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ABSTRACT

This intensive level survey of properties located in the area of Ponca City

referred to as AHI ||l cr e sdocaumenteeachmrapertd uct ed i
within the geographically defined survey area, 2) to identify the existence of any

potential historic districts in the area, and 3) to identify the presence of any

properties individually eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.

The survey was conducted between February 2013 and May 2013. A total of
forty-one (41) resources were documented and evaluated. Of those properties,
eight (8) were determined to be individually eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places. After complete evaluation of the properties within the
survey area, as well as local source materials, it was determined that there was
not sufficient significance to warrant the identification of a historic district in this
area.



INTRODUCTION

Historic preservation began in Ponca City much as in other communities across
the country, when local residents come together to save a single building. What
began as a crusade gradually became institutionalized in the community and
continues to thrive. One building becomes many more. In Ponca City, that
building was the Poncan Theater, and with the help of local enthusiasts, what
began as a grassroots effort to save the Poncan has grown over the last twenty
years or so into one of the most active and effective local preservation programs
in the state.

Ponca City was richly blessed architecturally in its early years. Often referred to

as the AJewel of the Prairie,o the discove
subsequent economic boom greatly impacted the built environment of the

community. There was a concerted effort on the part of local businessmen, such

as E.W. Marland and Lewis Wentz to bring the best and the brightest i scientists,

educators, entertainers, engineers, and architects -- to the community. These

residents left a significant impact on the landscape of this north central Oklahoma

community. Despite what seems to be an obvious abundance of architectural

and historic resources, until recently, many of these properties were not

appreciated. They simply melded into the landscape of everyday life.

But since the saving of the Poncan in the late 1980s/early 1990s, there has been
close cooperation between the City of Ponca City and the Main Street Program.
The city part i c Ceqtdiddéeosal Governméne(CLS) paograny &
program which requires that the city enact and enforce preservation zoning, as
well as other preservation related activitesi n r et urn for a share o
federal preservation funds. One such activity included the preparation of a
Historic Preservation Plan in 2007. That same year, the city was designated a
Preserve America community by the National Trust for Historic Preservation.

The 2007 Historic Preservation was followed by the more recent Comprehensive
Plan addressing housing, transportation, and a host of other issues and also
known as Vision 2020. This comprehensive plan emphasizes maintaining the
historic character of downtown as well as carefully balancing the needs for
maintaining historic housing areas with the needs for new units.> The
comprehensive plan also calls for identifying additional historic districts, possibly
to be protected by zoning regulations. In addition to identification of historic
resources, the plan calls for offering financial assistance for fagade rehabilitations

! For a brief history of the Poncan renovation, $e#://www.poncantheatre.org/poncan_history.htm
26+AAaA2Y wHAaHn t 2y Ol htpifivévwbohoaditSgoBD6cUhentE enterfView/ 596
(accessed May 2013).



http://www.poncacityok.gov/DocumentCenter/View/190

in the form of low interest loans, grants, technical assistance, or expedited,
approval for facade or sign improvements.® Further, the Comprehensive Plan
calls for strengthening the standards and guidelines of the Historic Preservation
Advisory Council. The Main Street program provides architectural guidance, as
well as fagade grants for member businesses. Since 1987, Main Street has
helped infuse as much as $25 million into the downtown economy. * With the
help of the city and the Main Street program, Ponca City is committed to
preserving its architectural and historic resources, a mentality dating back to the
days of E.W. Marland.

Because of its focus on historic preservation, survey, nomination, and active
preservation of buildings, sites, structures, and objects in the community is a
priority. The city was responsible for a survey of the downtown commercial
district in 2008 as well as a National Register nomination for the district in 2010.
The community also has several listed residential districts with preservation
overlay zoning, as well as an ever increasing number of scattered, National
Register listed properties. Listed properties reflect a variety of property types,
ranging from an aircraft hangar from the World War Il period, to Marland
Mansion, and Wentz Camp. Ponca City is proud of its heritage and of the
buildings associated with it.

%+AaA2Y HAHA t 2y Ol /hitpd/eww/pendyatiil. o Nodunehfentef/Wieyr/I90
(accessed May 2013).
* For more information, visithttp://www.poncacitymainstreet.com/index.htm
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RESEARCH DESIGN
Definition

A survey is the systematic process of identifying and recording historic buildings,
structures, objects, districts, and sites. Surveys may be organized to look at all of
the resources within a fairly small geographical area, such as a residential
neighborhood, the incorporated limits of a city, or a section of land. Surveys may
also identify resources relating to a specific theme within a county, region, or
state.

Purpose

The principal purpose of a survey is to gather the information needed to plan for
the wise use of a ¢ ommurtresoyréesinacersnunity c e s .
or neighborhood give it special character and cultural depth. To use those
resources effectively, to respect their value, and to extend their lives, it is
necessary to integrate historic preservation into community planning. Survey
information can be used to prepare a preservation plan that helps the community
establish policies, procedures, and strategies for maintaining and enhancing
those resources that make the community special. Survey data can also facilitate
the review of federally funded or permitted projects that are subject to
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.

Uses

Survey information is used for a variety of purposes
1 To identify and to document individual properties and districts eligible for
listing in the National Register of Historic Places;
1 To identify districts, individual properties, or archeological sites that
warrant further study;
1 To identify areas that are not eligible for the National Register and warrant
no further study at the time of the survey;
To document the existence and distribution of specific property types;
To provide a context for evaluating properties nominated to the National
Register; and
1 To assist in long-range planning for the protection of significant
resources;

= =4

Survey Types
Intensive

In an intensive survey, the goal is to document all historic buildings, structures,
sites, objects, and potential districts in the study area. Detailed research is
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conducted on each individually property, sufficient to enable an evaluation of the
property oferlistnginthe Matiohal Register.

Reconnaissance

The goal of a reconnaissance level survey is to estimate the distribution of
historic properties in an area and to identify individual properties and areas that
warrant further study. As such, it becomes the foundation for future survey and
research efforts. Reconnaissance surveys generally fall into two categories:
windshield survey and sample survey. In a windshield survey, researchers drive
the streets and roads of a defined geographical area. The basic purpose of the
windshield survey is to get a general picture of the distribution of different types
and styles of properties, and of the character of different neighborhoods.
Representative streetscape photographs that characterize the area are then
taken and ultimately, a short description is written describing the character of the
study unit. The purpose of the sample survey is to record minimum-level
documentation on all properties that appear to be eligible for listing in the
National Register and on representative properties within the study unit.
Minimum- level documentation includes a survey form and photographs. Included
photographs were taken by the surveyor and are on file at the SHPO unless
otherwise noted. In Oklahoma, a reconnaissance level survey generally includes
elements of both the windshield and sample survey.



PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The purpose of this survey was to locate, identify, and document all buildings,
site, structures, objects, and districts within the survey area that meet the criteria
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The results of this project
will provide a basis for nominating eligible properties to the National Register and
will assist the city with long range planning and preservation.

Each property within the survey boundaries was documented at a minimum level,

regardless of age or condition. Minimum level documentation includes the

completion of a Historic Preservation Resource ldentification Form (HPRI) and

two photographs. The properties were also keyed to a survey map. The collected
informationwasusedtod et er mi ne the propertyos eligi bi
Register of Historic Places, as either an individual property or as part of a historic

district.

Over the years, many modifications have been made to individual properties
within the survey area. Although each residence is assessed for its overall
individual retention of integrity, there are several common alterations that affect a
propertyos dhkgible g ascaniritutmg/reos-contributing. These
include the replacement of original materials, such as cladding, windows, and
doors, as well as additions. The effect of such replacements on the individual
eligibility or the contributing/non-contributing status of a property depends on the
material, its application, and its location. Radical and overwhelming alterations
completed outside the period of significance dramatically detract from the historic
character of a property and result in its ineligibility for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places.



AREA SURVEYED

The subject area of this survey is the area commonly referred to as Hillcrest,
within the city limits of Ponca City, Kay County, Oklahoma. Geographically, the
survey area can be defined as follows: beginning at the intersection of South
14" Street and Grand Avenue; thence East along Grand Avenue a distance of
approxi mately 6déthd of Hilcrest Breve; thamde eNorth along
Hillcrest Drive to the intersection of Cleary Drive; thence continuing North along
Hi l l crest Drive a distance of approx
continuing to the end of Hillcrest Drive being a cul-de-sac/dead end street; AND
Beginning at the intersection of Grand Avenue, Hillcrest Drive and East Hillcrest
Drive; thence continuing East and Northeasterly along East Hillcrest Drive to the
end of the cul-de-sac/dead end street.

10
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METHODOLOGY

The National Register of Historic PI
historic places. It was established with the passage of the Historic Preservation
Act of 1966. Properties listed in the National Register must be significant for their
association with a historic event or notable person, or be architecturally or
archaeologically significant. Properties meeting one or more of these criteria

aces i

must then be furthereval uated to ensure that ¢ he prop
intact. Historic integrityisr el ated to a building, site, st
ability to convey its historics i gni f i cance. I n Il aymends term

of a property should continue to be recognizable. Integrity is assessed based on
apropert y6s | ocat i onmatedatssworgnmnshig fedlirtg,iamdg |,
association.

Prior to beginning fieldwork, the surveyor reviewed documentary and archival
sources relating to Ponca City and Kay County. The previous surveys, Oklahoma
Landmarks Inventory database, and existing National Register nominations were
extremely helpful in providing a starting point for the research process.
Resources utilized include Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, local histories,
newspapers (particularly the vertical file at the Ponca City Public Library), historic
photographs, and Kay County Clerk property records. Each residence was
recorded and photographed. The field work was compiled and each property
assessed based on the standards provided in the National Register Criteria for
Evaluation.

12



PROPERTY LIST

Property Address

Opinion of NRHP Eligibility

Date of
Construction

1 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1948

2 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

CA 1976

3 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1953

5 HILLCREST DRIVE

INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE FOR
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF
HISTORIC PLACES

CA 1923

6 HILLCREST DRIVE

INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE FOR
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF
HISTORIC PLACES

1927

7 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1967

8 HILLCREST DRIVE

INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE FOR
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF
HISTORIC PLACES

1922

9 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1923

10 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1957

11 HILLCREST DRIVE

INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE FOR
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF
HISTORIC PLACES

1928

12 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1957

13 HILLCREST DRIVE

INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE FOR
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF
HISTORIC PLACES

1927

14 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1956

15 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE

1952

13




FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

16 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1960

20 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1953

21 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1950

22 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1953

24 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1952

26 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1954

28 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1954

30 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1953

31 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1950

32 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1954

33 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1950

34 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1953

36 HILLCREST DRIVE

INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE FOR
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF
HISTORIC PLACES

1938/1948

37 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1955

38 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER

1954
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OF HISTORIC PLACES

40 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1952

41 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1952

42 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1958

43 HILLCREST DRIVE

INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE FOR
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF
HISTORIC PLACES

1952

44 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1951

45 HILLCREST DRIVE

INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE FOR
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF
HISTORIC PLACES

1952

46 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

CA
1930/2009

47 HILLCREST DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1927/1981

5 EAST HILLCREST
DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

CA 1968

7 EAST HILLCREST
DRIVE

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1996

10 EAST HILLCREST

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1948/1949

1515 E GRAND

NOT INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES

1958
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RESULTS

Architecturally, there are some outstanding properties located within the survey
boundaries, representative of the predominant styles of the early twentieth
century as well as the work of locally and regionally prominent architect, John
Duncan Forsyth. However, the survey area lacks continuity necessary for
creating a district with architectural or historical significance. As will be
discussed in the historic context, the area was developed over a relatively long
period of time, with construction as recently as 1968, making the definition of a
single contiguous district difficult.

The lots in the older section of the area to the south and those in the newer
section (Drake Park and Enfield) to the north are drastically different, as the
types, styles, and sizes of the houses found in each section. The houses found
in the newer, northern section of the survey area are reflective of changes to
housing trends found in the 1950s and 1960s. There are smaller ranch style
homes as well as larger, sprawling ranches. And there are several modern style,
even architect designed properties. Although located in close proximity, these
neighborhoods are worlds apart in terms of architecture. The ranch style homes
are decent examples of the style and type, but are certainly not the best
examples of the ranch style in this community and certainly do not meet National
Register of Historic Places criteria as representing a distinguishable entity whose
components may lack individual distinction. There are too many intrusions in the
older section to the south to create a district dating to the 1920s and 1930s. The
homes in this area are bound by the common link to Marland Oil and for the most
part, the link to John Duncan Forsyth, but only six of the thirteen properties within
this section could be counted as contributing resources. And the most notable of
those properties are individually eligible for listing in the National Register.

16



INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE PROPERTIES

Although there is not a National Register eligible district within the boundaries of
Hillcrest, the area contains a number of properties individually eligible for listing
in the National Register of Historic Places due to their architecture and or their
association with the historic development of Ponca City.

5 Hillcrest Drive

Number 5 Hillcrest Drive is an outstanding local example of the Tudor Revival
Style as envisioned by John Duncan Forsyth. Built for Marland VP, George
Shalenberger, the home was built in 1923 but changed hands frequently due to
the volatility of the oil business.”

John Duncan Forsyth moved to Tulsa in 1921 to partner with John McDonnell
and then proceeded to Ponca City expressly to work for E.W. Marland. This

L6 Ecol e dletstraiBesl,&cottish architect is best known in Ponca City for
designing the Marland Mansion (completed in1928), but he was responsible for
designing a host of other residential and commercial buildings throughout the
community, a number of which can be found within the survey area.®

® Ponca City Newslune 3, 1990 and December 10, 1997

*WAY DIFI06oSNIS ap . dzh f R Pgsandation @klaNseh&NewdslgA0@ v C2 NE& (K3 ¢
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6 Hillcrest Drive

This Spanish Colonial Revival style residence has a storied past and lengthy
historical name. Built by John Duncan Forsyth for geologist Dr. W.A.J.M. van
Waterschool van der Gracht, this painted brick clad residence is a single story
with full basement. Although the Mission/Spanish Colonial Revival style is
common in Ponca City, this variation of the style (utilizing painted brick and the
low, single story profile) is not typical of this style in Ponca City.”

"Ponca City Newsanuary 13, 1993
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8 Hillcrest Drive
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The Lackey-Alcorn Home is an outstanding local example of a two story upright
and wing example of the popular Colonial Revival. Also designed by John
Duncan Forsyth for a high ranking Marland Oil official, this home retains a very
high degree of historic integrity for being built in 1922.%

11 Hillcrest Drive

The Frank Lucas Home at 11 Hillcrest Drive was designed by John Duncan
Forsyth in 1928 and is a locally significant example of its style associated with

® Historic Homes of Kay County,-83; Ponca City Newdanuary 27, 1993
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