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Log Dwellings

Plantation-Er= Houses

Postbellum Farmhouses
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Farmhouses

onme

2. OUTBUILDINGS
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C. Smokehouses, Chicken Coops, Wellhowses

3. ECHooLs
A. Frame Schools: White
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C. Colored Schools

4. CHURCEES AND CEMETERIES

T COMMERCIAL BUILDINGE
A. Crossroads Stores
B. Small-Town Commercial Buildings

6. INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS
A. Textile Milils
B. Mill Villages
C. Other Small-Town and Rural Industrial Buildings
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I. HOUSES

A, Log Dwellings

Mecklenburg County's surviving leog dwellings bear
witness to the Scotch-Irish heritage of its early white
settlers. These buildings alsc represent the conservative,
isolated backcountry culture of the county which persisted
at least until the coming of the railroads in the middle
decades of the 19th century. Dating between the late 18th
century and the middle 19th century, the county's identified
log housing stock (and dwellings of log are still being
discovered underneath weatherboarded veneers) varles in
size, plan, guality of ceonstruction, and, of course, present
condition and alterations. Currently, seventeen log houses
have been identified, including the James K. Polk Homesite,
a State Historic Site, which is a reconstructed exanple
composed of parts of contemporary log cakins from the area.
But the wast majerity of log dwellings stand on or near
their original rural sites. 2All of those surveyed, with the
exception of the Ephraim McAuley House (MEK1306 ) near Long
Creek, are antebellumn.

Log architecture expressed the practical, physical
necessities of settlement on the American frontier, as well
as building traditions coriginating in the 0ld World, passed
down over centuries, and carried across the Atlantic to the
New World. Although the Scotch-Irish had no tradition of
leg construction, in America +this culture group first
acguired and adapted this building technigue from their
German neighbors in southeastern Pennsylvania. There,
Germans perpetuated a horizontal log construction tradition
which had been an integral part of the building wvocabulzry
in their European homeland. conseguently, both of these
groups carried this bulilding practice with them as they
migrated across Maryland and the Shenandcah Valley into
western North Carolina during the 18th and 18%th centuries
{¥niffen and Glassie 1966; Glassie 1968). ITn this timber-
rich region, settlers could erect log shelters with relative
ease, enploying broad axes and adzes, and few nails.

English settlers, over time, also bullt in leg on the
frontier. However, lacking a tradition of such construction
as well as the extended contact with CGerman settlements,
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I1. Early Settlement (1740s- Early 1800s)

Mecklenburg county is strategically located in the center of the
Piedmont region of North Carolina, with South Carolina bordering it on Lhe
south, and the Catawba River on the west. It was originally inhabited by
Catawba Indians of the Siouan nation, whe were visited by Spanish explorers
in the 1560s, and, after the settlement of Virginia, traded with colonists who
came to trade English goods for skins and furs.2

It wasn't until the 1740s, however, that migration to the state, which
started on the eastern coast, [inally reached this part of the western
backcountry. Most settlers came in from the north down the Great
Philadelphia Wagon Road from central Pennsylvania. or up from the port of
Charleston. * They were primarily “Scotch-Irish," a term that means
Presbyterian Scots who settled in Ulster (present-day Northern Ireland) in
the early 1600s at the invitation of James [ to offset rebellious Irish
Cathelics in the area. After about Iwenty years, however, the Scots found
themselves confronted with economic, religious and political problems, and
many begran Lo emigrate to America. Originally they settled in Eastern
Pennsylvania, Virginia, or Maryland, and, in the middle 1700s, began Lo
move further south along with new arrivalsd English, Palatinate Protestant
German and French Huguenot emigreés also found their way to the Piedmont
Carolinas.?

Tradition has it that the [irst settler 1o cross “on wheels' into what
became Mecklenburg county was Thomas Spratt and his family, closely
followed by young Thomas Polk, who married the Spratt daughter, Susannah,
They came about 1748 6 The first settlements were along the Rocky River
and its tributaries, with the first land grant dating 1749, and from 1750 to
1758. hundreds more were issued, In [775, a missionary visit by a Rev.
Hugh McAden in the Mecklenburg area found Scotch-Irish at Rocky River (in
the northeast part of the county), Sugar Creek (just east of Charlotte), in the
Wazhaws (1o the south in present Union County), and what is now the Broad
River in South Carolina.?

Al [irst, migration into Mecklenburg was slow, but after a [inal
campaign that permanently crushed the ability of the Cherokees to wage war
against the whites in 1761 and the conclusion of the French and Indian War
in 1763, seltlers began to arrive in large numbers 3

In 1751, George Augustus Selwyn (1719-1791) inherited a 100.000-
acre tracl between Rocky River and the Catawba River from his father. Col.
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elected to cover exterier leg walls, the weatherboarding of
log dwellings became a commen practice.
Indeed, log houses of America's frontier periocd have

rarely survived intact and unaltered. A settler's initial
log dwelling often would be relegated to use as an
outbuilding or torn down for materials. For example, it is

said that the original 1log house on the Robert Potts
Plantation (MK 1296 ) near Cornelius was later used for slave
gquarters (its stone foundation survives). Farm families
also commonly expanded and overbuilt log houses in due
course. Az families grew and gained greater economic
stability, frame shed additions and rear kitchen ells
appeared. Furthermore, several leocal leg houses are known
to ferm the original cores of subseguently enlarged and
updated residences which, from exterior appearances, appear
to be entirely frame constructed. A good example is the
McKinney House (MK 1227 ) near Weddington, which was
originally built of logs and about 1910 weatherboarded and
expanded so that it resembles a frame I-house with rear
kitchen ell.

Log dwellings, of course, represent a particular
construction technigue, not a house type. Houses reflecting
a variety of traditional forms and consisting of a variety

of interior plans were built of 1laog. Henry Glassie
identifies two types of single-pen Southern mountain cabins
which were commonly log constructed. One is the =sguare

type, reflecting English building tradition; the other is
rectangular, a product of Scotch-Irish tradition (Glassie
1%68). While log versions of both of these house types were
built across the western half of North Carclina, the
physical distinction between these twoe forms can be
difficult to make at times, and thus blurs the relationships
between them and the two culture groups (Swaim 1983).

Story-and-a-half, Single-Pen Log Houses

Single-pen forms typically included a sleeping loft,
chimney on one gable end, and a centrally placed entry. In
Mecklenburg County, the ten inventoried single-pen story-
and-a-half log houses all have rectangular forms
{(approximately 15 by 20 feet), &nd all of these originally
followed one-reoom plans. A particularly good example is the
Oehler Leog House (MK 1311 ) built near Mallard Creek in the
early 19th century.



RS Form 10004
N OB Aporoen b VG

Unlted States Department of the Interlor
Natlonal Park Service

National Register of Historic Places

Continuation Sl‘lEEt Historic and Architectural Resources of Rural Mecklenburg
County, Morth Carelina

Section number ___ Paga _ 5

Two-Story, Single-Fen Leodg Houses

Whersas these single-pen, one-room log houses are the
most common surviving versions in Mecklenburg County, log
dwellings took other forms and plans as well. Seven single-

pen log houses are a full two stories high. Several of
these, including the ca. 1840 Samuesl Wilson House (ME14821 )
near Huntersville, were laid out in a "“Quaker plan." This

three-room plan consists of two small rooms, often bedrooms,
on one half of the first fleoor, and a large room on the
other half, where the fireplace and corner stair is usually
located. The Quaker plan, =0 named because William Penn,
the Quaker founder of Philadelphia, recommended this lavout
to settlers, is common teo the North Carolina Pledmont. and
has been characterized as a traditional German plan (Herman
1978; Little-Stokes 1278; Hood 1%82). However, 1t should be
noted that three-rcom house plans may alse have keen at
times the fortuiteus result of the addition of an extra
partitien te ‘the basie hall-and-parler plan when an

additional room was nesded (Swaim 1981). Fine examples of
two-story log dwellings with hall-and-parlor layouts include
both the Cocper House [ local Designated Historic

Property) (MK 13%9 ) built at the turn of the 12th century
southwest of Charlotte, and the ca. 1860 Earnhardt-Garrisocn
House (MK 1263 )} at Mallard Creek. By the post-Civil War
period, the popularity of the center-hall plan combined with
the persistence of log construction to produce the 1880s
Ephraim McAuley House (MK 1306 ), a two-story, center-hall
log dwelling that is the centerpiece of the McAuley Farm
near Long Creek.

Examples of @all of the above house types and plans as
they survive in Macklenburg County help to represent the
area's rural development, as well as contribute to the
understanding of leog housing as it was produced through
tradition and by necessity across the American Southern
Uplands.
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B. Plantation-Era Farmhouses

While settlers erected sturdy log dwellings across
Mecklenburg County i visible symbols of permanent
settlement -- other house types, reflecting a wvariety of
traditicnal plans and construction techniques, appeared in
the antebellum vears as well, Today, the brick W.T.
Alexander House [ local Designated Historic Property]
(MK 1254 ) near Mallard cCreek, and the stately, brick Cedar
Grove [NE, local Designated Historic Property] (HK4 y en
Gilead Reoad west of Huntersville, represent rare remaining
examples of pre-Civil War masonry houses in Mecklenburg.
The overwhelming majority of the twenty-seven surviving
rural residences of the plantation era are frame. These
houses are built of heavy timbers, mortised, tenoned, and
pegged together. They are usually sheathed in plain
weatherboards, though the finest examples have beaded
siding. And, whereas local leg houses often reflect
traditienal story-and-a-half types,; all of the extant frame
farmhouses are a full two stories. Although nearby counties
in the western Piedmont have two-recm, hall-and-parler and
central-hall «cottages representing gmaller landowners,
tenants, and perhaps even slave guarters, these one-story,
frame house forms appear to have vanished from Mecklenburg's
countryside, victims of accidental extinction by
residential and commercial development.

The plans of the two-story farmhouses include both
double-pile and three-reoom, Quaker conflgurations; but by

far the meost pepular plan is one room desp. Some of these
dwaellings, and especially the earliest remaining examples,
have hall-and-parlor layouts. However, central halls were
incorperated inte plantation seats, such as Holly Bend [ME]

(MK 9 } in Lemley Township, at least as early as the turn
of the 19th century, and became increasingly common as the
century progressed. Whether possessing a formal central
hall or not, these one-room deep, two-stery, "I-houses"

reflected elevated social status and economic well-being
across Mecklenburg County and, indeesd, throughout the rural
South during the plantation years. A traditional house
type, the I-hecuse would persist as a symbol of the
prospercus Scuthern farmer throughout the 19th century and
inte the 20th century (Glassie 1968; Southern 1878).

The earliest surviving I-houses date from about 1800.
They have flush eaves and brick end chimneys laid in a
Flemish bkond. -~Later kitchen ells and shed-roofed additions
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extend toc the rears of the main blocks. Front facades are
typically three bays across, though several houses,

including plantation seats Holly Bend and Oak Lawn (MKG6 )
near Long Creek, have five-bay wide facades. Both of these
houses are on the National Register and are local Designated
Historic Properties.

Existing farmhouses completed between 1800 and the
1830s reveal a blending of Gecrgian and Federal elements of
style. While an integral characteristic of the Gecrgian
Style was the symmetry of architectural form and plan,
relatively few of Mecklenburg's farmhouses of this period
achieve such balance. Even houses with central hallways
tend teo have windows spaced unevenly across the main facade.
Instead, the influence of both the c¢lassical Gecrgian and
Federal styles are typically expressed in applied
ornamentation and in window and door types and mouldings,
rather than in overall design. The Georgian influence is
apparent in heavy window sills and three-part surrounds.
Intericrs of a Georgian character include heavily moulded
stair rails and well-turned balusters, and mantels with
robust moulding and deeply reeded elements. Both Holly EBend
and 0Oak Lawn, completed around 1800, display lingering
Georgian traits as well as Federal features. Both, for
example, have stairs with thick handrails and balusters,
heavy window sills and architraves, and mantels with heavily
reeded and moulded shelves, pilasters, and architraves. The
Federal Style, which began to hold sway locally between the
1820s and early 1840s, is subtly expressed in delicately
moulded window and door surrounds, and in six-panel docrs
that are not as deeply recessed. Latta Place [NR, local
Designated Historic Property] (MK 14 } west of Charlotte,
is the county's earliest existing example of the Federal
Style. This unicue, ca. 1800 gable-front house exemplifies
the style in its delicate exterior and interior woodwork,
including mantels with light mouldings and dentils, Several
existing farmhouses include Georgian-inspired exterior
windows, but interiors feature Federal three-part mantels
trimmed with delicats moulding and classical mnotifs. For
example, the robust exterior window surrounds on the W.T.
Alexander House are contrasted with the mantels, delicately
treated with slender rope moulding along the mantel shelves.
Sash windows with either nine-over-nine er nine-over-six
panes were employed on local farmhouses: throughout most of
the first half of the 13th century.
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While local farmhouse architecture changed in a slow,
conservative fashion throughout the early 19th century, in
the early 1830s, one specific plantation szat served notice
that new stylistic tendencies would soon prevail. Completed
in 18323, Cedar Grove is an outstanding example of the Greek
Revival Style. This house is a two-story, double-pile,
brick structure dominated by a columned frent porch spanning
a five-bay facade. The interior is highlighted by mantels
with well-executed Doric colonettes, and fluted door
surround with corner bleocks. It should be emphasized,
however, that Cedar Grove is unique. It predated the wide-
spread adoption of the Greek Revival in the county by about
a decade; and its  ©brick, double-pile form -- with
exceptional stepped gables -- sets Cedar Grove emphatically
apart from other logcal farmhouses of the pre-Civil War
pericd.

By the 1840s the influence of the Greek Revival Style
began to affect significantly the appearance of a host of
Mecklenburg farmhouses. Like the preceding styles, the
Greek Revival was typlecally applied simply and in a
vernacular fashion. On the extericr, sash windows with six-
over-six panes bescame more and more popular; maln antries
were embellished with sidelights and transoms, and,
cccasionally, with Deoric colonettes. Five-panel doors were
replaced by ones with four or two vertical panels. Gabhle
roofs, which predominated on I-houses throughout the
plantation era, were sometimes designed with a shallower
piteh, though no shallow-pitched hip-roofed I-houses are
known to have existed in the county during these decades.
However, porches with low hip roofs supported by heavy,
rounded unfluted columns did appear across the fronts of
houses. These porches offer a sharp contrast to the shed-
rocfed porches and more slender wooden supperts that survive
on several dwellings dating from the first guarter of the
1%th century. Architectural symmetry was the norm by the
time that the Greek Revival gained popularity in the county,
and evenly spaced windows and central halls gave classical
balance to the I-houses of the 18405 and 1850s. The Creek
Revival dwellings, like the earlier Georgian-Federal
examples, typically rested cn foundations of fieldstone
piers. Only Cedar Grove has a basement. Matching brick
chimneys on the gable ends contributed to their classical
symmetry. While earlier plantation houses in the county
cften had brick end chimneys laid in a Flemish bond (for zn
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example, see Oak Lawn), by the mid-1%9th century, common-bond
chimneys were the norm.

The interiors of local Greek Revival farmhouses reflect
the simple yet bold stylistic themes of the exteriors.
Mantels characteristically have a post-and-lintel design,
displaying simple pilasters and plain friezes. Doorwavs
have plain surrounds accented by unadorned corner blocks
Stairways feature unaderned, sguare balusters and plain,
heavy newels. An outstanding local ewxample of Greek Reviwval
farmhouse architecture is the ea. 1840 Hennigan Place
[local Designated Historie Property] (MK 1180 Y din the
Providence community. This frame, wcentral-hall I-hpuse
features sidelights and transom around the main entry, and a
low hip-reofed porch with heavy Doriz columns. The interior
contains simple post-and-lintel mantels and a staircase with
4 square newe] and sguare balusters. Stylistic flourishes,
such as Grecian key designs or crossettes, or such
trademarks of the Greek Revival Style as full entablatures
and boldly defined pedimented porticoes, do not appear on
the surviving Greek ERevival Tfarmhouses of Mecklenburg
County. Rathzr, 1like the Gecrgian and Federal influences
bafore it, the Greek Reviwval Style 1is manifested in
unpretenticus, carpenter-built elements and formz applied to
a traditional house type. As a result, the early farmhouse
architecture of Mecklenburg County generally mirrors that of
many other North Carelina counties (Hood, 1983; Kaplan 1981;

Little-Stokes 1878; Cotton 1987: Mattson 1987). The
Georgian, Federal, and Gresk FRevival styles were all
hlended, adapted, and reinterpreted on time-tested,

conservative domestic forms.

C:. FPostbellum Farmhouses

In centrast to the small sample of rural house types
surviving from Mecklenburg's plantation era, a variety of
traditienal as well as stylishly fashionable farmphouse forms
exist from the postwar decades. Varying in form, plan, and
elements of decoration, these dwellings not only reflect the
obdurate conservatism of many local residents but also the
acceptance of nationally popular architectural! designs. The
pesthellum decades were years o©f substantial econemic
expansion and population growth, spurred by new railroads
which now crisscrossed the western Pisdmont. By the turn of
the 20th century, the Southern Railway System and the
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Seaboard Railway controclled tracks linking Charleotte and the
county's smaller railroad town= to such major ports as
Charleston, South Carolina and Wilmington, North Carolina,
as well as to ports on the 0Ohio River and Mid-Atlantic
Seaboard. By the early 20th century, at the peak of the New
South era, Charlotte was the hub of tracks stretching in
eight directions. Railroads opensed up the urban eastern
markets feor ceotten, the region's dominant cash crop. The
appearance of new house designs in this period suggests as
well that the grewing lines of communication between the
Seaboard and Mecklenburg County were now Iintroducing a
greater rangse of architectural styles and mass-produced
building materials. Slowly, cautiously, the rural residents
of Mecklenburg began to adept traits of the emerging
American mainstream culture.

One-Story Farmhouses

The most abundant remaining rural house typses are

traditional forms. The architectural inventory identified
five peostbellum cne-story farmhouses, all constructed in the
18808 and early 1890s for landowners. Typically bkalloen-

frame constructed, they include the Bain-Reid House (ME1173)
near Matthews, a double-pile, hip-roofed cottage with a
splayed entrance surround and six-cver-six windows, and the
ca. 1850 Keller House (MK 1304 ) in the ¥Mallard Cresk
community. The Eeller House iIs the most intact of four
identified two-room, central-hall postbellum farmhouses,
retaining a bay window, fluted pilasters around the main
entry, and, on the interior, fluted mantel pilasters. Ho
postbellum one-story tenant houses were identified in the
inventory.

Two-Story Farmhouses

I-Houses

Following the pattern established during the late

plantation peried, the majority of =surviving two-story
farmhouses are frame, central-hall TI-houses. Thirty were
inventoried. As bafore the war, they represent soms cof the

county's more prosperous cotton farmers. These I-houses are
usually simply embellished, with weatherboarded wveneers,
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comman-bond brick end chimneys, and rear kitchen ells,
While the great majerity have gable roofs, a significant
exception is the Green Columbus Morris House (MK 1228 ),
Built on a large 700-acre tract in the Providence community
during the 1870s, the Morris House is a hip-roofed wversion
of the I-farmhouse. Reflecting a combination of
conservative taste with an interest of nationally up-to-date
fashion, this house bhlends Greek Revival and vernacular
Italianate elements. In contrast to the 1870s Morris House,
the typical surviving postbellum I-house dates from the
1880s and 1890s and displays a wvariety of jigsawed or lathe-
turned millwork which 1is best described as vernacular
Victorian. Although many of these houses have been
aluminum— cor wvinyl-sided, the most intact have bracketed
eaves and gable returns, main entries treated with
sidelights and transoms, and sash windows with six-over-six
cr four-over-four panes. When original doors survive, they
have fiwve raised panels. Although front porches often have
been modernized, chamfered posts remain on several of the I-
housas of this period, persisting most often on rear
porches. Interiors display mantels with simple, gently
arched surrounds, or with brackets and chamfered pilasters.
Doorways on the finest wversions have fluted surrounds and
bull's-eye corner blocks. Ezpecially intact examples of
postbkellum I-houses include the Lee-Flow House (MK1206 )
near Mint Hill, the Crowell-Knox House (MKL1360 } in the
Dixie community west of Charlotte, and the Dixon-Russell
House (MK 1262 ) in Newell. The Dixon-Russell House, buililt
in the 1880s, features a handsome splayed entrance surrcund.

By the 1890s and early 19%00s, this wvernacular Victerian
influence was ex¥pressed with a host of Queen Anne- and
classical-inspired elements. Porches appearsed with turned
posts and balustrades and with millwork, such as spindled
friezes. Two-over-two window panes plerced the
waatherboarded facades. gable end roofs stayed dominant,
though sometimes distinguished by centered front gables,
embellished on the most decorative I-houses with turned
millwork and patterned woed shingles. These are often
called "Triple-A I-houses" in North Carclina. Front deoors
included glazed upper halves, raised panels, and incised
motifs. In contrast teo the fairly simple mantels that
marked I-houses of the 1870s and 1880s, the most decorative
examples of the late 19th and early 20th centuries featured
mantels with classical colonettes and, on occasion, mirrored
over-mantels. In the center hall, heavy, turned or beveled
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newels anchored stairways with turned balusters., 2Among the
county's finest I-houses of the late 19th century 1is the
W.B. Newell House (MX 1279 } in the Newell community. This
Triple-A I-house features patterned wood shingles in the
center gable and mantels with mirrored over-mantels and
turned millwork. The Newell House is also distinctive for
its brick construction; it is the only brick postbhellum
farmhouse in the county.

T-Plan Houses

Some surviving two-story farmhouses of the posthellum
decades display embellishments and formal elements that set

them apart from the traditicnal I-houses. Neotable are
twenty-five T-shaped dwellings representing some of rural
Mecklenburg's most fashionable Tfarmhouses. These houses

reflect the infiuence of architectural pattern books.
Subsequent modifications have stripped away original details
on a number of these residences, but a group of them retain
such vernacular Victorian stylistic elements as chanfered or
slender paired peorch posts, cutout balustrades, double-leaf
docrways and windows with heavily moulded lintels and
architraves. By the 1890s, these forms routinely appeared
with lathe-turned millwork. Several of +the T-shapsd
farmhouses have paired as well as bay windows and flush-
board siding aroung the main entrance. A particularly good
example is the Dr. Walter Pharr Craven House (MK 1494 ) west
of Charlotte.

D. Early 20th-Century Small-Town Dwellings and Farmhouses

During the final years of the 19th century and
particularly in the early decades of the 20th century,
Mecklenburg's small towns rapidly developed. Situated along
railroad lines, they progressed as rural market centers and
sites for mills contributing to a thriving local textile
industry. Although the ¢ity of Charlotte and its environs
attracted the greatest wealth in these years, embodied in
fine, spacious homes designed by noted architects and
contractors, the surrounding small towns bloomed
architecturally as well. Simultaneously, new farmhouses
appeared, rural symbels of the cotton-related prosperity.
These houses often mirrcred the styvles in the small towns,
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45 the railroads brought aspects of urban culture into the
countryside,

gueen Anne Style Dwellings

Handsome examples of the vernacular Queen Anne Style
now appeared alcng streets leading inte active business
districts as well as on the farmsteads of well-to-do cotton
farmers. Typically frame constructed, these houses have
conseciously irregular shapes and plans. Many of them retain
wraparound verandas and turned poreh posts with stylish
sawnwork. Some examples include classical features, such as
sidelights and transoms, fanlights in gables, and Doric or
Teonic porch celumns. Although & number of Queen Anne
residences are two stories high, the majerity are one-story
cottages, with cross-gable or high hip roofs, and projecting

gabled bays. The basic forms are L-shaped or sduare
{double-pile]. Several have original slate roofs. Interiozx
woodwork can be lavish, highlighted by ornately carved
mantels and newels. Ten two-story Queen AaAnne houses and

thirty one-stery Queen anne—inspired cottages with cross-
gable or hip-and-gable roofs were inventoried in the county.
They are most nUmMerous in the towns cf Huntersville,
Cornelius, Matthews and Davidson. The S5.W. pDavis House (MK
1539) in the Croft community 1s a handsome two-story, rural
version, with a high hip roof with cross gables, decorative
spindlework, and a deep wraparound veranda with heavy turned
posts. Handsome, intact cottages include the P.T.
christenkbury House (MK 1535 and the Clyde Hunter House (MK
1302), both built in kEhe early 1900s around the o0ak Grove
community. The cross-gabled Hunter House has classical
porch columns and decarative corner blocks at the main
entry.
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Traditionzl House Types

While the growing number of Queen Anne dwellings
reflected the influence of widely distributed architectural
pattern books and mnatienally popular designs on the
Mecklenburg landscape, versions of traditional house types
continned to appear as well. ©n farms and in the towns, I-
houses with turned-post, sguare, or round porch columns were
erected until the 1910s. A host of these house were Triple-
2 I-houses. A particularly intact example of the six early
20th-century Triple-a I-houses that were inventoried is the
Hodges House (MK 1265 } in the Newell community. The house
has a hip-roofed porech with single, sturdy Doric porch
posts, as well as gable returns, and sidelights and transcm
arcund the entry. In addition te I-houses, traditional two-
room, central-hall houses, many of them "Triple-a cottages, "
also frequently appeared in the county, built orn small
farmsteads and lots on the principal residential streets
right up to World War I. Six Triple-A cottages have been
inventoried, notably the #isaner House (MK 1530 ] near
Huntersville, which has intact classical porch posts and a
decorative, louvered went in the center gable.

Eclectic Style Dwellings

The intermingling of stylistic elements characterized
Mecklenburg's heouses throughout the early 20th century.
Especially in the towns, double-pile and L-plan cottages
blend Vietoerian, Celeonial BRevival, Neo-Classical Revival,
Tudor Revival, and bungalew features. Spme have wraparound
verandas, others engaged porches with sturdy tapered columns
or paired, sguare supperts that have a classieal flavor.
Although full-fledged examples of the Neo-Classical Rewvival
Style do not exist in the towns or the countryside, specific
motifs, such as fanlights and classical porch posts, reflect.
the influence of the style on dwellings built primarily
between 1910 and the Depression., Representative of the mix
of styles that marked small-town cottages of this period are
the rows of L-plans and hip-roofed cottages set along
Maxwell Avenue in Huntersville.

colonial Revival Style Dwellincs

The Colenial HRevival Style has somé well-designed and
wall-axecuted examples both in the small towns and in the
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countryside. A group of the county's wealthier farmers and
successful merchants occupied large, boxy Colonial Reviwval
homes erected between 1900 and the late 1920s. The most
accomplished two-story models are typically frame, hip-
roofed houses, with gable dormers and tall chimney stacks,
deep hip-roofed porches, both facade-width and wraparound,
and board eaves, occasionally decorated with modillions.
The boxy massing is sometimes interrupted by projecting
bays, but the overall design is symmetrical. Interiors of
these Colonial Revival dwellings are organized around
spacicus central halls. Elements of style vary from simple
brick-faced mantels +to classical ones bearing walnut
woodwork. Twelve two-story Colonial Revival houses have
been Iinventoried in Mecklenburg County. Hotable examples
include the Holbrooks House (MK 1334 )} in Huntersville, the
Frank Watt House (MK 1380 ), which features a distinctive
bevelled oval glass windew in the front door, and the
McKinney House (MK 1227 ) in the Providence community which
has a broad wraparound veranda.

Bungalow Styvle Dwellings

The bungalow style is well represented in Mecklenburg

County. Eleven of the finest examples thave been
inventoried. The bungalows of both rural and small-town
Mecklenburg are characterized by simple, clean lines, low-
slung roofs, and exposed rafters under deep eaves.

Exemplary cf the style, shapes vary from gable-front [four
inventoried) to side-gable (five inventoried) te hip-roofed
(two  inventoried). Veneers include shingle shakes,
weatherboarding, brick, and occasionally cobblestones. The
most popular bungalow design is one that may be the most
popular nationwide. It is a side-gable dwelling with a
sweeping roof, engaged porch, and tapered porch posts set on
brick piers. Some of these bungalows have shed or gable
dormers centered over the porch. A good example of the
side-gable bungalow (MK 1466 )} is found near Cornelius.
Bungalows, o©of course, wvaried in scphistication; and while
some exemplified the style in their natural-like materials,
abundant fenestration, and assertive porches, others were
plain, low-cost versions built for renters in the small
towns and for farm tenants. Bungalows of all types werse
popular leocally from World War I throughout the 1930s; and
bungalow-style tapered porch columns persisted as a common
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associations with the farmhouses. The dwellings, ali
two-story and primarily I-houses, which have historicailly
represented the prosperous landowner in the pre-20th-century

South, were built for some of the county's wealthier
planters. The farmland, still agricultural but mostly
devoted to pasture, was then primarily used for cotton

production. A number of these two-story houses, such as
Hennigan Place (MK 1180) and the William Lee House (MK 1734)
[both 1local Designated Historie Properties] were owned by
Mecklenburg's leading planters and professionals.

The plantaticn-era farmhouses also are architecturally
significant under Criterion C for embodying the styles,
forms, methods of construction, and skilled workmanship of
this era. The heavy timber frames, the many I-hcouse forms
as well as the ocegasicnal double-pile forms, the hall-and-
parlor, three-room (Quaker), and central-hall plans are all
indicative of plantation-era farmhouses built throughout the
western Piedmont by settlers of Scotch-Irish and British
origins. The plans, ferms, and lingering popularity of
architectural styles typically reflect the conservative,
agrarian society that was Mecklenburg County. Even ca. 1800
Latta Place raeflects in its scale, materials, and carpenter-
built motifs other contermporary plantation seats in the
area, The elemeénts of style, with the notable exception of
the imposing Greek Revival Cedar CGrove Flantation, are
characteristically simple, but well-esxecuted wvernacular
blends of the Georgian, Federal, and, later; the Greek
Revival styles. The first-rate craftsmanship and attention
to architectural detail are evident in the meuldings of

deoors, windeows, basehoards, mantels, and stairvays. The
Greek Revival Style ushered in the wide-spread adeption of
the central-hall plan during the 1840s and 1850s. Thus,

while forms remained typically traditicnal, and details
simple and carpenter built, elder, traditional plans were
replaced by the formal, stylish central-hall arrangement of
rooms. Slowly, traditional ideas were heing supplanted by
popular, national ones.
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. Postbellum Farmhouses

The lines of communication between rural Mecklenburg
and urban places along the Eastern Seabeard, from where
national styles and ideas propagated, increased during the
pastbellum Jdecades, New styles and forms and plans of
farmhouses reflected more and more this slowly emerging
interrelationship between Mecklenburg County and other areas
of North and South Carclina as well as other regiocns of the
country. The surviving poestbhellum farmhouses, therefore,
are significant under Criterien A for representing the
emerging railrecad pericd in the county and the growing
acceptance in the countryside of new, popular architectural
styles, They are also historically significant for
representing the persistence of conssrvatism in the rural
areas, for traditional forms and simple, vernacular
interpretations of styles continued to hold sway. Finally,
the postbellum farmhouses represent the agrarian way of life
in this @pericd, which is now rapidly being leost to
commercial and residential development.

The postbellum farmhouses are significant as the homes
of those who raised the cotton that was the foundation of
the local economy. Combined with the outbuildings that
continue to surround them, these rural dwellings are the
graphic reminders of this active agricultural era. once
spread across the county, their growing rarity today
enhances the historical significance of these farmhouses.
The variety of surviving house forms, which include modest
one-story dwellings as well as more pretentious two-story
recidences, represent the different social and economic
classes comprising this agrarian society, and reflect the
tenant farming system that prevailed at this tine.
Freguently ruinous, however, no tenant houses were included
in the architectural inventory.

The variety of traditional and nationally popular, up-
to-date  farmhouse forms and plans reflect the new
convergence of long-held, established walues and up-to-date
tastes. The remaining rural houses of the postbellum
decades include & mix of I-hcuses, one-story, two-room
cottages, and fashionably irregular two-story homes with
details influenced by Italianate, Qusen Anne, and
classical-inspired styles.

These rural houses are architecturally significant
under Criterion C. Representing the last survivors of a
loecal building stock that is dwindling at a rapid clip, they
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also represent both handsome exanples of pepular
architectural styles of the peried, as well as persistent
folk forms adapted simply to the latest architectural trend.
The cellecticn of twe-story, L-shaped farmhouses stand out
among their contemporary I-houses as essentially wvernacular
interpretations of the Victorian styles that came to
dominate rural Mecklenburg and the region after the civil
War. The plethora of I-form farmhcouses, on the other hand,
clearly represent the persistence of this house type as a
symbol of the substantial Secuthern farmer throughout the
18th century.

D. Early 20th-Century Small-Town and Rural Houses

The early 20th-century small-town dwellings and rural
houses are also significant under National Register Criteria
4 and C. The present rarity of farmhouses of this era,
dwellings augmented by their historical association with
adjacent rolling pastures and cropland, and by the sarly
20th-century outbuildings in the farmyard, enhances their
significance as symbols eof the agricultural activities which
still predominated in these decades. The 1lingering
popularity of I-houses and traditicnal one-story types, as
well as the appearance o popular Queen Anne styles and
rambling bungalows, reflect the persistent commingling of
traditional and nationally  popular values in rural
Maecklenburg. The forms and styles of these rural dwellings
typify farmhouse types of this period in the county, as well
as represaent examples of both traditicnal and popular
architecture of the early 20th century.

The small-town houses represent the emergence cof towns
in the county during this peried -- an urban expansion
fueled by the railroads and cotton production -- and the
aspiraticns of the cellection ¢f merchants, professionals,
clerks, laborers, and mill supervisors who 1inhabited them.
In the towns popular styles and forms prevailed, contrasting
these places with the surrounding countryside, and thus
suggesting a greater acceptance of mainstream tastes. Tha
assortment of Queen Anne houses, Colonial Revival dwellings,
and bungalows that line the grids of streets typifies and
cccaslonally epitomizes these architectural styles. Along
streets adjacent to the commercial districts of such places
as Huntersville, Matthews, and Davidson are assortments of
such early 20th-century dwellings representing in their
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weatherkboarded or brick  weneers, prominent porches,
classical or rustic destail, and one- or two-story forms the
most popular styles of this peried.

REGISTRATICHN REQUIREMENTS

A. Log Dwellings

To meet registration reguirements, log houses should be
sufficiently intact to reveal their original form and retain
eriginal notching and chimneys. Window size, configuration,
and placement should be original or otherwise reflect the
historical fenestration. Later wepd siding is accepitable,
but synthetic siding is not. If research verifies that a
specific log house was originally weatherboarded, then the
house should retain weatherboarding.

B, Plentation-Era Farmhouses

The rarity of the plantation-era farmhouses -— all two-
story and regresenting Mecklenburg's planter class —-—
elevates them to the status of heing eligible to the

Hational Hegister providing integrity is present.

s Postbellum Farmhouses

Because postbellum farmhuuses are more numerous, to
meet registration vreguirements it is necessary that they
either are catstanding local examples of domestic,

architectural styles, or DOSSESE historical or
architectural asseciszions that signify the agrarvian life
and wernacular architectural tastes of these decades in
Mecklenburg. These houses should be sitwated in rural

settings ewvogative of the rTural way of life and be
sufficiently intact to reveal their original forms and plans
and to display original interior and exterior elements of
style reflecting their dates of construction. For instance,
examples of original mantels, as well as other original
woodwork should be in place. On the exterior, original wall
material and window shapes should be basically intact.
Brackets wers a key component of the wverpacular Italianate
style in the cecunty, and if théy originally decorated a
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farmhouse, then these brackets should be basically intact,
Farmhouses erected toward the end af the 19th cantury sheuld
display such original embellishments as turned or jigsawed

millwork. Front porches need not be original, but other
original elements of exterior decoration should be basically
intact.

D. Early 20th-Century Small-Town and Rural Houses

These same gualifications pertain to farmhouses of the
early 20th century. Es  commsrcial and residential
development accelerates across +the county, all basically
intact pre-World War II farmhouses with sufficient amounts
of associated farmland to clearly represent the housesg!
histeriecal function hezome increasingly rare and
historically significant. Within the more stable boundaries
of the small towns, to meet registration requirements houses
should survive so intact as to epitomize the major locally
popular architectural forms and styles of the early 20th
century. All original exterior and interior features should
be essentially intact. The dignified cross-uable bungzalow
(MK 1249 ) on Highway 51 (Main Street) in Pineville is such a
house, as are the two boxy brick-veneered, Colonial Bevival
Sherrill Houses (MK 1427 ) and (MK 1428 ), which stand side—
by-side in Cornelius. Furthermore, other small-town
dwellings, with their original forms and elements of style
basically intact, may meet registration reguirements as
cemprising a residential district representing early 20th-
century small-town growth and reflecting the popular styles
cf this era. For example, secticns of Matthews include
basically intact collections of primarily early 20th-century -
houses -- composed both of dwellings with exemplary
architectural features as well as others with more modest
and occasionally partially remodelled designs -- that would
meet registration regquirements, In contrast, Pineville's
early 20th-century residential fabric (outside the mill
village) has heen so extensively altered by disruptive later
commercial intrusions as well as by the modernization of
specific properties, that no residential district could
satisfy registration reguirements.
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IT. QUTBUILDINGS
Mecklenburg's surviving historically and
architecturally significant outbuildings span almost 150
years of agricultural actiwvity. Constructed of frame, log,

stone, and brick, the hundreds of inventoried outbuildings
include =uch structures as barns, corncribs, kitchens,
privies, chicken coops, wellhouses, smokehouses, and all-
purpose sheds, These structures, now often abandoned and
detericorating, shed light on generations of rural life in
Mecklenburg County. They represent lives of ordinary folk
who led a largely self-sufficient existence well inte the
20th century. The designs of outbuildings are
overwhelmingly practical and vernacular, based on forms and
materials that had stocd tests of time and function, and
that waried little from farmyard to farmyard.

As with the county's wernacular 19th- and early 20th-
century farmhouses, the workaday buildings in the
countryside reveal basic shapes and interior divisions of
space found on farms throughout the western Piedmont and
into the Blue Ridge (Swaim 1981; Cectton 1587; Hood 1883;
Brengle  1982; Kaplan 1981) . The cutbuildings of
Mecklenburg, therefore, are normally not peculiar te this
county, but are physical clues to broader patterns of
settlement and land use.

Construction materials and technigues for outbuildings

mirrored these for farmhouses. Builders used masonry
primarily for foundations and chimneys {of kitchens
usually), while wood (log or frame) was the material of

choice for walls and framing. Usually log outbuildings, as
with log housing, pre-date frame ones; though a cellection
of early 19th-century frame outbuildings survives. Most of
the remaining log barns, corncribs, and smokehouses date
from the late 19th &nd early 20th centuries. Frame
outbuildings date predeminately from the 20th century. Log
outbuildings usually have half-dovetail notching, though
later structures alsc reveal the simpler V notch.

The most intact farm complexes include a variety of log
and frame barns, ceorncribs, smokehouses, and wellhouses
dating from the 1late 15th and early 20th centuries.
However, these typical farmyards are becoming increasingly
rare, as new farming technolegy and adgricultural land uses
supplant traditional ones and, most significantly, as
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residential and commercial development envelopes and
transfigures the local rural landscape.

Other farm cutbuildings, such as springhouses and brick
ovens have been identified in the architectural inventories
of nearby counties. However, they are rare in those places,
and none have currently been discovered in Mecklenburg
County. Furthermore, no barns for curing tebacco,
historically a rare crop in Mecklenburg, today remain.

A. Barns

The most prevalent remzining outbuildings are barns and
corncribs. Log barns include one-unit (10 +to 12 feet
sguare) structures, as well as double- and four-unit forms
with a central passage. Central-passage log barns are
distributed across the Ameriecan "Midland" .culturs region
which includes much of the southezstern United States, and
in Nerth Carolina primarily extends from the Piedmont west
through the mountains (Jordan 1985). The passage was used
conventionally as a wagon runway, while the flanking units
served as granzries, stables, and hay and cotton storage.
An excellent late l8th-century central passage leg barn
stands on the McAuley Farm (MK 1306) near Long Creek. Frame
barns are +typically four-unit with a central passage.
Inherently functicnzl, these barns have no embellishments.
Main roofs wvary between side-gable and gable-front shapes,
while shed-roofed additions, usually frame, are commonly

visible on the sides. 1In the middle 18205, several local
barns were completed with gambrel roofs in order to maximize
storage sparce on the upper level. Multiple-purpose

structures, Mecklenburg's barns were used for the stocrage of
crops as well as for the shelter of farm animals and farm
equipment.

B. Corncriks

A number of corncribs conform to the same basic forms as
barns, and log and frame two-unit [or crib) structures still
stand throughout the county. Log single-crib types exist as
well, often with an overhang on one side for equipment
storage and for loading the corn into the cribk. In the 20th
century & frame corncrib type appeared in Mecklenburg County
which had latticed siding for better ventilatien of the
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grain, Today, the corn crop has wirtually vanished from
Mecklenburg County, and consequently corncribs are rapidly
disappearing as well. Examples of intact leog corncribs
dating from the late 19th century survive on the MchAuley
Farm (MK 1306 ) and on the farmyard associated with the
Craven House (MK 1494).

€. Smokehouses, Chicken Cocps, Wellhouses

Smokehouses, chicken coops, and wellhouses complete the .
outbuildings that make up the county's most intact 19th- and

early 20th-century farm complexes. Log and frame
smokehouses are typically one-story, gable-front forms,
approximately 8 to 10 feet on a side. Several have front
gables that project cver the doorway. Chicken coops date

from the 20th century. They are usually frame, shed-roofed
structures, probably representing a design popularized in
the agricultural publications of the day. Windows, to allow
in beneficial sunlight, cover the fronts of these
rectangular buildings. Wellhouses, of the late 19th and
early 20th centuries, are frame, gable-front structures that
shelter the well and include an enclosure to the back for
all-purpose storage and for dairies. Some local, intact
wells have no housing, but are simply covered by a gable- ar
hip-recfed canopy. As wells dry up and electrical pumps are
installed, both types of shelters are vanishing. A handsome
wellhouse of the late 19th century stands by the Ewart House
(MK 1287 ) east of Hunterswville,

D. Detached Kitchens

Detached kitchens, at cne time an integral part of
farmyards in this region, are now rare, even on farm
complexes which have a wvariety of other traditional
outbuildings. A small collection has been inventoried,
however. Reflecting traditional one- and two-room house
types (kitchens were often the original homeplaces), they
are constructed of log eor frame, and have fieldstone or
brick end chimneys. Most likely, a number of originally
detached kitchens have been connected to the backs of
farmhouses and now serve as kitchen ells.
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SIGNTFICANCE

Mecklenburg developed as an agricultural county, and
the number and sizes of its farmyards have been a measure of
its progress from the period of initial settlement to World
War II. Lecal industries, and especially the cotton mills,
were dependent on the area's abundant cotten crop; and while
the economy of Charlotte and neighboring towns centered
around textile manufacturing, the wvast majority of the
county was agrarian and in many ways self-sufficient.

The assorted outbhuildings on farmsteads reveal in their
enduring traditienal forms and uses the county's rich
agricultural past and conservative ways. The surviving
outbuildings of the early 19th century, when the county was
still being settled and the plantation system held sway,
conform te traditicnal shapes and are erected predominantly
of leg with half-dovetail notching. They reveal functional

designs and none has decorative trim. The outbuildings of
the latier 19th and early 20th centuries also often follow
traditional forms and many of these, too, are log

constructad, During the 20th century, building types of
frame, such as several remaining gambrel-roofed barns,
express commonly constructed agricultural building forms
that emerged across the country to facilitate and improve
the storage of crops. Thus, Mecklenburg's surviving
cutbuildings, from the early 19th century until the
Depression years, are historically significant under
Hational Register Criterion A as associated with the
agricultural way of life that characterized the county over
these many decades. They embody patterns of rural life that
included curing household meats in the smokehouse, drawing
water from the well, and storing hay, corn, cotten, and

livesteck in barns and eribs. The more historically
complete and intact the farmyard, the more it reveals about
the operations of the farm. Furthermore, the abundance of

log outbuildings, like log houses, reflects the Scotch-Trish
heritage of local farm families, who perpetuated the
practice of log constructien throughout the 19th century and
inte the early 20th century. The outbuildings are alsc
architecturally significant under Criterion € for embodying
the forms and methods of construction that predominated as
the county progressed from the periods of early settlement
and plantation farming, to the postwar era of industrial
growtnh and expanded cetten production, to early decades of
urbanization in the 20th century. Whilé the building types
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are largely traditicnal cnes, revealing in their forms and
construction the prevailing cutbuildings of the rural Scuth
into the 20th century, even the post-World War I coops and
barns reflect common, wvernacular agricultural building types
which are rapidly disappearing across the country in the
face of development and agricultural modernization.

REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS

The county's surviving 19th- and early 20th-century
outbuildings enhance the significance of the farmhouses with
which they are associated. 21l of the outbuildings which
have been identified in the architectural inventory of
Macklenburg County are affiliated with historically and

architecturally significant farmhouses. Individual,
isolated examples with  historical or architectural
significance have not been discovered. Therefore;

outbuildings meet registration reguirements when they are
situated on property with an associated farmhouse, thus
illustrating the historical reoles of agricultural buildings.
cutbuildings should retain sufficient physical features to
identify their original construction and form.
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ITT. SCHOQLS

Rural and small-town school buildings of the late 19th
and early 20th centuries remain scattered across Mecklenburg
County. Fourteen have been inventoried.

A. Frame Schools: White

Two 19th-century schoclhouses (for whites) survive
today, though in the 1870s each rural township contained

frame scheools for both the races (Hanchett 1888). The two
remaining structures, Pine Hill School (MK 1280 ) in Newell
and the 0ld Davidson Schoolhouse (MK 1463 ) in Lenley

Township, represent the typical one-room rural school. Each
is frame, simply finished, has six-over-six sash windovs,
and is capped by a standing-seam netal side-gable roof.
One-room as well as larger two-story frame schools for white
children econtinued to be erected in the county into the
19208, and three 20th-century ones have been inventoried:

Davidson Schoolhouse (MK 1462 ), located beside the older
schocl; Croft BSchoclhouse (MK 1536 ) at croft; and the
Mallard Creek School (ME 1308 } at Mallard Creek. The
Davidson School, built about 1312, is a one-story, one-room,
gable-front structure sheathed in weatherboards. Standing
on brick piers, it has a standing-seam metal roof and a hip-
roofed front porch. It is abandoned and in disrepair.

Croft Schoolhouse represents the early 20th-century
enlargement of a ca. 1890 school on the site. It is a two-
story, four-room structure capped by a shallow hip roof with

small cross gables, The shed-roofed front porch has
criginal turned posts. Abandoned in about 1941, it is the
largest surviving rural Mscklenburg schoolhouse of this
period. Now overgrown with wegetation, 1t stands in

disrepair. Apparently the last rural frame school to be
built in the county for white students was completed at
Mallard Creek in the mid-19%20s. This boxy, double-pile
building is capped by a high hip roof, and has a one-bay
shed-roofed entry porch. Now used mostly for storage by a
lecal church, it is in good condition.
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B. Brick Schoels: White

Early 20th-century brick schoels in the towns outside
Charlotte are now rare. Most of them were razed in the
19505 and 1960s, and occasionally were replaced by modern
facilities. Today, the former Matthews School (MK 1189) 1is
the last representative. It is a large, boxy. hip-roofed
building erected in 1907 and remcdelled in the 1920s, when
new, red-brick schoolhouses were being built in towns across
the county and the state. The Matthews School currently
appears much as it did following the 1920 renovation. The
facade has sash windows with nine-over-nine panes, and a
dominant full-height, pedimented portico. The largely
intact interior (dating primarily from 1907) includes
wainscoting, three-part transoms above classroom doarwvays,
and closed-string stairways. A 1local Designated Ristoric
Property, Mathews School currently serves as a community
center in Matthers.

C. Colored Schools

The legacy of the educaticn of black students in rural
Mecklenburg is teoday represented by four Rosenwald schools:
MeClintock (MK 1447 ) at Steele Creek; Huntersville (MKL34E ;
Newell (MK 1272 ) at Newell; and Rockwell (MK1316 ) near
Croft. All puilt in the 18%20s, they are the survivors of
twenty-six such schools erected locally by 1930 (Hanchett
1588). 2although simply designed, . frame - constructed and
typically weatherboarded, Roserivald schools were =2  major
improvement over the cramped, pocorly 1it, and typically
inadeguately built (often of leog) =chools for blacks that
had previously existed. Funded in part by the citizens of
the county and in part by a fund established by Chicago
philanthropist Julius Rosenwald, these schools were based
upon formal, published schoclhouse plans, and adhered
closely to specific guidelines. Rosenwald schools wers
required, for example, to have a north-south principal axis,
banks of large windcws along the east and west walls, and
sites 1in spacious clearings. all of these conditions
maximized the classrcoms' exposure to sunlight, & chronic
problen before rural electrification began in the 1S30s.
211 Rosenwald schools were simply treated with craftsman
and Coleonial Revival details, the two most popular
architectural styles of this pericd.
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Thus, Mecklenburg's Rosenwald schools share a variety
of basic design characteristics. The most intact example is
the McClintock School, a three-teacher Rosenwald facility.
Capped by a metal hip roof (the others have gable roofs),
the structure has broad eaves with exposed rafters, a small
entry porch, and rows of large sash windows with nine-over-
nine panes. Today, three of the four remaining Rosenwald
schoocls are basically intact, though only the McClintock
School is in use (as a community building for a black
church) . The Huntersville scheol has been substantially
altered.

Although the construction of Rosenwald schools ceased
in the 1930s, other local schools for blacks were publicly
financed and constructed in that decade. Today, one simple,
hip-roofed, one-story, brick-veneered facility represents
the black schools built during the 1930s. The Ada Jenkings
School (MK 1573 ) in Davidson is now vacant but basically
intact.

D. Agricuitural Education Buildings

Agricuitural buildings were freguently erectad adjacent
to public schoails during the 1930s to foster csupervised
public training in modern farming practices. Inventories
agricultural training buildings stand at Long Creek
(ME 1507), Huntersvilile (ME 1343}, and beside Matthews
School (MR 1189). Each structure is one-story,
brick-veneered, hip-roofed, and has a small entry porch.
Each rests on a full basement. Used specifically for
Classrooms and laboratories geared to agricultural training,
they were Depression-era projects funded and built by labor
Eggv%ded by the Works Progress Administration (Morriia
1984) .

SIGNIFICANCE

Surviving schoolhouses of the late 19th and early 20th
centuries graphically chronicle the maturing ef rural
Mecklenburg society, as well as the prevalence of racial
segregation, which persisted into the post-World war II
decades. Prior to the consclidation of schools for white
children in the 1920s, students attended small schools
following traditional forms that were scattered across the
countryside. Black children continued to attend one-room
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schaols leonger than white <children, but the Rosenwald
schools built for them in the 1920s significantly eased the
racial disparity. Representing prescribed designs,
Rosenwald schools are the principal surviving symbols of
black education in the county before school desegregation in
the 1960s. The rare, more decorative, two-story brick
schools and related agricultural buildings remaining signirfy
public-supported efforts te update and improve schools for
white students during the era of cotton-related prosperity
and small-town growth. The Matthews School, specifically,
stands in such clear contrast to the surviving black schools
that it also reflects the enduring disparity between black
and white educational facilities in Mecklenburg County. In
sum, the properties are historically significant under
National Register Criterion A as associated with education
(racially segregated and often ineguitable) as local
communities took up the task of public schooling in the late
1800s, and as the county started building more pretentious
small-town schools for whites in the early 1900s. The
Rosenwald schools are vivid representatives of the influence
of the historic Rosenwald Fund which helped finance and
design schools for blacks across North Carelina and a large
part of the South. All of the schools are architecturally
significant under Criterion € for enmnbodying the forms,
building methods, and architectural styles of the periecds of
construction. The late 1%th and early 20th-century rural
schools represent traditional, wernacular, typically one-
room rural schoolhouse architecture. The Matthews School
handscmely reflects the popularity of boxy, red-brick,
telonial Revival schools which appeared acreoss the nation
during the early decades of the 1900s. Even the simple,
utilitarian Rosenwald schools and agricultural buildings
neatly reflect the prevailing styles of the 18920s and 19230s
as adapted to educational facilities.

REGISTREATION REQUIREMENTS

The county's surviving school buildings eof the late
19th and early 20th centuries achieve significance in their
rarity, integrity of sites, forms, and, frequently,
elements of popular architectural styles. These rural
schoolhouses and Rosenwald schools meet registration
requirements when they have maintained the integrity of site
and display such key original elements of design as original
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forms, fenestration, weatherboarding, and interior woodwork
that has not been substantially compromised by
modernizations. Although former schools such as 0ld
Davidson Schoolhouse, Davidson Schoolhouse, Pine Hill, and
Croft Schoolhouse are deteriorating and in need of
substantial repairs, none has heen significantly altered
over the years. Moved buildings are eligible if they remain
in their original communities reflecting the schools'
historical associations and otherwise retain the key
architectural elements listed above. The rural schools for
whites should stand in largely agricultural areas, while the
Fosenwald schools should be situated in historically black
neighborhoods. As the sole, and largely intact, survivor of
the small-town, brick schoclhouses, the Matthews School’
clearly meets the registration requirements. Agricultural
trezining buildings, by themselves, lack the integrity of
. 8ite and their historicazl association with main schoel
buildings to mest registration requirements. However, when
visibly linked to a schoocl, as is tha case of the Matthews
School, then this building type meets the reguirement.
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IV. CHURCHES AND CEMETERIES

Along the winding roads of the Mecklenburg countryside
and the fermal grid of the towns, handsome churches of the
1%9th and early 20th centuriez reflect the important role of
religion in the development of the county. In rural areazs,
churches survive which span much of the 19th century, and
primarily represent the county's large Fresbyterian
population. They are particularly well-constructed examples
of the traditional gable-front church form. Oof the seven
inventeried churches that remain from the 15th century, five
reveal this basic ferm, all of then simply embellished with
gable returns and including a frent door placed in the
center of the gable-end facade. The most impressive version
of this classic design is the 1831 Eopewell Presbyterian
Church (MK 1498 ). ©One stery, it is constructed of common-
bond brick. 2 simpler, later representative of this basic
design is neatly expressed in the Ramah Presbyterian Church
(MK 1257 }, completed near Hunterswville in 1881, It is the
sole surviving l9th-century  frase  church in  rural

Mecklenburyg.
In addition to classical gable-front churches,
rural Mecklenburg County includes five inventeried

Gothic Revival churches built for FPresbyterian, Methodist,
and Episcopal dencminations. 1In the countryside as well as
in the small towns are well-executed examples featuring red-
brick facades, steeply pitched corner towers and pointed-

arched windows and entrances, In contrast to the 19th-
century classical churches, those with Gothic forms and
motifs often feature stained-glass windows, A& notable
example in the countryside is the 1889 ©Steele Creek
Presbyterian Church (ME 1377 Y¢ in the Steele Creek
community. Its steeply pitched gable-freont roof and

corbelled, pointed-arched windows zni entries exemplify the
Gothic elements as applied to churches in the county between
the 18805 and Word War TI.

The majority of all of these churches stand remarkzbly
intact. The interiors of many, including the 13th-century
rural examples, often retain original woodwork and pews. ©On
the inside, +the most significant losses have been the
balconies, which w©n the antebellum churches once were
resarved for slaves. The exteriors of several have been
modified by new front wvestibules (see the Gilead A.R.P.
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Church (MK 1465 ) in Lemley Township) and the addition of

steeples (see the Bethel Presbyterian Church (MK 1456 } near
Cornelivs), reflecting the popularity of +the Colonial
Revival Style during the post-World War II era and
continuing to the present.

No black church buildings survive intact from the 19th

or early 20th centuries. While several early 20th-century
frame examples remain behind modern brick veneers (their
interiors alsc modernized), the preponderance of black

churches date from the post-World War II decades and have
simple facades of concrete block, brick, or even metal.

Cemeteries

However, both black and white cemeteries remain
throughout the county. A noted black cemetery 1s associated
with McClintock Presbyterian Church (MK 1446} in the Steele
Creek area. The early gravestones date primarily from the
early 20th century. Histeric white cemeteries survive
adjacent to rural churches established in the late 18th and
19th centuries. Cemeteries include headstcones dating from
the 18th, 192th and 20th centuries, and several have mortared
or dry-laid stone walls. Particularly notable is the Steele
Creek Presbyterian Church cemetery (MK 1377). Bordered by a
stone wall erected in part before the ¢Civil War, the
cemetery is exemplary of those established by Scotch-Irish
EFreshyterians during Mecklenburg's early pericd of
settlement. The headstones are laid out in parallel rows
facing east. Many stones of the late 18th and early 19th
centuries reveal traditional forms and design, as well as
family coats of arms that represent the workmanship of the
Bigham family of gravestone cutters. The Bighams operated
their workshop in Steele Creek that supplied gravestones
throughout the North and Scuth Carolina Piedmont from ca.
1765 to ca. 1820 (Patterson 19285). Stone markers of the
middle and late 19th centuries occasionally include the
names of manufacturers, whose workshops were located in
Charlotte as well as Columbia, Charleston, and Chester,
Sputh Caroclina. Their headstoneas include simple,
traditional tablets as well as distinctive marble obelisks,
which began to appear locally in the 1880s. By the 20th
century, the cemeteries included a mix of substantial and
scphisticated sguare and curved monuments, many with
rusticated sides. In the 1830s, striking "Woodmen of the
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World" monuments appeared, and the Steele Creek cemetery, in
particular, has several excellent examples.

SIGNIFICANCE

Churches and cemeteries remaining in the countryside
and small towns are significant under Criterion A for
reflecting two major phases of the county's history: the
predominately Scotch-Irish (Presbyterian) settlement of the
fertile countryside; and the development of the small towns
during the railroad era and decades of corresponding cotton-
related prosperity in the late 1%th and early 20th
centuries. During this second phase, churches representing
other dencminations, notably Baptists, Methedists, and
Episceopalians, alse appeared. The churches are also
significant under Criterion C for the handscme expressions
of 1%th and early 20th-century architectural styles. The
remaining churches o©of +the plantation era are refined,
dignified examples of gable-end, classical rural echurch
architecture, revealing a subtle blend of Federal and Greek
Revival elements of style. The postbellum rural churches
represent not only the persistence of the classical mode and
gakle-end form, but alse the incorporation of Italianate-
related features and the emergence of the Gothic Reviwval
Style. The cemeteries affiliated with Presbyterian churches
established in the countryside during the middle to late
18th century achieve significance under Critericn C as well.
The forms and motifs of headstones reveal the weork of logal
craftsmen, including the noted Bigham family of
stonecutters, and regional gravestone manufacturers.
Headstones of the late 1%th and early 20th centuries
represent not only the continued development of the rural
churches, which were the focal points of expanding agrarian
populatiens, but also the popular headstone designs of the
period. The overall design of the cemeteries, with dry-laid
stone wall enclosures, has landscape design significance
under Criterion C.

FEGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS
Mecklenburg's few surviving 1Sth-century rural churches

are all significant because they are the rare vestiges of
what had bkeen many churches built across the county's
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countryside in that century. The small-town churches all
performed significant cultural and social roles in their
communities. However, to meet registration requirements,
they should display sufficiently intact, original forms and
decorative details, both on the exterior and interior, to
epitomize the architecture of small-town churches of the
early 20th century. Later additions, including those
erected after the 50-year cut—off point for the National
Reg%ster, are acceptable, providing that their scale and
@esxgn do not significantly compromise the architectural
integrity of the original church building, which should
otherwise retain original windows, doorways, and decorative
mMasOnry.

Cemeteries, to meet registration reguirements
individually, should include sufficient, intact headstones
of the plantation era to represent both the Scotch-Irish
settlement of the county, and the designs and materials of
headstones erected in the antebellum decades for +this
locally dimportant culture group. The architectural
inventory did not identify significant gravestones of the
postwar era or early 20th century, representing designs
peculiar to local stone masons. However, if such stones are
subseguently identified in cemeteries, then these places,
too, will meet registration requirements, even if earlier
headstones are not present. These headstones should be
intact and of sufficient number, as well as documented so as
te represent clearly the work of 1local craftsmen or to
reflect c¢learly the 1local culture. Cemeteries comprised
primarily of late 19th and early 20th century headstones,
but lacking a sufficient number of earlier stones, meet
registratien requirements when they are associated with
significant churches and are neminated as part of National
Register nominations which include the churches.
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Although only one box-and-canopy commercial building has
been inventeried, others — typically weatherboarded --
remain scattered across the county.

B. ESmall-Town Commercial Buildings

In the small towns, commercial activities are embodied’
in brick buildings. Twenty-nine small-town commercial
buildings have besn inventoriead, including eight in
Pineville, six in Huntersville, and eleven 1in Dbawvidson.
These structures typically have simple one- or two-story
facades, occasionally capped by stepped parapets trimmed in
stone. Dating primarily from the early 20th century, the
principal decorative motifs include cerbelled brickwork
along the cornices and slightly recessed name panels. Ccn
two-story structures buillt betwsen about 1%00 and 1910,
upper-story windows often have segmental arches, two-over-
two panes, and, occasionally, =stone sills. The most
ornamental examples feature corbelled brick detail around
the second-floor windows. & particularly fine example of
this can be found on the facade of the Mill Store (MK 1387 )
in Cornelius, Transoms spanning the entries are commonly
intact on commércial buildings, though some have been masked
by modern metal weneers. Transoms are of simple, clear
glass, and no prism-glass or stained-glass transoms exist in
the county's small towns. Some commercial bulldings retain
original square or slanted entry setbacks, sometimes still
paved in decorative tile. But many other stores have been
remcdelled around their entries, as setbacks have besen
expanded tco provide more convenient access and incorporate
entrances intoc modern shopfront designs including larger
display windows. Yet, original display windows surviwve cn a
host of storefronts, with wooden mullions still holding the
windows in place. See, for example, the storefronts alcng
Huntersville, Main Street. Scme stores have been covered in
new materials, including clean, smooth metal panels, or
ashlar stone wveneers, but a remarkably large number of
commercial buildings have kept their original red-brick

facades.

Store interiors have alsc undergone remodellings. Yet,
stores with original display cases, shelwving, and other
woodwork remain in towns acress the county. Some store

interiors have Xkept their original, decorative pressed-tin
ceilings as well. ©One of the more intact stores in the
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county is the Heath and Reid General Steore (MK 1172 ) in
Matthews.

Although buildings have been modernized or razed for
parking lots or merely abandoned lots, the original
character of small-town commercial districts has remained
little changed. Much of the new construction has taken
place away Tfrem these areas, near the new highway
interchanges and access ramps, and new construction that has
cccurred on the main streets has usually reflected the scale
and materials of original commercial buildings. ©f course,
the small towns located closest to development pressures
generated by Charlotte's expansion have been the mest
affected by  modern construction and new commercial
enterprises. Consequently, while benefiting financially
from new growth, both Pineville and Matthews have witnessed
dramatic physical changes at their outskirts, as well as in
their downtowns, where architecturally unsympathetic banks,
small shopping complexes, and individual businesses have
recently appeared.

Although gasoline stations have been among the major
culprits in the disfiguring of Hecklenburg's early
commercial districts, a small collection of such stations,
built between the late 1%20s and World War II, have
historical and architectural waluse worth preserving.
Standing essentially intact at the edges of several small-
town commercial centers sre gasoline staticns representing
in their forms,; materials, and decorative details a wvariety
of architectural styles as applied to gas stations
nationwide in this period. However, none cof these has hbeen
inventoried, and a thorough analysis of their elements of
design 1is necessary before specific properties can be
singled out for their architectural wvalue in the county.

SIGNIFICANCE

A. Crossroads Btores

Mecklenburg's rural commercial properties of the 1%th
and early 20th centuries are rare survivors of the many

small, rural genseral merchandise stores and crossroad
groceries/filling stations that were once distributed across
the county. The merchandise stores are historically

significant under Criterion 2 as asscciated with rural
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commerce and trade. These stores, including the mid-1i9th
century Hayes—-Byrum Store and the 1508 Davis Store at Croft,
formed with churches and schools the nuclei of decentralized
agricultural communities, In these stores, neighboring
farming families bought and traded for supplies and
socialized. These stores as well as the later gahle-front
and box-and-canopy groceries/filling stations are
significant under Criterion € for embodying the forms,
methods of construction, and medest stylistic features of ’
their decades of ceonstruction. The rural general stores,
replete with utilitarian vernacular forms, simple brickwork,
and, on occasion, false fronts, represent such commercial
properties of the 19th and early 20th centuries. Intericrs
display a wvariety of elements reflecting their dates of
completion. The Hayes-Byrum Steore, for instance, includes
simple wide beoarding, wood-framed display cases, and
distinctive bracketed shelving. Later stores, notably the
cne at Croft crossroads, feature decorative pressed-metal
ceilings. The later groceries/filling stations with
distinctive canopies reveal a property type emblematic of
such commercial enterprises that were erected across the
country between the 1%20s and World War IT.

B. Small-Town Commercial Buildings

The commercial buildings in the towns are historically
significant under Criterion A for representing the rise of
Mecklenburg's small towns at the end of the 19th century and
in the early decades of the 20th century. Although this
main-street architecture is without pretension, it embodies
& significant era in the county's history, when cotton
mills, oriented to the railrocad tracks, arose in the small
tewns, and when an unprecedented array of commercial
activities emerged in well-defined nodes outside Charlotte.
Furthermore, selected commercial properties, such as the
Heath and Reid General Store in Matthewys, stand out on their
main streets as vivid representations of the new geography
of commercial functions and the preeminence of small-town
general merchandise stores in the early 1500s. Similarly,
the later gascline stations of the 1920s and 1930s and early
1940s have historical significance for clearly representing
the era of the automobile and the eventual realignment of
commaercial functions of towns to the outskirts and new
highways. The small-town commercial properties also have
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requirements. Main-street  commercial properties  in
Mecklenburg County are characteristically modest in scale
and design. Their significance is in their impact as a

group of basically intact facades lining a block or several
bBlocks. Thus, to meet registraticn reguirements, commercial
properties should be essentially intact in form and details
and comprise a district of at least several contiguous
stores, The shopfronts and interiors of several of these
properties should be sufficiently intact to represent
interiors and first-floor configqurations of small-town
stores in the late 15th and early 20th centuries.
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VI. INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS

A. Textile Mills

Mecklenburg's historic industrial buildings primarily
reflect the impact of cotton production and manufacturing in
the scuthwest Piedmont region. Although rural Mecklenburg
was once filled with small industries -- in 1902, for
example, sixty-nine factories were 1listed iIn rural
Mecklenburg -- teday, factories of the late 19th and early
20th centuries are rare and concentrated in the small towns,
Four textile mill complexes survive in towns across the
county, and notably in Huntersville, Pineville, and
Davidson, where the brick factories, oriented +to the
railroad tracks, are surrounded by streets of basically
intact mill housing. Although the mills have been expanded
and modernized over the years (and only the former Dover
Mills (ME 1248 ) in Pineville is still manufacturing
textiles), intact original portions reveal an essentially
standard cotton mill design of the late 19th and early 20th
centuries. Unlike traditional housing and outbuildings in
the county, the textile mill as a building type is rcoted in
the principles of factory design which developed during the
industrial revolution. Structures were erected with heavy
timber interior supports and brick walls in efforts to
reduce fire damage, and banks of large windeows allowed in
natural light. Warshouses, where cotton-related fires often
started, were placed away from the main mill and divided by
brick fire walls. In Neorth Carelina as well as in other
parts of the South, the widely circulated designs and
writings of D.A. Tompkins and Stuart Warren Cramer, both
mill engineers who 1lived in Charlotte, stimulated the
construction of cotton mills with similar forms and plans.

MecKlenburg's small-town textile mills {(the earliest
being Pineville's Dover Yarn Mill which began in 1890) were
originally constructed as leng, one-story forms with common-
bond brick walls. Light filtered in through rows of large,
triple-sash, segmental-arched windcws, as well as through
roof clerestories. The low-pitched gable roofs had parapet
walls at the gable ends. Adjacent warehouses were typically
frame, with brick fire walls. Today, the most intact
example is the former Anchor Mills (MK 1324) which opened in
Huntersville in 1896. The main cotton mill building and the
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nearby warehouse have been 1little altered, though the

original locoms and spindles are gene. As with parts of
other early mills in the county, some of the original
windows have been bricked. Built in the 1890s, when mill

construction was very active locally, the building is very
simply finished, treated with arched windows and entrances.

B. Mill Villages

Mill willages survive basically intact in Huntersville
(MK 1344 ), Pineville (MK 1232 ), and Davidson. Situated
around the textile mills, these villages contain the
original homes of mill workers. These frame, one-story
dwellings represent designs reiterated in mill wvillages
across North Carelina in the late 19th and early 20th
centuries. The most common house types are two-rocm, gable-
roofed dwellings with rear sheds and shed-roofed porches;
shetgun houses with one-bay additions to one side; L-plan
cottages; and double-pile, hip-roofed cottages with simple
shed porches. Variations of each type are often located in
a single village, though rows of a similar design often line
individual blocks. During the 1910s and 1920s, bungalow-—
influenced gable-front and side-gable cottages appeared,
featuring wide eaves, exposed brackets, and, occasicnally,
engaged front porches. In this same period, pyramidal
cottages for mill workers also appeared. 211 of these house
types had 1little decoration, and by the 1910s, were
constructed of ready-cut materials that helped reduce the
cost of construction. In the village associated with the
Dover Mill in Pineville stand several more elaborate
dwellings, with hip-roofed, double-pile forms, which were
the homes of mill supervisors (e.g. MK 1253]).

At present, the mill willages at Pineville,
Huntersville, and Davidson stand essentially intact. There
is no evidence of large-scale demolition, and cottage types
survive intact. The most common alterations include
aluninum siding and new porches or porch posts. For the
mest part, the willages continue to be well-defined
entities, geographically distinct from surrocunding
residential districts. The mill houses occupy narrow lots
along a simple grid-iron of streets. The dwellings are no
longer owned by the mills, but owner-occupied or the
property of landlords not affiliated with the mills.
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C. ¢Other Small-Town and Rural Industrial Buildinas

No pre-industrial buildings survive in the county.
However, remains of the stone foundations of grist mills

have been discovered. Each precbably dating from the early
1sth century, they include the Whitley Mill Site near Long
Creek (net inventoried), the Torrence Mill Site near

Huntersville, and the Davidson Mill Site at Rural Hill.
Both the Torrence and Davidson mill sites are part of
locally Designated Historic Properties, but have not been
individually inventoried. Evidence of early 19th-century
geld mining in the county is detectable in broad, shallow,
indentations in the land created when prospectors diverted
creeks to man-made areas where the gold in the water could
quickly settle, No above-ground resources assocciated with
geld mining have been discovered. The intact Reid Gold Mine
in neighbeoring Cabarrus County has been preserved as a State
Historic Site and is a Naticnal Historic Landmark. Analysis
of resources associated with gold mining in Mecklenburg is
the task of archaeclogists.

Other 1industrizl properties related teo cotton
production and processing are not nearly as prolific on the
landscape today. Although cotton gins were once widely
distributed throughout the county, situated in the towns as
well as on farms and at rural crossroads, very few survive.
Starting primarily in the 19308, the drastic decline in
local cotton production signalled the end of cotton gins.
Today, one gin building, located in Matthews, is Xnown to
survive, but it has not been inventoried. ©Probably dating
from the 1920s, this structure typifies gin buildings of
this periocd (Kaplan 1981; Mattson 1987). It is a two-story,
side-gabled-roofed, frame building clad in metal.

Mecklenburg's other industrial buildings represent an
assortment of small, rural Iindustries and rail-criented
warehousing operations. None of them has been inventoried.
Those structures surviving were built in the early decades
of the 20th century, are brick or frame constructed, and are
plain, functicnal, one-story, gable-roofed forms. Abandoned
cotton/fertilizer warehouses in the small settlement of
Croft retain large, wooden doors typical of such early 20th-
century structures, as well as a variety of early signage.
These buildings are frame, metal-veneered, and cne story.
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SIGNIFICANCE

The surviving remains of pre-industrial structures and
industrial buildings of the 19th and early 20th centuries
reflect the industry and commerce of the county as it
developed from an exclusively agrarian socciety to one
largely geared to textile manufacturing. The several stone
foundations of gristmills, which were once distributed
across Mecklenburg County, have historical significance,

enhanced by their rural settings. However, they have lost
their architectural significance and their former wvisual
impact. The industrial buildings remaining from the 1890s

and the early 20th ecenturies are both historically and
architecturally significant under Criteria A and c,
respectively.

A. Cotton Mills and Mill Villages

The cotton mills and asscciated mill wvillages today
bear witness to the enormous importance of cotton production
and processing between the 1890s and 1930s. The one-story,
brick mills with related warehouses, and the compact
villages reflect the small-town scale of their settings, in
contrast to the larger wvillages and grander mills in
Charlotte at this time. Yet, being =ituated in the county's
small towns, the mills and wvillages are alsoc significant for
their physical dominance in places such as Huntersville and
Pineville. 1In form, construction, and simple architectural
style, Mecklenburg's mills represent the typical cotton
mills of this era, designed in all probahility after

standard mill plans. They have particular significance for
their likely association with noted mill designers Cramer
and Tompkins. The mill houses represent in their basic

forms and simple designs (often corresponding to popular
styles), distribution, and orientation to mill, town, and
railroad, typical mill wvillages of the early 20th century in
North Carolina.

B. Warehouses

The warehouses oriented +to the rural communities
represent the small-scale factories and the witality of
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small, rural market and distribution centers that prevailed
in the 19th and early 20th centuries. The rail-oriented
warehouses directly reflect +the importance of cotton
production and the many shipping peints that developed along
the county's railrocads. Their simple, utilitarian forms
represent traditional, wernacular small industrial buildings
of this periecd. A thorough analysis of these structures has
not yet been done and will be necessary to understand their
histecrical significance and current distribution as well as
variations in designs.

REGISTRATTON REQUIREMENTS

Representing the few surviving wvestiges of rural,
agricultural warehousing, the warehouses should maintain
integrity of setting. They should be oriented to small,
rural settlements. Furthermore, to meet registration
requirements, each should also retain sufficient physical
features to evoke the pericd of construction and vernacular
industrial building type. The cotton mills should display
sufficient physical features and details to represent the
standard mill design and internal organization of this era.
For example, the mill at Huntersville stands remarkably
intact, including original fenestration, door placenents,

and adjacent cotton warehouse. While modernized and
expanded over time, the changes have not been obtrusive and
do not compromise the integrity of the mill design. By

contrast, the mill at Pineville, though still in operation,
has been enlarged and remodelled to the extent that only
small portions of the original mill remain. The majority of
original brick walls, as well as windecws and doorways and
warehouses, have been lost. The Pineville mill, therefore,
dees not meet registration reguirements.

The related mill wvillages, to meet registration
requirements, should retain a sufficient number of mill
houses, arranged in their criginal fashion and displaying
basically intact forms, to clearly reflect the mill housing
complex of the early 20th century. For example, the mill
housing complex at Pineville, though now linked to a wvastly
modernized mill, has maintained its original layout and
house types and therefore is eligible. The housing includes
a variety of traditional mill house forms and designs: and
although they have besen partially modernized -- and scme
extensively so -- and some houses have been razed, the great
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majerity have intact forms, and many retain exterior
architectural features, such as turned porch posts, and
bungalow-related tapered porch posts and exposed rafters,
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SUMMARY OF IDENTIFICATION AND EVALUATION METHODS

The multiple property listing of historic and architectural
regources of rural Mecklenburyg County, North Caroclina, is based
upon a 1587-1988 architectural inventory of rural Mecklenburg
conducted by Mary Beth Gatza. Gatza has a B.2. in Architectural
History from Mary Washington University and has bsen emploved by
the Natlonzl Park Service and Historic American Builldings Survey in
Virginia. Conducted under the auspices of the Survev znd Flanning
Branch of the Nerth Carolina Division of Archives zrxd History, this
inventory identified more than 500 properties and gr
I v possible
=

properties outside the city limits of Charlptte. r
cted property

roac, public and private, lesding t4 2 Known or su
was driven by Gaiza during the inventory and every L 1ding marked
on the USGS topographical maps of the county was viswed.
Farmsteads, crossrogds communities, churches and LE“PtEIIQS, a
all of the county's small towns were inventoried. Frozperties om
vernaculiar to high styvle were recorded, with emphasis giver to age
and rarity, and representatives of types and styles. The wvast
majority of properties predating the turn of the century were
invenzoried, includinag every property erected before the Civil War.
Properties Huilt between 1900 and World War 11 were more
selectively recorded, with emphasis given to more unaltered,

iy

LA =1

unuguzl; or especially rapressntative onss. The invencory ingsluded
7 rurzl pr operties which are locall ¥ 5:~=1gna1:==rq Hisztoric
Properties, with expanded filssg avallabls 2t the
Charlotts-Mecklenburg Historic Propertiess Commission in Charlotte.

The inventory included z= well seven properties list on thes
Naztional Begister of Historic Placss. For =ach recordsd property;
computerized inventory forms were completed; locations noted on
USGS topecgraphical mars; photographs taken: research conducted,
inciuding the checking of deeds and secondary sources for selected
properties and the taking of oral histories; &nd narrative
architectural and higtorical descriptions written.

In 1989 based upon the individual survey
Mattesoh wrete the proisrty type statetsnts.

nlstoric context essay. Mattson nas & Ph.D.
Uriversity of Illinois, and Huffma2n has a2 Ph.
Oniversicy of Missouri. Mattson and Huffman
individgu Nationai Register nominztions. wit
Sections -7 and parts of Sections B8-10,

other perts of Secticens §-10:
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The inventory by Gatzas identified a wide range @I resgurcssg o
rural Mecklenburg County spanning the years from the mid-1fzh
century to World War II. Integrity requirements were base< Gron =
knowledge of existing properties and an awareness of rursl
Meckienburg's rapid commercial and residential development Zhe
architectural and physical features of the coun LS suzw e E=

proparties, as well as growing rarity of farsm propertiss iz
face of recent development, were considered in develigpinec

cutlines of potentizl *“gistratiu: reguirsments. The
of rural M::k1erburg County prope-tises placed on the

nomination tg the National 1ngEt€r at -
Carclina Professionzal Pev1¢w Committee meeting include

farmnouses with related bLild:“gS: two rural caurchss i
cenengries; one individual ing dwel llnc, & Smal Ziezec
distriet {Matthews!; & mili willacs ric gistric Pige: b i

& crossroads historie district (Crefe); znd a
adjacent house (Heyes-Byrum Store and House).
properties did nos include thess zlreszdy liste

Desigrated Historic Properties, which
the county's finest pre-Civil War pla
the limited time frame of tHe Multiple D
and budgetary gconstraints, the focus wes
which littie officiz) recognition and pro
proparties were ed with the asgsists =
CharLcttc—Mec}-EHburg Histeric Fr percies 7 A
the Designated Historic Propertiss program in count
rural historiec properties are ;alrezdy lisged i & Naz
Register. Most arz antsbellum plantation ho ol =1
18%0s, and rural croperties have received 1it:l ENE
then. The present nominztionsg were selecied pss=d uson
rapresentetion of maior sroperty types, 2hnd, ia pDari, &
and dinitiating steps 5 Srots
I crossromds buildincs in cer
iz i= heopec that the resezr

sgiscer nomimstions wi 3 =z

en i1n the neminazior

cte ienzeed H e

nta 5 ng =
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Tavle 1
United States Census, Agrlcultural Schedules, Mecklenburg County, HC'

1860 1880 1890 1900 1910 1920 1930 1540 1982
flarms 2645 3226 41850 4439 4344 3773 3223 T 429
av. slze -ac 111 97 75.3 107
horses 2BZ9 2205 2194 2579 3204 2556 787 585
mules/azses 290 3041 3650 5506 4910 5698 4907 2125
wkg oxen 228 60 S - - - - - x
dalry cows 2259 3zz9 4226 5309 1817 12,963 8078 2493
other cattle 4752 3380 L6045 5194 4807 580 39 a7
sheep 7560 2478 - 994 7130 519 - 37
sulne 23,762 10,963 11,487 10,681 9703 13,436 6275 1894
wool lbs. 15,621 7709 2490 1240 1662
butter en fm. 140,208 463,338 756,075 934,838 666,165 2298
hay mown acrtes = 1271 5505 - - - - = 5
barnvavd poultry = 15,022 - 60,432 84,3371 . - 90,445 234 456 -
other poultry - 4728 - 2032 - = - = Sl
aups dozens - 176,029 292,543 317,070 354,824 - 553,492 639,907 seam
honey 1lbs = 13,925 42,363 W, 630 25,401 - 12,773 26,143 ==
waK - 765 749 900 285 - - - -
tobacco acres . 10 2 2 pet ! 3 4
1bs 22917 470 1580 2850
Irfsh pols acs - - 231 " 211 216 382 249 B
bushels 11,835 9459 15,356 w 14,6062 15,590 12,5586 16,645 =
swect pols acs - 181 540 - 643 637 707 553 =
bushels 26,617 26,393 45,4006 = 62,585 60,173 55,832 45,863 =
barley asc - - 9 7 4 - - 456 481 -
bushels - 138 140 40 9954 277
corn  acs - 41,285 44,795 49,943 41,812 40,026 34,095 2757 =
bushels 350,235 538,385 514,068 457,040 477,885 569,373 399,678 33,933 -
cats acs = 12,949 14,224 6374 8621 1872 1002 298 ==
bushels 43,366 94,356 124,834 67,420 115,174 25,338 18,280 14356 -
wheat  acs - 12,295 14,033 16,545 2944 4576 2831 432 -
: bushels 106,030 66,167 82,752 97,940 18,580 30,654 9954 279 -
rye acs - 78 &8 46 53 185 142 68 -
hushels 1299 403 L] 320 A4 1039 1499 187 -
cotlun  acs 41,343 - 66,404 63,220 52,929 49,762 21,658 =

bales 6112 19,129 24,248/23, 040 27,466 25,829 24,219 14,460 s



Histeric and Architectural Resources of Rural NEckienburg
County, North Carolina

Table 2

Mumber of Farme, Acresge in Farmland. and fiveraoe Size
ot Farms in Mecklenburg Qounty, 1B80=1940, and 1982,

Humber of Farme sAcreage in Farmland sverags Farm Size

not available it

not avallahle S7

315,414 S
et i L ) Y 55 i
288,105 E3. T
248,051 e
DaG, 59 Tk 0
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Chart 1

AcrEage 1n m m :nd, and agreage of farmland devoted
?fon in Mecklenburg County, 1900-1740,
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Chart 2

Bzlez of Cotton Produced in Mecklenburg County, 1B40-
1740, excluding 1890,
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Chart 3

Production of Grain Crops in Mecklenburg County, 1340-
1740, in bushelz,

340000 -
430000 -§
260000 )
F00000 |-

240000 |-

130000
120000
40000
0

W corn
n:lats

(0.9 (:J

7

{940



g

Historic and Architectural Resources of Rural Mecklenbur

County, North Carolina

Charlk 4

Ll'fE-,l.H.h R:u ed 1n Mecklenburg County, 1860-1940,
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INTRODUCTION

This essay is about the historic architecture and other
elements of landscape that have shaped the small towns of
Mecklenburg County.

Between the 1880s and the Great Depression, the small
town emerged as a significant settlement form in the county
and across the Carolina Piedmont. Pineville, Matthews,
Huntersville, and Cornelius grew from sleepy stagecocach stops
or crossroads hamlets, with names like Morrow's Turnout
(Pineville) or Fullwood's Store (Matthews) into centers of
local trade with bustling main streets and often clamorous
industrial sites. The town of Davidson, too, expanded in
these decades and was influenced by the same social and
economic forces. Yet, for all its similarities with these
neighboring places, Davidson has historically played a unique
role in the county as a college town, and its physical
appearance clearly reflects the impact of Davidson College.
For this reason it will be discussed in its own terms in a
separate chapter. By contrast, the other towns followed
common patterns of development that engendered a distinctive
small-town landscape in Mecklenburg County. They combined
features of the farm as well as the city. Like Charlotte,
which blossomed into the hub of the Piedmont textile belt and

a prominent symbol of New South industrialism, these towns
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held urban ambitions of their own. Townspeople vigorously
participated in the "Cotton Mill Campalgn™ to bring mills to
their communities, invested in red-brick commercial blocks
and schools, and erected fashionable residences and churches.
Their main streets invariably were oriented to railroad
lines, which crisscrossed Mecklenburg County and sparked
urban growth in the early 1900s. In their housing patterns,
towns reflected the the mounting racial and social
segregation that was simultaneously changing the appearance
of Charlotte and many other Southern cities.

While city-like, Mecklenburg's small towns had a kinship
with the surrounding countryside. The countryside eased into
town in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, as
farms and woodland rolled along behind town lots. Pineville,
Matthews, Huntersville, and Cornelius were sBettled primarily
by rural folk, and traditional farmhouse designs often
occupied parcels broad enough for flourishing kitchen
gardens, smokehouses, and other assorted outbuildings.

Street patterns also reflected rural precedents. The main
thoroughfares tended to follow traditional local
transpoertation routes, made wide enough to accomodate turning
teams of horses. Reflecting both urban and rural impulses,
these small towns ultimately took shape as a distinctive kind
of place.

This essay first briefly chronicles the rise of the four
towns, and then discusses the principal landscape features

have historically marked these places. It focuses on the
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most intact examples of the architectural designs and spatial
relationships which epitomized the historic small-town

landscape in Mecklenburg County.

THE RISE OF THE SMALL TOWNS

Pineville, Matthews, Huntersville, and Cornelius are
children of the railroad. These towns may share many traits,
but their stongest bond is the railroad tracks. Due mainly
to the availability of rail transportaticn, on the eve of the
Civil War Charlotte was the county's only official "urban
place." Hetween 1850 and 1860 Charlotte had become the
junction of four rail lines that penetrated the county, and
the population of this farming community and courthouse town
promptly doubled in size to 2,265. As the county recovered
from the Civil War in the latter decades of the century, new
and rebuilt railways not only stimulated Charlotte's
continued expansion but alse spawned smaller shipping and
trading points aleng their routes. 1In 1872 the Carolina
Central Railway completed its line from Wilmington, North
Carclina to Charlotte, locating ones of its depots southeast
of Charlotte, beside a stagecoach stop kown as Fullwood
Store. In 1879 the Town of Matthews was born on this site,
named, in fact, for a member of the Carolina Central's Board
of Directors. By 1874 rails had been relaid on the prewar
Atlantic, Tennessee, and Ohio Rallrvpad line between Charlotte
and Statesville. Three years later Huntersville was laid out

along these tracks. During the early 1890s Cornelius also
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took root along the A.T.and 0. Railroad line, three miles
north of Huntersville. Starting out as a cotton weighing
station and general store, the Town of Cornelius would be
incorporated in 1905. At the south end of the county near
the state line, Pineville grew up after the Civil War around
a depot that the Charlotte, Columbia, and Augusta Railroad
had fortuitously sited there in 1852.1

These four towns were part of a vast web of
railroad-criented settlements that spread throughout North
Carolina in the late nineteenth century. Only twenty-two
railroad towns existed in the state in 1860; by 1900 there
were two hundred and twenty-five, the majority in the
Piedmont.?2 To he sure, most of these urban places were
small. The largest of Mecklenburg's four towns in 1900 was
Pineville, population 585; by 1930 Cornelius headed the list
with 1,230 residents. However, their importance lay not in
their size but in their reflection of the Piedmont's changing
economic, social, and cultural geography.

By the 1880s the region's railroad towns had been
integrated in a national network of rail lines. Mecklenburg
County, like the rest of the Piedmont, may have continued to
be predominantly rural, but old patterns of isolation were
being challenged by a new mobility and access to far-flung
marketplaces. Railways tied the towns not only to each other
and Southern seaports but also to Northern markets and
sources of building materials and finished goods. "We are no

longer shut out of the rest of creation!" sang the Davidson
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Monthly upon the reconstruction of the A.T. and 0. Railroad.
By 1894 this railway was part of the extensive Southern
Railroad system which had direct connections to the Nurth.3

Thus Pineville, Matthews, Huntersville, and Cornelius
functioned as rural marketing and shipping stations for the
local cotton crop. The railroads enabled merchants to bypass
Southern port cities and market this staple directly to
Northern cities in exchange for goods shipped in by rail.
Storekeepers stocked their shelves with the latest products
from northern stores, and advanced agricultural supplies to
farmers who, in turn, cultivated more and more cotton to pay
for these provisions.

Each town contained a host of general merchants who were
part of a new and aggressive entrepreneurial class described
by W. C. Cash as "the army of the enterprising and the
hard."? These adroit Piedmont businessmen operated cotton
gins, brokered cotton, organized banke, established textile
mills, and were active in local and state politics. In
Pineviile, where 6000 bales of cotton were sold each year
around the turn of the century, merchant Tom Younts "made a
fortune,”" it is said, in the cotton trade and credit
business. In Matthews business partners Everard Jefferson
Heath and Edward Solomon Reid prospered as cotton buyers,
merchants, and bankers, while B. D. Funderburk operated a
store and cotton gin, sold coal and fertilizer, and was the
president of the Bank of Matthews. Neighbor Thomas Jefferson

Renfrow not only owned one of the town's major dry goods
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stores and @ cotton gin but served seven years in the North
Carclina General Assembly as well. Cornelius' R. J. Stough
and J. B. Cornelius "scld everything from cotton te coffins,”
in their store, and helped establish two cotton mills in
town. Huntersville's stock of general stores climbed from
three in 1900 to ten by the end of the decade, reflecting the
preeminent role of the town's new "army" of merchants.5

The small towns may have been centers of local commerce,
but they also performed a host of other functions. Private
academies and publiec schools were located there. Both
Matthews and Huntersville were selected as sites for
state-supported rural high schools in 1907. 1In the latter
town the state school first occupied the former Huntersville
High School Academy, which had been established in 1878. As
the number of residents increased, Presbyterian, Methodist,
and Baptist churches opened their doors in each town.
Hotels, liveries, teacherages, banks, and post affices also
appeared, filling out commercial cores and spilling over into
residential areas. Simultaneously, African-American
communities burgeoned at the peripheries. Tanktown,
Smithville, and Pottstown were the names given such areas
that arose beside Matthews, Cornelius, and Huntersville,
respectively. These black neighborheeds contained
concentrations of farmhands, domestic help for white
households, and skilled carpenters and members of work crews
6

who contributed to the towns' physical expansion.

Townspeople regarded no single event as more vital to
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physical expansion than the arrival of a cotton mill. During
the decades around the turn of the century town building was
synomymous with mill building. "Huntersville has 'factory
fE?Er;J announced a resident in 1888, following a citizens'
meeting urging industrial growth. As railroad towns vied for
factories, the infatuation with spindles and looms sometimes
resembled a religious crusade. "Next to God, what this town
néeds is a cotton mill," proclaimed one Piedmont preacher.
Between 18B0 and 1800, one hundred seventy-seven mills were
established in the state, ninety percent of them in the
Piedmont. Mecklenburg County alone contained seventeen mills
in 1903, and twenty-two by 1915, including fourteen in
Charlotte. This textile boom was powernd by steam.
Railroads opened the Appalachian coal fields and hauled into
the region the fuel necessary for operating massive steam
engines. 1In contrast to previous, water-powered mills, the
new factories were no longer bound to isclated water courses.
Liberated from the riversides, textile plants arose along the
railroads, often around the outskirts of cities and small
towns that eagerly awaited their coming.7

The cotton mills--like the rail lines and towns that wove
them together--were symbols of a new order. They
inextricably tied the region into the national market
economy, and began a social movement whereby thousands of
families fled their small Caroclina farms for jobs in the
mills. The textile industry promised steady employment and

an hourly cash wage ("public work" it was called) for farmers



8

confronted with depressed cotten prices and the grim prospect
of lifelong tenancy. The mills, however, were no panecea.
Farmers-turned-millhands faced low wages and work-weeks that
averaged sixty to seventy hours. Though the mill owners
provided subsidized housing and a range of other services
which varied from mill to mill, rarely during the early
twentieth century did their workers rise above the minimum
standard of living in North Carolina.®

Textile communities were a complex mix of paternalism and
exploitation, self-reliance and mutual aid. Mill owners
developed mill villages as acts self interest: to provide
basic facilities for the waves of migrants leaving the
countryside for "public work;" and to exercise corporate
control over their new labor force. A 1907-8 federal
investigation commented that "all the affairs of the village
and the conditions of living of all of the pecple are
regulated by the mill company. Practically speaking, the
company owns everything and controls everything, and to a
large extent controls everybody in the mill Village.“g

Vet textile workers were not merely functionaries of the
factories that employed and housed them. Mill families
breathed life into their villages, creating places that
reflected their agrarian ways. Thelr rural independence was
so persistent that mill owners, looking to secure a reliable
work force, incorporated a variety of rural elements into the
planned mill complex. Villages included house types borrowed

directly from the Southern countryside: spacious lots for
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kitchen gardens; and adjeining pastures, barns, and hog pens
for livestock. Within this setting, millhands sustained a
traditional allegiance to kin and formed new bonds with
fellow workers. When one resident of Pineville's mill
village stated that she was "proud to have grown up in the
mill," she was expressing not just a leoyalty to the company
but a sense of pride in her membership in the local mill
community. In Pineville, for example, each mill
family--independent of ownership--contributed twenty-five
cents weekly for a medical insurance program with a town
physician.lu

Pineville, Huntersville, and Cornelius each had a textile
factory and wvillage by the turn of the century. Cornelius
Cotton Mills began in 1888, and was joined in town by Gem
Yarn Mills in 1907. Anchor Mills was established in
Huntersville in 1B98. Dover Mills, a Providence, Rhode
Island firm, Eelected Pineville as the site for its North
Carolina plant in 1894. By 1908, this factory was part of a
chain of plants owned by Chadwick-Hoskins Company, an
expanding textile mill business based in Charlotte. These
five mills and corresponding villages were not the largest

textile operations in Mecklenburg County.ll

They were,

however, integral to the growth of these towns and bestowed

on each distinctive architectural forms and housing patterns.
The landscapes associated with the textile culture and

other aspects of the county's traditional small towns largely

pre-date the 1930s. By the Great Depression, the sluggish
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buildings often occcupying entire hlocks. Early white as well
as black neighborhoods also remain in place, as do a host of
churches and school buildings. Finally, cotton mills and
their affiliated villages continue to dominate sections of
towns. The finest surviving examples of these traditional
landscape elements are the focus of the remaining parts of
this essay. Together they epitomize the historic small town

in Mecklenburg Ceounty.

MAIN STREET

"Main Street"--the principal business street-- was the
most important symbol of small-town commerce in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Tn the county's
railroad towns this corridor was invariably oriented to the
tracks. In Pineville, Matthews, and Cornelius the main
business street ran perpendicular to the railroad, while in
Huntersville it squarely faced the tracks at the site of the
depot. Thus the first impression of a visitor stepping off
the train at Huntersville was one of = place geared to
commerce. Yet the small-town business areas were
historically modest in scale, reflecting populations that
averaged only about nine hundred residents by 1930. The
retailing cores of Pineville and Matthews consumed about one
block. Early rows of stores in Huntersville and Cornelius
occupied merely one side of a block, with other general
stores or smaller pockets of retail establishments located

nearby.
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In Ccornelius, for eXample, the prominent Stough-Cornelius
Company operated in a building strategically sited beside the
railreoad tracks, where Catawba Avenue--a busy trade route
from the Catawba River--joined Statesville Road. A portion
of this structure still exists. Another cluster of stores
lined the railroad tracks, at the intersection of the two
thoroughfares. They were small, narrow, mostly utilitarian
frame buildings ("shoebox stores," according to one

observer), that have all been razed.]3

But it was two
blocks west, along Catawba Avenue, that a neat row of
storefronts would eventually define the commercial center.
These stores faced the Cornelius Mill. By the 1940s the
plant's main south wall extended along the northern edge of
the bleck, creating a distinctly enclosed setting where the
busy hum of the mill mingled with the commercial life of the
town.

Main Streets offered a spectrum of goods and services.
The county business directories published in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries recorded an
assortment of general stores, livery stables, drug stores,
banks, hotels, and post offices. Main Street, Pineville at
the turn of the century was simply characterized as having
"ten stores and two bars." Cotton gins, grist and saw mills.
blacksmith shops, and other small industries (Huntersville
contained a marble works and Pineville a carriage
manufacturer in 1896) were typically located away from Main

Street, often along a back alley.l9
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Although there were few pretenses to beauty, Main Streets
fit together at the beginning of the twentieth century as
attractive, if not distinctive, business settings. They were
pedestrian places where farmers and town residents walked to
do their shopping. Perhaps all of the towns maintained rows
of shade treese along theilr business streets, as shown in an
early postcard view of Matthews. Bulldings were one or two
stories high and normally constructed of red brick. Brick
commercial blocks embodied permanence and prosperity in these
Young towns, and clearly differentiated places of business
from the predominately wood-frame residential areas. The
masonry was frequently made on or near the construction site,
but as commercial districts expanded, brickyards with
permanent kilns producing better-quality, less porous bricks
appeared. By 1910 Cornelius, for example, had a brickyard
situated along the railroad tracks. The more enterprising
merchants also installed shopfronts with large plate-glass
display windows embellished with fancy bracketed cornices.
The finest interiors boasted pressed-tin ceilings.
Storekeepers ordered all of these stylish features from
out-ocf-town manufacturers and received them--ready for
installation--by raii.l>

Perhaps the county's most impressive remaining small-town
commercial district is in Matthews (Figure 1). Between the
18890s and 1930s the 100 block of Trade Street, west of the
railroad tracks, developed into rows of brick buildings

accomodating general merchandise stores, a livery stable,
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post office, bank, drug store, and hotel. Back alleys held a
grist mill and blacksmith shop on the north side, and T. J.
Renfrow's cotton gin on the south side, behind Renfrow's
general store.

While Trade Street has not been exempt from physical
changes over the decades, it continues to feature a host of
important early buildings that exemplify the small-town
business district. The north side retains a significant
section of the Funderburk Brothers Building (Figure 2). Built
in 1891, the building's facade includes its original
shopfront for the dry goods store, with display windows
flanking a traditional recessed entryway. To the east, the
former Matthews Post Office is an exemplary small-town postal
facility of the Depression era. Dedicated for service in
1939, the one-story brick building with sturdy granite
columns was designed to foster public confidence in

governmental functions during these economically hard

times.l?

The south side of Trade Street includes the original
Matthews Fost Office, built about 1892. This one-story frame
building with a simple false front has miraculously survived
the street's early blazes and widespread enthusiasm for brick
construction. To the north, T. J. Renfrow and Son General
Store was erected in the heart of the block at the turn of
the century (Figure 3). The one-story brick building
congists of a matching pair of storefront bays with large

display windows designed for pedestrian traffic. The facade
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i

Figure 3. T.J. Renfrow and Son General Store, Matthews, ca. 1900.
-,

Figure 4. Heath and Reid General Store, Matthews, ca. 1B88%.
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has such stylish touches as decorative wood meldings defining
the base of each bay, and fancy brick corbelling aleng the
cornice. Today known as Renfrow's Hardware, it has added
significance as Matthew's sole surviving general store that
is ®8till engaged in the dry goods trade.1®

The most striking building on Trade Street as well as the
epitome of Main Street architecture in the county is Heath
and Reid General Store (Figure 4). Erected in the 1880s, the
two-and-a-half-story structure commands its setting by the
railroad tracks. In the fashion of the period, the
rectangular brick farade Iincludes arched second-story windows
and attic vents, and subtle brick detailing. Its shopfront
encompasses the first story in grand style, with & bracketed
cornice and expansive multi-pansd windows, that flood the
interior with natural 1light. The store was constructed of
bricks made from clay dug out of site. "They were all
stamped out by a mold, like people used to stamp out butter,”
a Matthews resident once recalled.

The store's prime location, directly across from the
railroad tracks and depot, expressed the commercial
aspirations of owners E. J. Heath and E. $. Reid. They were
Matthews' only merchants to advertise in the Charlotte
business directory, displaying a line engraving of their new
building amdist a throng of potential customers. The store,
in fart, "was a beehive of activity" during Trade Street's
heyday. The front of the establishment was stocked with a

myriad of items for the ladies, while groceries were sold at
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the rear. On Saturdays farmers came here for seed,
fertilizer, flour, sugar, and assorted other goods. And like
general merchants throughout the county, Heath and Reid often
furnished these supplies in exchange for portions of the

cotton harvests.lg

UPTOWN

The county's small towns were more than places of
business; they were homes to the people who made livings
there. 1In each town Main Street was bounded by the houses of
leading businessmen and professionals, large farmers who had
moved to town, skilled tradesmen, and smaller shopkeepers and
clerks. They comprised an emerging "uptown" social class in
the Fiedmont which, particularly in larger cities, was
culturally and geographically distinct from the white working
class (typically mill people) and African Americans.?? 1ts
membership aspired to the fashionable neighborhoods,; beleonged
to the principal churches, and attended schools beyond the
bounds of the mill. In the small towns of Mecklenburg
County, however, such class distinctions were often blurred.
Wealthier townspeople and mill workers alike worshipped in
the same churches and enrolled their children in the public
schools. On occasion they even owned homes on the =same
blocks. Nevertheless, a recognizable uptown landscape
existed. It consisted of streets oriented to Main Street and
the railroad tracks, and geographically set apart from areas

where the great majority of blacke and mill people lived.
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Here on oak-shaded lawns (instead of swept dirt yards), which
might measure an entire acre, uptown families dwelled in the
town's most stylish houses. Nearby stood the major churches,

private academies, and, eventually, the public school.

Resldences

Uptown houses blended the traditional with the
up-to-date. They reflected the conservative tastes of
townspeople who still thought as rural folk, accepting new
ideas and institutions slowly; but also they embodied a
growing attraction for urban and national cultural trends.
Thus the range of domestic architecture included folk house
types with enduring symbolic appeal, as well as stylishly
novel architectural shapes and decoration that represented a
major break from the simpler forms of the past. Just as the
railroads facilitated commercial exchange, they also brought
the latest fashions and building technologies from large
cities to the small towns.

By the 1880s virtually all of the dwellings in the towns
were erected with mass-produced sawn lumber and nails shipped
into the towns by rail. The ready access to standardized
building materials encouraged carpenters to abandon the
traditional pegged-timber frame construction in favor of
balloon framing, employing lighter studs nailed together.
This innovative framing technique made all forms of houses
radically faster and easier to construct, and neatly

cooincided with the rising popularity of more exuberent
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architéctural shapes. Houses both large and small were now
routinely finished with factory-made doors and windows.
stairways, flooring, and tongue-and-groove walls and
ceilings. These products as well as assorted mantelpieces,
fancy brackets, porch posts, and balusters were made at
highly mechanized woodworking shops known as sash and blind
factories. By 1900 Charlotte, for example, contained three
such plants, each of them linked to the small towns by rail.
In this atmosphere of building innovation and
mechanization--tempered by conservative tastes--an assortment
of architectural styles shaped the uptown 1andscape.21

The major surviving house designs in the small towns
reflect the influences of three architectural styles: Queen
Anne; Colonial Revival; and bungalow. FEach enjoyed a wide
national following, and many local examples were versions of
gtock house plans that were constructed across the country.
But other new houses did not conform to the architectural
mainstream, expressing instead the persistence of traditional
forms and layouts that were adapted to the popular styles of
the day.

Around the turn of the century the Queen Anne style was
claimed enthusiastically by uptown society. The style was
the culmination of picturesque architectural tendencies that
had been stirring in Mecklenburg County since the 1870s.
Contrasting sharply with simple sguare or rectangular folk
house types, Queen Anne dwellings displayed consciously

irregular forms, with jutting wings and bays topped by
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interlocking hip and gable roofs. These shapes were dressed
up in a variety of decorative wood shingling, spindles, and
big porches trimmed with lacy sawn brackets that often curved
around the facades. The amount of elaboration was determined
by the tastes and means of the client.

Today, the influence of the Queen anne style is most
apparent on the prime residential streets of uptown Cornelius
and Maktthews. As Cornelius expanded around the Gem and
Cornelius Mills in the early twentieth century, the Queen
Anne style permeated the uptown building boom. R. J. Stough,
president of the Cornelius Cotton Mill, chose this style for
his residence on Main Street (Figure 5). Moved in recent
years to a secondary artery. the two-story frame house has a
high hip roof penetrated by cross gables, and a wide, full
verandah that has classical columns and conforms to the
irregular conteurs of the the facade. This imposing
residence, however, was an exception to the far more numerous
one-story Queen Anne cottages that proliferated along major
residential streets.22

Queen Anne cottages "built in a tasty style" signified
modernity. To professional observers of the state's
architectural scene, this lively domestic design stood in
contrast to "the old fashioned country house or the anclent
residence in town [with] huge outside chimneys . . - and the
golemn goods-box shape. Now we build cottages which are
convenient and much more economical of space and they look

100 percent more beautiful and generally cost no more



Figure 5. R.J. Stough House, Cornelius, ca. 1900.

Figure 6. Perry Goodrum House, Cornelius, 1906.
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money."23 In Cornelius, Perry Goodrum, manager of the
Cornelius Cotton Mi1l1, occupled such a dwelling on Catawba
Avenue 1n 1906 (Figure 6). The degign is characteristic of
the county's Queen Anne cottages—-high hip roof, projecting
cross gables, full porch with turned posts and decorative
sawn brackets. Goodrum's neighbors followed suit. Just west
of this house, merchant William Puckett erected a similar
frame cottage, distinguished by patterned wood shingles in
the gables (Figure 7). Along Main Street, north of the
Cornelius Cotton Mill, other versions appeared, conveying
good taste and middle-class status in turn-of-the-century
Cornelius. Hamilton White, a supervisor at the Corneliuse
Cotton Mill, selected a gentle rise of land overlooking Main
Street to build his stylish cottage (Figure 8). “cross the
street, farmer Egbert Brown favored a roomier model, with a
dormer that pierced the high hip roof and opened up the
second story for bedrooms, 24

While uptowners built comparable Queen Anne dwellings
countywide, it was in Matthews that a hallmark of this style
appeared (Figure 9). 1In 1890 Edward Soloman Reid acquired a
lot adjacent to the business district and built what is
Mecklneburg's finest surviving Queen Anne cottage. Family
tradition helds that Reid employed a local carpenter to
execute the design, fashipnad from heart-pine lumber
transported to Matthews on the railroad. Reid Was a partner
in Matthew's largest mercantile enterprise, Heath and Reid,

and his new home--like his brick store on Trade



Matthews, 1890.

REeid House,

Figure 9.

S R e —

____.__

FPorch details.

House.

Reid

Figure 10.



26

Street--hailed his prominent status in town. In 1892 Reid
moved to Charlotte, and the residence was subseguently
occupied for over fifty years by Dr. Thomas Neely Reid, a
country doctor, and his wife, Ellen E. Reid.Z2°

The complex form of the Reid cottage is accentuated by a
corner tower sheathed with scalloped shingles, and a
projecting front porch. Exuberent in detail, the porch is
trimmed with brackets with a pinwheel design, turned
pendents, and a fluted balustrade (Figure 10). The main door
opens inteo a central hallway flanked by a parlor and sitting
room, with a dining room and bedroom to the rear. Farther
back is room wpon room of additions, ineluding kitchen and
sunroom. On the interior, the Queen Anne is revealed
primarily through paneled mantelpieces, which in the tower
room has lozenge-shaped raised panels and a scalloped-edge

freize.
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Despite the attraction of such up-to-date, picturesque
designs, traditional shapes and plans continued to hold
strong appeal. Though the possibilities for embellishment
were endless, carpenters typically updated these
conservative forms with turned or chamfered porch posts,
some sawn trim, and, occasionally, decorative roof gables.
The result was usually less an inspiration of the Queen Anne
style than it was the expression of a few popular motifs
that builders and clients accepted as tasteful. Uptown
residents selected one customary form in particular, the
two-story house, one-room deep. This rectangular,
symmetrical folk house usually had a gable roof, brick end
chimneys, and a center hallway. A porch extended across the
facade and a kitchen wing was at the rear. Symbkolizing
wealth in rural KNorth Carclina since the antebellum periocd,
this house continued to represent high social status in
Mecklenburg's small towns inte the early 1900s .26

Examples of the form are most abundant in Huntersville.
By the early 1900s a collection of two-story, one-room deep
residences had gathered along Academy Street
(later Gilead Road). PFostmaster J. F. Steele selected this
basic house type, as did farmer R. E. Henderson, who
ornamented the facade of his new residence with a peaked
central gable. A particularly fine version is the
white-painted, frame dwelling that was bullt, it 1s sald, as
the Huntersville Academy's dormitory (Figure 11). By the

1890s it was cenverted to the home of Professor Hugh Grey, a
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Figure 11. Grey-Shearer-Knox House, Huntersville, eca. 1890.

Figure 12. Jesse and Nell Query House, Huntersville, ca. 1890,
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member of the faculty and later the superintendant of
Mecklenburg's schools. The hohse was subsequently occcupied
by J. B. Shearer, president of Davidson Cellege, and, in
1905, by prosperous local farmer J. L. Enox. The residence
befitted the stature of these early owners. Handsome slate
shingles cover its roofs, and the front porch has turned
balusters and stylishly milled brackete. The dignified main
entrance is surrounded by paneled and heavily molded
sidelights and transom.2’

Other models in Huntersville appeared along uptown
streets facing the railroad tracks or in close range of Main
Street businesses. Even the owners of Anchor Mills
constructed one as a rooming house for employees. Of
spi:cial note are two examples that feature double front
porches. Directly west of Main Street, sisters Jesse and
Nell Query, both schoolteachers, lived for many years in a
nicely finished, two-story frame house with a two-tier shed
porch (Figure 12). As was a popular trend in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, the porch does not
extend across the entire facade, but covers only the front
door and windows. The dwelling's turned porch posts and
combination of wide weatherboards with narrow
tongue-and-groove sheathing--all factory-made--expressed in
simple terms the fashion of the period,?8

At the south end of town, facing the railroad tracks,

farmer Charles Alexander and wife, Laura, alsc chose a

stylish double porch for their traditional two-story house
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(Figure 13). In evidence is the Alexanders' taste for
jigsawed trimming and unusual balusters with asterisk
patterns that disquise the strict symmetry of the overall
form. The attractive main entrance has sidelights and a
full transom around a glass-paneled front door. As was
standard practice at the time, the Alexanders had the
interior ceiled with tongue-and-groove matchboarding. For
each of the main rooms they opted for slightly different
mantelpiece designs, embellished with variations of raised
jigsawed paneling. The kitchen, dining room, and additional
bedrooms were arranged in twoe flanking rear elis.

The appeal of Queen Anne cottages and updated folk
houses in the small towns overlapped with the popularity of
the Colonial Revival. Variations of the style were carried
across the country in a flood of house-plan books, and on
the local scene, Charlotte architect Charles Christian Hook
promoted the virtues of "ceoleonial" domestic designs.

Writing in the Charlotte Observer hetween November 1903 and

January 1804, he praised the Colonial Revival's "symmetry,
restfulness, and good proportions" that represented a
clear-cut Iimprovement over preceding picturesque styles
recklessly shaped by the "jig-saw artist." Though Hook did
not explicitly condemn the Queen Anne, he asserted that
"colonial architecture” was "the most appropriate form for

w30 The Colonial Revival

domestic building in the state.
was a statement of wvalues as well as fashion. In the South

it evoked not just broad patriotic sentiments, but fed a
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Figure 13. Charles and Laura Alexander House, Huntersville, ca. 1R90.
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Figure 14. William Ranson House, Huntersville, 1913.
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longing for an idealized antebellum past. Hook's
architectural firm proceesded to set the local etandard for
the Colenial Revival, designing residences in Charlotte's
wealthy, conservative street-car suburbs that were hallmarks
of the style. Hook's single-family dwellings were usuvally
symmetrical forms capped by simple hip roofe and bedecked in
columned porticoes or porches, and a flourish of other
classical details, 3!

In the small towns, the earliest Colonial Rewviwval houses
arose as grand twu—and—a-half-story, hip-roofed forms sided
in white weatherboarding, and wrapped with one-story
porches. These uncomplicated and substantial residences
represented a popular farmhouse design in early
twﬂntieth—century North Carolina, and reflected the solid
agrarian roots of their small-town owners. In Huntersville,
William Ranson occupied an excellent one at the south end of
town (Figure 14). 1In 19132 Ranson, a farmer, general
merchant, and operator of the town's principal cotton gin,
employed Cornelius contractor Will Potts to build his new
house. The Ranson House is gz massive frame bhox with a
wraparound verandah that expresses the Colonial Revival
style in its porch pediment and classical columns.
Contractor Potts installed fancy pressed-tin ceilings in the
main first-floor rooms ang finished the interior with dark
mahogany panel:ing.32

Another imposing early Colonial Revival residence was

owned by Matthews merchant ang banker H. D. Funderburk



(Figure 15}). About 1900 this two-and-a-half-story house
rose from behind the gabled rooftops of cone-story dwellings
west of Trade Street. Shaded by oak trees, its pure-white
form, spacious porch, and eclean, classical treatment
expressed Funderburk's social prcminence.33

The boxy Colonial Revival house continued to be the main
choice ameng elites into the post-World War I vears. A
principal distinction between those built in the 1920s and
earlier ones was the application of new building materials--
particularly the shift from white weatherboarding to a
red-brick veneer. An exemplary design was constructed for
Frank Sherrill of Cornelius about 1925 (Figure 16). The
Sherrills ranked among Cornelius' leading families, with
brothers Frank and Joseph serving successive terms as mayor.
Frank was president of Gem Yarﬁ Mill and a major stockholder
in the Cornelius Cotton Mill. Inspired perhaps by the
stylish homes of textile magnates appearing in Charlotte's
Myers Park, Sherrill commissioned Louis Asbury., one of the
city's major architects, to design his Cornelius residence.
Located on Main Street, on a wide parcel that faces the
railroad, tﬁe Sherrill House would have fit comfortably
along the embowered avenues of Myers Park. At Sherrill's
behest Asbury covered the rcofs with striking green
pantiles, reportedly ordered from a Tennessee
manufacturer.34

The 1920s alsoc saw the bungalow take its place beside

Colonial Revival houses and Queen Anne cottages along uptown
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setreets. More than any style before it, the bungalow was
disseminated via architectural magazines and mail-order
catalogues with national clrculations. Indeed, for a brief
period it even boasted its own periodical, Bungalow
Magazine. Scores of architectural writers attempted to
define the new style, and generally agreed that RS
bungalows" were low-slung structures with wide projecting
eaves, exposed brackets and other supports, a large and
sturdily built front porch, and many windows. The bungalow
was trumpeted as a solution to America's need for affordable
middle-class homes. In a period when the costs of building
materials and construction labor were skyrocketing, these
writers asserted that bungalows should stand cut as models
of artful simplicity and rational uses of space. Natural
materials were emphasized, including wall claddings of
clinker brick, rough split shakes, and stained wood.
Bungalow plans stressed simple, informal living, and central
hallways were cast aside as wasted, unadaptable space.35
Throughout the postwar decades middle-class families in
the small towns chose mainstream bungalow designe which were
regularly plctured in the pages of builders' magazines. 1In
Huntersville and Cornelius, a variety of popular models were
built facing major uptown thoroughfares. When Statesville
Road was improved through Huntersville in this decade,
bungalovws appeared side by side along the modern concrete
highway. Depot agent Tom Youngblocd purchased a house lot

on this street from the Ranson family and built one of



36

Hunterville's notable examples (Figure 17). TYounghlood
favored a brick and stucce design with decorative
half-timbering in the front-facing roof gable, brick and
stucco veneering, and a porch that extended into a
porte-cochere. At the rear of the lot Youngblood erected a
wooden garage for his automobile--for with the paving of
Statesville Road this railroad employee and his neighbors
could look forward to smooth motoring south to
Charlotte.>®

Morth in Cormelius, bungalows were emblems of the broad,
postwar middle class. Along North Main Street, versions
were built for a barber, house painter, mill supervisor,
banker, realtor, building contractor, minister, and merchant
(Figure 18). 1In 1921 John Baxter, president of the
Cornelius Savings and Loan, chose one of the more prevalent
designs for his Main Street parcel (Figure 19). The rocomy
weatherboarded dwelling has a gable roof that swveeps low
over a large front porch. The center dormer opens up the
second story for sleeping guarters. MNorth of the Baxter
residence, dry goods merchant William Puckett moved from his
Queen Anne cottage on Catawba Avenue into a charming new
bungalow (Figure 20). Veneered in brick and stucco, the
Puckett House showcases decorative angular braces under its
clipped-gable roof. As was the fashion among wealthier
homeowners, a matching garage was erected to the rear.37

Across town, on Catawba Avenue, a pair of smaller

bungalows epitomize models that were suited for families of
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Figure 17. Thomas Youngbleood House, Huntersville, ca. 1925.

Figure 18. ©North Main Street houses, Cornelius, 1920s.
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Figure 19. John Baxter House, Cornelius, 1921.

P

e

Figure 20. William Puckett House, Cornelius, ca. 1925.
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more modest means (Figure 2Z1). Their compact forms display
esgential elements of the style: low, "snug" rooflines,
deep porches opening directly into living rooms that span
the front the house, and heavy tapered porch posts on brick

piers.3B

Churches and Schools

As uptowns grew so did their churches and schools.
Standing like sentinels at the beorders of town centers,
these institutions were signs of local progress as well as
symbols of a shared moral authority. In the early years
churches and schools were often intimately related. 1In 1878
members of the Huntersville Presbyterian Church began
worship in the McClintock Academy, a small preshyterian
school. The following year the pastor of the local
Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church, Dr. William W. Orr,
founded the Huntersville High School Academy and built a

schoolhouse adjacent to the church. In the Catalogue of the

Huntersville High Scheool, 1882-1883, under the heading

"Morals," Dr. Orr confidently proclaimed:

We can safely say that Huntersville has few
superiors in point of morals. . . .We have no
drinking saloons, no billiard tables, no gambling
rooms, no cockpits, and no race paths. . . But we
have TWO good churches--one U.S. Presbyterian, the
other A.R. Preshbyterian--in which services are held

every Sabbath. . . .We can say without fear of
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Figure 21. Catawba Avenue houses, Cornelius, 1920s.

Figure 2ZZ. Huntersville Presbyterian Church, Huntersville, ca. 1881.
(Huntersville Presbyterian Church, 1978)
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successful contradictieon, that no town has as [ew
temptations to idleness and vice as ocur little wvillage,
and there is no place of its size where there is so
much moral and religious restraint brought to bear on

on its citizens-3g

The author's perceptions of Huntersville's lofty
morality aside, the townspeople created religious buildings
in a fashion typical of uptown churches throughout the
county. The major churches--Presbyterian, Baptist,
Methodist--first appeared in the small towns amid renewed
church construction in the post-Civil War decades. While in
larger urban places, innovative church plans with elaborate
Gothic Revival treatment became landmarks of postwar
recovery, in the small towns and countryside churches tended
to follow a popular antebellum form. These small churches
conveyed religiocus respectibility and practicality of
purpoee through a gable-front design, usually eguipped with
a gallery, one or two main aisles, and a platformed alter
and pulpit opposite the entrance.40

In Huntersville, the congregations of both Presbyterian
churches probably held worship services in such a building
during their formative years. A rare photograph of the
first Huntersville Presbyterian Church, erected by church
members about 1881, depicts a simple white-frame,

rectangular structure oriented gable end to the front

(Figure 22). The center doorway is framed by tall shuttered
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windows designed to light the gallery, which spanned the
front of the sanctuary. Similarly. the initial Methodist
church building in Matthews, erected in 1877, followed this
accepted gable-front form, with a foundation of rock piers,
and two front doors. Two aisles led to the pulpit on its
raised platform, with an Amen Corner on either side. Like
most small-town and rural churches organized in this period,
Matthews Methodist Church was situated on land donated by a
founding member and constructed by a band of

congregants.41

None of the nineteenth-century churches survives in the
small towns, for during the early decades of the new century
expanding memberships led to a wave of rebuilding. The new
church buildings were larger and more architecturally
polished than thelr precedessors. They made use of
mass-produced building materials; were sheathed with brick
veneering; and often constructed by professional
contractors. The popular stylistic choice among the various
denominations was the Gothic Revival, clearly signified by
rooflines, arched windeows and doors, and corner towers that
pointed sharply heavenward, and peinted-arched windows.4?

In 1901 memhers of Huntersville's Associate Reformed
Presbyterian Church selected this style for its new building
at the north end of town (Figure 23). The handsome brick
edifice follows a cruciferm plan, featuring four broad

gabled wings, each pierced by a round louvered opening and

Gothic-style windows, and a steepled corner entrance tower.
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Figure 23. Associate Reform Presbyterian Church, Huntersville, 1901.

Figure 24. Matthews Presbyterian Church, Matthews, 1929-1942.
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Although the church's 1969 sanctuary faces motorists on
Highway 115, the original building was oriented towards
Church Street and the railroad tracks, serving daily notice
to turn-of-the-century train passengers that Huntersville
was @ progressive, and Presbyterian, town.33

For more than four decades into the twentieth century,
as membership levels and fund-raising drives allowed, the
county's small-town churches turned to the Gothic Reviwval.
The style might be interpreted with two flanking towers, as
at the 1903 Matthews Methodist Episcopal Church (no longer
standing), or accented with concrete trimming and a striking
rosette window in the center gable, as at the Matthews
Presbyterian Church, completed in stages between 1929 and
1942 (Figure 24).%4

Not every new church, however, reflected this penchant
for the Gothic. A significant exception is the Matthews
Baptist Church, constructed in 1929 in the Neo-Classical
Revival style (Figure 25). Whereas the towns'
nineteenth-century churches might have suggested the
classical temple idea in their gable-front forms and
cccasional use of cornice returns, the Matthews Baptist
Church is a more literal version. The brick building is
dominated by a full projecting (prostyle) portico with large

45 1n its

columns and a fanlight in the pediment.
small-town setting it is an especially forceful design that
commands attention and verifies the Baptist church's solid

standing in the community.
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Figure 26. Huntersville High School Academy, Huntersville, ca. 1888.
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The symbolic power of pillared temple-form architecture
was not new to the county's towns. When, in the 1880s,
Huntersville High Schocl Academy was rebuilt on present-day
Gilead Road, the ambitious new facility was rendered in a
two-story temple form (Figure 26). No longer in existence,
the structure was most likely inspired by Eumenean and
Philanthropic Halls, the pair of handsome Greek Revival
debating halls erected at Davidson College in 1849-1850.
Like these buildings, it featured a prostyle pedimented
portico, with four colossal pillars that enclosed twin
stalrways rising to the auditorium. The academy, to be
sure, was a far less refined version of these collegiate
temples, substituting, for instance, functional, square
brick posts for the elegant stone columns that grace the
Davidson College buildings. Nevertheless, it presented the
town of Huntersville with its first architectural landmark,
that was hailed as "one of the largest and most modern
school structures in the western North Carolina region."47

"The Academy," as it was known locally, was the most
significant of a host of private academies that existed in
the small towns during the late nineteenth century.
Huntersville alone contained three at various times before
1900, and Matthews and Pineville had at least one

apiece.48

The role of the private school, however, began
to diminish when Mecklenburg County instituted public
education in 1895.

While local communities funded modest weatherboarded
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public scheoolhouses shortly thereafter--Matthews, for
example, had a three-room school with a two-person staff in
1895--1t was not until 1907 that large and stylish publie
schools appeared. 1In that year the General Assemby passed a
bill to help finance rural high schools for white students
throughout HNorth Carelina, and Matthews and Huntersville
were designated as the Mecklenburg sites. In Huntersville
orr's academy was expeditiously converted to a state high
school. But in Matthews a "modern brick building" was
planned, one that would stand out as the town's largest
structure. Completed in 1907, the impressive two-story
schoolhouse, crowned by a cupola that rose above the
treetops, was a pledge to Matthews' white citizens of
quality public schooling.49

Currently a community center, the Matthews School exlsts
largely as it appeared following remodellings and expansions
that occurred in 1912 and the mid-1920s (Figure 27). The
building's facade features an ilmpressive entrance portico,
with hollow fluted columns supporting a broad cornice and
pediment. Added during the latter phase of renovations, it
attests to the enduring appeal of classically inspired
schalastic-architecture in the county. Other elements
reflect more practical considerations in the planning of the
modern public schoolhouse. The banks of large multi-paned
windows across the facade provided natural light and
ventilation for the classrooms and main stairway. The

interior of the main block consisted of classrooms,
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Figure 27. Matthews School, Matthews, 1912, ca. 1925.

Figure 28. Anchor Mills and mill wvillage, Huntersville, 1898.
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restrooms, and offices conveniently arranged along center
and side halls. At the back, a substantial multi-purpose
auditorium wing was constructed to serve the needs of the

school as well as the community.

MILL AND MILI VILLAGE
Situated apart from uptown was the landscape of the

textile mill. In Huntersville its realm was a tract of land
at the north end of town, east of the railroad. Pineville's
cotton-mill community was confined to the south end of town,
behind Main Street. In Cornelius the geographical pattern
was not as discrete, as the Cornelius Cotton Mill adjoined
commercial buildings, and worker housing for the Gem Yarn
Mill spilled over onto Main Street. Even so, the majority
of mill cottages was clustered around the town's two textile
plants, behind the uptown houses that lined Catawba Avenue
and Main Street.

Cotton mills were a powerful presence in these small
towns. "'The Mill,'" reflected a lifetime resident of
Huntersville, "was known just as that--'The Mill.' It was
there all my life, and even before."-0 Textile companies
were the towns' primary employers and builders. They
created signature landscapes, replete with large brick
factories and tall watertowers symbolizing "progress," and
scores of recognizable mill houses that were badges of
social class. "The Mill" in Huntersville (Anchor Mills)

manufactured dress ginghams and chambrays in a long brick
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structure adjacent to the railrecad (Figure 28). The
bullding's functional design is a simple representation of
mill architecture constructed throughout the Piedmont in the
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. It consists
of brick extericor walls pierced by rows of long arched
windows (now bricked in) and capped by a low, bracketed
gable roof. In 1915 Anchor Mills employed 176 men, women,
and children, who operated 10,700 spindles and 400 looms,
and lived in rows of look-alike houses beside the mi11.>1
Mill-house architecture in the county's towns conformed
to standardized forms and arrangements that were found in
most Southern textile villages. Housing reflected common
folk as well as industrial wvernacular types, many of which

were promoted by the influential mill engineer Daniel

Augustus Tompkins in his 1899 Cotton Mill: Commerical
52

Features. A typiecal mill house in Huntersville and
Cornelius is the cne-story, side-gable cottage, with two
front reooms, rear kitchen ell, and shed front porch (Figure

—29). Anchor Mills alsc put up a number of shotgun houses,
digtinguished by their narrow, linear forms and gable~-front
roofs. Perhaps adapted from the three-room shotgun house
design depicted in Tompkins' book, these cottages were
marched down straight streets directly south of the mill.

The largest mill wvillage among the towns took shape at
Pineville, under the successive ownerships of Dover Mill

and, in 1902, the Chadwick-Hoskins Company. By the 1920s

the electric-powered Chadwick-Hoskins Mill No. 5 at



Figure 29. Mill houses, Anchor MIlls, Huntersville, 1898.



52

Pineville was employing over two hundred workers,
manufacturing gingham in addition to new lines of assorted
"cotton goods."53 About 1920, on the eve of the plant's
expansion of its product line, Chadwick-Hoskins commissioned
Planner Earle S. Draper to redevelop the mill village
(Figure 30). Based in Charlotte, Draper was a major figure
in the field of mill village design, as well as a prominent
city planner. Between 1917 and 1933 his firm designed
nearly one-hundred-fifty villages in the South. % Draper
advertised his servieces in the region's leading trade

publication, Southern Textile Bulletin, stating simply that

he was qualified in "laying out new villages, improving old
mill villages, and beautifying mill grounds. . .n35

The Draper Plan blended elements of the typiecal
semirural mill village with features that reflected modern
trends in city planning. In customary fashion, he arranged
the main section of the village in a functional grid pattern
of streets, with housing neatly distributed on half-acre
parcels, spacicus enough for home gardens, chicken coops,
and other outbuildings. A cluster of houses for black
Workers was set aside in a segregated "ceolored section.”
Draper's scheme, however, alsoc included "self-conscious”
planning concepts adapted from suburban developments of the
period.”® pje envisioned tree-lined streets, landscaped
green space for parks and a community building, a boulevard

anchored by the baptist church at one end and a rotary at

the other, and, on the north side, winding roadways.
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ARlthough this design was never fully realized--the
ambitious landscaping, for example, did not occur, and the
rotary and community building never left the drafting
board--the mill village at Pineville exists today in many
ways as it appeared following its 1920s expansion. Park
Avenue features a grassy median flanked by straight rows of
worker housing (if not the shade trees Draper had intended)
(Figure 231). Portions of the plan'e curvilinear street
pattern are also visible, but the dwellings for blacks that
it encircled have disappeared.

The great majority of mill houses, however, remain.
They make up an array of types and styles revealing
occupational status in the mill as well as their particular
dates of construction. At the north end of the village.
near Main Street, stand a palr of handsome,
turn-of-the-century Queen Anne cottages that housed
overseers of the spinning and weaving rooms (Figure 32).
From thelr verandahs facing Cone Street, the village's major
artery, these men could keep a watchful eye on the comings
and goings of millhands. The nearby lanes hold rows of
white frame hip-roofed and T-plan workers' cottages--forms
that were repeated in Southern industrial landscapes
throughout the early twentieth century (Figure 33). Other
areas of the village are filled with housing erected during
the mill's post-World War I expansion. Here
story-and-a-half frame bungalows were erected for foremen,

while one-story sguare cottages with hip roofs, shed
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Figure 31. Park Avenue, Dover Mills/Chadwick Hoskins Mill
Pineville, 1890s, 1920s.

Figure 32. Overseers' houses, Dover Mills/Chadwick-Hoskins
Mill No. 5, Pineville, 1B890s.

No.5,
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Figure 33. Mill houses, Dover Mills/Chadwick Hoskins Mill No.5,
Fineville, 1880s.

Figure 34. Mill houses, Dover Mills/Chadwick-Hoskins
Mill No. 5, Pineville, 1920s.
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dormers, and inset porches housed operatives (Figure 34).
In 21l likelihood these dwellings were part of the advancing
mail-order housing market, whose influence in mill villages
and suburbia alike soared in the 1910s and 1920s. If so,
then Draper ordered the plans and materials from a firm such
as "Quick-bilt Bungalows" of Charleston, South Carolina,
which specialized in "attractive homes" for "industrial
villages." The dressed lumber and fixtures were then
delivered by rail, "cut-to-fit," and gquickly assembled at
the gite.57

For those who worked at Mill No. 5 in the 1920s and 30s,
the pattern of everyday life was one experienced by
millhands across the Piedmont. A rural bred
self-sufficiency permeated the village. Families cultivated
vegetable gardens, planted chinaberry trees for shade, and
swept their yards. They raised chickens behind their
quarters and kept cows and hogs in stalls and rens located
in a pasture not far from the mill. The pasture and
livestock shelters were furnished to the workers by the
Chadwick-Hoskins Co:npany.58

The company also supplied its labor force with a variety
of other basic services and facilities-—for ultimately the
village, like the factory, was ownership's domain. The mill
provided housing, which it rented out for about one dallar a
week, or twenty-five cents per room. The mill sold workers
ice, coal, and stove wood, and supplied water at community

pumps along the streets. (Until the 1940s, when Cone Mills
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acquired the plant and extended water and sewer lines
through the wvillage, none of the households had running
water or indoor plumbing.) The mill also wired operatives'
homes for electricity; but until the 1930s furnished power
only on Thursday afternoons, the time delegated for washing
and ironing.59

Millhands had 1ittle time for household activities or
leisure, as most of their waking hours were consumed by the
mill. To be sure, workers created lives beyond the mill and
village, but twelve hours of each workday and a half-day on
Saturday were spent in the facteory. By the 1820s a week's
work brought the most skilled male employees twenty-eight
dollars "cash wage," and unskilled laborers eleven dollars.
Women, who were often channeled into jobs in the spinning
rooms, usually earned less than the men. Black men were
shut out of most textile jobs, and labored mostly in the
"yard” hauling cotton bales and loading boxcars for a
survival wage. Black women were excluded from mill woerk

altugether.60

AFRICAN-AMERICAN COMMUNITY
The African-American district at Chadwick-Hoskins Mill
No. 5 was unique in the small towns. The black who teiled
in the mill yards in Huntersville or Cornelius never
inhabited the mill willages there. Instead, most African
Americans in Huntersville and Cornelius, as well as

Matthews, were concentrated in distinct enclaves at the
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outskirts. These were racially segregated places, born of
obdurate racial prejudice and proscribed by social customs
that townsfolk rarely questinned.ﬁl Living conditions in
black districts, which were often poorly drained lowlying
areas, could be undeniably harsh. For example, in 1909 the
county's health director ordered the Town of Huntersville to
destroy five "colored" dwellings because tuberculosis was

62 Nonetheless, over time blacks

"raging" there.
established solid communities, erecting houses, churches,
and schools along the red clay roads that dipped and turned
through the landscape (Figure 35).

Black districts grew in tandem with the towns. Across
North Carolina and the South during the late nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries, African Americans quit
sharecropping for a better chance in towns and citiesg.®?

In Mecklenburg County, by the 1910s substantial black
settlements, had developed at the outskirts of the three
towns. At the south end of Huntersville, blacks inhabited
Pottstown, an area named for its leading resident, brick
mason Otho Potts. Smithville, Cornelius' principal
African-American settlement, grew up at the west end of town
on land belonging to white farmer George Smith. Smith sold
lots to blacks, who paid cash for parcels and secured loans
at the Cornelius Savings and Loan to build their houses. At
the eastern border of Matthews, spanning both sides of the

railroad, Tanktown was that town's black community.

"Tanktown" (today known as Crestdale) referred to the
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Figure 35. Smithville, Cornelius.

Figure 36. Jesse Johnson Bell House and Yard, Tanktown
(Crestdale), Matthews.
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railreoad water tank that originally stcood at heart of the
district, near the tracks. The men who operated the tank
and lived nearby made up the settlement's earliest
residents. %4

Black men were engaged in an assortment of jobs both
within and outside theilr community. Many performed odd jobs
in the towns, or worked as field hands at neighboring farms.
Others held steadier employment as laborers in the local
mills or railroad yards, skilled artisans, Main Street
barbers, ministers, or maintenance men for uptown
institutions and business establishments. Tanktown's Robert
Kirkpatrick, for example, was the janitor at the Matthews
School. Harvey Boyd founded Tanktown's Mount Moriah Baptist
Church and was its first minister. His son ralvin worked in
a brickyard near Matthews, and grandson Sam Boyd was a
malntenance man and later a switchman for the Seaboard
Railroad. TI. A. Withers in Smithville was a house
carpenter, while neighbor James Derr worked at both of
Cornelius' textile mills. A number of men in Pottstown were
employed as janitors, yard men, and kitchen help at the
Mecklenburg Sanitorium, which opened directly across the
railroad tracks from the community in 1926. 83

Many of the women of Pottstown also worked at the
sanitorium, while females in each of the all-black districts
made the daily trip uptown to jobs as domestics for white

households. In Tanktown, for instance, Jesse Johnson Bell,

a sharecropper's daughter and wife to Sanders Bell, who had
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also farmed on shares, worked as the cook for the Dr. Thomas
Neely Reid family of Matthews.B® Although the BEell House
is a new replacement of the original on the site, its
setting reflects the pride of place and self-reliance that
historically characterized African-American communities
(Figure 36). Cedar and chinaberry trees shade the unpaved
lane that winds to the residence, which has ornamental
shrubs and flowers near the foundation, and farther away, a
vegetable garden and sizeable chicken pen.

Early dwellings in Tanktown, Smithville, and Pottstown
usually represented familiar vernacular forms. Typical is
the gable-roofed house with two all-purpose front rooms and
a rear kitchen and bedroom ell that stands among similar
houses in sSmithville (Figure 37). Tenuous economic
circumstances rarely allowed residents the luxury of
building dwellings that reflected the latest architectural
trends, or thaf even rose above a single story. But an
exception is the I. A. Withers House (Figure 38). About
1910, withers displayed his carpentry skills and social
status in Smithville by erecting this two-story, frame
residence on the most prominent site, at the main entrance
into the district. Though it may not be as grand as the
Colonial Revival residences which appeared uptown in this
period, during its years as the Withers homeplace--when the
wraparound porch featured handsome classical columns—--this
house was Smithville's finest example of domestic

architecture.
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Figure 37. House, Smithville, Cornelius, ca. 1900.

Figure 38. I. A. Withers House, Smithville, Cornelius, ca. 19210.
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Churches and schools were other principal elements of
the historic black landscape. The churches, in particular,
vere the focal points of each community. In the face of
pervasive racial seqregation, they served as favorite
gathering places, provided rare opportunitieg for blacks to
exercise leadership skills, and offered gsocial welfare for
families in need. Baptist churches arrived in Pottstown and
Tanktown almost immediately after the first families. St.
rhillip Baptist Church was established in Pottstewn in 1876,
and in 1879 Mount Moriah Baptist Church held its first
services in Tanktown. The Union Bethel African Methodist
Episcopal Zion Church, founded in 1917, is considered to be
Smithville's first religlious institution. In the ensuing
decades a variety of other churches—--Presbyterian, African
Methodist Episcopal, and United House of Prayer--were also
formed. None of the early church puildings, which long-time
residents remember as simple wooden structures, remains.

For as these churches have continued to play active roles in
the black districts, their congregations have pericdically
erected new buildings, usually with brick or concrete
veneers.ﬁ-‘r

Schoolhouses arose more slewly in these communities,
where public money for black school facilities was sorely
1imited.®® Before the 1920s, the public education of
Mecklenburg's rural black children was mestly a sporatic
affair, conducted in substandard structures often located

beyond a reascnable walking distance for most children. Sam



65

Boyd of Tanktown recalls that the nearest school for blacks

was a converted shotgun house situated miles away, at Hood's
Crossroads. "We didn't go to school but about three monthe

out of the year. We children had to help our parents on the
land. We were another pair of hands to plant, hoe, weed,

and harvest.n®9

The decade of the twentles, however,
gaWw a dramatic increase in the number and guality of black
rural schools in Mecklenburg County and througheut the
South. The driving force behind the improvement of black
schooling in these years was the Julius Rosenwald Fund.
Rosenwald, who was president of Sears, Roebuck and Company
and one of America's leading philanthropists, established
the Fund to provide matching grants to Southern, rural black
communities for school construction. The Rosenwald
school-building program was a cooperative effort, combining
Rosenwald money and building designs with the financial and
administrative support of black communities and local school
boards. During the 1920s, when the Rosenwald Fund was most
active, seven hundred and slxty-seven Rosenwald schools were
completed in North Careolina, twenty-six of them Mecklenburg
County.7a
Smithville, Pottstown, and Tanktown each received a
Rogenwald school. 1In 1922-23 a three-teacher facility was
built upon a high point of land near the center of
Smithville. The following year Tanktown received a

four-teacher school; and in 1925-26 a Rosenwald school

designed for four teachers was erected in Pottstown. 't
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With the cost of a four-teacher schoolhouse averaging four
thousand dollars--equal to a middle-class suburban house--a
well-organized local fund raising campaign was essential.
In Tanktown, for example, the parents of school children
were assessed twenty-five dollars, or pledged to help erect
the new "Matthews Colored School." Additional money was
raised through community fish fries and a donation from the
mission society of the Presbyterian Church, U.S.A.’Z2
Rosenwald designs produced the most up-to-date rural
black schools of their time (Figure 39). Each plan
incorporated banks of tall sash windows and included siting
specifications to maximize natural lighting. Layouts were
planned to be "simple and efficient,"” with classrooms and
"industrial room" arranged around a central corridor and
cleak room. All buildings were one-story high, and mest
were sheathed in white weatherboarding.ja
Despite the physiecal improvements, educational
facilities in the African-American communities remained
below the standards set by white schoeols in the adjacent
towns. "There was a thousand miles of difference in the
colored schools and the white schools then," recalls Elnora
Stitt, who attended the Matthews Colored School. "Our
school never had an indeor bathroom. Tt never had a
cafeteria, even when it closed in 1966, and all the black
children were sent to Matthews School."’4. Moreover, the
new Resenwald schools provided, at best, only eighth-grade
courses, rather than the high school education offered to

white students.
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Today Rosenwald school buildings survive in both
Pottstown and Smithville, where they have been modified over
the years and converted to community centers. They
represent the most influentiail early steps taken to elevate
the quality of black education in the county, decades before
federal intervention and the beginnings of school
integration. The Rosenwald buildings also contribute to the
historic patterns of land use and significant examples of
early architecture that characterize the eEmall-town black
districts, even as these communities receive long-overdue

physical improvements.’5
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I1. Early Settlement (1740s- Early 1800s)

Mecklenburg county is strategically located in the center of the
Piedmont region of North Carolina, with South Carolina bordering it on the
south, and the Catawba River on the west. It was originally inhabited by
Catawba Indians of the Siouan nation, who were visited by Spanish explorers
in the 1560s, and, after the settlement of Virginia, traded with colonists who
came to trade English goods lor skins and furs.2

It wasn't until the 1740s, however, that migration to the state, which
started on the eastern coast, [inally reached this part of the western
backcountry. Most settlers came in from the north down the Great
Philadelphia Wagon Road from central Pennsylvania. or up [rom the port of
Charleston. * They were primarily “Scoich-Irish," a term that means
Presbyterian Scots who settled in Ulster (present-day Northern Ireland) in
the early 1600s at the invitation of James [ to offset rebellious irish
Catholics in the area. After about twently years, however, the Scots found
the mselves confronted with economic, religious and political problems, and
many began Lo emigrate to America. Originally they settled in Eastern
Pennsylvania, Virginia, or Maryland, and, in the middle 1700s, began to
move further south along with new arrivalsd English, Palatinate Protestant
German and French Huguenot emigreés also found their way to the Piedmont
Carolinas.?

Tradition has it that the [irst settler to cross “on wheels" into what
became Mecklenburg county was Thomas Spratt and his family, closely
followed by young Thomas Polk, who married the Spratt daughter, Susannah,
They came about 1748 6 The first settlements were along the Rocky River
and its tributaries, with the first land grant dating 1749, and from 1750 to
1758, hundreds more were issued, In [775, a missionary visit by a Rev.
Hugh McAden in the Mecklenburg area found Scotch-Irish at Rocky River (in
the northeast part of the county), Sugar Creek (just east of Charlotte), in the
Wazhaws (1o the south in present Union County), and what is now the Broad
River in South Carolina.?

Al [irst, migration into Mecklenburg was slow, but after a [inal
campaign that permanently crushed the ability of the Cherokees to wage war
against the whites in 1761 and the conclusion of the French and Indian War
in 1763, seltlers began to arrive in large numbers 3

In 1751, George Augustus Selwyn (1719-1791) inherited a 100.000-
acre tracl between Rocky River and the Catawba River from his father. Col.
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John Selwyn, Esq., to whom it had been granted by King George 11 in 1745
for services rendered the crown. The grant was one of eight such tracts
granted by the king in North Carolina, and Selwyn's was known as Tract
Number 3. After the younger Selwyn succeeded to the [amily estates and
seat in Parliament in 1751, he appointed Henry McCulloh of England, Henry
Eustace McCulloh of North Carelina, and later, John Frohock of Rowan County,
N.C., as agents and attorneys for his North Carolina lands. The latter began
to sell plantations along the creeks which usually varied in size from about
200 1o 500 acres?

Mecklenburg was set off as a separate county On December 11, 1762,
by drawing a western boundary of Anson County, and in 1769, the Catawba
River was designaied as Mecklenburg's western border. In 1842 it atiained
its present size when Union County 1o the southeast was formed from paris’
of Mecklenburg and Anson Counties. The county was named in honor of the
birthplace of Charlotte of Mecklenburg-Strelitz in Germany, the Queen of
England, who married George 111 in 1761, Selwyn, through his agent H. E.
McCulloh, donated 360 acres to establish a town in the county in 1765, which
was named Charlotte in honor of the new queen. The town was incorporated
in 1768, and permanently designated as the county seal in 177410

Because of the abundance of good pine and other timber, the early
houses were almost all of log construction. As the settlers prospered and
their families grew, the earty small log houses were enlarged, often with a
second story, and then al some point weatherboarded. Brick for chimneys
could be made from the excellent elay to be found in many parts of the
county, which were fired in a simple kiln. Only three stone houses are
known to have been built in Mecklenburg: the Ezekial Wallace House (late
1700s), the Hezekiah Alexander House (1774) and the Robinson Rock House
(c. 1770),

Until the widespread growing of colton after the turn of the century,
subsistence agriculture was the norm. Early on, they traded produce from
their livestock, principally tallow, cheese, butter and hides, for salt, iron and
househeld goods f[rom Charleston. As they also began to raise fruit and
grain, they made whiskey and brandy for trade A typical farmer would
have [ifty head of cattle, several horses, twenty hogs, and a [ew sheep and
geese. They raised hay, oats, wheat and barley !!

In response to growing needs, blacksmith shops. carpenter shops, grist
mills. tanneries, and eventually country stores were established in Charlotte,
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and the Paw Creek, Hopewell, Steele Creek, Providence, Sugar Creek and
Rocky River and other communities.!2

Churchesg

The early Scotch-Irish pioneers brought with them their strong
Presbyterian beliefs, and set about establishing churches. As early as 1755,
the Rocky River and Sugar Creek communities requested a preacher, but the
first to come was Rev. Alexander Criaghead, in 1759. By 1770, there were
the majority Presbyterians, Lutherans, German Calvinists, and a few Baptists.
The Presbyterian Churches of Sugar (Sugaw) Creek (c. 1755}, Rocky River (c.
1755), Steele Creek (c. 1760), Hopewell (c.1762), Poplar Tent (c.1764), Centre
[now in Iredell County] (c.1765), and Providence (c.1767, on the National
Register)-the "ante-Revolutionary Pleiades,” or seven sisters-were the first
churches in the county, and formed the backbone of thase communities.!3

The Lutherans were the second oldest denomination in the county,
when they organized the Morning Star Lutheran Church near Matthews in
1775. Pioneer Methodists first settled near Pineville, and by 1785 had
formed a small congregation that met in the open air. The Harrison
Methodist Church was first of that denomination in the county, and was built
between 1805 and 1815. The second oldest Methodist church is Trinity, on
Beatlies’ Ford Road (date unknown), and the first one in Charlotte dates from
1834.14 The Baptists first built a church in Charlotte in 1833, the
Episcopalians in 1834 and Roman Catholics in 1851. Another pioneer
denomination is the Associate Reformed Presbyterian Church, which
established the Gilead (1787), Sardis (1790), Steele Creek (1794) and Rack
Creek (1802) congregations.!5

I1L. The Plantation Era (Early 1800s-1865)

¢ - A Brief C -

Agriculture in the ante-bellum nineteenth-century was characterized
by considerable diversification of crops and livestock. By far the largest
staple crop was corn and the most prevalent livestock was swing, followed
by sheep, cattle, horses and dairy cows, in that order (see chart and table for
1860). While cotton production was on the rise, it did not supplant the other
grain crops, particularly corn. In their seminal work on North Carolina's
history, Hugh Lefler and Albert Newsome summarize siatewide crop
production in the ante-bellum nineteenth century:
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Cotton production rose from 34,617 five-hundred-pound bales
in 1840 to 73,845 in 1850, and to 145,514 bales in 1860. Its
production was concentrated chiefly in the block of eastern counties
bounded by the towns of Halifax, Goldsboro, and Washington and in
the southern counties near the South Carolina line extending from
Robeson to Mecklenburg. [In the 1850s], corn production experienced
only a slight increase from 27,500,000 bushels to 30,000,000. Oats,
rye, barley, buckwheat, peas and beans, Irish potatoes, sweet potatoes,
hemp, flax, hops, hay, orchard fruits, and vegetables were produced in
sizable quantities and indicated a considerable diversification in CTOpSs.

Corn production did not increase 2t such a rapid rate as the
other cereals or as cotton and tobacco, but it was nevertheless the
state’s largest, most widely grown, and most useful crop. The 1859
crop of over 300,000,000 bushels was produced in eighty-four of the
state’s eighty-six counties . . . Corn constituted an important part of
the diet of the people in the form of hominy, hoecakes, grits, corn
pone, and mush - not to mention "roasting ears.” For the slaves, it was
the most important single item of diet. Horses, mules, cattle, swine,
and poultry consumed a large part of the corn. Some farmers cut the
‘green corn” for their livestock, but most of them used the matured
grain, tops, fodder, and shucks in feeding. No other crop had such a
wide variety of uses. Corn whiskey was in important item of
consumption and trade. 16

The Rise of King Cotton and Slavery
Prior to the invention of the cotton gin in the late 1700s, ownership of

staves was not widespread in Mecklenburg County, since they were
expensive and only affordable for the largest and most wealthy landowners.
Just prior 10 1800, the most prominent slaveholders were T. Hood, John Ferd
and James Walkup, who, respectively, owned eight, nine and twelve slaves.17
Most small to moderate yeoman far mers owned no slaves at all. In 1800,
the census figures show that the county had a population of 10,439,

Alter the Revolutionary War, cotton cultivation in the county slowly
increased, but after the introduction of the cotton gin, which made removal
of the seeds immensely easier, cotton production soared, as did the demand
for slave labor. Mecklenburg County led the state in the tax it paid for use of
the gin patents in the early 1800s. By about 1830, the intense cultivation of
cotton reached its limits, both in cultivatable land and the fertility of the soil,
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so that expansion was no longer possible. This resulted in many descendents
of the pioneers emigrating io new lands in the West |8

The prosperity that the increased cotton cultivation brought was
reflected in the rise in ownership of slaves and the building of fine
plantation houses. In 1850, there were seventeen planters (those who
owned over 30 slaves, thus requiring an overseer) in the county, and by
1860, there were thirty. They included the Alexander, Ardrey, Bell,
Caldwell, Davidson [3], Davis, Grier [4], Johnson [2], Kirkpatrick, Lawing, Mills,
Morris, Morrow, Patterson, Parks, Potts [2], Torrance, Walker, Wallace [2) and
White families. (The numbers in brackets are the number of families of the
same name. }!9

Another stimulus o the boom In cotton was the building of the area’s
[irst railroad (the Charlotte and South Carolina Railroad) in 1852, which
linked Charlotte to Columbia, 8.C, thus gaining easier access to the port of
Charleston. This helped turn Charlotte into a2 major cotton brokerage center
for the county and surrounding area.2? (See “Railroads” section below.)

Most plantations were modest in size, and had little correlation to the
number of slaves working the land. This was because by 1860, many of the
original plantations had been divided and subdivided among descending
generations. Kitchens were afways defached [rom the main house, and there
were other essential outbuildings: smokehouses, well houses, carriage
houses, plantation offices, barns, and sometimes blacksmith shops and
carpentry shops, as well as slave quarters. In addilion to working the land,
slaves in this era were often taught specialized trade skills as well, and thus
helped build and staff various buildings.2!

During the ante-bellum period, the community churches also began 10
reflect increased prosperity. The original small, wood churches were usually
demolished and replaced by larger, frequently brick ones. They also grew in
aumber as well as size.

Population [igures of the ante-bellum period fluctuated, partly
because of erratic census-taking, and partly because of the continually
changing character of the area. [n 1790, the population was 11,395; in 1800,
it dropped 10 10,439:in 1810, it went up to 14, 272; and in 1820, to 16,895;
and in 1830, 10 20,073. But by 1840, it had dropped again to 18,273, and
still further by 1850 to 13914, By 1860, it was back up to 17,374
(excluding Charlotte, which had 2,265 residents). 22 One reason for the drop
in the middle of this period was due 1o Union County being formed from part
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of Mecklenburg and Anson Counties in 1842. Another was the fact that [rom
1835 to 1850, there were a large number of people who emigrated West.23

Mecklenburg soldiers began drilling early in 1861, and on April 12,
the Charlotte mint was seized and occupied by the local militia. North
Carolina formally seceded on May 20, 1861. Two of the first companies of
local militia to be placed in the service were the Charlotte Grays, (Company
C) and the Hornet's Nest Rifles (Company B) of the First North Carolina
Volunteers, which left the city on April 16th. During the war, Mecklenburg
furnished twenty-one companies amounting to 2,713 soldiers, which does
not count those who served in other commands. They ranged from
plantation owners to ordinary farmhands, and, considering the population
figures of 1860, this must have been a very high percentage of the able-
bodied men of the county. Many of them [ell or were wounded in battle.
The last meeling of the Confederale cabinet was held in Charlotte, during
their stay of April 15-20, 1865, when lefferson Davis first heard of Lincoln's
assassination.24

Industry: Gold Mining

There was another industry besides farming that sprang up during
this era, which had only modest impact on the local economy, has almost no
surviving built steuctures, but may still be seen as a feature of the terrain:
the discovery and mining of gold. In 1802, John Reed, of Cabarrus County,
sold a yellow rock that had been used as a doorstop for the previous three
years after its discovery by his son, to a jeweler in Fayetteville for $3.50.
Once Reed and others realized there was gold on his place, the search for
more was on in the Piedmont in an area from Guilford in the north to York
County in South Carolina.25

From 1804 to 1828, all the gold coined from the United States came
from North Carolina. In Mecklenburg County, a number of mines were
opened in and around Charlotte, which included the St Catherine, Rudisill,
and Capps Mines. In 1835, Congress authorized the establishment of a mint
in Charlotle, and the [lirst coin was struck there in 1838, which made it the
first operating branch of the US. Mint. The mint was closed by Confederate
troops in 1861, and never siruck coins again. [t was recpened in [ 869 as an
assay office. The only shaft mine to survive the war was the Rudisill in
Charlotte, and there are virtually no known above-ground gold mining
structures extant.26

Evidence of placer mining on Mecklenburg hillsides, however, is still
quite clear. Some washed areas are quite [arge, such as those in Reedy Creek
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Park and Boyce Park, but many appear as a secies of washed pits along a
hillside. Placer mining in the county, as well as a revival of mining in the
Rudisill, was revived in the 1930s.27

Education

Ante-bellum education was principally carried out by private schools,
usually attached to one of the community churches. There was, for example,
the Rocky River Academy (1812), the New Providence Academy (1811), one
at Sugar Creek, and Sharon Female Academy, attached to the Sharon
Presbyterian Church. There were also private academies at Paw Creek,
Mallard Creek, Hopewell and Steele Creek. In 1837, the state recejved
money from the federal government from the sale of public lands to
establish a public school fund, and in 1839, all counties were divided into
six-mile-square school districts. The state money was augmented by a local
tax whereby the county court was authorized to levy a tax on any district
with as many as fifty school children sufficient to build & schoolhouse 28

Some districts chose to build the houses themselves rather than pay
the tax, so rough log structures were built for the purpose, but some were
more finished frame buildings, Private academies, including a military one,
continued to operate, and new ones were opened. The first permanent
institution of higher learning in the county was Davidson College (named
after Revolutionary War hero General William Davidson, who fell at the
battle of Cowan's Ford in 1781), which was associated with the Presbyterian
Church, and opened in 1837.29
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IV. Post-Bellum and Late 19th- to Early 20th-Century Agriculture

(1865-1939)

Mecklenburg County was largely rural well into the twentieth century,
and was dotied primarily with small farms rather than large plantations.
The average farm size after the Civil War was approximately 100 acres, The
total number of farms in the county peaked at 4,344 in 1920, and in 1982
had shrunk to 429. Production was mainly grain and cotton, with livestock
being an important, but secondary activity. In the nineteenth century, work
animals, horses, mules and asses (and some oxen) outnumbered income-
producing animals. However, Mecklenburg farmers did raise dairy cattle,
sheep, swine and poultry. Poultry and eggs showed an uninterrupted
increase through 1940. Corn clearly dominated the cereal crops, with wheat
and oats next, and barley and rye being raised to a lesser extent. The
production of wool declined as the cullivation of cotton in the area increased
near the turn of the century.30 (See Tables | and 2, Charts 3 and 4.)

Dr. John Brevard Alexrander wrote that cotton was a tricky crop to
grow because local farmers did not know how to care for it properly. [t was
not until the advent of the use of guano, first on wheat and other cereals,
then on cotton, that the crop performed well in this area 3! He also reported
that after the fertilizing wonders of Peruvian guano were discovered, the
other crops were left to fend for themselves, "and all nursing was given over
lo the greal Southern plant.”3? The agricultural schedule for 1860 shows
that 6,112 bales of cotton were ginned in the county, and by 1880 had more
than trebled to 19,129 bales. In 1900, the number increased to 24,248, and
production peaked in 1910 at 27 466.33 (See Tahle | and Chart 2.) There
appear to be several reasons for the decline of cotton after 1910: After that
lime there was a decreasing number of acres devoled Lo its cultivation,
indeed 10 far ming in general (see Section VI below), and about 1920, the
dreaded bol weevil arrived. The onset of the Great Depression sent
production into a nosedive [rom which it never recovered.34 (See Table |
and Charts | and 2.)

Cotton was the main cash crop for farmers in the county who grew it.
In 1868, a bale sold for 27 cents 2 pound, and a year later was up to 35
cenls per pound, which was a high price 33 By 1875 cotton production in the
state averaged 170 pounds per acre, and by 1922 had risen to 252 pounds
per acre. In 1875, the price was 9.5 cents per pound and in 1922 had
climbed 10 19.25 cents per pound. In 1924, Mecklenburg County averaged
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179 bales per acre. In that same year, 50,131 acres were devoted Lo cotton,
and 34,155 to corn, the main cereal crop.36

In 1902, D. A. Tompkins had these observations about the prasperity
of farming in the county:

It is noticeable that as Mecklenburg has grown richer and more
populous, the farms have increased in number and decreased in size.
The average number of acres in a farm in the county is seventy-five,
There is only one which contains more than a thousand acres. There
are 227,995 acres of land and the 4,190 farms are occupied by 1,226
owners, 290 part owners, 22 owners and tenants, 55 managers, 631
cash paying tenants and 1,966 share tenants. Sixty percent of the

farms are occupied by white people, and 40 percent by colored
people 37

Statistics that were kept in 1910 and 1920 indicate that most of the
farms in the county were operated by tenants rather than by owners. The
1910-1940 agricultural schedules also show that share-cropping was the
dominant form of tenancy.3¥ Although the majority of farmers were native-
born whites during this period, the censuses for 1910 and 1920 show that
one-third of the farmers were native-born Blacks. The number of foreign-
born farmers by that time was miniscule (8 in 1910 and 7 in 1920).39
In the early twentieth century, approximately fifty-five percent of the
native white farm population owned their farms, while about ten percent of
the native black population owned theirs.40

During the second half of the nineteenth century, everyday life on the
farm involved hard work and few luxuries. Mecklenburg County was
dependent on neighboring counties for most manufaciured goods. For
example, most cooking ulensils came from Lincoln County. According to the
1860 manufacturing schedules, Mecklenburg County was lacking in iron
furnaces and forges, while Lincoln County had 2 number of them. Meals
were cooked in the kitchen fireplace, frequently with hot coals placed on the
lid of the container as well as underneath. A meal that John Brevard
Alexander describes consisted of coffee, fried chicken, biscuits, sweet
potatoes, hog jaw, turnip greens, and o'possum. The wealthy drank peach
brandy and cherry bounce, while others made do with corn whiskey, a
‘fashionable” drink that was a bargain at 10¢ a quart or 30¢ a gallon 4!
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textile mills that were built in and around Charlotte from the 1880s to the
1910s, it did not result in a decline in the number of farms in the county,
which did not occur until about 1920, and was accelerated by the onset of
the Great Depression of the 1930s.92 Even in 1940, however, agricultural
interests still held & slight edge over manufacturing within the City of
Charlotte and the surrounding county 43

Reconstruction (1865-Late 1870s

Mecklenburg County was fortunate enough to avoid the worst
problems of Reconstruction, and, in fact, grew much more in the years
followling the war than before, when growth was slow and wealth was held
by very [ew. Charlotte was occupied by Union troops in 1865, but relations
with the local citizens were harmonious, and the last of them departed in the
spring of 1872. The counly had been fortunate in that it had neither been
the scene of any military action nor suffered the ravages of Sherman's
Army. 44

A contributing lactor for the county's growth after the war was the
fact that Mecklenburg's relative prosperity and good transportation drew
many people, of high rank and low, to move 1o the county. Three ex-
generals ( D. H. Hill, Rufus Barringer and R.D. Johnston), ex-governor Vance
and assorted colonels, majors, captains and lieutenants all made their home
in Charlotte after the war and helped rebuild the local economy 43

By June, 1866, there were sixty-six stores in the county (including
Charlotte), but in the first six months of the following year, twelve stores and
seventy-five other buildings were put up in Charlotte. Unlike many other
places in the South where the banks were ruined because of the repudiation
of the Confederate debt, Charlotte had three banks: First National, Dewey's
Bank and the Bank of Charlotte. In 1871, they were joined by the
Merchant's and Farmer's Bank.46 The Mecklenburg Iron Works was the
main industrial activity. During the Civil War, the works had been used as
the Confederate Naval Yard, which had been moved to Charlotte for security
reasons.

Even more than before the war, cotton was a great source of income,
wilh prices rising rapidly because of built-up demand due to the war. In
1868, the Charlotte cotton brokers handled nearly twa million dollar’s worth
of cotton at 27 cents a pound. By 1870, the county voted $200,000 in bonds
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lo rebuild the Atlanta railroad (the Atlanta, & Charlotte Air Line Railway),
and $100,000 to rebuild the Statesville line (grandly called the Atlantic,
Tennessee and Ohio). All the railroads had been tocn up for war materiel
and the rolling stock commandeered or dismantled. These lines were
reopened in 1874, as well as the Carolina Central Railway between
Wilmington and Chariotte 47 (See "Railroads” section below.)

Because money was initially scarce after the war, many former slaves
became tenant farmers on the same lands they used to work, and traded
part of the crop for their labor. Many other former slaves as well as white
farmhands migrated into the towns to ry to [ind work in the new stores and
budding industries. As noted by industrialist D. A, Tompkins, "During the
last thirty-five years of slavery, the county and city made no appreciable
advance in wealth and population. During the lirst decade after
emancipation, both wealth and population doubled in the county and trebled
in the city."#8 All this set the stage for entrepreneurs such as Tompkins to
take advantage of the opportunities he saw in the South for industrialization.

V. New South Industrialization (1B80-1917)

Railroads

Railroads played a vital role in the economic development of the
county which resulted in its becoming the most populous and prosperous in
the state by 1930.

The origin of railroads for Mecklenburg County began in 1825, which
is the first recorded date that the citizens of the area lobbied the state
government for improved transportation. The first railroad to the county,
however, was the Charlotte and South Carolina Railroad, which began
operations in October, 1852 carrying freight. Arriving from Columbia on
October 2 1st of that vear, the [irst CSCRR passenger train pulled into
Charlotte and was a cause of great celebration. 49 Twenty thousand people
are estimated 10 have gathered at the station to witness the arrival of the
train. There were speeches and a barbecue on the grounds of the Charlotte
Female Institute, as well as a dance znd fireworks display.30 The Charlotte
and South Carolina Railroad was taken aver by the Richmond and Danville
Railroad in 1878 .5!

The second railroad to reach Charlotte was the North Carolina Railroad,
which ran from Goldsboro 1o Charlotte, via Raleigh, Greensboro, and
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Salisbury. It didn't begin operations until 1854, even though it had been
created 1849, when the North Carolina Railroad Company was chartered by
the legislature with a capital stock of three million dollars, which was to be
provided by state support (2/3) and by private investors (1/3). The first
run was from Concord and Charlotte in September, 1854, and the entire
length was not completed until January 1856. In 1871, the Richmond and
Danville leased the line (although it was not rebuilt to Charlotte until 1874),
and in 1894, the Richmond and Danville was merged into the Southern
Railway System 52

Two additional lines were opened from Charlotte prior to the Civil
War. In 1860, a road with the ambitious name of the Atlantic, Tennessee
and Ohio started service, but il only ran north to Statesville, NC. Known
locally as the “Statesville Line,” it was dismantled for war materiel by 1864,
and wasn't completely rebuilt until 1874. The other ante-bellum line was
the Carolina Central Railway, which was to have run between Charlotte and
Wilmington. The first leg between Charlotte and Lincolnton was put into
operation in April, 1861, but did not run again because of the war until the
line was rebuilt in 1874. The Carolina Central became part of the Seaboard
Air Line Railroad (now CSX Transportation) in 1900. In 1870, the county
passed bonds to build the Atlania and Charlotte Airline Railway and o
rebuild the AT&0. The Atlanta and Charlotle Air Line Railway, the AT&O0,
and Richmond and Danville wwere all absorbed into the Southern Railway
System in 189453

Two other rail lines that eventually served Charlotte and Mecklenburg
County were constructed in the early twentieth century. The [irst was an
all-electric line, the Piedmont & Northern Railway. It was organized in 1911
as an interurban eleciric line to serve the Piedmont Carolinas by James B.
Duke and his associates. At its height, it had two separate lines: one
eonnected Charlotie and Gastonia, with stops in between, and one in South
Carolina that connecied Spartanburg, Greenville, Anderson and Greenwood.
Plans to unite the two and continue the line to other cities ran into heavy
opposition [rom competitors, and the line was never completed, [n the
1950s, the line converted into diesel engines, and in 1968 merged with the
Seaboard Coast Line Railroad 54 The second addition to Charlotte rail service
was the extension of the Norfolk & Southern tracks in 1913, which
connected the city to Norfolk, and thus to all the industrial markets of the
Northeast 53
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1 RE3€ EXCEIIETT Tall CONNECons made a greal deal of différence in the

growth of prosperity in the county. Having access to regional, national and
world markets through connections to the Piedmont Carolinas, the seaports
of Wilmington and Charleston and manufacturing and consumer markets in
the Northeast meant that there was continual agricultural growtih from
Reconstruction times well into the twentieth century. The railroads also
contributed greatly to Charlotte's becoming the largest city in the Carolinas
by 1930 by turning it into a regional banking, brokerage, distribution and
manufacturing center. [t was along the railroads that several of the small
county towns were established (Matthews, Pineville, Huntersville, Cornelius
and Davidson; Atherton, Hoskins, North Charlotte and others were later
incorporated into the city of Charlotte), and where all the cotton mills were
located.

Industry

Although there were a2 number of small industrial works in Charlotie
such as the Iron Works, & farm implements factory, a marble works and a
distillery,56 there were no large industries in the city or county in the 1870s.
That began to change rapidly in the 1880s, however, when the process began
that transformed Mecklenburg County into the second-largest cotton mill
production center in the state (neighboring Gaston County was first), and
Charlotte [rom a cotton trading center into the leading cotton mill machinery,
banking and distribution center in the siate.

Charlotte’s first cotion mill was the Charlotte Cotton Mills, which
staried up in 1881 under the direction of R. M. Oates, a cotton broker.57 A
vear later, Daniel Augustus Tompkins (1852-1914), a South Carolina native
who was educated and trained in manufacturing in the North, came to
Charlotte as a representative of the Westinghouse Company. He quickly
became aware of the potential for building cotton mills in the area, and so in
1884 he set up his own design, contracting and machine shop business. the D.
A. Tompkins Co. Tompkins became a tireless advocate of New South
industrialization, and was a key figure in developing the potential of the
Piedmont Carolinas. Over a thirty-two year period, Tompkins built over one
hundred cotton mills, fertilizer works, electric light plants and ginneries. He
also changed the region's cotton oil from a waste product into a major
industry though the building of about two hundred processing plants and
organizing one of his own, the Southern Cotton 0il Company .5

Tompkins® efforts began to appear in rapid succession in Charlotte.
when his company built the Alpha, Ada and Victor mills in 1889, the ciiy's
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second, third and fourth mills, and in 1893, he built his own demonstration
mill, The Atherton, which was the sixth mill in the county.59 Mills continued
to be built in the county in rapid succession. In and around Charlotte, the
Highland Park #1 (1892); Louise (1897); Magnolia (c.1899); Chadwick (1901);
Efizabeth (1901); Hoskins (1904); Highland Park #3 (1904) [designed by
Stewart W. Cramer, who also designed many cotton mills in the Piedmont
Carolinas and established the town of Cramerton; the Highland Park #3 was
featured in Cramer's widely read book on mill construction]; Mecklenburg
(1904); Savona (1908); and Johnston (1913) were added.60

Establishment of Small Towns

In the outlying areas of the county a number of small towns were
estabiished along the railroads. Some became larger than others because
cotten mills were built there, and some owed their existence to the
eslablishment of a mill and its associated village [or the workers. An
example of the former is Davidson, where the Linden Manufacturing Co. was
built in1891. Davidson had been incorporated as a town in 1879, and had
been previously known as the village of Davidson College 8! 1n Pineville,
which was established as a railroad depot with a stoce in 1852 and
incorporated in 1873, the Dover Yarn Mill opened in 1890.62 Mills were also
built in Huntersville, which was incorporated in 1877 (the Anchor Mills,
1897) and two were established in Cornelius (Cornelius Cotton Mills, 1888:
Gem Yarn Mills, 1906). There was also a mill in Paw Creek, the Thrift Mills
(date unknown}, and in 1920, another was added, the Leaksville Woolen
Mills #2, commonly called the "Homestead" Mill.63

Another Mecklenburg town, Matthews, was established in 1874 with
the building of the Carolina Central Railroad, and named after a railroad

flicial. [t was incorporated in 1879, with a population of 200, and by 1960
still only had 609 inhabitants 4 [n 1900, Matthews had a population of 378:
Davidson, 904; Huntersville, 533; Pineville, 585, Derita, Newell and Mint Hill
were growing unincorporated towns.85

An idea of the scope of the changes of this period may be shown by
these figures: In 1873, there were but thirty-three cotion mills in the entire
state; by 1902, within a radius of one hundred miles around Charlotte were
300 cotton mills, which comprised ane-#2/ the looms and spindles of the
South.®6 By 1900, the county was the stale's second-largest textile producer
with sixteen mills which had in operation 94,392 spindles and 1,456 looms.67
From 1870 to 1900, the city of Charlotte grew at the average rate of 24
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percent per year, while the county grew at the average rate of 7 percent per
year. (In 1870, the county had 24,299 residents and Charlotte 4,473: by
1900, these figures had jumped 10 55,268 and 18,091.) During that time the
average population growth fof the state as a whole was 2.5 percent, and in
an the United States 3 percent.s8

Thus Mecklenburg County's non-farm population outside of Charlotte
came to be centered around a combination of manufacturing towns, railroad
hamlets, and early settlement villages, while at the same time the county
continved to be an important cotton-growing area. Farmers could take their
cotton to many of the small towns and villages to get their cotton ginned,
buy farm supplies, and trade al the mercantile store.

Except for a brief slowdown in the 1890s, Charlotte and Mecklenburg
County's rapid growth and prosperity continved right on up until 1929.
Even the pause in some parts of the economy because of America's
involvement in World War I from 1917 to 1918 was far offset in the city
and the county by the fact that a training camp for army recruits in this
region was set up just northwest of Charlotte at what was known as Remount
Station. At its peak in February, 1918, Camp Greene housed 41,000 soldiers,
and provided much local employment in construction, trades and other
services until its dismantling in 1919.6%

V1. Post World War One Prosperity (1918-1929) and the Great Depression
(1929-1939)

The Teens and Twenties were a time of beth maturation and
continued exponential growth for Charlotte and the county. In the period
1911-1919, 1250 building permits were issued in the city; in the next eight
years, the number jumped to §259.7% From 1910 to 1930, the population of
the county nearly doubled, from 67,031 to 127,971, while that of Charlotie
almost trebled from 34,014 to 82,675.7! By 1930, Charlotte had replaced
Charleston as the largest city in the Carolinas.

Through the 1920s, the explosive prosperity contributed to the
expansion and upgrading of rural residences, extensions of the towns and
villages, and the building of new schools. Prior to the 19208s, there were few
brick school buildings in the state. But during the Twenties, there was a
great surge in modern school construction in North Carolina due to state
appropriations for Special Building Funds in 1921, 1923, 1925 and 1927.
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Ninety-nine of the one hundred counties of the state borrowed money from
the Funds to build 1,081 schools during that period.72

Largely due to the Julius Rosenwald Fund, the 1920s surge in the
building of schools also benefitted blacks. Rosenwald was the wealthy one-
Lime head of Sears-Roebuck & Co. in Chicago, who set up a charitable fund in
1917 which began Lo focus primarily on school construction in the rural
South. The philanthropist had met Booker T. Washington in 1911, served as
a trustee to his Tuskeegee Institute, and had provided matching funds for
some eighty schools for blacks by 1915. Since it was Rosenwald's desire to
break down black-white barriers, money for the schools would only be
granted if 1) the state and county contributed to the building and agreed to
maintain it as part of the public school system; 2) white citizens took an
interest and contributed part of the money (often land was donated by a
white citizen); and 3) blacks themselves contributed money, or labor, or
both.?3

From 1918 to 1930, twenty-six Rosenwald Schools were built in
Mecklenburg County. The rather high number may be due to the fact that
the principal fundraiser for the schools statewide was Dr. George E. Davis,
who had retired as Dean of the Faculty at Johnson C. Smith University (a
college for blacks established in Charlotte after the Civil War), and whose
wile, Marie G. Davis, was principal of a school in Charlotte. The schools were
often built near a church and served as centers of small rural black
seitlements.?4

During the 1920s, Charlotte's booming prosperity (and other factors:
see Section 1V, Post-Bellum Agriculture, above) led to the decline of the
number of farms (down 14%) and the amount of acres in farmland (down
146%)75 The headlong rush to urbanization included building and paving
roads and modernizing other parts of the infrastructure. Manufacturing
concerns, including the cotton mills, were often incorporated into holding
company chains with headquarters out of the county. It was clearly a time
of transition from predominantly rural to a growing urban society.

This trend began about 1900, when the county was 32.7 percent
urban and 62.3 percent rural. Ten years later, the urban population
exceeded the rural, 50.7 percent 1o 49.3 percent; and by 1920, the county
was 57.4 percent urban. Also by 1920, although the county ranked 24th in
land area, it was first in the state in population, and it was in that year that
farm production actually showed a decline (see Tables | and 2, 2and Charts |
and 2).76
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The Greatl Depression (1929-1939]

The process of the decline of farming in the county was accelerated bv
the onset of the Great Depression. From 1930 to 1940, the number of farms
dropped from 3,773 t0 3,223 (14.6%). From its peak in 1910 at 4339, by
1940 the number of farms in the county had gone down 27.4%, and the
amount of acreage in farmland had decreased 23.2% (see tables and graphs).

For decades after the Civil War farming in the South, particularly
cotton cultivation, changed little. 1t was done primarily by small landholders
and tenant farmers who may have used a few plows, a team of mules, a
wagon, hoes, sacks for picking and scales to weigh up. But increasingly in
the Teens and Twenties, changes were taking place over which farmers
seemed 10 have no control:

The boll weevil [which arrived about 1920 in North Carolina)
forced a more expensive planting and cultivation cycle; a5 the weevil
move toward the east coast, cotton cultivation moved west to less
infested areas, where farmers utilized modern machinery in areas free
from the heritage of slavery and less roated in the tradition af
sharecroppping.

Such changes rolled slowly over the South .. .The revolutionary
changes in the southern cotton culture, however, appeared with the
advent of the Depression and the inception of the New Deal While the
tobacco and rice cultures experienced little structural change in the
1930s - for quite different reasons - the old cotton culture caved in,
crushed by the untimely confluence of government intrusion and
mechanization.77

In order 1o fight the boll weevil, the U. S. Depariment of Agriculture
insututed the county agent concept in 1906: an agent, paid by county funds,
would give [ar mers advice about the |atest farming methods as seen by the
USDA. In 1914, the Extension Service was created as a federal bureaucracy
that was linked with land-grant colleges (who wanted 1o encourage scientific
farming and mechanization) and large commercial farmers who controlled
2gents a1 the local level, and thus became an instrument for change in the
rural South. Small farmers and tenants could not take advantage of many of
the new methaods, because they lacked both the education and access to
credit needed to carry out the new programs. The old tenant system was
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thus quite weakened by the time New Deal programs of the Depression dealt
the final blows to the old way of farming.

After his inauguration in 1933, President Roosevelt put in a number of
emergency measures to fight the deepening Depression. Among others, the
Federal Emergency Reliel Administration (FERA) fought unemployment; the
Public Works Administration (PW &) awarded grants for community projects;
the Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) sent many young men to the
countryside to do conservation work and build parks; and the Agricultural
Adjustment Administcation (AAA) set up programs to reduce crop acreage
and livestock production and raise prices toward a parity goal. The latter
programs resulted in the accelerated driving of small marginal farmers and
sharecroppers from the land, and spelled the end of the traditional tenure
system in the area 78

One benelit for the county of the Works Progress Administration, a
federal work program, was the building of agricultural buildings next to
existing public schools for formal instruction in modern farming technigues.
Three of these are known to still exist in Mecklenburg County: Long Creek,
Huntersville and Matthews.79

With the local, regional and world economies in a state of severe
retrenchment, rural people trying to leave the farm and find work usually
encountered problems in the cities and towns as well, The cotton mills, for
example, often went bankrupt and were taken over by larger concerns, or
worked sporadically under continued local ownership. Construction of new
buildings virtually came 1o 2 halt, except for those built by government work
programs. In the decade from 1930 to 1940, the population of the county
increased 18.6% (the previous decade it had increased 58.6%), and the city of
Charlotte increased 22% (in the 1920s it had gone up 78.4%)8¢ The built
environment of the county reflects the dearth of new construction excepl for
school buildings during this period.

l&s of July 1, 1989, figures from the Charlotte Mecklenburg Planning Commission,

2L eGette Biythe and Charles R Brockmann. Hornets' Nest: The Story of Charlotte and
Mecklenburg County (Charlotte: Public Library of Charlotte and Mecklenburg
County, 1981, pp.

3]. W.Clay. et al. North Carolina Atlas (Chapel Hill: UNC Press, 1973). p. 16.



MPS Farm 108004

CRIA Apgrorw M, I0TE00TE
By

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places
\:Onﬁnuation Sheet Historic and #'\r\.lutr*{_lllra_ Resources of Rural Ue\_lclerhrtr&

Caunty, Nerth Carell

Section number _— & Page

4 Korris Preyer, Hezekiah Alexander and the Revolution in the Backesuniry (Charlotie:
The author, 1987), 42fT.

5 North Carolina Atlas, pp. 16-17.

ép. A. Tompkins, History of Mecklenburg County and the City of Charlotte 2 vols.
(Charlotte: The author, §503), I, p. 16; LeGette Blvthe and Charles R, Brockmann.
Hornet's Nest: The Storv of Charlotte and Mecklenburg County (Charlotte: Public
Library of Charlotte and Mecklenburg County, [961), pp 16-17

TTompkins, Ip. 18,

8 Tompkins,I, p. 13; Preyer, p, 42.

9Dictionary of Nationa! Biography, ZVII, p. 1169; William H. Huffman, "A Historical
Repart on Reedy Creek Park,” City oI‘ Charlotte, 1981,

10 Biythe 21-23.

HTompkins, [, p. 22.

121pid, Lp. 23.

Vilouise Barber Malthews, A History of Providence Preshviesian Chirch (Charlotie;
Providence Presbyterian Church, 1987), pp. 2-30; Sommerville, Charles William.
The History of Hopewell Presbyferian Church (Charlotte: Hopewell
Presbyterian Church. 1939: reprint, 1987}, pp, 13.28; Tompkins, 1. 75-79: The_
Historv of Steele Creek Preshvterian Church 3rd edition. (Charlotte: Craftsman
Printing and Publishing, 1978), p. 21; Blythe, pp. 164-5.

4 Blythe, pp. 202-203,

15, Ibid,, pp. 200-210.

6. T. Lefler and A. R. Newsome, North Carclina: The History of a Southern State 3rd

edition. {Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1973), pp. 392-393.

17, Tompkins, I, p, 87,

13 1hid., 97-100.

I9Chalmers Davidson, The Plantation World Around Devidson 2nd edition. {Davidson:
Briarpatch Press, 1582), pp. 24-25.

20Bivthe, p. 260,

211hid., p. 26.

22Blythe, p. 449,

2¥Tompkins. I,p. 117,

241hid,, I, pp, 138-142,

BBrice Roberts, America's First Gald Bush 2nd edition. (Charlotte: McNally and Laftin,
1972}, pp. 53-8.

261hid,, pp. 11, 30-31, -

271hid,, 6711

“Tompkins, I, pp. 112-113.

291hid,, pp. 113-116.

20U S, Census, Agricultural Schedules for 1850-1940,

3[johﬂ Brevard Alerander, Reminiscencesof the Past Sixty Years (Char]pite: Ray
Printing, 1908, p. 211, s




HFS Fonm |0 O Apcemna bt Dkl g
(523

United States Department of the Interiar
Mational Park Service

National Register of Historic Places
Continuation Sheet Historic and Architectural Resources of Rural Mecklenburg

County, North Caralins

Section number _ £ Page _ 21

32Ibid., p. 264.

33Agricultural Schedules, 1860-1540

*4Edgar T. Thompson, Agricultural Mecklenbure and Industrial Charlotte (Charlotte:

Charlotle Chamber of Commerce, 1926), pp. 174-175,

3DTampkins. 1, p. 151.

36Thompson. pp. 174-5.

$'Tompkins, I p. 151.

38 1hid.

391bid.

A0Alexander, p. 186,

4l Agricultural Schedules, 1860-1540,

42Charlotte City Directory, 1940,

3Tompkins, I, pp. 160-151.

44Tampkins, I, pp. 138-142.

451bid.

481hid.

471bid . 1, p. 152; Blythe, p. 261

¥Tompkins, I, p. 153,

4%D.R. Reynolds, Charlotte Remembers (Charlotte: Charlatte Community Publishing
Company, 1372), p. 108,

501bid ; Alexander, p, 265.

31Biythe and Brockmann, p. 240,

52bid.

531bid., pp. 261-2.

Y4ThomasT.a Fetters and Peter W. Swanson, Jr., Piedmont and Nerthern (San Maring,
CA:Golden West Books, 1974), pp. 9 el passim,

35Biythe and Brockmann. p. 263.

55Tompkins, I, p. 152.

37William H Huffman, "A Historical Sketch of the Charlotte Cottnn Mills, Charlotts
Mecklenburg Historic Properties Commission, 1983

58William H. Huffman, "A Historical Sketch of the Charlatte Supply Building"
Charlotle Mecklenburg Historic Properties Commission, 1951,

39Dan L Morrill, "A Survey of Cotton Mills in Charlotte, North Carolina, Charlotte
Mecklenburg Historic Properties Commission, 1979

60Ihid,
8l Tompkins, 2, p. 196
621bid, p. 198,

631bid., 1, p. 182, Blythe, pp, 419422 Thompson, pp. 147-14%; Paula Stathakis, "The
Homestead Mill." Chariotte Mecklenburg Historic Properties Commission, 1629

SBlyine, pp. 418-419,

e L



WFS lfu-n 100G ORI Apcrtred o 1EFO0 8

United States Department of the Interlor
Mational Park Service

National Register of Historic Places
Contmuatlﬂn Sheet Historic and Architectural Resources of Rural Mecklenburg

County, North Carolina

Section number _ £ Page

5Tompkins,. 1, p. 187.

S6Tompkins, I, p. 184

¢7Eilth Annusl Report. Superintendent Charlotte Weter Works. Charlotte North Cacoline
(Charlotte; Charlotte Water Works, 1904), pp. 2, 7. 8, 18, 20.

83Tompkins, I, 193, Blythe and Brockmann, p. 445.

69Miriam Grace Mitchell and Edward S. Perzel, The Echo of the Bugle Call Charlotie's
Role in World War I (Charlotte: Dowd House Preservation Committee, Citizens for
Preservation, lnc, 1979), p. 29,

701bid., p. 76

7IBlythe, p. 449.

72Riennial Report of the Superintendent of Public Instruction of North Carolina for the
Scholastic Years 1933-1934and 1635-1936 (Raleigh: State Superintendent of
Public Instruction, 1936), pp. 68-73.

73Thomas W, Hanchett, "Rosenwald Schools in Mecklenhurg County,” Charlotts
Mecklenburg Historic Praperties Commission, (687"

74]bid.

T3 Agricultural Schedules, 1S Census, Meckleaburg County, 1930 & 1520,

76Thompsan, cited above, pp 61 & 91,

77Peie Daniel. Breaking the Land: The Transformation of Cotton. Tobecco. and Rice
Cultures since 1880 (Urbana and Chicago: University of Illinois Press, [935),

pp. 155-6,

781bid., pp. 73fT.

79Dan L. Morrill, "Survey and Research Report of the Matthews Schoal * Charlotie
Mecklenburg Historic Properties Commission, 1984 Exact dates of canstruction
are nol known.

80Biythe and Brockmann, p. 449,






