. It
would be valuable to know more of what Mitchell had in mind when
he laid out Georgia’s version of the Imperial City.

Rome can also be categorized by others of its functions:
a courthouse town, a railroad center, and education center
(because of the presence of Shorter College). In addition, it
includes many other urban components as described below under
Specialized land use. These would be useful to describe the
progression of economic function and physical development. How
ever, the water-borne activities came first; it was, in fact, a
bargain made with the County for free ferry and bridge service
over the rivers which brought the county seat to Rome in the first
place. 5

3Roger Aycock, All Roads To Rome, (Rome: Rome Area Heritage
Foundation, 1981), pp. 47, 165-169; see also Battey’s History of
Rome and Floyd County (1922).
4George M. Battey , A History of Rome and Floyd County (Atlanta:

Webb and Vary, 1922), p. 90.
5Candler and Evans, Cyclopedia, pp. 213-14.
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Maps showing the proposed suburbanization of Rome, Georgia,west, east,
and south of the original city. A comparison with the U.S.G.S. topogra
phic map on page 31 will show that the regularity of the plats, as
shown Iiere,.were severely intrriipl-d and/or rendered incornple±e by
the growth of

A MAP OF ROME IN 1890. (ScaIe one mile to tho inch).
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II. C. Savannah and Savannah plan variations

This refers to a limited number of cities, all of them

located Ofl navigable waters, which were designed By General James

Oglethorpe and which bear similarities to the same open square

plan which makes Savannah so distinctive. The towns include

Savannah, Darien, Frederica, Ebenezer (extinct), and Augusta.

These towns were all planned and settled directly after the foun

ding of the Colony of Georgia. None of these is as well developed

as Savannah itself; none carrie.s the grid_withsq plan so far

as does Savannah, but the influence of the Savannah plan is direct

and still visible.

This community category is unlike the remaining categories,

as it actually describes a plan type not a community type. It is

distinctive and limited enough in its impact to include as a

special category. It is not to be confused with the Savannah

style courthouse town listed below.

Example: Darien

Darien was settled first by a group of Scottish High-

landers in 1736 on the site of old Fort King George which was in

ruins by that time, itself on the site of long centuries of

native_American settlements General James Oglethorpe surveyed

and laid out the town, Placing the lots and streets in squares

which fronted on the Altamaha as they did on the Savannah in

Savannah. Commons were placed on the west and north sides of town

and farm acreage on the east, just as these were placed around the

circumference of Savannah6 The initial settlement was devas

tated during the battles with the Spanish colonials, and a new

town was laid out by Lachian McIntosh in 1767 much along the lines

already established by Oglethorpe. It was not until the l790s

that Darien rose out of an almost dormant state. In 1801 the town

was described as having three stores and eight dwellings, but the

end of the century saw a rise in shipping and with it a rise in

the population and enterprise of the place. In 1806 the town had

grown enough to require a re-survey. This time Thomas McCall laid

out the town and prepared a map, which map is still current.7
It was 1816 before the town was incorporated By then it had

churches, a small mill village, and a bank.

*
6Bessie Lewis, They Called Their Town Darien, (Published by the

author, 1975).

7Lewis, pp. 27, 29-40.
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During the first decades of the nineteenth century, tabby

warehouses fronted all along the Altamaha, evidence of the ship

ping interests locally.13 The wharves and warehouses served as

the lower storeys of offices and stores along the bluff and were

built during Darien’s heyday, c1810-1830. Ruins of these can

still be seen today, a reminder that this was the the focal point

for the first successful Darien. By 1850 Darien housed shipping

and extensive lumbering interests and contained 283 dwellings; a

total free population of 1399 people and a total slave population

of 4629.14 Darien was not established as the “capital” of McIn

tosh county but has been the county seat since before the Civil

War. The court house, however, does not dominate the landscape as

it does in some of the town types listed below. (Darien would

follow the Augusta model of court house town.) In the gazetteer

of 1886, Darien was described as follows: V

One of the principal timber markets of the world. Is

located at the mouth of the Altamaha River, 18 miles north of

Brunswick, the nearest bank Vessels drawing 20 feet

of water pass the bar, and those drawing 14 feet proceed to

the wharves. Darien has six white churches . . . 3 colored

churches . . . two white and two colored schools, a weekly

paper . . . ti-week1y communication by steamer with

Savannah and Jacksonville. Large quantities of timber,

lumber and naval stores are the exports. Mail daily.

The orientation to the river and the open squares plan are

still in evidence today. (See map and photos.) Darien is proba

bly the clearest copy of Savannah still extant today. Both Bruns

wick and Augusta have undergone significant changes which have

impacted the open squares plan and the orientation to the water.

13Lewis, pp. 44—47

14George White, Historical Collections of Georgia, listing for

McIntosh County, pp 546ff.
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III. Courthouse towns and other government planned towns

The state of Georgia was extremely aggressive in its land
policies during the early years of American federation. As a
result many towns were “planted” in the interior lands to be
market centers and government centers often years before there
were well developed markets or population centers to serve. The
planned courthouse town is a particularly long-lived town form in
Georgia, a familiar one to local residents, and a source often of
local pride. The courthouse square is as common a southern image
as is the communal commons to New England. In this community type
the courthouse square and the courthouse constitute the focal
point of the community. In the Augusta model, the courthouse does
not actually dominate the local landscape, but it still gives the
town its functionary meaning.

There are several distinct patterns to the courthouse town
phenomenon, differentiated by the location of the courthouse
within the community, the orientation of the streets to the court
house square, and the relative size of the block containing the
courthouse.

In all of’the examples, the location of the railroad is not
the determinant of the type of courthouse town, but rather an
indication of the chronology of the town’s development. The
nearer and more integrated the railroad to the center of town, the
later the town will have developed in history. The less inte
grated the railroad is to the town, the earlier the town will have
developed (relative to the railroad, that is). In the examples
given below, the railroad is most likely to be integrated into a
town which was developed first as a railroad town to which a
courthouse has been added. (See Augusta model.)

III. A. Savannah style courthouse towns

This model is not to be confused with towns designed on
the Savannah plan, referred to above. The Savannah style of
courthouse town is described by Joan Sears in The First One Hun
dred Years of Town Planning in Georgia15. For purposes here the
Washington and Savannah courthouse plans, as described by Sears,
were combined, as the important distinguishing feature of each is
the intersection of roads at the corners of the courthouse square
block. The Savannah plan also includes streets coming in at mid—
block along with the corner streets, but this is not as importanta difference in the development of the town’s form as the
configuration of regular blocks, of which the courthouse square is

15Atlanta: Cherokee Publishing Co., 1979, pp. 15-16, 19-20.
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one block, without interrupting the grid pattern of the streets.

In the Savannah, or Washington, model the courthouse
sits in the middle of a square with the streets coming in at all
four corners; the pattern of streets may be square or rectangular
leading away from the courthouse square and their size or width
may vary, but the approach to the square is the same--from the
corners. Commercial development occurs around the square, and the
grids of streets are measured out in quadrants north, east, south,
and west of the square. Topography will require some alterations
in the grids, making them linear, rectangular, or broken, but
ordinal order of the streets is visible and recognizable. It is
rare except in the most highly populated and developed towns, for
all four quadrants to be equally developed. Usually specializa
tion occurs in the quadrants, with one quadrant heavily industri
alized or commercialized, one quadrant devoted to the finer houses
and subdivisions, and one quadrant containing the black section of
town.

Examples: Eatonton

Eatonton is a classic Savannah model courthouse town.
The courthouse square sits in the middle of the original town plan
with streets crossing at the corners. The courthouse block is
very large and completely surrounded by development. The two main
streets (highways 441 and 16) intersect at the north east corner
of the courthouse square.

Putnam County was created in the middle portion of
Georgia history, laid off from Baldwin County in 1807, at which
time Eatonton was made the county seat. Eatonton was the centerof a thriving plantation economy in its section of the state, and
received service from the Central of Georgia Railroad on the
Milledgeville branch. Until 1819, when the first church was
established, there was very little “civilization” in Eatonton.

Historian George White described Eatonton in 1849 as
follows:

named after General Eaton, is the seat of
justice, in the center of the county, on a high ridge, .

It has a court-house, jail, one church for Methodists,
Baptists, and Presbyterians; a branch of the Bank of the
state of Georgia, Masonic Hall, two academies, eleven stores,
mechanics’ shops, etc. The town is distinguished for its
beautiful groves. . . . Population 600.16

16Historical Collections, Putnam County listing, pp. 480ff.
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In 1900 Eatonton had a population three times that size, but
retained the small town atmosphere it had throughout the nine
teenth century. Candler and Evans described it very much the same
as did White:

the county seat of Putnam county . . . has a court house
valued at $20,000, a money order post office with free rural
delivery, express and telegraph offices, two banks, a good
hotel, several prosperous mercantile establishments and water
works owned by the city. There are good church buildings,
graded schools, . . . a shoe factory . . two canning facto
ries . . . two cotton mills .

One would expect the historical resources of the town to
reflect these developments, but the town remains centered around
its courthouse even today.

7Cyclopedia of Georgia, under “Eatonton,” Vol. I, p. 646.
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III. B. Sparta courthouse model

This form of courthouse town differs from the Savan—
nah/Washington model in one basic aspect: the approaches to the
courthouse square occur in the middle of the block rather than at
the corners. Sometimes the courthouse is located at the end of a
T of streets, with the courthouse prominently located where the
street ends. Because the streets lead directly to the courthouse,
the roadway vista ends prominently with that building. It is not
the square which dominated so much as the building itself. Often
it is placed on a hill or other prominence, which adds further
stature to its presence. There is always some development encir
cling the court house, but the streets usually broaden once away
from the courthouse. Frequently the courthouse square is very
small, completely encircled by a road, or else the streets sur
rounding it have been lost, filled in with sidewalks or buildings.
Therefore, the greatest commercial development occurs in a linear
pattern away from the courthouse square, often anchored by some
distant but primary point--a city hail, a hospital, a dominant
dwelling, a major intersection, hotel, railroad station, etc.
This is probably the most common court house town type in Georgia.

As in the Savannah model, the streets are organized into grid
patterns, but there is usually more linearity to the grids, or
else the grids are broken with different grids occurring at a
distance of a street or two away from the courthouse. There is
more unequal development in the grids but with the same variabi
lity in land uses as described above under the Savannah model.

It is most common to find examples of the Sparta model
in the more mountainous portions of the state, where a dramatic
approach to the courthouse is more easily made on a street risingup a hill with the courthouse directly in view, and where grid
iron street patterns are likely to be elongated on one side any
way. (See mountain strip.) However, the type is not at all
restricted to the mountain areas.

Examples: Calhoun, Dawsonvilie, Dahionega, Dublin

(See maps for all these; only enough description is included
here to demonstrate the relationships between resource types found
in the communities and the court house itself.)

Dahionega: This mountain center was founded in 1833, planned
in 1834, and became the seat of one of the operations branches of
the U. S. Mint in 1835, because of the gold mined in the area.
The town also became the home of North Georgia College in 1873,
after the Civil War closed the Mint The focal point of the town
was and is the court house square. As is typical of mountainous
areas, the grids surrounding the square are both incomplete and
elongated because of the topography in the region.
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Dublin: This lower Georgia city demonstrates the patterns oflinear development associated with the Sparta Courthouse model.Here the other anchoring structure is the City hail. Dublin wasdescribed in the 1886 gazette as follows:

Laurens CoUnty Seat. Situated on the OConee river, 23miles southeast of Toomsborough (sic!), its depot, expressand telegraph office, 35 miles from Hawkinsvjlie nearestbank, .
. Has a Population of 620, Baptist and Methodistchurches and academy, public schools, a steam gin and gristmill, two weekly papers, .

. cotton, 5000 bales, livestock, naval stores and wool are shipments Mail daily.

According to one Georgia history text, the Laurens County seatremained a village until the railroad was built near the turn ofthe centuryl8 it was described at that time as a “handsomecity” with “several prosperous stores, . .
. four banks, a furniture factory, ice factory, Cotton mill, foundry, brick works,Cotton seed oil mill, variety Works, shingle machine, stove foundry, and several industries of lesser importance “19 Dublin waswell located, accessible by river along the Oconee to Darien. ThePopulation was 2987 in 1900, making it one of Georgia’s urbanPlaces at that time.

re Smith , The S tory of Geo
(Baltimore: Genealogical Publishing Co. 1968 [1901)), “LaurensCounty,” pp. 283ff.

19Candler and Evans, Cyc1opej of Georgia, under “Dublin,” Vol.I, p 631.
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Note that Court Street leads directly to the courthouse which is locatedon the main road through Calhoun.
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The courthouse “square” at Dawsonville is completely compromised bythe road systems to the extent that the courthouse now stands on atraffic “island” in the middle of the main intersection. All roadslead directly to the middle of the same block on which the courthousestands.
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Looking west at the Dawsonville courthouse along highway 9 at the junctionwith 53, which is the courthouse square intersection.
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III. C. The Augusta model

When a town which has developed for another reason getsdesignated as a county seat, usually the courthouse is not asdominant a landmark as it is in the other cases above. The townwill orient itself around its original function (railroador crossroads probably) and the courthouse will be placed in somesecondary position, even if located on a main street. As a resultthe courthouse will not dominate the local landscape as it doeswith the Sparta and Savannah models. Often, though not always,the courthouse is surrounded by commercial development. Thisform is especially common among court house towns in countiesformed very late in Georgia history.

Examples: Millen, Alma, Soperton, Jasper

In these examples, it is impossible to tell, from themap alone, where the court house is located. Soperton is a cross-rail town with the courthouse located one block below the railroadcrossing at Highway 29 and 221. The courthouse sits alone on asmall block, set back from the street. Next to it are much largercommercial buildings which front both on the railroad and onHighway 221. Similarly, but in an entirely different physiographic environment, Jasper is a cross—roads town with a railroadwhich has the courthouse located one block away from the intersection of highways 5 and 53. It too sits back from the street onits own (small) block of land. In Alma and Millen, the courthouseis so unobtrusive, it is lost on the land. You have to know whereto look to find it, and it is not obvious (or even visible) on themap either.
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Primary commercial development in Millen lies along the railroad track.
The courthouse is not a part of this development (nor is the courthouse
even indicated on the map).
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Arrow indicates the courthouse in Jasper, which is not at the primary
intersection of the town and is also set back further from the streetthan its neighboring commercial buildings.
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Two views toward the courthouse at Irwinton (building with the cupola)
where, were it not for the cupola, the courthouse would not be seen
at all
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III. D. Capitol town

This category is a highly restrictive one, and not as
descriptive of a community type as of a specific community origin.
This designation pertains to the several towns in Georgia created
for use as the state capitol, and only to those towns--Louisville,
Milledgeville. Augusta may be included in this category, but it
was already a trade center before it was a capital, so its form
deviates from the basic outline of the other two. Likewise
Atlanta deviates from the original form, as it was already a
railroad center before it was the state capitol.

This example was not studied, and it relates to the next
category on state-planned market towns, because both Louisville
and Milledgeville, planned as government centers, were also
intended to serve as market centers. This may, in fact, be a
redundant or extraneous category, if further research into it
defines its physical characteristics to be similar to the other
category. What is likely to be found, however, is this: In the
example of the capitol town the state would simply have been more
generous in its space allocations than with the courthouse towns,
but as in the courthouse towns, i.e., the Savannah and Sparta
models, the capitol building and/or square would have a prominent
location in the local or “downtown” landscape. Another part of
the focal point would be in the relationship of one or more broad
avenues giving access to the capitol itself.

Examples: Louisville

The founding of Louisville was authorized by the statein 1786, and 1000 acres of land procures on which to establish anew seat of government. According to Joan Sears, a large central
square was sited as the center, positioned on a rise, and sur
rounded by one-acre town blocks separated into four lots per
block. The Jefferson County courthouse presumably sits on the
site of the original capitol. Sears recounts that no original
plan for Louisville has been found and that the town seems to have
undergone considerable changes. The railroad, when built, cut off
blocks in the north section of town and changed the towns orienta
tion. Broad Street became the central business section, leaving
the square abandoned and no longer central. Louisville turned outnot to be a propitious site for a state capitol and in 1805, itwas abandoned for Milledgeville.2O

20Joan Sears, First Hundred Years of Town Planning in Georgia,
pp. 157—58, 165—67.



0 C’) H H CD r1 0

1’
J



63

The capitol section of Louisville (number 11 on the map marks the site
of the original capitol). Sears postulates that the original town
plan hasLVI iççer time, where this, originally, was
the center of town. When tbethLlroad was put through, it cut off
sections of streets to the north of the capital square, and the commercial
center moved to another location.

..
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III. E. State planned market towns

This category pertains to a specific number of towns in
Georgia Which were planned by the state of Georgia to be market
centers in the developing frontier sections of the state. These
towns included Augusta, Milledgeville Macon, Louisville, and
Columbus All are located (except Louisville) along the river
fall line, at the head of navigable waters.

According to Sears, these towns are actually quite varied in
their patterns and planning. All were intended to be county seats
as well as market centers. All are planned towns in which the
courthouse square is reduced in importance to the overall plan,
which includes other public squares and which also includes at
least one main, tree_lined avenue. This category Should be stu
died for Possible similarities At present the shape of the towns
does not appear to deviate that strongly from courthouse towns and
other forms of organized, rationalized space. The importance of
this category lies in the recognition it gives to the origins of
these places and the intentions which created them. Probably,
their overall original plans are the most important record of
these intentions, and would serve as a guidepost to their conti
nuance and meaning.21 In terms of other physical developments,
beyond the bounds of the original plans however, these places tend
to resemble other towns and cities and include much the same
components as other urban centers.

Examples: Milledgevj Macon, Columbus

See Gerald L. Holder, State Planned Trading Centers in Pioneer
Georgia” Pioneer America 14 (1982), pp. 115-123. Holder
restricts his commentary to just Mil1edgevjl Macon, and
Columbus. Because of their Planned size and importance, he says,
their Planning and development “between 1803 and 1827 stand as a
monument to early Pioneering unparalleled elsewhere in the
[Southern] region.”
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IV. Crossroads communities

This is a very large category of communities. Prior to the
coming of the railroad, this would have been the most common
communal form in Georgia. The crossroads community takes its name
from the presence of the road crossing; it takes two roads to make
a crossroads community or town. Sometimes, more than two. The
shape may be derived from a simple cross, a T formation, a wide V1
or any junction of more than two roads. The crossroads community
is characterized by a nucleus or cluster of structures with non
residential uses. In this it differs from the roadside community
which, generally speaking, has only one focus. The crossroads
community contains several public buildings or service areas:
including, for example, a bank, a market block, a collection of
storefronts, possibly a small office building, church(es),
school(s), a post office, a small factory of some kind or very
localized industry (something which would employ fewer than a
dozen people). The crossroads community will also contain all of
the associated dwellings for the community, some in concentrated
clusters, some scattered over the nearby territories. A true
crossroads community, by definition, does not have a courthouse
nor a railroad, though its market function will be clearly
visible. Development occurs along both roads in the “cross” and
between the intersections, but most crossroads towns are too small
to have much development. The street grids are usually small or
underdeveloped.

Examples: Nicklesville, Hinton, Ludville, Vidette, Mershon,
Midway, Egypt, Bristol

No descriptive information about Nicklesville was found
in the Wilkinson County local histories. The only mention made of
Hinton in the Pickens County material tells little about the
community but establishes its character as a crossroads type:

At Hinton the road forms a parting of the ways, one
branch going to Talking Rock and the other to Jasper. As a
result I-linton has long been a trading point of some impor
tance for the western part of Pickens County.22

Similar information is given about Ludville in Pickens
County, also with the same characteristic in evidence:

Ludville, west of Jasper, was the first community in
Pickens County to establish a high school or academy . .

22Luke & Tate, Pickens County, p. 247.
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Ludville is located in a splendid farming section and has
long been a trade center for the western part of Pickens.23

Ludville is also mentioned in both the 1850 gazetteer (as an
“unimportant” post office) and the 1886 gazetteer. At that time,
Ludville was listed as 12 miles from the nearest telegraph office,
more than 80 miles from the nearest bank:

Population 150, with Baptist, Christian, and two
Methodist churches, a high and two common schools, a saw and
three grist mills . . . . Cotton, produce and grain the
shipments. Mail tn-weekly.24

Today Ludville appears to consist of a handful of houses in rela
tion to a grocery store located at the V in the road where Highway
53 meets a county road.

Vidette appears in Candler and Evans as a “post-hamlet” on
Buckhead Creek whose nearest railroad is at Louisville. Mershon
is likewise described as a “post-hamlet,” as is Midway. Midway,
founded in 1750, is one of the oldest crossroads communities in
the state.25

Egypt and Bristol share an interesting history in that they
are now both crossroads towns which at one time enjoyed railroad
connections. The railroad was added, then dismantled, leaving the
crossroads towns intact, but trackless. Egypt, to illustrate
this, was a hamlet with a population of 40 people in 1850, with anexpress office and a steam saw mill. By 1886, it had grown:
Station no. 4 on the Central of Georgia railroad, it boasted a
population of 200, “two Missionary Baptist churches and commonschool. Cotton, 500 bales, corn, rice and oats . . . the exports.Mail daily.”26 Candler and Evans describe it in 1905 as a
“shipping point of some note” located “in the midst of a fertilesection.” Egypt now had a population of 250, its own bank, postoffice, telegraph office, and “good stores.” Today Egypt has no
railroad and only the remnants of its former life as a “shipping
point of some note.” Its history reflects its association withthe railroad, but today it would be classified as a crossroadstown. Bristol was described by Candler and Evans simply as a
post-village on a railroad. It too has no railroad today.

23Luke & Tate, Pickens County, p. 247.

24Sholes, 1886, p. 596.

25Krakow, Georgia Place-Names, p. 148.

26Sherwood and Sholes gazetteers, 1850 and 1886, respectively.
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Irwinton, in Wilkinson County, gives another Possible illus
tration of the crossroads type. it is a courthouse town of the
Augus type, or, differently stated, it is basically a crossroads
town with a courthouse it was established as the County seat in
1811, incorporated in 1816. The courthouse is said to be located
on the site of an early Indian trading post, an indication of the
crossroads nature of the community even before the Georgians
settled there.27 The community was located three miles from the
nearest railroad Described in both Sholes and Sherwood the 1850
community was said to have a Population of 300, a Union church, a
“good” academy, public schools and a weekly paper. The nearest
express and telegraph were three miles away at the railroad, and
the nearest bank was 34 miles away. Cotton was the principal
export, and Irwinton did have a post office.
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Example of a crossroads town with a partially developed grid in one
quadrant formed by the primary intersection of the crossroads.
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At least on the map, a very clear indication of how the crossroads
community gets its start. Nicklesville is so underdeveloped, it has
no grid nor sidestreets. This is a roadside community at a crossroads.
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Crossroads communities are by nature very small places. Only thosewith railroad connections seem to have developed to any size at all.Many, as shown by these illustrations, have no grids developed aroundthe crossroads, some have very small grids, as Egypt.
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Bristol: a crossroads community of some size, and incorporated as
well
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Wrens: a crossroads community where the road convergences have shaped
the town. Railroad connections are so far removed from the city they
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Irwinton is basically a crossroads town with a courthouse.
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V. Railroad communities

Prior to the advent of the automobile, the railroad was the
most important shaper of local communities in Georgia as elsewherein the nation. Because of the railroad, new towns were formed,
older towns grew or were passed by. Some towns, as indicated
earlier, picked up their buildings and moved, lock, stock, and
barrel, to the site of the railroad from wherever they had been
located. The railroad companies laid out many of Georgia’s new
little towns, and in these towns, the railroad is the dominant
visual landmark.

V. A. Crossroads towns with railroads

This form is similar in every respect to the basiccrossroads community described above except that this version ofcommunity has a railroad present. Frequently, but not always, therailroad post-dates the founding of the community, so the primaryorientation of the town is not toward the railroad. Yet, therailroad is an important part of the physical development orpatterning of the layout of the town and usually accounts for thedevelopment of a set of railroad related structures--depot, warehouses, freight sidings, service buildings, even backtracks andswitching tracks. Frequently the railroad lies at a remove fromthe main center of the town, or cuts across the previously developed grid or other street pattern. This relationship distinguishes it from other railroad town types as much as from thebasic crossroads type. The crossroads community with a railroadis generally larger than the crossroads community without a railroad.

Examples: Keysville, Atkinson, Lulaton, Bartow, Hoboken,Riceboro, Statesboro

Keysville is a “picture-perfect” example of the crossroads town with a railroad. There is little information about theplace, except that it was incorporated in 1890 (according toCandler and Evans), founded “as a farmer’s post office” in 1886(according to Shole’s). Candler and Evans indicate that thecommunity is located on the Augusta and Savannah Railroad; Shole’sindicates no such connection but also has no official “report” onthe town. Keysville was a shipping point for its section of theCounty; in 1890 it had a bank, an express office, post office,and telegraph, and a population of 101. Keysville was probablyalready a settlement at a creek crossing; the community bears thedistinct imprint of a pattern of old roads converging at thispoint. The community is not oriented to, at, or along therailroad.
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Atkinson is both older and smaller than Keysville.
Again, little is known about it, but it appears in the 1879 Sherwood gazetteer as a community “situated in a sparsely inhabited
country 15 miles south of Waynesville, without mail facilities.”
By 1905, after the railroad, Candler and Evans can describe it asa village on the railroad, with a bank, post office, business
houses, schools, and churches, with a population of 110. The map
clearly shows the old crossroads community on high ground east ofthe Saltilla River, with the railroad lying to the north with very
little development attached to it. Atkinson is so small there areno grid patterns to disturb.

Lulaton is quite another example. Several structureslie along the railroad tracks, facing it, but the road pattern isnot oriented to the railroad at all. It appears instead that arailroad goes through the middle of town, at the heart of a crossroads, but the town, such as it is, is primarily located along theroads at the central point. Lulaton is quite small, and couldreasonably be classed as a cross-rail community.

Bartow in Jefferson County is yet another example.Bartow appears as a post office (Spear’s Turn Out) in GeorgeWhite’s 1855 Historical Collections of Georgia. The community issituated on high land next to a creek. The railroad passes onlower ground, nearer the creek, and is lined with industrial andrailroad_associated structures.

Hoboken is somewhat like Lulaton. It was not incorporated until 1920, but appears in earlier literature as a smalltown. Sherwood describes it as having a population of 100, twoBaptist churches, two schools, steam saw mill and turpentinedistilleries, with shipments of lumber and naval stores. The mainpart of town lies south of the railroad tracks and east of theintersection of two highways. Hoboken might be classified withthe cross-rail communities as reasonably as here; it was probablydeveloped simultaneously with the railroad. However, the configuration matches more nearly the crossroads with railroad pattern.

Riceboro offers a slightly different example of thisform. it is basically a linearly developed community in whichalmost all of the development lies along the road and very littlealong the rail line. The railroad came very late in its existence. Riceboro was known in the mid-nineteenth century as asmall community of a handful of families (population about 40,according to Sherwood). It contained a Baptist church, commonschool, steam grist mill and cotton gin. Rice and cotton were thechief exports. It lay a long a stage route which connected it toDarien and McIntosh. It received mail on horseback. According toGeorge White, it was a shipping port, but no evidence of this canbe seen today. Riceboro undoubtedly revived in the twentiethcentury with the appearance of the automobile, which accounts for
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the development attached to the road today, and the linearity of
the community. The history of the place, however, accounts for
its non-orientation to the railroad even before the railroad was
superseded by the automobile.

Statesboro is included in this category by way of demon—
strating a common phenomenon with courthouse towns. In this
instance, the town was planned around the courthouse square and
the junction of two primary roads (West Main, South Main). The
railroad lines circumvent the grid pattern on the west side of
town but break the regularity of the grid pattern on the east side
of town, clear evidence that the railroads came after the town was
founded. Statesboro was, in fact, made the county seat of Bulloch
County (formed from Effingham in 1796) in 1800. George White
described it as a “small place, having a courthouse, jail, two
stores, etc., . . 15 [miles) from the Central Railroad.” The
town did not develop much until the end of the nineteenth centurywhen the railroads and turpentine interests expanded.28

28Candler and Evans, Vol. III, p 363.
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Two views along the same road: looking back to “central” Hoboken,
looking toward the railroad tracks.
Note the newer development at the tracks.
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A crossroads town in which the railroad circles across the edge of
the city limits.
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The railroad parallels one of the roads in this example, but the town
is concentrated along the roads rather than along the tracks.



Crossroads town with the railroad
of the road convergences
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passing right through the middle
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The intersection of the railroad with one of the crossroads offers

a second node for development__industrial rather than commercial and/or

residential.
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Riceboro is really a roads ide.. community with a railroad; the railroad
is not the focus of the town, nor is the intersection of roads at the
upper left.
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V. B. Cross-rail town

This example differs from the crossroads type described
above because it was created with the railroad already intact or
created simultaneously with the railroad. As a result the town
relates more intricately to the railroad line than the crossroads
town to which a railroad line has been added. The cross-rail
town, planned or incorporated around the railroad tracks, has at
its heart a junction of roads and railroad tracks. The main road
will cross the railroad tracks perpendicularly, and the remaining
street grids will be developed out from this intersection of road
and rail. Commercial development will occur at the railroad
junction and also along the main road or roads crossing the
tracks.

The cross-rail town is very common in Georgia. Sometimes
there is more than one main route going through the town and more
than one main crossing, but the key is that the railroad itself
will be an integral part of the layout of the town instead of an
accessory to it, an addition, or an intrusion upon it. The roads
will be paramount in the rationalization of the street plan; the
railroad tracks secondary. And the relationship between the
road(s) and the railroad tracks will be based upon right angles.

Examples: Rocky Ford, Oliver, Scarboro, Nahunta, McIntyre
Blackshear

Rocky Ford may provide the clearest example of the
cross-rail community type. The community is laid out between two
intersections, one between two highways and one between the high
way and the railroad. The focal point of the community lies at
the latter intersection, even though most of the development lies
along the primary highway. There is one small grid which lies
perpendicular to the railroad, parallel to the primary highway
through town. Rocky Ford was known as Station 6.5 on the Central
Railroad, and in 1879 had “perhaps 35 inhabitants.”29 In a few
years it had grown; by 1886 it boasted a Baptist church, common
schools, telegraph and express office, and two steam saw mills.
The railroad town shipped cotton and lumber and had a population
of 425.° The effect of railroad development is reflected in
these two quotations.

29Sherwood, p. 652.

30Sholes, p. 703.
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Oliver is another good example. Situated on the same
railroad line as Rocky Ford, it was described by Candler and Evans
as “one of the important towns of Screven County.”31

Scarboro shows the remains of a cross-rail community
very clearly. It also illustrates how much territory can belong
to a community which is not heavily populated or densely
developed. Scarboro is in the same county as Rocky Ford and
Oliver and on the same railroad line. While it was a thriving
community at one time, it is barely a ghost town today, but its
cross-rail focus still features a church and two store buildings
as well as several large houses.

Both Nahunta and McIntyre appear, from the maps, to be
“borderline” railroad strip communities because of their road
patterns. In each there is a road, or a portion of one, which
parallels the railroad, but because in each case the primary
commercial development lies along the road, not the railroad, they
fall into the cross-rail category. Nahunta actually has two
railroads passing through it, but it is only oriented to one of
them. The Birmingham and Western was the first of the two lines
through the community. In 1886 Nahunta was described as follows:

Has 150 inhabitants, Baptist church, common schools, a
steam saw mill, several manufactories of naval stores,
offices of Southern Express and Western Union Telegraph.
Naval stores, lumber, rice, and syrup are the exports. Mail
daily.

With all this Nahunta was still 36 miles from the nearest bank,
though money could be gotten at both the express and the telegraph
offices.

There is little information about McIntyre except that
it is one of the towns built along the Central of Georgia rail
line in Wilkinson County in the late nineteenth century. In 1879
Sherwood indicated it was a hamlet without a post office, Candlerand Evans in 1905 reported it to be a “town” with bank, post
office (with RFD routes), express and telegraph, and mercantile
establishments, shipping, and a population of 101 people.

Blackshear is an excellent example of a well-developed
cross-rail town, where the main road crosses the tracks at a 90degree angle and the focal point of the town lies at the inter
section of the main street with the railroad tracks. Most of the
development lies along the road, not the railroad, contrary to the

31Vol. IV, under “Oliver.”
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pattern of the railroad strip, where central commercial develop
ment parallels the railroad. Blackshear would also have to be
described under the courthouse town categories as it is the county
seat for Pierce County. Its development was contemporaneous with
the railroads. Incorporated in 1859, the town offered a shipping
point for burgeoning pine forest interests in this area of the
state. At the turn of the twentieth century Blackshear had a
small population of 876 people, but served a district of nearly
3000 persons.32

32Candler and Evans, Vol. I., p. 189.
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A crossroads town with a railroad in which the road crossing the railroa
tracks now serves to connect the primary development alon g the highway
and the secondary development along the railroad.



Rocky Ford: a cross-rail town showing the corner of buildings which
front on the road and the railroad, and a house facing the railroad
tracks (common in all forms of railroad towns).
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What grid there is in Rocky Ford comes off the roadway which crossesthe tracks. The commercial building shown in the forgoing pictureis the large square block shown here at the intersection of the roadand the rail. Rocky Ford is an excellent example of the cross-railtype

y
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Oliver: a small community in which two of the three main roads in
town cross the railroad tracks; the direction of development croses
the tracks as well.
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Scarboro: a tiny version of the cross-rail town.
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Like Nahunta, McIntyre is a small but well-developed example of the
cross-rail community. Here the original cross-roads and railroad rela
tionship is still intact and development along the more modern highway
to the right of the old town has not superseded the original development.
A very good example of this type of community.
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V. c• Railroad strip

Thj5 is the commonest form of railroad found in Georgj
(as elsewhere). The Plan Probably emanated from the railroad
companj5 themselves In this model the maj road(s) parallel
the tracks instead of lYing at right angles to them as in the
cross_rail example immediately above The associated commercial

development parallels the tracks as well and is often oriented to
the railroad tracks directly. Grade crossings are few in number;
frequent’y they appear Only at the far edges of the commercial

section Occasionally commercial and other non_residenti 1 deve
lopment occurs on both Sides of the tracks, but it is much more
common for commercial develop to Occur on One side of the
tracks alone and for residential develop to Occur on the
Other. It is not uncommon to find dwellings fronting on the
tracks directly, with the street running behind the houses The
grid system5 tend to be elong parallel to the tracks and
shortened on the sides Perpendicular to them.

The railroad strip can be found in all parts of Georgia. The
most distinguisjg

feature is that the tracks run right down the
middle of In those cases where the back of the downto
secti0 faces the railroad tracks rather than the front, even
though the streets may be parallel to the tracks (i.e., where
commercial buildings do not face the tracks but away from it,
though often there are warehouse or other industrjai structures
next to the tracks), the history of the town Should be checked,
because it is likely that such a case is actually a crossroads
town to which a railroad has been added.

Examples: Talking Rock, Adairsvjlie Mountain City,
Rockledge Gough, Guytn

Talking Rock in Pickens County is little more than a
railroad stop, but its form is pure strip. The main road
parallels the railroad track with another foreshortened block
running behind it. All the develop

lies along that one strip.

Talking Rock was described by Candler and Evans as an indor_
porated town in Pickens County founded as a station on the
Atlanta Knoxville, and Northern Railroad with a Population of
102 at the turn of the twentieth century_the Principal trading
center for its section of the county According to the nineteenth
century gazett5 Talking Rock was located on a stage route
before t was a railroad And according to local history
sources the name is derived from Indian association 33



115

Adairsville is similar to Talking Rock in that it is a
railroad strip in a mountainous area, though it is much larger
than Talking Rock, the focal point for which is barely a block
long. Adairsville was described as follows in 1886:

population 500 with Methodist, Presbyterian and 2
Baptist churches, a high and public school, a cotton factory
and steam flour mill, capacity 300 barrels daily, hay 20,000
bales annually with grain and dried fruits, center of
diversified industries, tributary to this railroad [the W &
A]. Telegraph, Western Union, Express, Southern, 4 mails
daily.

Incorporated in 1854, the town had only grown to 600 by theturn of the century.34 Adairsville shows the same shortening ofthe blocks paralleling the main road (and also here the railroadtracks) that mountainous communities have, discussed earlier in
relation to the mountain strip communities.

Mountain city demonstrates most clearly the relationshipbetween the main road and railroad tracks, which parallel each
other closely in this example. Mountain City also shares characteristics with mountain strips (see below) in that development issporadic along the main road.

Rockledge shows a pattern of development common to therailroad strip where the main road bypasses the developed community. As far as can be ascertained from local history sources,Rockledge was developed at the turn of the century, doubtless as astop on the Macon, Dublin, and Savannah Railway. It probablyoriginated, however, as a roadside community around the MethodistChurch there, which had been in existence for several decades.35Today there is increasing development along the highway andaround the intersection with the 0ld” road and the newer highway,at some distance from the older railroad strip center.

Gough and Guyton are typical of the railroad stripsfound in the flat, southern section of the state. The main roadparallels the tracks in Gough and in Guyton it parallels the oldroute of the railroad, though the tracks themselves have beenpulled up. A very square gridiron of streets is present in bothtowns, and though it falls on both sides of the tracks in Gough,it is only truly developed on one side. In Guyton, the grid ofstreets falls on one side of the tracks only. This is common andcan also be found in the cross-roads communities. In 1905 Gough

34Candler and Evans, Vol. I, p. 24.

35Bertha Sheppard Hart, The Official History of Laurens County,Georgia, 1807-1941 (Atlanta: Cherokee Publishing Co., 1941).
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Talking Rock is a very small example of the railroad strip--small,
but clear. The primary development lies parallel to the railroad,
and a secondary street parallels that.
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Adairsville is a good example of the railroad strip town with the maincommercial development paralleling the tracks and with the tracksbifurcating the city. Adairsville also shares characteristics withmountain strips in that the grid patterns are compromised by the topography and are foreshortened on the upward hill side.
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Guyton is an excellent example of the railroad strip town in shape,except that the tracks have been pulled up. The right-of--way stillexists as a strip through the center of town, and as is typical ofmost railroad strip towns, the primary development occurs not onlyparallel with the tracks but to one side of them.
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Even though Gough is platted on both sides of the railroad tracks it
is developed primarily along one side.
It is another good example of the railroad strip.
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V. D. Railroad stops

This is also a common form, thQugh less common now than
earlier, before the dominance of the automobile in all transpor
tation systems. The railroad stop is similar in form to the
cross-rail town, but its size is much smaller. It functions like
the roadside community and the river crossing community, which has
at its heart a railroad track rather than a road or a river.
There will be dwellings but no depot. There may be a warehouse
but no other public use structure. There may be a loading dock or
siding, perhaps very small railroad service structures. It will
be clear from the look of the place that the reason for its exis
tence is to relate to the railroad, and its connection with the
railroad will make it a community node, albeit a small one.

Examples: Dover (no photos, no map).

The focal point for Dover consists of a gravel road
crossing the railroad tracks where a short piece of siding and a
warehouse type structure stand. In addition there is one house on
the road near the tracks and a cluster of other houses “down the
road a piece.”37

It should be noted that not all stops along a railroad are
communities or nodes for communal districts. Many stops were set
up at individual farms and plantations (and not all of the planta
tions were full communities), but the type does exist.

37Dover was photographed, but it was too late in the day for the
pictures to come out clearly.
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V. E. Railroad center

This form lies at the other extreme from the railroad
stop. What distinguishes the railroad center from any other rail-
Oriented community is the presence of two or more rail lines
Coming into the community. The grid patterns of the streets will
be oriented to the railroad tracks and thus may break in and
intrude upon one another. The railroad tracks may (and Probably
will) interrupt some of the grid patterns or suspend them in some
way. These broken grid patterns are very visible on maps and on
the ground because they create a number of triangular inter
sections. Another distinguishing feature is the presence of extra
rail tracks, rail yards, and the presence of multiple depots__for
passengers and for freight. Railroad centers are sizeable com
munities. They have developed from smaller forms and like port
towns they will demonstrate patterns of land use specialization in
high degrees.

In addition to the physical evidence as outlined, the
railroad center will be known as a “railroad town.” The railroad
will surface as the dominant economic force in the history of the
community. it is likely to be or to have been the chief employer
of the local populace, and there may be subdivisions associated
with railroad workers present somewhere in the community__usually
not too far from the tracks.

Examples: Waycross (map included; not Studied); Vidalia
(map and information below); Atlanta (not studied)

Vidalia is known as a shipping center, lying at theconjuncj0 of the Seaboard Air Line with the terrnjnj of the
Millen and Southern and Macon, Dublin, and Savannah railroads.
Because of the success of the onion business Vidaija is especially
prosperous today, but it has held its own over time. Candler andEvans described it in 1905 as a “well supplied” town with pros
perous business houses, lumber mills, turpentine distillers,
cotton oil mill, and other manufacturers.

The county is quite old, having been formed (in part) in the
late eighteenth century, but it was the coming of the railroad
which opened the Countryside up.38 Because of the flatness of
the land, Vjdalja’s Street patterns is uniformly square. However,
certain characteristics of the railroad center are apparent: themain railroad tracks suspend the grid System throughout most ofthe town. What results is long blocks parallel to the railroad
with few crossings; the tracks of one railroad interrupt the grid
system in the northwest part of the town. The grids do not quite
“match” each other across the lines of the tracks either. This

38George Smith, The Story of Georgia, pp. 224-25.
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too is typical. The main depot in Vidalia is a prominent
structure, though not a landmark.
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Map showing the kind of railroad connections which make a railroad
center of a town.

EYI’N CoujT-’

MAP BY EUZABETH SORRIER
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VI. Automobile and other non-railroad strips.

VI. A. Mountain strips.

This community type was created because the form forthis kind of strip had sufficient differences from others to makeit noteworthy. In part, the mountain strip has a great deal incommon with all automobile strips, since it takes its configuration from a• road (rather than a river or a railroad track) but
mountainous topography requires some differences when it comes togrowth and development around a mountain strip, which differentiate it from the others significant. The mountain strip is (orcan be) quite deceptive and hard to detect from roadside communities because it often appears to take the form of a series ofroadside communities occurring in sequence along the road. Smallsections of development are interspersed with open, rolling, orwooded countryside. Secondary street systems are often partial orunderdeveloped; when they run perpendicular to the main strip thestreets are often foreshortened by the topography, so blocksappear elongated along the hills and shortened on the side goingup the hills. It is even more common for the secondary streetpatterns not to be based on a perfect square grid, for the streetsto angle in to the main road, and for the streets to wind andmeander according to the topography. The grid is always compromised by the topography, something which simply does not happenwith grids in other, i.e., non-mountainous, sections. The oneexception to this is noted below, when development has been veryrecent and very modern road-building technology has compromisedthe topography rather than the topography constraining the roads.

Examples: Tate, Marble Hill, Hollywood, Helen

Tate is a very good example of a mountain strip. Firstof all several of its roads parallel the railroad tracks, and thetracks themselves are a bit winding, due to the terrain in thelocal area. However, the primary, or “landmark” communal structures-_the school, the depot, and at least one church__lie insporadic placement along the main highway which parallels thecourse of the railroad tracks, but at some remove from them. Theresidential development lies along the railroad tracks and isquite a distance from the scho 1, the depot, and the church.

The local history of Pickens county describes Tate as a“scattering community” of about 1600 people clustered around themain quarries of the Georgia Marble Company on the tracks of theL. & N. Railroad. The town is a very old settlement, dating backto the organizatj of the Cherokee territory in 1832. Its
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Primary growth came from the passage of the railroad through it inthe 1880s39

Marble Hill lies in the same County as Tate and sharesthe characteristics of mountain strip. In this case the railroadis a terminal stop, so the community does not form its self aroundthe railroad so much as it forms itself near the railroad. MarbleHill gives a very good representation of how the side streets
angle off and away from the main road in a mountain strip
community, their direction and routing very much dependent upontopographic configuraj05 The total absence of a grid systemsto these streets and roads is noteworthy but not exceptional inthe mountain strip formation.

Marble Hill is a community formed around the marble works inPickens County. it would share architectural similarities withother industrial communities described below, but it is not quitethe single_industry town that nearby Nelson is, or other morefamiliar mill villages. There is some repetitive architecture,
but it exists only on a small basis.

HOllyWOod in Rabun County is another example of themountain strip. In this instance there is no relationship whatsoever with the railroad Which runs nearby. This may be due inpart to the fact that the railroad was, a limited line which ranonly into Tallulah Falls and was pulled up years ago. Hollywood
stretches out along the highway, again with the sporadic, spottydevelopment pattern which Tate and Marble Hill also show

Helen is included in this discussion (map only), becauseit also Shares characteristics of the mountain strip. In thiscase there is no railroad and also no crossroad The town has adeveloped main Street with an irregular grid of streets lying of fof it. Were it not for the Size of development, Helen would fallin the roadside community category. The side streets Which angleoff and function as much as elongated driveways as they do streetsare typical of the mountain strip pattern, and, though the mapdoes not indicate this clearly, the same pockets of developmentoccur along the road in Helen as were found in Marble Hill andTate. In effect, the main Street blocks in Helen are simply thelargest “pocket” of this sporadic development.

Luke and Tate, Pickens County, pp. 245-46.
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The components of a mountain strip: one main road with interspersed
developments, sidestreets which come off the main road in every direction,
and grid patterns, wh2ere they exist, compromised by the topography.
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VI. B. Automobile strips

The automobile strip has two variation5 residential and
commercial In this instance, the structures vary, but the formal
streee pattern is the same. Strips are usually found on the
outskirts of other communities, leading away from or into their
centers Strip develop has occurred along major transpor
tation arteries near urban centers for as long as there have beenurban centers. Originally this spread merely reflected the
expansion of a community; if the community grew, it grew along themain roads as well as the central interior streets In a sense,any portion of any street Which has a certain homogeneity to itcould be considered a strip, but the automobile strip as described
here has several specific looks to it Which make it different fromthe earlier, more orgaflj, community spread.

The residential strip may appear, as noted above, in a
Pre_automobile form. This would Consist of a set of older housesWith irregu sizes and setbacks from the road, Some of them
affected, doubtlessly, by road widenings The houses would be
oriented to the road, have no driveways or very new, contrived
driveways, and the lot Sizes would vary as much as the setbacks
and the styles of the houses. Usually the road is an ancient one,much older than the houses, though occasionally they are more
nearly contemporary The strip would develop because of the
convenience of being located on a market or trade road and near acenter of Population. Most of these strips in Georgia have
already been compromised by later developments; all have been
impacted by the automobile These are usually located so Close tothe center of a community that it makes sense to include them withthe origin configurj0 of, say, a courthouse town, than toidentify them as separate entities If considered as separate
entities, they might be identified as “roadside residential communities” Using the name of the road as the identifier

The more common form of (residential) automobile stripis One formed since the automobile and planned for its Use. Thesehave much in common with the earlier roadside strips and Some
important differences. They also are found along important trans
portation arteries and also near (but not so near) Population
centers The house styles and types are likely to be Uniform,
similar, or identical, and they are likely to have been plannedand built at the same time (unlike the earlier residential
strips) The houses usually have uniform setbacks from the mainroad, are oriented to their driveways, and the driveways extendfrom the house to the road, sometimes for a considerable distance.They are obvious and clear linear develop5 Often these are
fOUnd on state highways just Outside Cities and towns of varying
Sizes. The Superhighway or freeway is built to preclude any suchdevelop but the old two- (flow four_) lane highways are fullof these residential strips.
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The most common form of automobile strip is the commer
cial strip. The form here described refers to a set of commercial
structures built along a road or highway, which have diversity in
their architecture, size, and function, but which relate to the
road in the same consistent manner. The buildings are constructed
with the automobile in mind, and thus they have driveways and
parking spaces (and lots) attached to them. Because they service
automobile traffic, they fall along the most highly used streets
and roads. These too are an obvious and clear linear development
with little or no secondary street systems attached to them, even
though they may occur is densely populated urban areas. In
densely populated urban areas, the commercial strip may function
as a spine for other forms of development, especially subdi
visions, industrial centers, and office parks. All of the resi
dential stripspre_ and post-automobile__because of their proxi
mity to urban/town/community centers and because of their accessi
bility on major roads, are vulnerable to redevelopment as commer
cial strips.

Examples: Vernon Road neighborhood in LaGrange;
Bloomingdale (outside Savannah)

Vernon Road neighborhood in LaGrange is a good exampleof the pre-automobjie strip. Now perched along both sides of ahighly trafficked street, Vernon Road was once the location of the
prestigious homes (a la Peachtree Street in Atlanta before the
commercialization of it). Vernon Road has retained its eliteflavor and its aesthetic beauty, but the road has already beenwidened once and could be widened again.

Bloomingdale is the quintessenja residential
automobile strip. Houses line both sides of a major highway withdeep set backs and long driveways. There is also a commercialsection to the strip of highway along with Bloomindale hasorganized itself. The community has existed for some time, butthe architecture along the strip (Highway 17) is relatively new--minimal traditional houses and brick ranches. All of it postdates World War II. Interestingly, the strip development
incorporates both the old highway 17 and the new; they run side byside each other; the closer they get to Savannah, the more
Commercialized they become.
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A picture-perfect automobile residential strip/subdivision outside
Savannah.
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A residential automobile strip on Hwy. 82 outside Waycross.
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VII. Specialized land use areas

When a community of any kind or origin reaches a certainindeterminate size, big enough not to be comprehended in oneviewing, it is perhaps easier to understand it in terms of itscomponent parts, rather than merely its origin or primary developmental factors. These contribute to and define the community’sbasic character and form, but not exclusively so. The componentparts are going to be all of the remnants of the original foundations of the community; all of the intact ar.eas of commercial,industrial, and residential development; a downtown core of somekind; and all of the roadside, crossroad, railroad, and othersmaller types of communities which may have been absorbed in theprocess of growth. The growth will occur in many forms at onetime and in more than one direction, often obscuring the originalremnants or altering them beyond recognition. Growth of this kindis “quantum” or exponential rather than linear or organic. Development occurs rapidly because it occurs, not on a building-by-building basis, but on a block-by-block, area-by-area, or subdivision-by-subdivision basis. The building blocks for making anurban center out of a small town are large pieces of territoryadded on all at once.

Whereas smaller communities will demonstrate heterogeneouscharacter in a limited space, with multiple functions occurringcheek by jowl with each other (a bank next to a barn next to achurch next to a house, etc.), larger communities (towns andcities) will tend toward increasing land use specializations andseparation of functions, so that different land uses are locatedin different parts of the town or city. New growth will oftenincorporate older forms, so that a subdivision of new residences,for example, will fill out anarea once known as a railroad stop.Both components--the subdivision and the old railroad stop--willbe visible on the land, their origins and functions readable, butthe one, the subdivision, is the product of increased land usespecialization as much as of growth. It is not the product merelyof expansion alone. These specialized areas create “communities,”of their own, but they do not all include residential structures.Thus, it is possible to treat the central business district as acommunity, though in most places, the central business district isnot a residential community any longer.

VII. A. Industrial/commercial and central business districts
These are common in small, medium, and large towns andoccur now largely without residential dwellings, though thepattern of their development in the nineteenth century includedresidence as well as occupation. (See the mill/factory town belowfor this exception.) The central business district in the most
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common and frequent form, creating a “community” of workers andbusinesses without residents. Industrial parks, suburban officeparks, and suburban shopping centers are other recogniza formsof specialized districts These can be further subdivided bytheir mode of access, whether related to railroad developments,water, trucking, or some combination of these, since the access tothese areas affects their form. Since these areas are componentparts of any sizable community, they are mentioned here, but Sincethey also do not contain residences, they are not considered truecommunities by the definition used in this study. Examples aboundand are not necessary to list. Any central business district, anyindustrial or commercial park, any shopping center will suffice toimply the forms of these districts.

Example: Any Main Street in Georgia.
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VII. B. Subdivisions and suburbs

These are recognjza residential developments whichare all of a piece, meaning they were conceived as whole entities,and developed as whole entities. They are easy to spot on mapsfrom their street Patterns__usually set blocks of rectangular orcurvilinear streets with interlocking relationships and similarnomenclature Access to and from the main road is usually limitedto a few of the interlocked streets. These same community Components are easy to spot on the ground from the Street pattern, theoverall landscape and the architecture. The Streets will intersect at predictable points or in predictable ways on square orrectangu grids, or along curvilinear (regular or random)relationships which are regularjz if not predictable Theirwidth will be similar setbacks of the houses regular, tree plantings uniform, and the orientation of the houses to the Street willappear to be equally standardized Usually the houses are Similarin styles and sizes. They may, in fact, be quite repetitive inform.

Subdivisions are the building blocks of large towns, anddating them is an excellent way to track physical developmentThe term suburb is a relative one, referring to a location outsidea city or town; a subdivision merely refers to an area dividedinto parts, in this case, lots. The two are almost interchangeaj except that a suburb often has more identity than asubdivj50 may have had a separate existence from the city itrelates to (or is located in), and may have Some non_residential
components such as a small retail center or service area. Asuburb may also include some undeveloped land, whereas a subdiVj5j0 will not. Some suburbs may have begun their life as strip,roadside, railroad, or crossroads communities; a subdivision willnot have any such history. The history of these suburbs, especially ones which have been annexes to larger Communities is notalways obvious from cursory examination. There will be clues,such as collections of older houses, a small and dated center, ora railroad depot, siding or station sign.

Both suburbs and subdivisions may originate out of train,trolley, or automobile connections Now all of them will beaccessed by automobile, but they were not all built for the car.There are some clear differences between the automobile suburbsand the pre-automobjie suburbs, but the formal differences betweentrain and trolley suburbs are subtle and may require knowledge ofthe local history. True train Subdivisions and suburbs will occurin Proximity to a railroad line; quite simply, they will be veryClose to the tracks. They may be built around the tracks andorient themselves to a depot building (or, more likely, the spacewhere the depot was). Train suburbs and Subdivisions are likelyto be quite compact. They are not very numerous in Georgia, sincethe period of suburbanization in which they would Occur overlaps
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with the rise of streetcar transportation, and the trolley suburbis more common. A more common form of development around railroad
tracks is the cross-rail or railroad stop development in which
small clusters of residences (or even individual dwellings) werewidely separated along the railroad tracks. These are discussed
above under railroad communities Unless it is certain that therewas no other access to the subdivision except by railroad or foot,it cannot be certain that what appears to be a railroad
subdivision is indeed one.

The trolley subdivision looks much like the railroad subdivi
SiOn in that there are no driveways (originally) or garages associated with the houses, and the houses are accessed from the
street rather than from a driveway. Pedestrian walkways and
sidewalks (again, original, not added) are common but not essen
tial to the form. Trolley subdivisions are oriented to the tramway and are difficult to identify Without extant remnants of the
trolley tracks, it often takes knowledge of the history of thearea to identify the trolley Subdivision without the presence ofthe tracks. There are often intricate relationships between thetrolley tracks and the subdivision, with separated travel pathsfor trolley, buggy, and foot traffic. Trolley subdivisions andsuburbs tend to be of two forms: linear and/or rectangular intheir street patterns or curvilinear in their Street patterns.They will usually have short grid systems coming off of the streetwith the trolley tracks, or fan out in grid, semi-circular, or
curvilinear patterns at the end of the line. Much development
around streetcar transportation occurred along the edges of thestreets with the trolleys on them, so knowing the routes of thetrolley lines helps to identify certain “communal” patterns asmuch as other signs do.

Automobile suburbs tend to be more spread out than trolleyand train suburbs, except for the upper class versions of theearlier suburb types. The interior lots of automobile suburbstend to be shallower than those of the earlier suburbs; lots maybe wider in relation to the proportions of the house than with theearlier suburbs; certainly they will not be narrower than earlierlots. The chief differentials are the presence of garages anddriveways and the reorientation of the house entryway to thedriveway rather than to the street. Pre-automobile suburbs basedon carriage traffic may have the same appearance as automobile
suburbs, i.e., they will have driveways and carriage houses
(rather than garages), but the identifiable feature here will bethe age and class of the houses. They will tend to be older,larger homes than in the automobile subQrbs. Automobile subdivision are easy to spot on a map from their street patterns andnames. The garden suburb, Olmstedjan suburbs, and those based oncurvilinear street patterns are especially easy to identify.
Professionally planned communities will show certain other con-
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nected amenities--such as golf courses, parks, open spaces, commu
nity club/recreation houses or centers, school buildings built in
the style of the local architecture, etc.

Examples: No true train subdivisions have been
identified in this project; trolley subdivisions are numerous,
especially in and around the Atlanta area. These would include,
for example, Inman Park; the Log Cabin neighborhood along the old
Interurban line near Smyrna; Druid Hills with its park and parkway
system paralleled by a streetcar line; any of the subdivisions in
Decatur coming off Oakview Road or College Avenue. Automobile
suburbs would include Ansley Park and Garden Hills in Atlanta.
(These are mentioned, but this form was not studied).

It should be mentioned that while subdivisions and suburbs
might be defined as communities physically, not all of them have a
true community identity, something which requires intangible
ingredients having to do with the degree to which local residents
identify with the local areas. For purposes here, however, all
are communities.4°

40For the best and for all intents and purposes the only
classical study on suburbanization in America, see Kenneth T.
Jackson, Crabgrass Frontier: The Suburbanization of the United
States (New York: Oxford University Press, 1985). Jackson
includes suburbs developed in the south, but does not draw any
regional comparisons or define regional differences in the
patterns of suburbanizatjon he discusses.
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VII. C. Black sections

Specialized land use patterns have also reflected socialsegregation patterns. Consequently, in the South, every communityand town of any size will have one or more black components:
a separate town center and black residential areas. The separatetown center may have commercial and market functions depending onthe Size of the community It may have a commercial row of busi
nesses or just one store. The black businesses will cluster istwo areas, one which serves white customers and one which servesblack only. The white service area tends to be located just offthe main street, sometimes near the railroad. The black servicearea(s) will be hidden within the black community. Sometimes achurch or school will be the focus of the community.

The residential areas will be separate from white resi
dential areas and at least one of them will be contiguous with theblack town center or primary social institution. The black sections of town (prior to post World War II suburbanization) willdiffer from the white sections in their general landscape: theStreet grid will probably be incomplete, the streets narrow, thelots and dwellings small. These communities will Contain architecture which includes rural, folk, and undecorated vernacular
formssuch as shotguns, pyramidal hipped roof “boxes,”
saddlebags, and others.

Residential areas of a city or town which were originally white and have become black will not be different architecturally from other areas of the town.

Examples: Bethlehem community in Augusta; Vine City inAtlanta; Standpipe Hill community in LaGrange [not studied forthis project]
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VIII. Education centers

This category pertains to a specific number of towns in
Georgia planned to exist for educational purposes. Their original
primary function was education, and their physical orientation
reflects that role. The chief identifier is the separation of thecommercial section of town from the educational section, though itis common for them to exist near each other and to bear coordi
nated street patterns (entrances to the educational facility from
cross streets; primary educational buildings facing the main
street separating the two components). The educational facility,
as planned in Georgia, is modeled after the English campus idea,
in which the facility is somewhat self-contained apd removed fromthe urban center. This contrasts with the European model (the
Sorbonne, for example, or the University of Heidelberg) in whichthe educational facility is simply intermixed with the other
structures in an urban setting, without separation, and withoutany change in the landscape. Often in the American model (to
which Georgia is no exception) the educational facility backs upto a section of residences designed as faculty housing, which is
designed in the same style and scale as the school itself.

Examples: Oxford, Athens, Penfield (not studied)

Other subdivisions or residential sections may append themselves to the educational location, trading on it as an amenity.It is common in college towns to find the words “Heights” or
“Gardens” after the word “College” in the names of just such
developments.

Example: College Heights in Decatur; College Park nearAtlanta (not studied)
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IX. Military installations

IX. A. Settlement and colonial forts

These are (or were, as most are now archaeological sites
or total reconstructions) regular or irregular rectangular shapes
with outcroppings at the corners for defense and observations
posts. The forms of the forts were imposed on topological fea
tures having the best strategic positions for defense, usually on
hills, peninsulas, and high cliffs. The early forts were designed
for defense rather than for occupation, and were commonly too
small to house more than a very select, temporary population.
Towns in Georgia, therefore, tended to develop near the forts but
not around them. The towns and other settlements would be located
in less formidable circumstances and with more room to grow.
Therefore few towns in Georgia have incorporated the early forts
into their physical structure, the forts being separate. Many
have retained the name of the fort in their municipal appella
tions, but the form is missing, or if present, is some kind of
historic site. Most Civil War fortifications, as their settlement
and colonial predecessors, were temporary, impermanent structures.

Examples: Fort King George (not studied)
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IX. B. Modern forts and military installations.

It was not until well after the Civil War that permanent
forts were created in the United States, for defense and training
purposes. These differed from the earlier versions in the very
fact of their permanence. They were designed with a significant
housing function and therefore qualify as separate communities.
Built as permanent (or at least semi-permanent) quarters, these
are sometimes as large as small towns and consist of all the
concomitant heterogeneous resources.

The presence of these forts and military installations has
generally resulted in associated or subsequent development in the
immediately surrounding areas. Residential development and small
commercial developments are likely to be found in the neighborhood
of these military sites, usually planned consciously to relate
physically to the military base. It is common, for instance, for
the entrances of subdivisions opposite military bases to corre—
spond to the entrances or driveways on to the military base.

The structures within the fort itself will reveal some stan
dard building patterns for the service for which they were built.
The U. S. Army, for instance, had universal basic house plans for
their bases, which were carried out with an abundance of exterior
variety. Barracks are an unmistakable feature of these military
sites, though the configurations within the forts of both barracks
and officer housing may vary. The housing stock of subdivisions
not owned by the armed services but built to relate to a military
base will vary, however, it is common to find relative small
houses on compact lots in nearly uniform architectural styles.
This is particularly true of such housing in the twentieth
century.

Examples: Fort McPherson; Fort Oglethorpe
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Ix. C. Other forts and fortifications

Occasionally a few military features will be incorpo
rated into a community, and the original shape of the military
installation or feature kept intact over time. The most prominent
and freque such feature is the parade ground (which existed in
most small towns during the early nineteenth century) The parade
ground, and the houses which surrounded it, are often present in
communities today, though their origina’ function may not be
immediately obvious. Usually the parade ground was Placed on
fairly level pasture or semi_gr land free of trees. Many have
been converted to parks Some left vacant, Some subdivided and
rebuilt for other uses. This is another instance when the local
history may be needed to identify a community component.

Examples: The parade ground in Kennesaw is still intact
near the old center of town. In courthouse towns, the Courthouse
sguar served as the parade ground The parade ground is merely a
feature of a community and it has never Stood for the community
itself.
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X. Resort communities

These exist throughout Georgia in many shapes and onmany different land forms. They will conform with one or more ofthe basic community styles already outlined above. The primarydistinction between the resort communities and communities of anyother kind is the very reason for the resort to be formed in thefirst place. What it has to offer the tourist or traveler--theseacoast, mineral springs, river or lakefront-_provides a focusfor the community to which it will partially or fully be oriented.The wealthier the resort, the likelier it is to conform withtypical urban and other community patterns of development; themore restrained its wealth, the more typically it will be confinedby topographic elements. It then will share characteristics orrural towns--broken grids, underdeveloped grid patterns, narrow orwinding streets, as dictated by the topography. Resort communities generally give themselves away with their names, the firstclue to the presence of their original function.
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XI. Mill arid other industry villages.

The mill village is a very common community form in Georgia
and throughout the Southeast. Since the mill village consists
primarily of residential structures, its form conforms most
closely with other residential developments__subdivisions and
suburbs. The difference lies in the presence of an industrial
facility at the core of the village (usually, at its edge).
Designed as residential sections around or near this industrial
core, the mill village resembles a self-contained suburban town--
one which has most but not all of the urban functions, and one
which is located in proximity to an urban center, but not always
(originally at least) inside the city limits. Some mill villages
in Georgia were established as wholly separate, self-contained
communities, and therefore have all the marks of a small town.
Two characteristics always dominate the mill village: 1) the
presence of an industrial plant to which the streets and other
properties relate, and 2) a predictable homogeneity to the archi
tectural styles and general landscape of the residential sections.
In some mill villages as few as one or two house types predo
minate; in others a dozen or more house types will be found. In
addition, the housing architecture will reflect prevailing
vernacular patterns and styles, inexpensively Constructed.

Examples: Mill villages in Augusta, LaGrange, and in
Clarke County especially (not studied); Cabbagetown in Atlanta
(not studied)
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XII. Utopian communities

This category includes a select group of (unstudied) Georgia
communities settled and created for religious or philosophical
purposes. Their forms may reiterate the patterns of community
already described or they may reflect forms which pertain to
religious convictions or philosophical constructs Georgia’s
utopian communities deserve to be studied individually or as a
group to ascertain their formal arrangements on the land and to
derive any commonalities or differences in their plans. As far as
common wisdom goes, there is no Georgia community with as extra
ordinary community organizaj as exists at Winston_Salem where
the Moravjans settled or at the early Shaker communities in Ohio.

Examples: Kononoja; the monastery at Conyers (not
Studied)
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XIII. Temporary communities

This category includes community types which are transient in
nature, that is, they are conceived and planned to accommodate
residents only for a short duration, either because their use is
seasonal or their purposes temporary. These differ from resorts
in that they will be completely unoccupied or abandoned once their
purpose is served. Resorts will have a nuclear population throug
hout the year, which swells with seasonal use. Their forms also
tend to reflect their intentions very clearly.

XIII. A. Campgrounds

This category refers to special summer retreats used bymany religious denominations and social/philanthropic organi
zations. These usually occur in the highland areas of the state,
or near water resources anywhere. Their forms were not studied
for either commonalities or uniquenesses for this report, however,two possible distinguishing features exist. These include 1) a
probable high degree of topographic respect in the way the
streets, roads, and paths are formed which belong to the camp, and
2> the appearance throughout of “rustic” architecture--buildings
constructed in simple styles out of native materials--wood, stone,clay.

Example: Methodist Campgrounds, such as Marietta
Campground in Cobb County

The Methodist Campground is standard and uniform
throughout Georgia (and probably throughout the U.S. where suchcampgrounds occur). The community consists of a central tabernacle with open walls but a permanent roof. The tabernacle is thefocal point of the community, and it is surrounded by a stand of
buildings called “tents” but constructed out of wood and canvas,
screening, and sometimes glass, which are semi—permanent wooden
sleeping quarters. They surround the tabernacle in a U-shaped
formation or a semi-circle. The Methodist campgrounds also contained communal eating areas and an associated school building.All were located near a natural water source, a spring or clearbrook. Though built along guidelines prepared by the Methodist
Church and used every summer, the campgrounds were (and are) stillconsidered temporary constructions.

The Methodist Campground in Cobb county has occupied thesame plot of land since the early 1830s. The date of the oldeststructures is not known and hardly documentable, but portions ofthe tabernacle roof beaming are hand hewn. The school building
cornerstone is dated 1912. The campground today is served withrunning water, but most of the roadways are paved only with loosegravel. The “tents” are tall, gabled, one- and two-room
structures made of unfinished planks. Few have true windows, most



171

have only screens or shutters. Most now have floors, but ori
ginally would have had damped earth. The tabernacle is surrounded
on three sides by the tents; the school building is off on the
side by itself, on the path to the springs. The entire setting
sits on Roswell Road just outside Marietta, and has an appealing
anachronistic look to it, very much dated by its modern
surroundings and the mammoth contemporary church across the
street.
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XIII. B. Construction camps and other.

These were not studied, but are included because they
are known to have existed. They would have been built in associ
ation with railroad construction, mining, logging, sawmilling, and
the development of utilities in the backcountry (such as dams and
power lines). These were intended to be temporary, often mobile,
and once the work was finished, they were demolished or moved.
All would have been built prior to the availability of roadside
hostelry--i.e., motels--and mobile homes. Today trailers are used
on construction sites where once small frame structures were
erected. It is not known if there are any remnants of such
communities left in Georgia.

Examples: None known.
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XIV. Aboriginal communities

More is surmised than is known about the communities whichwere occupied by the native Americans in what became Georgia.Extant structures, such as the Chief Vann House and thereconstructions at New Echota, are so influenced by European andAmerican ideas about town planning, that they are not the bestexamples of what existed here before the non-natives arrived. Itis difficult-to-impossible to determine about them what isoriginal to the culture which produced them.

Many Georgia towns and cities, far more than is customarilycredited, were built on the site of Indian villages, towns,encampments, and meeting grounds. While the Indian dwellings andother buildings were routinely demolished, their presence on theland obliterated, the road systems on which they were built wouldjust as routinely retained by the white settlers. The originalroad patterns, trading routes, and hunting paths can still betraced in Georgia, especially in the less developed sections ofthe state. Local names also give clues to the original residentsand their uses of the land. However, the evidence for theseplaces is now archaeological rather than architectural. Thearchitectural and landscape examples which do exist are very late,and influenced, as mentioned, by non-native ideas.

Early observers did make notations about the Creek andCherokee civilizations who were living in the Georgia area at thetime of European exploration and settlement. Some hint of thecultural differences appears in the text of Mr. Caleb Swan, avisitor to the Creek Indians in 1790 in Georgia, who

found the people living in small houses or cabins, but inclusters, each cluster being occupied by a part of a gens orclan. . . . these houses stand in clusters of four, five,six, seven, and eight together. Each cluster of housescontains a clan or family of relations who eat and live incommon. 41

Examples: New Echota

41Quoted in Lewis H. Morgan, Houses and House-Life of theAmerican Aborigines (Chicago: Phoenix, 1965).
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Observations and recommendations

1 . First of all, there seems to be no such thing as anwholly unplanned or irrationally structured community, albeit manyhave been developed without the benefit of professional planners.
Most have been laid out by surveyors in the employ of the state,the county, or the railroad systems. Geography, water courses,
the original system of land survey, and transportation develop
ments have largely shaped Georgia communities (and all commu
nities) prior to the advent of formal city planning or the
profession of city or regional planner.42 Because of this fact,more about the structures of Georgia communities could be ascer
tained if more were known about the profession of surveying--its
reference systems, habits of mind, training requirements, and soon. Furthermore, more could be known by relating the earliest
records of transportation patterns to local communities, and byattending to the relevancies of local geography (still so often
disregarded in local history).

It is more than an interesting coincidence that so many
Georgia towns are indicated on the maps as a circle with griddedstreets laid out orthogonally to east, west, north, and south.
This level of basic earthbound orientation, actually elementalhuman consciousness, is ancient. The oldest symbol for both a cityand the profession of surveying was an icon made up of a circlewith cross markings inside it indicating the compass (then
celestial) directions.43 Georgia’s circle towns are as ancienta form as found in western civilization, though their circularnature is not reiterated either on the ground (in street patterns,walls, or other relationships) or in the architecture (no circularhouses, no circular landscapes). It is a map form not a
structural one, however ancient the knowledge which platted it.

Communities make sense otherwise. They have centers, foci,nodes. They teach expectations and conform to the same expectations, especially the courthouse towns and those communities
formed around factories or recreation features. They adhere torational solutions to topographic and transportation problems.
Though many shapes often lack aesthetic appeal, their rationalityis unmistakable.

42See Gerald Danzer, Public Places, section on town plans, pp.41ff.

43See the symbols and illustrations, pp. 48-51 in Joseph Rykwert,The Idea of a Town: The Anthropology of Urban Form in Rome, Italy
(Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1988).
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2. The importanc of the railroad in Shaping Georgj commu
fl±tjes cannot be overstated Most Georgj towns have been shaped
to Some extent by the presence of the railroads the coming of the
railroads, or the disapp of the railroads The role which
the railroad companies Played in laying out Georgj towns is a
topic for further investigat. For example, the collection of
the Central of Georgj

Railroad at the Georgia Historica1 Society
might be Particularly valuable in reviewing the Philosophy and
effort behind the development of towns along its routes.

3. Transportation and constructi
technologies are Primary

keys to the Physic locatjo and basic orientation of most Commu
nities. The rise of transportation

systems_trail and stage
roads;

water_bourn Shipping; the railroads; the highway
3Ystems

to service vehicular traffic all have had their communjt Shaping

consegue And all have had Conseq0 beyo merely the
largest urban centers. The lOss of certain kinds of transpor_
tatio dependenci has removed certain communjt types from the
Georgj

landscape. Chiefly these are the water_relatd towns, and
the roadside communitie which abandoned their origjfl locations
to be Closer to the railroads.

Construction
technologies have impacted Georgj

communitie
as much as transportt. modes because the one goes hand_in_hand
with the Other Earth_movi eguipm of the twentieth century
has made it POssible to lower mountains, raise valleys and wrap
roads in Ways inconceivable to earlier Populations The Power
giver the technolog. have induced a certain dissociation of
Place from landscape It is no longer necessary to rega the
landscape to create a community; a whole town ca be carved out of
a mountainside with little or no reg for the mountain itself.
Thj5 is Subje for Philosophical

discussion about the environment
more than for Proposals pertinent to historic Preservation, but
the disorientation to Place many people feel today may be due in
part to the fact that so much of the “terra firma” has been
rendered mobile by Our building egujp The changes in
constructj techno1

0gj5are a fit subject for future Consider
ati05 in Preservation of historic landscapes flCluding old roads
and routes through rural and Small town communitie

4. Looking at communitie as a whole leads One to the
conclusion that all commun±t15 are parts of larger

commuflitie
The types included here may all be treated that way. All Of these
community types may be appended to Other commuflitie to make
larger ones or they may be deduced from larger ones to be seen as
the bUilding blocks they are. This is a useful idea in examining
the contexts and structures of larger towns and cities especially.
Breaking them up into component parts makes them more intelligjbl
to the examiner, especially as when, In the case of Atlanta the
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whole is too large to comprehend except very abstractly. Seeing
the subdivisions, railroad stops and cross-rail communities, the
roadside communities, strips, mill towns, and other components in
Atlanta, makes the place comprehensible. Such tools to compre
hensibility are useful in preservation, and the current emphasis
on communities as types and whole which the HPS is undertaking, is
laudable from this perspective. Identifying community types and
historic boundaries ought to be more fully developed in the survey
program as well.

5. If this project could have been taken to a higher degree
of intellectual endeavor, it could have made a greater contri
bution to community and urban studies in general. Its potential
contribution lay simply in being able to take the Grady Clay/John
Jakle approach to the landscape a step further. Both of these
scholars have identified components or ingredients on the land
scape--Clay in the city, Jakle on the landscape in general.44
What this project could serve to say is that there are certain
kinds of edges, nodes, and breaks (Clay) and certain kinds of
vistas, clusters, and foci (Jakie) which have historical validity,
which have, in a sense, their own periodizatjon. These reappear
in certain patterns, certain combinations, and certain (now)
familiar townscapes with some regularity and some predictability
(from historical information). This project combined background
reading with map information, field observations and architectural
information in order to make its categories, which required gene
ralization without too much abstracting. The result was that
certain nodes, breaks, and foci, could be said to have recurrent
historical realities, not simply abstract theoretical value. An
imagined article, entitled, “Why Some Georgia Towns All Look
Alike,” gets the idea across. There is a cultural specificity and
unity at work which together are both greater than the abstrac
tions and more imminently demonstrable. However, in this con
nection, this report is barely a beginning.

6. Some community types here deserve more attention, andsome types should be re-thought. Two of the most obvious are the
utopian communities, whose shapes were virtually unknown to this
project, and the temporary communities, which appear to have
interesting histories but may have little contemporary existence.
The commercial, CBD, or Main Street centers of a larger communitymay be treated as a separate temporary community type, which
probably fits the experience of these places better than not
including them does. The fortified community centers and the

44Grady Clay, Close-up: How to Read the American City (New York:
Praeger, 1973) and John A. Jakie, The Visual Elements of Landscape
(Amherst: University of Massachusetts, 1987).
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contemporary garrisons deserve more attention, though they have
been studied elsewhere and the findings there might be incor
porated. Sociological studies on the black communities might be
utilized to better comprehend and describe those types, barely
touched upon here. Nor were black communities as entities
discussed in DNR’s “Historic Black Resources” handbook.
Furthermore, the state-planned market towns is a forced category
when the physical evidence is examined more closely. Probably
both Macon and Columbus could be classed as river towns because of
their navigation histories, and Milledgeville might be classed
with Louisville as a capitol town. Some newer community forms
have not been considered which have viability and historical
verity: low-income project housing; cluster and apartment commu
nities, post World War II planned “new” towns, mobile home parks,
and the now ubiquitous condominium community (frequently based on
older models or adapted from older forms such as apartments.
Other new and reworked classifications are inevitable.

7. The viability of one community over another is related to
but not determined by the communityis appearance. This is not
stated to support the ideas of class, i.e., that the better
looking a community is, the better it is to live in; rather it is
a statement made to support the idea that the more identifiable a
community is from its visible markings, the more likely people are
to identify with it. It is as simple as that. Where there are no
landmarks naturally, people will create them. In many Georgia
towns the most visible landmark is a water tower with the name of
the community emblazoned on its side in large letter, visible and
legible for miles, virtually, around. This is not just a
geographic place marker, it’s both a deeper and more common
symbo1__wjthot water, no life; without the sign, no identifi
cation. A broken, rusted water tower is a clear sign that a
community has died, moved on, relocated. Just as the absence of
traffic around a courthouse indicates that the focal point of the
community has moved on, changed, or declined. When the look of a
place is changed, the way it is conceived of in everyone’s mind is
changed, and therefore the relationship between the place and the
people near it is changed. By the same token, when people begin
“seeing” new Possibilities for a place, their relationship with
that place changes, and ultimately, the place itself is changed.
It is an on-going dynamic. Places die or change when the VisiOflS
around them die or change. Consequently, any work which builds
symbolic constructs in the minds of the populace which are
community_building constructs, keeps the dynamic between people
and place a positive, growing one. Understanding what the
identifiers are, what the communal types are, and what they look
like, is one step in helping to create and support that positive
relationship.
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8. A regional assumption underlay this study, which is to
say that it was presumed from readings and direct observations
that the southern communal landscape which was being analyzed was
different in many parts from its counterparts elsewhere in the
natjo Georgia, as a part of the South, would therefore reveal
some of these regiona’ differences 45 Unfortunately, this very
interesting aspect of the study could only be hinted at, not
absorbed and evaluated in any great detail. What follows is a set
of observations which are stated as assertions:

a) All Georgia communities from the smallest to the largest,
lack the density in Population and architecture Which.their
northern counterparts contain Atlanta may be the most nationally
“compatjbleI or regionally indistinct locale in Georgia, but even
it shares some of the qualities of a regional Culture. it is more
like Phoenix or Los Angeles than it is like Chicago or New York,
yet it is unlike either Phoenix or Los Angeles because of its
topography, and unlike Chicago or New York because of the absence
of density. This low density feature reveals itself in several
things, first of all in the amount of space surrounding individual
structures especially residential structures it reveals itself
as well in the frequency of undeveloped pieces of land Within the
town/city/community boundaries (see below) Which simply lie
fallow, never having been built Upon. The average lot Size is
larger in Georgia communities than in communities in the
northeast and the west, except for the most modern and recent
sUbdivisions where the lot Size is more nearly Similar across the
country. “Urban” Spaces in Georgia, as throughout the South, are
small in Population; even the largest metropolitan area
(Presumably Atlanta) is much smaller than any comparable urban
area calculated to be a regional center in any other region of the
country. In addjtj0 to space and population the architecture
reveals a preference for low-rise buildings even contemporary
Ones, in all but the largest urban centers Finally, the
twentieth century phenomenon known as “Suburban sprawl”
characterizes most of modern_day developme in Georgia cities and
town3, keeping the low density quotjen on a continuum with
history.

Thomas Schiereth Material Culture Studies in America: “much of
the South looks different than the rest of the country, not only
because the climate is different, but also because some important
parts of Southern culture really are different from the rest of
the COUntry,” and “ many small southern towns look quite different
from their northern counterparts . .

,“ pp. 177ff
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b) Natural landscape elements (e.g., sharp drops in terrain,
ravines, vacant lots, and sandy patches) are often retained within
community landscapes, but uncultivated, unaltered, and normally
undeveloped as part of the ‘cultural” landscape of the place.
These elements are not “played up” as they might be in the western
regions, nor are they diminished, as they might be in the
northeast. The result is that frequently green spaces occur in
communities which are not parks. They are merely open or empty
spaces and enjoy, at most, a kind of benign neglect which
preserves them without protecting them. It is not reverence for
nature so much as indolence which is at play, and some long-held
southern sense that land is cheap, not dear, and can be, at least
where not readily amenable for settlement or crops, let alone.
The result, in effect, is that many Georgia communities have a
built-in aesthetic which exists without the apparent application
of any visible aesthetic principles beyond which nature herself
provides.

c) There is an implicit sense in the structure of Georgia
communities which reveals a prejudice about “town” life. This
prejudice says that a town (village, community, city, etc.) is a
place in which to worship God and tend to business much more than
it is a place to live. Amenities and recreation sites are missing
as a general rule from the structure of Georgia communities.
There is no public play space, not even space to “see and be
seen”, such as wide sidewalks. The single recurrent exception to
this is the courthouse square, which tradition lasted a long time
in Georgia town-development, but which was not retained in the
later years of county seat planning. Southern communities are
not, as a rule, centers of pageantry, celebration, or festival.
And the single exception to this would have been the military
parade ground which did exist in the early nineteenth century in
many Georgia communities prior to the Civil War.

9. The historical concept for community is Georgia, that is
as derived from descriptions of the physical and other tangible or
measurable elements of community, could be summarized as follows:
it is .a small place, contains a limited assortment of commercial
and gubernatorial facilities, a finite number of related resi
dences, at least one convergenc with a highway or other traf
ficked roadway, and an outlying “district” or social community
with indeterminate and fluctuating geographic boundaries. It is
recognizable because of its “node” and the relationship between
that node or center and the roadway, highway--whatever the primary
transportation artery. It may have a strong center, but it has
very soft edges. (It is impossible, for example, judging from the
habits of most gazetteers and local histories, to discuss the
county seat in most counties without assuming its development and
activities stand for those of the entire county.) What this
implies about the compatibility of this historical concept with
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contemporary kinds of growth may be that the need for containment

and stronger limits on modern urban places (because of the nature

of metropolitan growth and transportation especially) runs

counter to what Georgians think a community is all about. The

concept of a Georgia community, as read on the land, might be

poor, for example, but it is slumless. Pursuing this kind of

thinking is clearly a subject for some other discussion.

10. Finally, all but a few of the community types and

elements discussed here are historic forms, that is to say, they

are no longer being built. Automobile strips and

subdivisions/suburbs, yes, small towns, county seats, river

settlements, and the like, no. Whatever these communities as

types have to say to the future depends on the understanding of

what they have signified about Georgia culture in the past. They

have stories to tell. They have vistas and realities to present

to the viewer and participant in their lives. They are a rich

backdrop against which to see the future of Georgians, and it is

an interesting and challenging array of possibilities which they

present to the preservationist, the developer, and the citizen.

Whether as historic forms they are also anachronistic ones depends

on the decisions which these very parties make about them. If the

look back to the past of Georgia communities is fraught with

negative associations (slavery, defeat in war, poverty, failure,

etc.) then the preservers of their material culture will have a

tall task to do to change the perceptions of their value. Because

the consciousness making process is so important to the

preservation of these places, the telling of their histories in

positive, forgiving, comprehensible, and accessible ways is all-

important. To quote a greater thinker on the processes of place

identification,

We build a structure of consciousness by supporting the

features of experience that we acknowledge. We make the

obvious world by building it, and in constructing the world,

we build ourselves, including our structure of consciousness.

We build to support certain features of experience and to

suppress others, and these decisions to acknowledge or deny

them give form to the dominant structure of con

sciousness.46

The dominant structure of Georgia and southern consciousness holds

these places in very fragile sway. It is not simply the buildings

and structures which much be confronted in preservation questions
but the culture which created them. The consciousness which

created them must be interpolated and in some ways changed in

46E. V. Walter, Placeways, UNC Press, 1988, p. 13-14.
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order for the community structures themselves to survive or
prosper.
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