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Lew. M1, Tuylor:

Thank you for your in uiry i{s benalf of Mra, Jonn tH. Bayless, who
1s interested in Lne reconstruction of Fort Butler in Cherokes
Coun'y, Rortn Carciina.

Members of the sl ol the Division of History have, ss you

requested, reviewed tne report of tne archasological exmminations
Lhit were paude al the site of Fory putler Ly Mr. George G. Denny,
Aroaseologlst, with the North Carolina Denartment of hrchives arnd
iigtury. Mr. Denny has made a very Lhorough review of the entire
bocdground of Fort Butler, dotunentary, as wall as archaecloglical,

Whoer tne glafl reviewed Loe history of FPort Butler in 1w5, iis
recommendat.on was that toe fort did net merit recosnition ag a
Kationally siyndficsnt site on Lhe basis of wnfurmation then
riivwiv.  The histori rl resupd provided by Mr, Denny does not
add material which would ioad us W roange this evaluatioa.

Mr. Denn;'s researchn does strengthen the belief that it would
e extremely difficult to locate documents that would suppert «
recoastruction of Fori Butler. He concludes that no sccuraie
‘escriptions of the fort proper have been fuwid ia tna Teu Rt
“andyeted Lo vata, :

e archaeological explora..ons that Mr. Jenny cooducled provide

*lualile new factor [or our consideration. The results of thsne
w= v al8O l1sCoursgine. M. Deuny concludes that "if the
Crve.opment ol the site ~7 Fort uutler includes the erection or
reprotentative sglructures, iU will be based on the scarcest of
eviaence,” '
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