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For more than a decade the Ohio Department of Transportation (ODOT) studied and designed a
number of alternatives to improve the traffic flow and alleviate congestion at the SR 315/SR 750
intersection in Liberty Township, Delaware County (Figure 1). These alternatives ranged from
road widening of select or all four approaches to actual relocation of the intersection from the
western Olentangy river bank to its bluff. Besides the traffic congestion, the active river bank
erosion undercutting the SR 315 road bed on the north and south approaches poses an additional
safety concern. The designation of the Olentangy River as a state scenic river and the valley as
an Ohio scenic byway, along with public concern with natural and cultural preservation led to the
series of alternative designs and studies.
The current design improves traffic flow with a minimal construction footprint by providing
center left turn lanes on all four approaches (Figure 2). With a single exception, bank
stabilization for the undermined sections of SR 315 beyond the construction footprint of the
intersection improvement involves a separate design and schedule, which is yet to be determined.
A failing 75 foot long section of SR 315 situated approximately 1400 feet north of the
intersection requires immediate bank stabilization (Figure 3). The proposed plug pile wall
involves a series of shafts drilled into the underlying bedrock placed immediately adjacent to the
existing guardrail and filled with concrete (Figure 4).
Construction of the added turn lanes requires new strip right-of-way, nearly all of it in moderate
to severe slope from the western bluff face and existing SR 750 road cut (Figures 5-7).
Consequently, nearly all of the construction footprint and new right-of-way lacks any actual or
potential cultural resources. The singular exception is a minor take from the Mulzer Mill
Complex (33DL1184) at the southern project terminus (Figure 8). The 1991 National Register
of Historic Properties (NRHP) Multiple Properties Designation Form for Historic Mill-Related
Resources of Liberty & Delaware Townships, Delaware County, Ohio included these
archaeological ruins as the unnamed grist and saw mills.
The bulk of this report presents the current understanding of the mill complex based on archival
research conducted by ODOT-Office of Environmental Services (OES) staff and Gray & Pape,
Inc. (G&P) staff. G&P and CH2MHill surveyors prepared a detailed map of the ruins and their
location, which previously did not exist. And by placing the map on the construction plans
allowed the CH2MHill design engineers to revise the drainage system to minimize the take from
the property. No archaeological excavation was conducted nor considered necessary, because of
the property’s existing NRHP status and the available archival material to supplement the
existing limited documentation of the mill complex found in the National Register of Historic
NRHP Multiple Properties Documentation Form.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Originally, ODOT-District 06 intended to concurrently design and construct the intersection
improvement and river bank stabilization, which would involve extensive road improvements.
However, regional transportation planning and environmental issues necessitated moving
forward at an accelerated pace to finalize a smaller roadway design (Part 1), which simply adds
center left turn lanes on all four intersection approaches, while continuing preliminary design for
the bank stabilization and spot culvert/drainpipe replacements(Part 2).
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To avoid construction activities in the Olentangy River (a designated state scenic river), the
additional space required for the turn lanes and drainage improvements will come from road cuts
into the bluff along the west side of SR 315 and the widening of the existing SR 750 road cut
through the bluff (Figures 5-8). The SR 750 bridge over the Olentangy will be restriped to
accommodate the additional lane within widening the bridge and the eastern approach (Figures 2
and 3). In order to minimize disturbance to the western bluff face, the plans call for the
construction of nearly vertical, vegetated, soil nail tieback walls (Figure 9). Since the bluff face
for the mill complex is already terraced, the plans call for installing curb and gutter to channel
surface runoff, which involves minimal slope grading.
New right-of-way on the southwest corner of the intersection which extends 235 feet west and
300 feet south and varies from 25 feet to 60 feet in width, accounts for 0.6 acres. While on the
northwest corner new right-of-way extends 170 feet west and 540 feet north varying in width
from 35 feet along SR 750 to between 40 feet and 65 feet along SR 315 which amounts to 0.5
acre.
The right-of-way strip take from the parcel with the mill complex tapers from a maximum width
of 40 feet over a distance extending 240 feet south from the northern property line, and
approximates 0.14 acre (Figure 8). Nearly a third of the new right-of-way occurs within 50 feet
of the northern property line and involves replacing the 36” diameter drainpipe in the narrow
entrenched drainage ravine. The remainder of the new right-of-way measures less than 25 feet in
width and will eliminate the original north driveway access to the residence of the mill complex.
A boulder marking the north end of the first (lowest) stone retaining wall, as well as a short
section of the wall encroach on the existing SR 315 right-of-way and will be removed during
construction (Figure 10). The remainder of the mill complex ruins lies outside of the new rightof-way limits. The boulder at the southern drive access along with the stone stairway and a
collapsed stone pillar, also encroach on the existing road right-of-way but will not be removed by
this project Figures 11 and 12).
Five spot locations for replacing existing 12 in or 36 in diameter drainage pipes under SR 315
require minimal new rights-of-ways (approximately 1200 square feet or 0.03 acre) to
accommodate their new outlets on the lower slope above the river’s high water level and
between SR 315 and the river’s edge.

PROJECT BACKGROUND
Steadily increasing traffic congestion at the SR 315/SR 750 intersection resulted from nearly
continuous suburban residential and commercial expansion throughout southern Delaware
County beginning in the 1970s. To accommodate commuter traffic into downtown Columbus IR
270 was built around the city in the 1970s with the multilane limited access SR 315 replacing the
two lane Olentangy River Road through northern Franklin County to the IR 270 interchange. SR
315 remained a two lane road north of IR 270 from Mt. Air to Stafford at the SR315/US 23
intersection.
This roughly 11 mile long stretch of road bordering the Olentangy River became an ODOT
scenic byway in 1998 as an outcome of the 1992 management agreement between ODOT and
the Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) during the designation of the Olentangy
River as a state scenic river. The ODNR/ODOT management agreement and Liberty
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Township’s 2001 Olentangy Heritage Corridor Byway Management Plan provide guidance on
growth and development in the corridor which promotes the preservation of its rural and scenic
elements.
In addition to the natural elements, the 1991 National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
Multiple Properties Designation Form for Historic Mill-Related Resources of Liberty &
Delaware Townships, Delaware County, Ohio developed an historic context for 19th century mill
related properties, as well as a list of the properties in the scenic corridor between Mt. Air and
Stafford. The identified properties are considered significant cultural resources reflecting the
transformation of milling from early small water powered mills operated part time by farmers to
larger steam powered mills operated by mill workers for mill owners and living in mill villages.
The grist mill and saw mill located several hundred feet south of the SR 315/SR 750 intersection
reportedly represent early mills and are the southernmost examples in the scenic corridor.
During the past two decades, commercialization along US 23 diverted more and more of the
north-south through traffic to the scenic corridor, while increasing numbers of subdivisions
surrounding it gradually feed more local traffic. The construction of Polaris Mall with the
connection of Polaris Parkway to SR 750 at US 23 and the expansion of the Columbus Zoo in
western Delaware County promoted increased east-west traffic on SR 750 through the scenic
corridor for all of southern Delaware County. The management agreement, the byway plan and
the NRHP multiple properties complicated the design of new SR 315 facilitates to accommodate
the greater nonlocal traffic demand while maintaining and preserving the important natural and
cultural resources.
The mid-1990s saw an initial attempt to improve the SR 315/SR 750 intersection, which
included widening SR 750 for approximately 1.9 miles extending eastward from the western
bluff of the Olentangy River overlooking the intersection to the US 23 intersection. A long range
concept plan called for the eventual widening of SR 750 across all of southern Delaware County;
however, only spot improvements have been built to date.

PREVIOUS CULTURAL RESOURCE STUDY
In 2000, the cultural resource survey for the intersection improvement and SR 750 road widening
included a 500 feet wide corridor equal spaced on either side of both state route centerlines. The
survey covered roughly 136 acres and identified six history/architecture properties and 35
archaeological sites (Figure 13). The draft report was never finalized and coordinated with the
Ohio State Historic Preservation Office (OSHPO) before the project was terminated in favor of
an alternative intersection improvement with a smaller construction footprint. Detailed
information on the archaeological sites and history/architecture properties remains available
through the OSHPO’s Ohio Archaeological Inventory and Ohio Historical Inventory.
Of the forty-one cultural resources identified by the 2000 survey, four residences (DEL-730-15
through DEL-733-15) occupy the western bluff, along with nine archaeological sites (33DL1173,
1174, and 1181 through 1187) on benches or the bluff edge. Most of the archaeological sites are
precontact Indian occupations with the exceptions of the Lathrop (Mulzer) Mill Ruins
(33DL1184) terraced into the bluff slope and the Case Grave Markers (33DL1187) on the bluff.
Across the river, evidence of precontact Indian occupation occurs nearly continuously as low
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density lithic scatters (33DL1167 and 1170) along a natural levee both north and south of the SR
750 bridge.

The Hinderer/Bartholomew Stone Farm House (DEL-011-15)
The National Register eligible Hinderer/Bartholomew stone farmhouse (DEL-011-15) sets on the
north side of SR 750 within the boundary of 33DL1170. The road embankment for the eastern
bridge approach occupies a considerable amount of the original front yard of the residence.
postcontact Euroamerican artifacts occurred sporadically at 33DL1170 with no distinct deposits
around the house and as isolated artifacts in the adjoining fields. Part of the farmhouse’s
National Register significance lies in its possible association with the Lathrop/Mulzer Mill Ruins
(33DL1184) on the opposite bank of the river and their listing on the 1991 NRHP Multiple
Properties Documentation Form for Historic Mill-Related Resources of Liberty & Delaware
Townships, Delaware County, Ohio.
The stone farm house does not appear on the map and list of mill related resources. The map
places the grist mill and saw mill on the east bank of the Olentangy River south of the Powell
Road, which is incorrect (Figure 14). The reference for the two mills comes from a list compiled
by George Thurston (1966) which identifies a “grist and saw mill near Major Bartholomew farm
(or Giffords), southern part of (Liberty) township.” The list does not include any mention of
George Mulzer nor does it contain any Liberty Township maps from the 19th century and early
20th century Delaware County atlases, several of which depict a mill on the west side of the river
between the road and river with a house immediately opposite the mill on the west side of the
road (Figures 15-18). The 1866 map notes C. Gifford as the property owner for the lot
containing the house west of the road and M. Bartholomew as owning the property with the
house on the east side of the river both north and south of the road. The grist and saw mills
occupy the narrow strip between the road and west bank of the river. This would appear to be
Thurston’s source for his 1966 mill listing. Most likely, the inaccurate placement of the mills on
the map in the 1991 NRHP document reflects a convenient solution for a map scale which did
not allow sufficient space between the river and road for the mill symbol.
The 2000 draft report links the stone farmhouse (DEL-011-15) with the mill ruins in three
separate discussions which paraphrase a common passage in order to establish the house as
typical in style and construction material for a mid-19th century mill owner, thus making it NR
eligible under the 1991 multiple properties form. The chain of title occurs most fully in the
discussion of the stone farmhouse and the property on the east side of the river.
As a result turnover in ownership was frequent, and included Amos Tuller in 1805,
John Carlisle in 1808, Nathan Carpenter, Jr. in 1814, Philander Lathrop in 1849,
James and Emmeline Osborne in 1853, and Gottlieb Hinderer in 1854 (Brozek 2000).
Carpenter, Osborne, and Hinderer each also owned the nearby mill as well. This mill
was one of the longest lived such enterprises in the county. Ruins of the mill dam are
extant, as are those of a house/tavern once associated with the mill on the west side of
SR 315. The mill was constructed in c. 1815 by a Mr. Lathrop, whose son took over
its operation and maintained it into the 1840s. By this time, the facility included a
grist mill and saw mill, functions that also were denoted on 1849 and 1866 plat maps
(Windmill 1990:n.p.). It appears that the Osbornes owned the property briefly during
the late 1840s, before selling out to Hinderer. In turn, Hinderer divested himself of
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the mill during the 1860s. The next known owner of the mill was James Walcott,
who operated it during the 1870s, then sold it to Murray Case. In turn, after only a
few months, Case sold the facility to Herman Mulzer. Mulzer’s son, George,
continued to run the mill as late as 1908.
Two statements in this passage are important. First, the ruins on the west side of the river are
interpreted as a house/tavern associated with the mill, rather than the actual grist and saw mills,
which is the interpretation in the site description of the Lathrop Mill (33DL1184) ruins. Second,
although the 1866 plat map is cited, the report does not reproduce it. The map shows C. Gifford
owned the property on the west side of the river, clearly preceding James Walcott (J. Wilcox on
1875 plat map), with M. Bartholomew owning the stone house and associated farm on the east
side. The 1866 plat map is the only 19th century plat map from the Windmill 1990 publication
not reproduced in the draft report.
The ownership turnover dates are problematical and do not match with the discussion further in
the passage. It seems they represent the year in which the owner sold the property, except for
Gottlieb Hinderer. His date seems more likely the acquisition date. It cannot reflect the splitting
of the property and selling the mill on west side prior to selling the farm on the east of the river,
because the farm house was not built until 1859 and he needed a place to live. Regardless, of
whether the Osbornes date reflects the acquisition or the sale of the property, they owned the
property in the early 1850s rather than the late 1840s. The sources for the information on the
Osbornes and Gottlieb Hinderer are not adequately referenced and the individuals do not appear
on any plat maps or in the 19th century county histories.
The 1880 county history provides a brief overview of the mill’s history and makes no mention of
Nathan Carpenter or Philander Lathrop as the first owner and/or builder of the mill.
In an early day, a saw-mill was erected where the Olentangy Valley Mills now stand.
There appear to have been several stockholders in it, among who were Edmund
Goodrich and Martin Case, and Dr. Pickett was also interested in it. A grist mill was
added some years later. It is now owned by Herman Muelzer (Mulzer), a man who
thoroughly understands his business and is doing well. It is believed that Sebert
Hinton originally built this mill, but no one can say definitely that he did. That he
owned it once is well known, and that it changed hands several times, without paying
its owners large dividends, before it became the property of Mr. Muelzer, is also
known. He, it is said, is the only man that has ever made money out of it (Perrin and
Battle 1880:422).
The 1908 county history provides additional information based on property records held by
George Mulzer (Herman’s son), which indicate he owned the oldest mill now standing (in 1908)
which a man named Hinder erected in the first few years of the nineteenth century (Lytle
1908:134). Also, an Ohio Wesleyan University classmate of Harry Lathrop stated Lathrop’s
father began operating this grist mill and up-and-down sawmill about the time of the second war
with England and continued through the late 1840’s. The account finishes with the current state
of the mill.
The hewn timbers of the original building are still in a perfect state of preservation.
Nineteen years ago (1889) a new saw mill was installed, and in 1897, a 50 horse5

power engine was purchased. This power is supplemented by the natural water power
(Lytle 1908:134).
Both of these accounts argue against Lathrop building and possibly owning the mill. It’s
reasonable that over 30+ years of operating the mill, Lathrop eventually bought out the other
owners. The stability evident in his long term operation of the mill argues against the mill being
unprofitable, providing multiple owners were bought out and the sole owner operated the mill.
This also appears to be the reason for Mulzer’s later success.
The different last name of the builder, Hinton vs. Hinder, between the two accounts might simply
reflect mistaking or confusing Hinderer for Hinton in the second account. Still both accounts
provide no information on whether the Osbornes, Hinderer, and Gifford were owners, operators,
both or neither during the 15+ years between 1849 and 1866. The historical accounts provide no
evidence of unprofitability during Walcott’s 10 year ownership and presumed operation of the
mill.

The Lathrop (Mulzer) Mills (33DL1184) and Dam
The description of ruins on the west side of SR 315 includes the last half of the passage from the
2000 draft report previously quoted. It replaces the line; Ruins of the mill dam are extant, as are
those of a house/tavern once associated with the mill on the west side of SR 315. with the line
Site 33DL1184 represents the ruins of one of the longest lived mills in the county. as the
introduction to the rest of the passage reused verbatim. Clearly the intent is to equate the ruins
with the mills.
The schematic map of the ruins in 2000 revealed a series of ornamental walls, stone lined drives,
two or more structures, one brick lined cistern, one cement lined cistern, several stone stairwells
and an apparent water retention/redirection facility (Figure 19). This water facility appeared to
be ornamental at the southern drive entrance and could not power a mill because of its lower
elevation on the southern periphery away from the other structures. The report further noted the
use of different building materials between the structures or portions of structures. The report
concluded the structural remnants retain sufficient integrity to identify specific structures within
the complex, as well as their probable functions. Additionally, closer examination of the
different building materials could identify improvements or alterations within the mill complex
which correlate to the archival accounts of the late 19th century.
No one bothered to ask the question how this water powered mill complex operated so far
removed and on the opposite side of the road from the river. Nor did anyone look along the
narrow strip between the road and the river for any remnants of the mill or dam. The site map
shows the eastern site boundary coinciding with the edge of road pavement on the west side of
SR315 (Figure 20).
Neither the mill site description nor the stone farm house description mentions the dam that
supplied the water to the mill. However, the description of the prehistoric and historic artifact
scatter (33DL1167) in the large pasture field south of SR 750 opposite the stone house contains a
brief account of the dam.
An informant reported that a road had once been on the east side of the river in this
general location. The road connected to the east side of a dam or bridge built across
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the river at a point south of the project corridor. During low water, remnants of the
dam are visible below the surface of the river. It appeared to be constructed of two
wooden walls infilled with rock rubble. Stone supports were visible on both banks.
The dam remnants are located approximately 60 meters (200 feet) beyond the south
limit of the project corridor. There also is an associated mill or tavern complex
(currently preserved as structural ruins) on the west bank of the river, above
Olentangy River Road and immediately above the dam.
The reported road and the river crossing location corresponds with the bridge depicted on the
1866 and 1875 plat maps as being located immediately south (downstream) of the mill (Figures
?). However, the brief description of the physical remains suggests they represent the base or sill
of a timber crib dam, a crudely engineered structure commonly used to supply water to
early/pioneer mills. The dam is such an integral part of the mill complex, that most historical
accounts do not mention the dam unless it is associated with an anecdotal catastrophe story.
Timber crib dams require frequent periodic repair or replacement because their design allow for
sufficient leakage to keep the timbers wet while seasonal floods easily damaged or breached
them.
The top of the mill could serve as a bridge, but it seems impractical to build the dam downstream
of the mill. Alternatively, a dam also serving as a bridge upstream of the mill would mean both
the 1866 and 1875 plat maps incorrectly depict the bridge’s location. Consequently, two separate
structures possibly occur with the dam immediately upstream and the bridge downstream of the
mill.
The reported location of the dam remnant approximately 200 feet south of the 2000 project
corridor (southwest corner of the surveyed field) places it immediately downstream of the mill
(Figure 20). To be immediately upstream of the mill, the dam remnant should be within 50 feet
of the last test unit excavated along the river bank. No attempt was made during the 2000
fieldwork to locate the dam remnant even though the project corridor actually extended several
hundred feet further south along the riverbank (Figure 20).
The mid-19th century bridge south of the mill apparently lasted about 25 years, because it was
replaced in 1876 and relocated north to form the Powell Road crossing.
The Bartholomew bridge, at the Olentangy Valley Mills, was built in 1876: (T)he
stonework was let to J.L.L. Jones and the superstructure to the Canton Wrought
Iron Bridge Co. It is a substantial piece of work (Perrin and Battle 1880:425).
The original bridge might have stood longer but it would only have functioned as access to the
field on the east side of the river, which was unnecessary since the field was part of the farm
associated with the stone house. Most likely the bridge was salvaged, since the 1908 plat map no
longer depicts it and the road up the east river bank to Powell Road.
The questions raised over the ownership of the mills and the interpretations and locations of the
mill and dam remnants serve as the research objectives of the current report. As suggested in the
2000 draft report, the answers lie in more intensive archival research with fieldwork limited to
more accurate mapping of the ruins to clear demonstrate the extent of the intersection
improvement’s impact of them.
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ARCHIVAL RESULTS
As with any historical research of a property, the name of the mill complex changes with
subsequent owners and by how the locals refer to it at different points in time. The local oral
traditions and interviews used in the county and township histories suffer from errors and
omissions in the informant’s recall, as well as the actual depth of the person’s knowledge about
the mill. Historical documents are more accurate because of their direct association with the
mills at specific points in time, but require locational information to link a series of documents
with different owner or business names. The differences in accuracy and details of the historical
accounts results in conflicting stories and misidentification of the mills’ builders, owners and
operators. In the following account emphasis is placed on the chain of property title for
establishing an accurate sequence of owners, with the presumption that because of the mill’s
small scale, it was owner operated.
Currently, the locals refer to the ruins as the Mulzer Mills (also House/Inn/Tavern) based on the
fact that Herman Mulzer (Muelzer) built the complex in the late 1870s. Ancestors of the original
pioneer Case family living in the neighborhood and related to the Mulzer family by marriage,
also refer to it as the Mulzer/Case Mills. Some Schenck ancestors, the family who owned and
removed the mills in the early to mid-20th century, call it the Schenck Mills. The Ohio
Archaeological Inventory identifies the ruins as the Lathrop Mill, following an erroneous local
tradition identifying Philander Lathrop as the builder and operator beginning in the mid-1810s
and continuing through the late 1840s. The revised Ohio Archaeological Inventory renames it
the Mulzer Mills and Dam Complex.
The limited information about the mill complex on the 1991 National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP) Multiple Properties Designation Form for Historic Mill-Related Resources of Liberty &
Delaware Townships, Delaware County, Ohio equates the ruins with the pioneer settlement and
early 19th century milling operations. Yet the ruins relate to a structure built in the late 1870s
and are associated with milling operations at the beginning of the 20th century. Clearly, the
Mulzer Mills Complex potentially plays a greater role than currently documented in the changing
scale of operation in 19th century milling
A brief overview of the current understanding of 19th century milling along the Olentangy River
provides the context in which to judge the Mulzer Mills’ role in fully recounting the
transformation from pioneer to industrial milling.

Milling in Delaware County, Ohio
Milling ranked foremost among the early industries that developed in Delaware County, as it was
necessary for processing local agricultural products and producing lumber. Given poor road
conditions during the early nineteenth century, farmers preferred to avoid long hauls to the mill,
meaning that a great many mills were required to service a widely dispersed population. In 1804,
Nathan Carpenter’s water-powered mill in Liberty Township was the first of dozens constructed
on local waterways. Three years later, Richard Hoskins built a mill on Boke’s Creek in Scioto
Township; Nathaniel Hall followed suit the following year with a mill on Alum Creek in Berlin
Township. Within a decade, most of the county’s townships boasted at least one mill, and dozens
more appeared in subsequent years. Almost as numerous as grist mills, sawmills provided a vital
8

means of processing the timber cleared for farmland. Indeed, many of the early mills built in
Delaware County included machinery for milling lumber as well as grain. Woolen mills, too,
appeared along the banks of the county’s watersheds as sheep-raising increased in popularity
during the 1830s (Lytle 1908:132, 138-39).
By the 1840s, steam power began revolutionizing the milling industry. As steam power increased
in popularity, streams and rivers proved less critical to the location of mills. More efficient than
water power, steam engines improved productivity while decreasing the overall number of mills.
An 1849 map of Delaware County depicted eight mills along the Olentangy River in Liberty
Township and three along the Alum Creek in Orange Township (Windmill 1990:n.p.). By 1866,
the number of mills along the Olentangy had dwindled to five, and only one survived along the
Alum. Meanwhile, several successful, large-capacity flour mills opened for business in the
communities of Delaware, Powell and Ashley. They produced brand names such as Diamond
Wedding, Mother’s Choice, Straight Grade, and Pride of Delaware.
Symptomatic of a gradually developing industrial base, paper milling arrived in Delaware
County in 1838. Unlike grist, saw, and woolen mills, which serviced the local agrarian
population, paper mills operated largely for the benefit of industrialists. Among the most notable
of Delaware County’s early industrial endeavors was that of Hosea Williams and Caleb Howard.
Owners of a paper mill on the Olentangy River, Williams and Howard established a company
village in southeast Delaware Township. Named Stratford, the village boasted a series of small,
limestone cottages, a boarding house for single workers, a church, and a tavern. The overall
layout of Stratford resembled company milling towns found in New England, which often served
as the blueprint for milling towns further west. Hosea and Howard’s paper mill flourished to
such an extent during the 1840s that the village of Stratford incorporated in 1850 (Davies 1991:
E9-12).
Improved transportation, particularly the advent of railroads during the mid-to-late nineteenth
century, as well as modern milling machinery, dramatically impacted the milling industry. The
import and export of raw materials and finished goods occurred more frequently over rail
corridors, significantly diminishing the role of the small, country gristmill. By the late nineteenth
and early twentieth century, industrial efficiency and rail access were critical to the longevity of
any mill. Consequently, the country gristmill of the pioneering era operated at a considerable
disadvantage with modern elevators and flouring mills. By ca.1900, older water powered
gristmills, with their run of stone, had often been relegated to romantic vestiges of yesteryear.
Old postcards of country mills abound. These mementoes were less rooted in pride for local
industries than nostalgia for days long past. By the 1920s and 1930s, primitive, operating
gristmills survived only in the most rural of communities. Elsewhere, old gristmills survived here
and there as curiosities for tourists; producing meal and flour less for survival and more for the
quaintness of the process.
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Mulzer Mills
Over the course of its 90-plus year history, Mulzer Mills went by a number of names, including
Hinton Mills, Liberty Mills, Lathrop’s Mills, Marks’ Mills, Olentangy Valley Mills, and finally,
Mulzer Mills. For much of its history the operation included both a grist and sawmill. Existing
photographs depict a pair of rather modest buildings. The gristmill, which dated to the late
eighteen-teens, consisted of a two-and-a-half story, front-gabled, hewn timber frame building.
The second incarnation of the sawmill, built by Herman Mulzer in 1889, consisted of a twostory, shed roof, wood frame building that extended north from the north side of the gristmill
(Figures 21 and 22). A timber crib dam across the Whetstone River, known after 1833 as the
Olentangy River, provided the necessary supply of water to turn the mill’s water wheel or
wheels. Herman Mulzer later supplemented this power source with a steam engine, which
powered his sawmill addition. It appears that Mulzer’s sawmill came to dominate the business in
later years, with German brewers in Columbus making trips to the mill to purchase lager kegs
and beech wood chips for the lagering process.
As previously detailed, the mill’s early years remain somewhat cloudy, as the various historical
accounts do not always conform to each other or to available property records. In O.L. Baskin &
Company’s, A History of Delaware County, Ohio, published in 1880, the authors suggest that
Seburn Hinton might have built the mill during the early part of the nineteenth century. They
also imply that the enterprise started out as a sawmill and later expanded to include a gristmill. In
this version of the story, numerous stockholders came and went over the years, including
Edmond Goodrich, Martin Case, and Dr. Picket. At the time of the book’s publication, Herman
Mulzer owned what was then called, Olentangy Valley Mills (Perrin and Battle 1880:422).
In his 1908, Twentieth Century History of Delaware County Ohio and Representative Citizens,
James R. Lytle paints a slightly different picture of the mill’s history. Lytle suggests that a man
by the name of Hinder erected the mill during the first years of the nineteenth century. Perhaps
Lytle meant “Hinton,” as in Seburn Hinton, or possibly Gottlieb Hinderer, who owned an
adjacent residential parcel during the 1840s. Lytle further states that by ca.1812, a man by the
name of Lathrop assumed control of the operation. According to Lytle, James Walcott (properly
spelled Walcutt) acquired the mill from Lathrop. Lytle states that Walcott owned the mill for
about ten years before selling to Murray Case. Case retained the property for only a few months
before selling to Herman Mulzer. As of 1908, Herman’s son George owned the mill, his father
having recently passed away (Lytle 1908:134).
A review of available deeds revealed that the county histories are at least partially correct in their
accounts of the mill’s history. The origins of the saw and gristmill appear to date to ca.1815,
when John Case purchased a five-acre parcel from George and Electa Case for $40 (Delaware
County Recorder 1815:3/356). A later deed notes that George Case gave Ralph Richardson,
Martin Case, Frederick Tucker, Ebenezer Goodrich and John Case one acre for the purpose of
establishing a mill seat (Delaware County Recorder 1818:4/214). The 1815 deed makes no
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mention of a mill on the property, but a pair of deeds between Ralph Richardson, Frederick
Tucker, and Seburn Hinton, dated February 2, 1817, state that Hinton purchased one-third of the
mill seat and a sawmill, “lately created by Ebenezer Goodrich, Martin Case, and Frederick
Tucker (Delaware County Recorder 1817:3/690-91). From this statement one might assume that
Goodrich, Case, and Tucker completed the sawmill in 1816 or early 1817.
Ascertaining the year of construction for the gristmill proves problematic, as a deed between
Hinton and Dr. Charles H. Picket, dated June 8, 1818, states that the transaction included “one
half the old mill frame thereon erected by John Case and one Ralph Richardson” (Delaware
County Recorder 1818:4/214). From this statement it appears that the gristmill remained
incomplete as of June 1818; perhaps construction stalled for some time, leaving a timber frame
exposed on the bank of the Whetstone River. Precisely who finished the mill, and when, remains
uncertain, but John Case might have contributed to the project. A brief mention of John Case,
printed in a December 5, 1821 edition of the Worthington Chronicle, states the he remained an
owner of the mill in Liberty Township until his untimely demise earlier that year (Worthington
Chronicle 1821:1). By this time, Dr. Picket had acquired full ownership of the gristmill. He soon
divested himself of the business, however, as a deed dated May 14, 1821, shows that Dr. Picket
and his wife sold one-quarter share of the dam, “one-half the house,” and the “full of the
gristmill” to Albert Picket for $1,820 (Delaware County Recorder 1821:5/346). The deed simply
mentions the gristmill, with no indication that the machinery was operational by that time.
However, from this collection of facts one might infer that the mill entered service sometime
between June 1818 and May 1821.
In June of 1818, Seburn Hinton sold his half-interest in the gristmill frame to Dr. Picket, but it
appears that he retained ownership of the sawmill. An 1824 survey by James Kilbourne shows
“Hinton Mill” at about the right location for the building. This would have been one of two
sawmills owned by Hinton, as he operated another mill up on Mill Creek in either Concord or
Scioto Township. Baskin & Company noted that he conducted considerable business in the
lumber trade, floating logs and lumber down the Scioto River to Columbus and beyond. In
addition to the sawmill, Hinton owned and operated a gristmill on Mill Creek. Hinton reportedly
built both of these enterprises, the first of their kind in the township (Perrins and Battle
1880:497).
On October 10, 1827, Seburn Hinton reacquired the gristmill on the Whetstone, paying Albert
Picket $1,800 (Delaware County Recorder 1827:8/439). The name, “Liberty Grist Mill,” appears
at the top, right hand corner of the deed. That same day he acquired custody of an indentured
servant. Described as a “poor boy of the township,” Solomon Reice (spelling?) was ten years old
when he entered servitude under Hinton. The contract stipulated that, in turn for his services,
Reice would receive an education in reading, writing, and “much” arithmetic (Delaware County
Recorder 1827:8/440). Curiously, it was said of Seburn Hinton that, “like many of the pioneers,
he had experienced few opportunities for obtaining an education, and was rather illiterate.” He,
in fact, “knew nothing of figures, and used to keep account by means of characters that he
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himself originated; each character standing for a certain sum of money” (Perrins and Battle
1880:497). Indeed, he signed his transactions with an X. We can only wonder how this
interaction played out, but it seems probable, given the purchase of the gristmill that same day,
that Solomon was destined to lend a hand with Hinton’s milling operations. According to the
terms of the contract, Hinton would have use of Solomon’s labor for eleven years, eventually
releasing him in the year 1838 at age 21. At that time, Hinton was to provide Solomon with a
pair of “common” suits and a bible.
Hinton owned the mills on the Whetstone River for only three more years. On June 28, 1830, he
sold the whole of the property to Nathan and Electa Carpenter (Delaware County Recorder
1830:9/609). The Carpenters retained the property until August 12, 1837, when they sold the
mills to Philander Lathrop and his son Dr. Horace Lathrop (Delaware County Recorder
1837:16/84). According to Lytle’s 1908, history of Delaware County, Lathrop (no first name
given) owned the mill from ca.1812 through the late 1840s (Lytle 1908:134). Clearly, the deed
reveals that the Lothrop’s did not acquire the property until 1837. Philander died in 1843, leaving
Horace to run the milling operation by himself. He did so for only another two years, selling the
mills to a Canadian by the name of Daniel Nicklin (Delaware County Recorder 1845:26/417).
The 1849, Delaware County atlas still showed “H & P Lathrop” as owners of the mill property,
despite the sale some four years previous (Figure 15). Nicklin, who resided in Canada, owned the
property for only six months. In January of 1846, he sold the mills to Sheldon Marks and Orvil
Case (Delaware County Recorder 1846:26/437). Following this transaction the mill property split
into two shares, with a number of would-be millers buying and selling their halves until
November of 1863, when Henry C. Gifford acquired the whole of the enterprise (Delaware
County Recorder 1863:49/362).
It was during the period of ownership by Sheldon Marks and John Rhodes, who acquired Orvil
Case’s half of the property that the mill first appeared on the Products of Industry census. First
recorded in 1850, the Products of Industry census included the names of each industry within a
township, the types and value of products produced, capital invested, and even the type of prime
mover for the manufactory (see Appendix 1). For the 1850 census, Marks and Rhodes provided
the following information for their mill:
Table 1. 1850 Products of Industry Census for Liberty Township, Delaware County, Ohio
Type or
product

Capital

Raw Material

Motive
Power

Hands
Employed

Avg. Mo.
Wages

Product

Grist &
sawmill

$2,500

Custom Milling

Water

3 males

51/17

Lumber
& Flour

The population census for 1850 reveals that John Roads, a native of Pennsylvania, worked as a
sawyer. Sheldon Marks, who appears to have lived next door to Rhodes, gave his occupation as
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farmer (1850 Population Census, Liberty Township, Delaware County:207). This was common
practice for the country grist-miller, who was often a farmer first and a miller only seasonally.
Soon after Rhodes acquired a share of the mill property, he and Marks signed a lease with James
M. Conklin and Newton Case for water (Delaware County Recorder 1849:29/787). The results of
this transaction would become standard boilerplate within subsequent deeds for the remainder of
the mill’s operating history. Of interest are the specifications of the mill dam, which was not to
exceed five feet in height from the top of the bottom sill. This height, it seems, would provide
sufficient power for the mill without flooding neighboring farmland. It remains unknown at this
time whether this was a replacement dam or simply a renewed agreement for an existing dam.
Despite the $100 investment in the water lease, Rhodes involvement in the business was shortlived. He sold his half of the property in 1851 to William Trevitt, having been a partner in the
business less than two years (Delaware County Recorder 1851:31/510).
Following the departure of Rhodes, half-shares of the mill changed hands every few years until
1867, when Henry C. Gifford sold the whole of the operation for $4,500 to James W. Walcutt
(Delaware County Recorder 1867:57/247). This was the highest sum paid for the property during
the history of the mills’ operation. Gifford owned the mill just long enough to appear on the
1866, Delaware County atlas as the owner of the property (Figure 16). Walcutt, who owned the
mill for nearly ten years, appears on the 1875, Delaware County atlas; although, the mapmaker
mistakenly wrote J. “Wilcox” (Figure 17). Shortly after, in July 1876, Walcutt sold the mill to
John M. Case for a mere $2,500 (Delaware County Recorder 1876:69/337). This price likely
reflects the loss of the sawmill, which disappeared during Walcutt’s ownership of the property.
The 1876 deed to Case actually states that the transaction includes the flour mill and “former”
sawmill site. What became of the sawmill remains unknown. The 1870 Products of Industry
census appears to show only the flour mill in operation, indicating that the sawmill might have
met its end soon after Walcutt acquired the property in 1867 (see Appendix 1). The 1870
Products of Industry census provides the following information for Walcutt’s mill:
Table 2. 1870 Products of Industry Census for Liberty Township, Delaware County, Ohio
Type or
product
Flour
Mill

Capital

$5,000

Raw
Material

Motive
Power

Flour Mill

Water – 30
horsepower

Hands
Employed

1

Yearly
Wages

Product

$360

Flour, Rye, Meal,
Chop Feed,
Buckwheat

Once sold to John M. Case, the mill remained in his hands but a short while. Having owned it for
a mere seven months, Case sold the mill in February 1877 to German immigrant, Herman
Mulzer (Delaware County Recorder 1877:70/103). Mulzer proved the most successful of the
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mill’s many owners. He immediately erected a house on a parcel adjacent the mill (Figure 23).
The house parcel, located just west of present-day Route 315, sometimes sold with the mills and
at other times sold separately. The previous owner, a German immigrant by the name of Gottlieb
Hinderer, had erected a house on this parcel some years prior to the arrival of Mulzer. The
Hinderer house, however, burned to the ground, leaving the parcel devoid of a dwelling (Brozek
2009). With the erection of a new house on the property, the Mulzer mill and house evolved into
something of a unified, local landmark.
The 1870 population census, in which Herman first appears, reveals that he was born in Saxony
about 1842. As of 1870, he lived in the Fourth Ward of Columbus, Ohio with his wife Katherine,
age 26; son George, age 2; and daughter Ida, age three months. Katherine (also Catherine) was a
native of Ohio, as were both of their children. The census enumerator’s handwriting is difficult
to decipher, but it appears that Herman was employed as a junior plane maker. One might guess
that he made carpenters’ planes, but this remains uncertain. By the time of the 1880 population
census Herman moved to Liberty Township, Delaware County and listed his occupation as
“miller.” Herman and Katherine’s only son, George was attending school. As of the 1880 census,
the Mulzer's had three daughters: Ida, age 11; Flora, age 7; and Minnie, age 3. By the 1900
census, the Mulzer’s added two more daughters: Anna, born 1880; and Matilda, birth date
unreadable. The three older daughters, Ida, Flora, and Minnie had left the house by this date. As
of 1900, George Mulzer with his wife Ophelia appears to be living next door to his parents. They
had three children: son, Leslie G., born 1897; son Walter, born 1893; and daughter Marie S.,
born 1899. They also had a border living in their home. The census listed George’s occupation as
day laborer. He may have been working at his father’s mills.
The “Special Schedules of Manufactures” for 1880 provides some detailed information on
Herman’s milling operation (see Appendix 1). He had $1,000 invested in the business as of the
operating season for 1879-1880. He appears to be the only mill employee, and worked 12 hours a
day throughout an eight-month work year. The millrace had a fall of five feet, just as indicated in
the deeds. At the end of the millrace the water flowed through a four-foot diameter turbine that
turned at 30 revolutions per minute, generating 60 horsepower. This was sufficient power to turn
his two run of stone, which could process 50 bushels of grain per day. Curiously, the 1870
Products of Industry census showed only 30 horsepower for the mill. This discrepancy might
reflect the replacement of an overshot or breast wheel with a turbine. This became a common
practice in the years following the Civil War, when submersible turbines, such as James Leffel’s,
came to dominate the milling industry. Such turbines offered considerable advantages over
traditional water wheels in that they remained more efficient under low-head conditions, as well
as high-water, either of which could slow or even stop a traditional waterwheel.
Unlike many of his predecessors, Herman apparently made a success of the grist and sawmills.
According to an August 2000 interview with Lula Case, a granddaughter of Herman Mulzer,
brewers from German Village in Columbus travelled by train to Powell where Herman would
meet them with horse and carriage. Once back at the Mulzer house, Herman entertained the men
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throughout the day with cards and, one might guess, German lager (Case 2000). His rapport with
the brewers of Columbus may have dated back to the 1860s and 1870s, when he and Katherine
resided in the city’s Fourth Ward. The relationship seems to have paid dividends, as the brewers
regularly placed orders for lager kegs and beech wood chips, which the brewers used to settle
and clarify their lager. A photograph from 1901 shows Herman and probably George and one of
his sons, preparing to cross-cut a log to make keg heads for C. Born & Company, a lager
brewery located in Columbus’s German Village (Figure 24).
Herman was an accomplished wood worker who, according to Lula Case, learned his trade in
Germany. Surviving examples of his work include a bed and a hand-carved mirror, both located
at the Powell-Liberty Historical Society in Powell, Ohio (Figure 25). Herman apparently
continued managing the mill until the end of his life. He passed away on January 19, 1906, and
his obituary in the January 23, 1906 edition of the Delaware Gazette reads:
Herman Mulzer aged 65 yr, died Friday at his home in Liberty Twp, near the
Franklin Co line. Mulzer’s dam, if not the owner, of this popular camping, fishing
and picnic place is known to nearly everyone in the county. It is located upon the
Olentangy River and here for years Mr. Mulzer has owned and operated a grist
and sawmill. Mr. Mulzer is survived by a wife and several married daughters and
a son George.
By 1908, when James Lytle conducted research for his history of Delaware County, Herman’s
son George managed the mill. According to Lytle, George and Herman worked as partners in the
mill for many years prior to Herman’s death. From George, Lytle gathered a few bits of
information about the mill itself. We learn that Herman installed a new, up and down sawmill in
1889. In 1897, he installed a 50 horsepower steam engine to supplement the waterpower (Lytle
1908:134). The smokestack for the boiler of this engine appears in a ca.1900 photograph of the
mill (Figure 22). The steam engine would have enabled Herman to operate the sawmill year
round, regardless of water conditions in the Olentangy River. We also learn that the gristmill
consisted of hewn timber construction; the post and beams of which remained in a “perfect state
of preservation” (Lytle 1908:134). George continued to make flour, buckwheat flour, and chop
feed. One can only assume that George continued milling lumber in the sawmill.
George managed the mill for only a short time following Herman’s death. The property appears
to have remained in the hands of Herman’s widow, Katherine. A deed from April 1910 reveals
that Katherine sold the entire property, including the house, to Columbus distiller, Charles G.
Schenck, Sr. (Delaware County Recorder 1910:134/618). George established a new saw and
flour mill in Galena, Ohio, a few miles east of Powell. The 1910 census shows George living in
Berkshire Township, Delaware County with wife Ophelia, sons Walter and Leslie, and daughter
Marie. He listed his trade as manufacturer and brewery supplier (United States Bureau of Census
1910:9B). The 1913, Executive Documents, Annual Reports for Ohio indicates that George
continued manufacturing brewer’s chips, just as his father had done at the mill on the Olentangy
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(State of Ohio 1913:339). His lumber mill also appears in a list of “miscellaneous” wood-using
industries issued by the State of Ohio in 1912 (Dunning 1912:122). He also made flour, as
evidenced by his 1913 want ad for a second-hand, Cranson buckwheat scourer, polisher, and
separator, and his inclusion on a list of flour makers in the 1918 Directory of Ohio Flour Mills
(Tanner 1918:13; Grain Dealer’s Journal 1913:275). George spent the remainder of his life in
Galena, passing away on August 23, 1918. His obituary in the August 30, 1918 edition of the
Delaware Gazette reads:
George Mulzer was born in Columbus, OH, September 11, 1867; died August 23,
1918, aged 50 yr 11 mo 12 da. He was united in marriage to Ophelia Granger,
October 9, 1892. His wife, two sons, Walter Herman of Gelena, and Sergeant
Leslie Mulzer, who is on active duty in France, and daughter, Lucile Marie, of
Galena, survive him; also his mother and five sisters, viz: Mrs. Ida Gardner, of
Temple, TX; Mrs. Flora Newkirk, of Westerville; Mrs. Minnie Bower, Mrs. Anna
Case and Mrs. Tillie Hudson of Powell, OH. His life for the most part was spent
in the milling business near Powell, having located at Galena in 1910, where he
established a very profitable business which has proved a valuable asset to
Galena. He was a member of the Methodist Episcopal Church.
George was most likely the last operator of the mill on the Olentangy. The deed to Schenck
refers to the mill only as a reference point for the property boundaries. It makes no mention of
the water lease that had accompanied each deed since October 1849. Nor does the mill appear in
the 1913, Executive Documents, Annual Reports for Ohio or the 1918 Directory of Ohio Flour
Mills. This comes as no surprise, given that gristmills of this small scale were largely outdated by
1910 as more efficient roller mills came to dominate the industry. Capable of producing a more
refined product with less energy and maintenance, the roller mill gradually eclipsed older
gristmills during the late nineteenth and early twentieth century (McVarish 2008:246-48). Some
millers extended the life of their gristmills by replacing their millstones with rollers, but it does
not appear that any such improvements occurred at Mulzer’s Mill. Hemmed in between the bank
of the Olentangy River and what is now State Route 315, the mill offered little room for
expansion. With its hewn timber frame construction and two run of stone, the mill was a
throwback to the pioneering era of the Old Northwest. A picturesque reminder of the county’s
formative years, Mulzer’s Mill was well-suited for what might be termed the postcard era of
America’s antiquated gristmills (Figure 26).
Charles G. Schenck, a partner of Lang, Schenck & Company, possibly intended to utilize the
mills in one capacity or another, but evidence supporting this idea remains elusive. If the mills
did remain in operation, they did so for only a short time. The Great Flood of 1913 likely took a
serious toll on the buildings and their machinery, and quite possibly destroyed the dam. A photo
of the mill during the flood reveals the seriousness of the event (Figure 27). Photographs from
the early 1920s reveal that the dam and sawmill were entirely gone. Only the gristmill portion of
Mulzer Mills remained standing, and this was in poor repair (Figures 21, 28 and 29). Whether
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the sawmill succumbed to the flood or some other event remains unknown. An aerial photograph
from 1956 possibly reveals the outline of the Great Flood’s path as it dug a new channel around
the east abutment of the dam (Figure 30). This scour pattern remained evident on aerial
photographs through the early 1970s. The dense layer of trees and foliage that currently covers
this section of the river largely obscures the evidence of this catastrophic event.
Precisely when the gristmill portion of the mill met its end remains unclear. According to Judi
Brozek, Clinton B. Schenck demolished the mill when he acquired the property. A deed between
Richard C. Schenck and Clinton B. Schenck indicates that the property changed hands in 1933
(Delaware County Recorder 1933:182/78). USGS topographic maps from the mid-twentieth
century show what appears to be a dam across the river at the location of the mill, as well as a
building that likely represents the mill. The dam and mill last appear on the 1955, USGS
topographic map, suggesting that the property owner possibly demolished the structures about
that date. However, photographs from the early 1920s show the dam no longer standing. Quite
possibly, the USGS simply replicated earlier maps, which continued to show these former
structures. Due to these discrepancies, the date for demolition remains uncertain.
The Mulzer house survived into the 1950s or 1960s. While the early history of the house appears
well-established, the post-Mulzer history proves difficult to follow. Herman Mulzer’s daughter,
Anna Mulzer Case, claimed that her father built the house in 1877 (Brozek 2000). This date
conforms to the 1877 deed between John M. Case and Herman. Whether Herman actually
designed the house or followed available plans remains unknown. Given his woodworking
abilities, he was likely more than capable of building the home. Following its completion the
Mulzer’s occupied the home through 1906, when Herman passed away. Katherine remained in
the home until ca.1910, when she sold the property to Charles G. Schenck (Delaware County
Recorder 1910:134/618).
Following the sale to Charles G. Schenck, it appears that Katherine moved in with her daughter
Minnie and her husband, Frank Bower. A census record from 1920 shows the Bowers living in
Sharon Township, Franklin County, Ohio (United Sates Bureau of Census 1920:17). Columbus
city directories show Charles G. Schenck remaining a resident of Columbus through the end of
his life in 1931. Perhaps Schenck rented the house during his ownership of the property, or
perhaps he used it as a country retreat. Following his death, Charles’ son Clinton B. Schenck
acquired the property. According to Judi Brozek, Clinton lived in the old Mulzer house for a
short time while he erected a new house somewhere in the vicinity (Brozek 2000). Whether
Clinton rented the house out thereafter or whether he simply let it sit empty remains uncertain.
Judi Brozek states that the building burned in 1967. At the time of the fire, Clinton stated that the
house had sat vacant for years (Brozek 2000).
From the available photograph of the Mulzer house, it appears to have been a vernacular, onestory, wood-frame building that followed a gabled-L or possibly gabled-T plan (Figure 23).
Foliage obscures much of the house in this image, but we can see that it featured clapboard
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siding and 2/2 double-hung windows. The shingles on the roof likely consisted of wood, at least
during the early period of the house. A pair of brick chimneys extended above the ridge of the
roof at either end of the main wing of the house. The window surrounds for the two visible
windows appear rather austere, with perhaps a bit of beaded molding around the perimeter. A
shed-roof porte cochere extended along one of the gabled ends of the building, and it appears
that a covered porch extended along one side of the ell of the house.
The most striking aspect of the home involves the overall landscaping of the property. A
considerable amount of dry-laid, rock wall construction provided the necessary terracing for
walkways and the house foundation. Combined with lush plantings, including an extensive arbor
over the wooden stairway leading to the porch, the overall setting exudes a story-book like
atmosphere. From the one available image, we clearly see a vibrant residence, with numerous
children about, and Herman and Katherine Mulzer themselves, overlooking the landscape from
their perch on the wooden stairway. Lula Case noted that Katherine routinely baked bread,
cookies, and pies for sale to local residents (Case 2000). With the constant aroma of baked goods
and the bucolic setting and idyllic environment, one can easily understand why brewers made the
trip from the city to spend a day at the Mulzer home. With ready access to a famed fishing hole
in the pool of Mulzer Dam, a day at the mill would have presented a delightful opportunity. The
burning of the Mulzer house brought to an end a final chapter in a long history of milling
tradition on the Olentangy River.
Table 3. Chain of Title for Mulzer Mills
Grantee

Grantor

Date

Deed
Record

Parcel

Price

Fenstermaker, David P.

Fenstermaker, Richard C.

4/12/2006

410/1475

Mill and house lots

$1.00

Fenstermaker, Richard C.

Schenck, Mildred
(dies 1984)
Schenck, Clinton B. (dies
1968)

Missing

Missing

Missing

Missing

7/22/1969

342/497

Mill and house lots

$1.00

Schenck, Mildred

Schenck, Clinton B.

Schenck, Richard C. (heir
of Charles G.?)

2/15/1933

182/78

Mill and house lots

$1.00

Schenck, Charles G.
(dies 1931)

Mulzer, Katherine
(Herman's widow)

4/18/1910

134/618

Mill and house lots

$1.00

Mulzer, Herman

Case, John M.

2/2/1877

70/103

Mill lot

$3,000

Case, John M.

Walcutt, James W.

7/5/1876

69/337

Mill lot

$2,500

2/5/1867

57/247

Mill lot

$4,500

Gifford, Henry C.
Walcutt, James W.
and Eliza
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Table 3. Chain of Title for Mulzer Mills
Grantee

Grantor

Date

Deed
Record

Parcel

Price

Gifford, Henry C.

Siegrfreid, Daniel

11/30/1863

49/362

Mill lot

$2,700

Dawson, John Jr.

Trevitt, William

11/30/1863

49/358

1/2 mill lot

$1,500

Mattox, Peter & wife

Marks, Sheldon

11/30/1863

49/357

1/2 mill lot

$1,200

Siegfreid, Daniel

Miles S. Case & wife

12/08/1857

49/361

1/2 mill lot

$1,200

Siegfreid, Daniel

Wheeler, John & wife

3/27/1857

41/43

1/2 mill lot

$900

Wheeler, John

Matox, Peter and
Elizabeth

12/26/1856

40/411

1/2 mill lot

$873.40

Trevitt, William

Rhodes, Francis John

5/30/1851

31/510

1/2 mill lot

$1,500.
00

Rhodes, John and
Sheldon Marks

James M. Conklin and
Newton Case

10/16/1849

29/787

Water lease

$100

Rhodes, John

Case, Orvil

8/6/1849

29/647

1/2 mill lot

$700

Marks, Sheldon and Orvil
Case

Nicklin, Daniel

1/21/1846

26/437

Mill lot

$871.34

Nicklin, Daniel

Lathrop, Horace & wife

7/3/1845

26/417

Mill lot (5 acres) (grist
and saw mill)

$1,500

Lathrop, Horace and
Philander

Carpenter, Nathan and
Electa

8/12/1837

16/84

Lots 9 through 12,
including the five acre
mill seat

$7,250

Carpenter, Nathan

Seburn, Hinton

6/28/1830

9/609

Lots 10-12, including
the five-acre mill lot

$2,920

Hinton, Seburn

Picket, Albert

10/19/1827

8/439

The grist mill

$1,800

Picket, Albert

Picket, Charles H. and
wife

5/14/1821

5/346

1/4 share of dam, 1/2 the
house, and the whole of
the grist mill

$1,820

Picket, Charles H.

Roberts, David

12/21/1818

4/335

1/4 of dam and the house

$825

Picket, Charles H.

Hinton, Seburn and wife
Elenor

6/8/1818

4/214

1/4 share of a one-acre
mill seat and dam

$150

Roberts, David

Case, John

9/16/1817

4/1

At least part of the grist

$275
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Table 3. Chain of Title for Mulzer Mills
Grantee

Grantor

Date

Deed
Record

Parcel

Price

mill
Hinton, Seburn

Richardson, Ralph

2/27/1817

3/690

1/3 sawmill and mill
yard

$260

Hinton, Seburn

Tucker, Frederick

2/27/1817

3/691

Sawmill

$260

Case, John

Case, George and Electa

8/30/1815

3/356

5 acres on the river

$40

Case, George

Kilbourne, James

1/15/1806

A/270

Difficult to read

FIELD REVIEW RESULTS
Mapping and photo documentation of the ruins occurred concurrently with the archival research.
From February 12 through 15, 2013, the Gray & Pape survey crew (Anne Moore, historical
archaeologist/architect, and Tim King and Bryan Cross, GIS specialists), took advantage of the
reduced vegetation and lack of snow cover to map the structural and landscape elements on both
the east and west sides of SR 315. The dam/bridge remnant on the east bank of the Olentangy
River lies well outside of the work and right-of-way limits and was excluded from survey
because it could not be depicted on the construction plans. Although excluded from mapping,
ODOT and OSHPO staff photographed the dam remnant and identified it on a recent aerial map
for inclusion in a revised site description. Photographing the structural and landscape elements
occurred on several different days between January 10, 2013 and April 07, 2013 to take
advantage of limited vegetation early in the year and low water levels during early spring.

The Site Map
The schematic map in the 2000 draft cultural resource survey provides the basic layout of the
architectural ruins and places them in general relationship to SR 315 and the neighboring
driveway to the south (Figure 19). The schematic map sufficed as long as the property was
avoided by not including it in the widening of the southern approach to the SR 315/SR 750
intersection. However, the current intersection improvement design initially called for grading
the slope in the northeast corner of the property back between 80 feet and 100 hundred feet along
225 feet of the frontage for better control of surface runoff to a new road side drainage system.
Altering the slope in the 0.5 acre corner of the property required more precise mapping of the
ruins to gauge the extant the grading would damage or remove portions of it.
The two southern corners of the initially proposed new right-of-way (STA 68+84.82 & 30 Lt and
STA 68+84.54 & 80 Lt) serve as reference points for the primary datum placed in the dirt
driveway near the center of the ruins (Figure 8). The survey crew established three additional
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data points to facilitate mapping of the steep slope and around thick patches of brushy
undergrowth. The coordinates for the data stations are as follows.
Datum
1
2
3
4

Zone 17 NAD 1983
Easting
Northing
325741
4446985
325726
4447009
325725
4447030
325746
4446943

Zone 17 NAD 1927
Easting
Northing
325728
4446768
325714
4446792
325712
4446812
325734
4446726

The detailed mapping confirmed the basic layout of the ruins as indicated on the 2000 schematic
map but showed different dimensions suggesting what were initially considered separate
structures with different mill functions are actually separate rooms of a single large structure.
The archival photographs confirm the ruins represent foundation walls of the Mulzer’s gabled-L
or gabled-T house along with associated cisterns and landscaping elements
The mapping includes additional wall sections discovered by probing for the front of house and
landscaping along the driveway at the center of the ruins. Because of collapse the original
widths of the various walls could not be accurately determined. Probing the level areas between
walls suggests the possibility that some of the buried stone might represent stone floors or
walkways.
The remnants of a retaining wall not depicted on the 2000 schematic map follow and encroach
upon the SR 315 right-way at the base of the bluff slope. The salvaging of stones over the years
left a low, tree lined cut bank for the most of the wall’s length. Two boulders mark the northern
and southern ends of the wall and coincide with driveway access points (Figure 31).
Another landscape element not depicted on the 2000 schematic map is a level area lacking a
surrounding stone wall, which extends off the north end of the house foundation (Figure 8). The
elevation of the level area matches the top of the foundation wall. At 30 feet in width, the area is
slightly wider than the house foundation and extends approximately 60-65 feet to the north. The
size and linear shape of the level area suggests it might be the grape arbor depicted in a couple of
the archival photographs (Figures 32 and 33).
Across the road from the house and slightly to the south, several wall segments occur between
the highway guardrail and the river bank (Figure 8). The most prominent and extensive wall
occurs along a 100 foot stretch of the riverbank. Archival photographs confirm it as a retaining
wall between the dam on the north and the grist mill to the south (Figure 28). Structural
remnants of the gristmill and the late 19th century sawmill are limited and partially buried.
Adding the detailed map of the ruins to the construction plans reveals the slope grading and
drainage works would remove the northern boulder and a section of the retaining wall along SR
315, the north driveway access and a portion of the retaining wall, the third retaining wall that
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merges with the front house foundation, the northeast corner of the house, and half of the level
area. Because of the extensive impact to the northern third of the house lot, the redesign of the
drainage replaced the cache basins and drainpipes with curbs and gutters thus eliminating the
extensive slope grading (Figure 8). This design change reduced the impact to the removal of the
northern boulder and a shorter section of the retaining wall along SR 315 along with northern
driveway access.

The House Ruins
The house ruins with its narrow dirt access driveway and terraced landscape retaining walls are
the most extensive and easily visible portion of the Mulzer’s Mill Complex. Because of their
length, predominate use of stone, and association with a gristmill and sawmill, they are
frequently and consistently misidentified as the actual mill remnants.
Although the lowest wall is almost entirely gone today, it appears in several archival
photographs. However, they consistently depict the center portion of the wall and cannot
confirm that the boulders currently marking the north and south ends of the wall were part of the
original wall design or added later. Some of the photographs further suggest the wall did not
originally encroach on the road right-of-way as it does today, but the widening and graveling the
road moved the pavement closer to the wall (Figures 34 and 35). The most interesting elements
of the wall are the stone stairway with its two massive flanking stone columns (Figure 36).
Along the wall they set off center to the south and directly opposite the front of the gristmill.
They connected the public road with the driveway and provided an easy and direct walk between
the house and mills. Still, the stone retaining wall, and the stairway with flanking columns
provided a clear separation between the family and business spaces within the mill complex.
The other retaining walls for the driveway and gardens flanking the home provided additional
impediments which further separated public and private space over a relatively short distance
(Figure 37). This designed space served Mulzer well for mixing business with pleasure when he
brought his clients out to the country. The stone stairway remains in place covered with ground
vegetation (Figure 38). The metal pipe railing appears to be a later. Only the toppled and broken
northern column with its base remains, lying within 10 feet of the road edge (Figures 12 and 39).
No archival photograph depicts the landscaping associated with the ravine and failed culvert at
the south end of the property where the driveway connects with the road (Figure 8). The 2000
report identifies it as an ornamental pond, which reflects the series of low walls forming a
retention pond that funnels into the culvert carrying surface water under the road and into the
river just south of the gristmill. Seasonal runoff streaming down the steep entrenched ravine
cutting through the bluff required a retaining wall at the bluff base to control erosion (Figures 40
and 41). The stepped walls of the retention pond slowed the force of the runoff and channeled it
through the culvert (Figure 42). As the retention pond filled and partially collapsed over years of
neglect, the runoff cut a new channel around the south side (Figure 43).
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The two cisterns and probable well, first identified during the 2000 survey, occur immediately
south of the house foundation (Figures 8 and 44). The stone retaining wall furthest up the bluff
slope and roughly aligned with the back of the house incorporates a brick arched cistern (Figure
45). It appears the cistern was completely covered, although an opening might have been present
where it is damaged. An inflow pipe occurs at the top of the south end of the cistern and appears
to follow the stone retaining wall to the south (Figure 46). Although the cistern is filled with
debris, it seems likely it connects with the second brick lined cistern located roughly 10 to 15
feet to the southeast.
A roughly three foot square concrete slab caps the second brick cistern and is nearly covered by
ground vegetation (Figure 47). The cap appears to serve as a base for a pump, although none is
evident in the archival photo of the front of the house. Approximately 15 feet to the northeast of
the second brick cistern and number of partially buried flat stones cover a 5 foot by 8 foot area
immediately behind the third retaining wall. Although the stones were not removed or examined
under, they are interpreted as a cover for a probable well.
Relating the house foundation walls to the archival photos presents several problems. First, if all
of the pictures truly depict the Mulzer house, which seems unlikely, then it had to undergo
alterations. Second, no documented picture depicting the north side and rear (west side) of the
house exists although a couple photographs are suspected. Third, the few photographs of the
house front are partially obscured by vegetation. Fourth, some of the walls serve both as
landscape retaining walls and the house foundation. Finally, wall collapses and salvaging of
stones following the mid-1960s destruction of the house removed wall segments, altered their
original heights, and filled lower levels.
If the stone walls accurately reflect the house plan, then the main portion of the cross gabled
home measured 140 feet north-south by 35 feet east-west, with the east projecting cross gable
measuring 40 feet north-south by 25 feet east-west (Figures 8 and 23). The projecting cross
gable with a lower level built into the bluff and opening onto the driveway most likely served as
storage and/or maintenance related to the horses and carriages (Figure 48).. The lower level
walls were constructed of stone, while the upper level was frame. The southeast corner of the
main portion of the house contained a stone lined cellar built into the bluff edge, while the
remainder of the building consisted of a one story frame. Presently, the front wall of the cellar is
missing due to collapse and apparent salvaging (Figure 49).
The north end of the cross gabled house could be photographically depicted during its
construction (Figure 50). However, the rustic design of the wrap-around porch elements seem to
conflict with the other parts of house and the picture could represent a different building, even
though it is labeled as “building the Mulzer porch”. Possibly, the north end of the house was
designed differently for the business guests, who spent the night. Two archival photographs of
the grape arbor provide glimpses of the north end of the building which do not show the wraparound porch (Figures 32 and 33). One photo shows two windows in the north end of the frame
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house with the roof line of the cross gable visible in the upper left background. The other photo
also shows the cross gable roof line, as well as the back of a one story shed located between and
immediately east of the house and grape arbor. The roughly rectangular level area devoid of
stone walls north of the house currently represents the grape arbor, while no surface indication of
the shed is readily visible. Low parallel walls with a level floor define the north end of the house
(Figure 51).
The two most prominent ruins, the stone chimney and the concrete block room, occur as small
projections of the original rear (west) stone wall (Figure 8 and Figure 52). A small room (15 feet
north-south by 20 feet east-west) projects from the southwest corner of house with the chimney
centrally placed on the west wall (Figure 53). It clearly is part of the original building and most
likely represents the kitchen. Internal stairway access to the stone cellar occurs immediately
adjacent to this room. The concrete block room measures 15 feet north-south by 10 feet eastwest and appears to be an addition cut into the bluff slope and original rear wall of the
house(Figure 54). Both the north and south sides contain tall rectangular, presumably window
openings. Because the room is not frame construction and is centrally located across from the
smaller interior chimney, it might reflect the addition of an improved heating system for the
house. Either the Mulzer’s or Schenck’s could have made this improvement.
The house and landscaping ruins match fairly well with the archival photographs suggesting
relatively few alterations occurred during the occupation span of the house. Remnants of
outbuildings associated with the house are not readily apparent in the dense undergrowth but
never the least should be present. One photograph depicts the Mulzer barn and two outbuildings
with stone walls and foundations. However, their location within the parcel is presently
unknown, but presumably lies on the bluff or further back (west) in the adjacent field. Of
particular interest would be the privy and trash disposal areas. However, it is quite likely the
ravines and/or the river served as trash receptacles for unrecyclable and unburnable domestic
debris with the refuse flowing downstream.
The house ruins appear to possess good archaeological potential for better understanding the
daily life of a late 19th century milling family. No archaeological excavations occurred within
the ruins along with no reconnaissance of the bluff edge and adjacent field to the west.

The Mill Ruins
Little remains structurally and archaeologically of the Mulzer grist and saw mills. A slightly
wider section of the wooded strip between the guardrail and high river bank is the only visual
cue of the mills’ location while heading upstream (north) on SR 315. The only easily observed
mill remnant is the collapsed river bank retaining wall which can only be viewed from the
opposite (east) bank in Highbanks Metropark (Figure 55). It clearly stands out as a dense
concentration of stones lining the river’s edge with a couple of small intact wall sections, which
sharply contrast with the high and eroded dirt bank upstream and downstream.
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With one exception aerial photographs beginning in the mid-1950s to the present show the mills’
location as wooded without structures (Figure 30). The 1964 aerial photo pictures the sawmill
location as a cleared, road pull-off, most likely associated with the driveway widening and house
construction on the bluff directly across the road (Figure 56).
The archival photographs
establish the saw mill’s removal and the area converted to a garden sometime after the 1913
flood and before the mid-1920s public sale of the grist mills’ contents (Figures 21 and 29).
Since the two mills and dam were originally laid out and constructed on a single acre and the
parcel size and shape didn’t change, it seems reasonable the late 19th century sawmill would set
on roughly the same site as the original sawmill. No record exists of Mulzer reusing or adapting
any of the original sawmill structure in his new up-right sawmill. Lacking any details on the loss
or removal of the original sawmill and the 20 year hiatus before the construction of the new one,
it seems unlikely much, if any, of the frame superstructure would remain and in condition for
reuse.
No photograph shows the rear and an entire side of the sawmill. The rear wall could correspond
with the partially collapsed stone retaining wall along the riverbank. However, the intact
retaining wall in the photographs shows no evidence for the placement of the waterwheel and
mill race. The stone retaining wall could represent a partial remnant of a stone arch culvert that
funneled water from the dam to internally power both of the mills. In that case, the rear of the
sawmill could extend into the river a short distance.
Two pictures depicting the front of the sawmill show three open bays (a fourth may be obscured)
on the first or lower level (Figures 22 and 57). They suggest footers for vertical post supports
rather than a foundation wall. However, the openings appear short and possibly the first level
occurs slightly below the elevation of the storage yard between the mill and dirt road. In this
case, the vertical posts could set on a low wall.
Depicted from various angles in photographs, the gristmill clearly set entirely in the river
(Figures 21, 26, 28 and 29). The front wall appears to be the only section built into the
riverbank. The two and one half story frame structure rest on a stone foundation, which contains
three arch culvert openings in the south wall for spreading and dissipating the velocity of the
outflow from the mill (Figures 26 and 58). Most of the first level lies below the elevation of the
high river bank and the road, so the front of the mill, which is built into the riverbank, only
exhibits one and one half stories. No picture for the north side of the mill exists to document the
millrace or how the water enters and channels through the lower part of the mill
The field review and site mapping identified four wall segments and two relatively recently dug
pits in the narrow strip between the SR 315 guardrail and the river bank (Figure 8). They occur
opposite the southern half of the house ruins and immediately south of the beginning of the
proposed left turn lane for northbound SR 315. Three of the wall segments occupy the riverbank
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and appear purposefully left in place to protect and stabilize the high bank during the removal or
salvaging of the gristmill.
The longest wall segment stretches for roughly 100 feet along the riverbank with the northern
end marked by a large sycamore tree beyond which the steep dirt bank is devoid of rock (Figure
59). It is all that remains of the river bank retaining wall extending between the gristmill and the
dam. The sawmill and later the garden occupied the area behind the wall. Most of the wall
collapsed and slumped into the water; however small sections remain either intact near the center
or partially displaced by trees at the north and south ends (Figures 60, 61 and 62). No part of the
wall extends higher than ground level behind it.
A buried stone wall segment occurs between 25 and 30 feet back from the north end of the
retaining wall and roughly parallels it (Figure 63). It can be traced along the ground surface
barely covered by leaf letter and vines for approximately 30 feet to the south. It appears again
exposed for several courses in a recently dug pit approximately 40 feet further south (Figure 64).
An assortment of broken bottles and ceramics lay strewn in and around the leaf litter filled pit
(Figure 65). The location and alignment of this wall segment corresponds with the front of the
sawmill and suggests the first level was set below grade. Rocks, broken bottles and ceramics,
and brick and drainage tile fragments lie exposed amongst the leaf litter of the undulating ground
surface between this wall and the riverbank retaining wall. These deposits suggest the infilling
of the sawmill’s first level with debris or trash sometime following the 1913 flood as part of
leveling the garden.
The southernmost wall segment along the riverbank beginnings approximately 35 to 40 feet
south of the pit with the exposed wall segment (Figure 8). At this point the riverbank is nearly
30 feet closer to the road. The riverbank makes an abrupt nearly 90 degree bend at the southern
end of the long riverbank retaining wall heading west to the north end of this wall segment.
Fallen trees and thick vine ground cover obscure and displace the wall, which can be traced
south along the middle of riverbank for approximately 25 to 30 feet (Figure 66). The height of
this wall cannot be determined because of overlying tree falls. The wall parallels SR 315 and
sets about 35 feet from the guardrail. This wall segment corresponds in location and alignment
with the front wall of the gristmill.
Behind (closer to the road) and above (in ground elevation) the northern end of the gristmill wall
remnant, a third retaining wall extends diagonally to the northeast and behind the southern end of
the riverbank retaining wall (Figures 8 and 66). The stones for this wall are confined to the
upper third of the steep bank with an inclined slope in front of the wall leading down to the
water’s edge and large circular pit into the river bank (Figure 67). This leaf litter filled pit seems
contemporaneous with the smaller pit exposing the sawmill wall segment. Several whole bottles
along with an assortment of broken bottles and ceramics were intermixed with the leaf litter
(Figure 68). This wall segment generally corresponds with the inclined slope leading down to
the river between the north side of the gristmill and the garden (Figures 21 and 29). Whether it
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was present when the sawmill was in operation is debatable. A gap clearly occurred between the
sawmill and gristmill in the photographs, but both buildings extended to the edge of the
riverbank and beyond in the case of the gristmill. Possibly, the diagonal wall was originally the
south wall of the sawmill which was reused during the construction of the garden.
What potentially remains of the mills and dam is limited to the parking/pull-off area in front of
the gristmill, the storage area/parking area in front of the sawmill, and the debris filled lower
level of the sawmill. Archaeological excavations could uncover artifacts related to the mill
operations as well as post-mill uses of the site. It might provide evidence that the Schenck’s
operated the mill to supply their distillery in much the same manner as Mulzer supplied the
brewers. It seems likely after the contents of the gristmill were sold off, the building was
salvaged particularly the stone foundation and the hand hewn timber beams. A future research
endeavor should locate the house Clinton Schenck built in the 1930s and determine if any of the
materials came from the mill.

The Dam Ruins
Almost nothing remains of the mill dam. The clearest remnants occur on the east side of the
river and are observable only during low water. The stone wall along the east river bank, visible
anytime, appears to be the remnant of the mid-19th century bridge abutment for the road crossing
diagonally over the Olentangy River to the south side of the gristmill (Figure 69) The south end
of the wall extends back into the river bank at an angle which points southwest across the river
below the mill remnants (Figure 70). A vertical metal pipe is centrally anchored to both the
south and west faces of the wall (Figure 71). As the wall continues north for another 50 to 60
feet along the river bank, it becomes shallower with reduced number of stone courses on top of
exposed river bank, but the top of the wall maintains a relatively uniform level elevation (Figures
72 and 73). A narrow linear swale separates the level ground along the wall from the adjacent
fields giving it the appearance of a former road heading north and slightly away from the river.
It could also represent a natural levee.
A stone debris field exposed during low water extends halfway across the river from the stone
wall on the east bank (Figure 74). Upstream of the debris field and approximately 25 feet north
of the south end of the stone wall, two parallel logs lie buried in the riverbed at river’s edge and
represent the last vestiges of the timber cribbing (Figure 75). They point directly across the river
towards the north end of the mill retaining wall (Figure 76). The alignment of the logs and the
stone debris field mimic the distribution of stones from the collapsed dam pictured in the 1923
photograph of the grist mill and dam (Figure 28). The longest log measures roughly 8 feet with a
bent metal rod and a nut protruding from its east end. The two logs are spaced roughly 6 feet
apart. The point along the north end of mill retaining wall that the logs point towards contains a
pile of large boulders, which are uncharacteristic of the courses of flat stones making up the wall,
and most likely represent the last remnants of the dam on the west side of the river (Figures 59
and 69).
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One archival photograph of the dam clearly shows the timber cribbing occurring on the
downstream side of the dam (Figure 26). Consequently, the stone debris field downstream of the
logs reflects a former breach of the dam and/or the discard of smaller stones during the salvaging
of the dam.
With the identification of the mill and dam remnants along the west and east banks of the
Olentangy River, the site boundary needs to expand to include them (Figure 77). No attempt is
made to expand the western boundary onto the bluff where outbuildings associated with the
Mulzer home are suspected to occur.

CONCLUSIONS
The archival research, site mapping and limited archaeological investigation demonstrate the
presence and use of a gristmill, sawmill and timber crib dam for nearly a century on an acre plot
along the Olentangy River just about 500 hundred feet south of the current Powell Road (SR
750) bridge in Liberty Township, Delaware County. The gristmill retained its original stone
foundation and hand-hewn timber framing throughout its entire existence. No doubt internal
improvements and periodic maintenance and repair altered the structure. Likewise the timber
crib dam required routine maintenance and repair, as well as periodic total rebuilding since its
simple design was prone to extensive damage during floods. Two up-and-down sawmills
operated sequentially at the site with about a 20 year hiatus between them. Whether the second
sawmill refurbished or reused any structural or internal operating components of the original
sawmill remains to be determined.
The mills clearly stood between the road (SR 315) and the riverbank with at the least the
gristmill extending into the river. Almost nothing remains of the gristmill along this narrow
swathe of riverbank. Potentially, the lower level and foundation of the sawmill lie buried below
debris, most likely resulting from the sawmill’s removal following the 1913 flood and the
conversion of the space into a garden.
The ruins visible today built into the bluff across the road are not part of either mill, but represent
the home and terraced landscaping built in 1877 by Herman Mulzer, who owned and operated
the mills. An earlier home burnt down prior to Mulzer ownership. However, the earlier home
was not always owned by the mill owner/operator, as numerous and at times multiple investors
owned the mills and dam. The earliest indication of the home across from the mill comes from
an 1849 township atlas. Documentation of its earlier presence is lacking, as well as if it truly
was the earliest home on the site. The records clearly indicate Gottlieb Hinderer, the owner of
the earlier house in the late 1850s and early 1860s, did not own or operator the mills.
Consequently, the stone farm house he built along Powell Road on the east side of the river is not
associated with the mills and dam as previously thought. Since no information on the earlier
house exists, its precise location and setting remain unknown. Whether Mulzer rebuilt or
elaborated upon the original house foundation and terracing of the bluff can only be addressed by
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more intensive archaeological investigation of the ruins and exploring the remainder of the
parcel further back on the bluff.
The remaining stone walls and what lies buried around them bear witness more to the last mill
owner/operator family than the early history of milling, which is the complete opposite of the
site’s importance in the NRHP Multiple Properties Documentation Form. They tell a story that
expands upon the accepted historic context of the 19th century transformation of pioneer mills
into capitalist/industrialist milling operations, by providing insight on one mill owner/operator’s
ability to successful maintain the viability of his small scale milling operation into the early 20th
century. Even when the family moved the milling operations to a larger and more logistically
placed facility, it continued to service the local community.
Whether the Schenck family, the last owners, ever actually operated the mills seems of little
consequence because of the few years between the time they purchased the property and when
the mills were abandoned or removed. What the Schenck’s did with the buildings and grounds
affects the archaeological potential of the site. The sawmill became the first archaeological ruin
following the 1913 flood and probably the beginning of prohibition. Converted to a garden,
portions of the sawmill appear to be remain buried, although the majority of the structure and
machinery presumably was removed and/or salvaged.
The gristmill became the second and most scant archaeological ruin. The sturdy timber framing
and stone foundation withstood floods for more than a century. No doubt these materials were
salvaged, while the antiquated machinery was scraped or sold as antiques. Quite possibly the
Schenck’s used the stones and timber in the construction of their new home during the 1930s.
The gristmill lacks archaeological potential with only a partial wall marking its location.
The Schenck’s occupied the Mulzer house for several decades before building their new home.
There is no account of them making any substantial alterations to the home or grounds. Nor are
there reports of them opening their home like the Mulzer family for entertaining business clients.
Whether the Schenck's periodically used or rented out the Mulzer house after moving to their
new home is also unknown. However, the house was reportedly unoccupied for several years
before its destruction in the 1960s. The photographs do not provide full coverage of all sides of
the house, but some of the available views match portions of the ruins quite closely, while some
views cannot be aligned with any of the ruins. The house ruins provide the best archaeological
potential. However, they do not relate to the mill operations, but more to the lifestyle of the mill
owner’s family.
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FIGURES
(All Archival Photographs come from the Powell Liberty Historical Society Collection)

Figure 1 Portion of ODOT county road map showing the location of the SR 315/SR 750 intersection
improvement in Liberty Township, Delaware County
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Figure 2 Original preliminary schematic construction plan for the SR 315/SR 750 intersection improvement in Liberty Township, Delaware
County
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Figure 3 Aerial map showing the SR 315/SR 750 intersection improvement and minor bank stabilization along the Olentangy River
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Figure 4 Detailed construction plan and profile for plug pile wall bank stabilization
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Figure 5 Construction plans for north approach to the SR 315/SR 750 intersection showing new right-of-way limits
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Figure 6 Construction plans for the SR 315/SR 750 intersection improvement showing new right-of-way limits
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Figure 7 Construction plans for the end of the western approach to the SR 315/SR 750 intersection improvement showing new right-of-way limits
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Figure 8 Revised construction plans for the end of the southern approach to the SR 315/SR 750 intersection showing the relationship of new rightof-way to the archaeological/architectural ruins of the Mulzer Mill Complex (33DL1184)
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Figure 9 Schematic profile of the proposed soil nail tie back retaining wall for the western Olentangy
River bluff along SR 315 at the SR 750 intersection

Figure 10 Boulder and partial stone retaining wall north end of Mulzer Mill Complex (33DL1184)
looking west
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Figure 11 Boulder and dirt driveway access south end of Mulzer Mill Complex (33DL1184) looking
north

Figure 12 Collapsed stone column lying in road side ditch along SR 315 south end of Mulzer Mill
Complex (33DL1184), looking west
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Figure 13 USGS 7.5’ topographic map showing previously surveyed area and identified cultural resources
in and around the SR 315/SR 750 intersection improvement in Liberty Township, Delaware County
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Figure 14 Map of mill related sites along the Olentangy River in Liberty and Delaware Townships,
Delaware County from the 1991 National Register of Historic Places Multiple Properties Documentation
Form
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Figure 15 Portion of the 1849 Delaware County atlas for Liberty Township showing the location of the
Mulzer Mill Complex (33DL1184) then owned by H. & P. Lathrop
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Figure 16 Portion of the 1866 Liberty Township, Delaware County atlas (redrawn for clarity) showing the
location of the Mulzer Mill Complex (33DL1184) then owned by C. Gifford
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Figure 17 Portion of the 1875 Liberty Township, Delaware County atlas (partially redrawn for clarity)
showing the location of the Mulzer Mill Complex (33DL1184) then owned by J. Wilcox (J. Walcutt)
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Figure 18 Portion of the 1908 Liberty Township, Delaware County atlas showing the location of the
Mulzer Mill Complex (33DL1184), structures not symbolized.
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Figure 19 Schematic map from the draft 2000 archaeological survey report of the Mulzer Mill Complex
(33DL1184) then designated as the Lathrop Mill
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Figure 20 Site Location and boundary from the draft 2000 archaeological survey report for the Mulzer Mill Complex (33DL1184) then designated
as the Lathrop Mill
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Figure 21 Mid 1920s photograph of the dilapidated gristmill from the Mulzer Mill Complex 933DL1184)
then owned by C. Schenck, looking southeast from the Mulzer’s home

Figure 22 Circa 1900 photograph of Mulzer’s sawmill and gristmill, looking northeast
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Figure 23 Circa 1890s photograph of Mulzer’s house and terraced landscaping, looking west

Figure 24 Herman and George Mulzer sawing timber for keg heads in 1901
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Figure 25 Bed carved by Herman Mulzer in the Powell Liberty Historical Society

Figure 26 Circa 1900 real picture postcard of the Mulzer gristmill and dam, looking northwest
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Figure 27 Mulzer’s grist and saw mills inundated by 1913 flood then owned by C. Schenck, looking east

Figure 28 Circa 1920 photograph of destroyed timber crib dam and dilapidated gristmill Mulzer’s Mill
Complex (33DL1184) then owned by C. Schenck
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Figure 29 Circa 1920 photograph of the north side of Mulzer’s grist mill and the garden replacing saw
mill then owned by C. Schenck, looking south

Figure 30 1956 ODOT aerial showing Mulzer’s mills covered by woods with home and driveway visible
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Figure 31 Overview of boulders marking the ends of the first retaining wall and driveway accesses for the
current archaeological/architectural ruins of the Mulzer home, looking southwest
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Figure 32 Circa 1900 photograph of Mulzer’s grape arbor with north end of the house in the background,
looking south
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Figure 33 Circa 1900 photograph of Mulzer’s grape arbor with north end and projecting gross gable
roofline of house in background and shed roofline in upper left background, looking south
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Figure 34 Circa mid-1920s road graveling showing stone columns and stairway to Mulzer’s house across
from gristmill, looking north

Figure 35 Circa mid-1920s road graveling showing retaining wall, stone columns and stone stairway to
Mulzer’s home across from gristmill, looking south
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Figure 36 Current conditions of stone stairway, stone columns and stone retaining walls to Mulzer’s
house, looking northwest

Figure 37 Overview of the current conditions of the stone walls and driveway at the center of the Mulzer
house archaeological/architectural ruins, looking west
59

Figure 38 Close up of overgrown stone stairway with
metal pipe bannister

Figure 39 Close up of stone column base north side of
stone stairway, looking southwest

60

Figure 40 Ravine through bluff south end of Mulzer’s property, looking upstream to the west

Figure 41 Retaining wall north side of ravine at base of bluff, looking southeast
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Figure 42 Overview of partially buried retention pond in the ravine at the base of the bluff funneling into
a culvert under SR 315 at south end of Mulzer’s property, looking northwest

Figure 43 Overview of partially buried retention pond and collapsed culvert with newly formed drainage
channel to the south side at south end of Mulzer’s property, looking west
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Figure 44 Overview of cisterns and retaining walls south of Mulzer’s house, looking west

Figure 45 Close up of brick arched cistern and retaining wall south of Mulzer’s home, looking southwest
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Figure 46 Interior of brick arched cistern showing inflow
drainpipe at the top of the south wall

Figure 47 Overgrown concrete capstone of
second brick lined cistern
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Figure 48 Circa 1900 photograph of Herman Mulzer’s children showing stone walls of lower level of
projecting cross cable and cellar of the Mulzer’s home in background looking north

Figure 49 Current view of stone cellar, looking south
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Figure 50 Circa 1880 photograph of the construction of the Mulzer’s porch (northeast corner of the
house), looking west

Figure 51 Current view of the foundation walls and level floor of the north half of the Mulzer’s house,
looking north
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Figure 52 Overview of current conditions of the stone chimney and concrete block room projecting from
the rear wall of the Mulzer’s house, looking north

Figure 53 Close up of the rear wall projection and
chimney at the southwest corner of the Mulzer’s
house, looking northeast
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Figure 54 Close up of the rear and north side of the concrete block room projection from the rear wall of
the Mulzer house, looking southeast

Figure 55 Overview of partially buried front (west) wall of Mulzer’s gristmill (center foreground) and
diagonal retaining wall (upper right background), looking west
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Figure 56 1964 aerial showing the site of Mulzer’s sawmill cleared and used as a pull off area

Figure 57 Circa 1900 photograph of Mulzer’s sawmill showing open lower level, looking northeast
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Figure 58 Circa 1900 photograph of the stone
foundation of Mulzer’s gristmill showing the three
stone arches on the south side

Figure 59 Current overview of the partially collapsed retaining wall from the Mulzer’s gristmill and
sawmill, looking west from the opposite bank of the Olentangy River
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Figure 60 Close up of boulders and partially intact wall section at the north end of the mill retaining wall,
looking south

Figure 61 Close up of intact wall section near the center of the mill retaining wall, looking west
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Figure 62 Close up of intact wall section at south end of mill retaining wall, looking south

Figure 63 Close up of partially buried wall remnant from the north end of Mulzer’s sawmill, looking west
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Figure 64 Partially exposed wall remnant from the south end of Mulzer’s sawmill in recently dug pit,
looking west

Figure 65 Assortment of broken bottles and ceramics scattered around the recently dug pit
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Figure 66 Close up of buried front (west) wall remnant of Mulzer’s gristmill (foreground) and diagonal
retaining wall (upper right background), looking west

Figure 67 Overview of the relationship of the front (west) wall of Mulzer’s gristmill and the diagonal
river bank retaining wall, looking south
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Figure 68 Bottles associated with second recently dug pit into riverbank

Figure 69 Stone wall from mid-19th century bridge on east bank of the Olentangy River opposite the
Mulzer’s gristmill and sawmill, looking east
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Figure 70 Stone wall for mid-19th century bridge abutment and remnants of Mulzer’s timber crib dam on
the east bank of the Olentangy River, looking north

Figure 71 Close up of stone wall/bridge abutment showing attached vertical metal pipes to the south and
west sides, looking north
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Figure 72 Middle section of stone wall trailing north along the top of the east river bank, looking south

Figure 73 Northern end of stone wall trailing along the top of the east river bank, looking south
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Figure 74 Stone debris field from Mulzer’s timber crib dam, looking east from stone wall on east river
bank towards mill retaining wall remnants on the west bank

Figure 75 Timber and stone remnants of Mulzer’s mill dam immediately upstream (north) from the stone
wall/abutment of the mid-19th bridge along the east bank of the Olentangy River, looking east
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Figure 76 Timber and stone remnants of Mulzer’s mill dam looking west towards the north end of the
collapsed mill retaining wall on the west bank from the top of the east bank
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Figure 77 Portion of the USGS 7.5’ topographic map (Powell quad) showing the revised site boundary for
the Lathrop/Mulzer Mill Complex (33DL1184)

80

APPENDIX 1 INDUSTRY AND POPULATION CENSUS DOCUMENTS
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