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The house that Milburn designed in 19o7 for the president on Franklin Street
at the east edge of the campus has a welcoming monumental portico and one-story
side porches that evoke an antebellum plantation house (Fig. 28). The resemblance
is not accidental. Called “Southern Colonial,” this style was used by the white elite
in the South from the 18gos to the 1920s to reinforce their link with the planta-
tion aristocracy of the antebellum South.* The Colonial Revival style in general is a
manifestation of a conservative nationalism prompted by the massive influx of for-
eign immigrants and the continuing dislocations of the Industrial Revolution.

Frank Lloyd Wright created the startlingly modern Prairie style in the Chicago
area out of the Arts and Crafts mode early in the twentieth century. The full ef-
fect of modern architecture would not be felt in Chapel Hill until after World War
1L, but several professors’ residences showed an awareness of the new national styles.
In 1908 botany professor William C. Coker built the house thar most closely resem-
bles the Prairie style in Chapel Hill—his two-story stuccoed house on a tall stone
foundation on his estate, “The Rocks,” north of the village (presently 6og North
Street) (Fig. 29). “The Rocks” features a decidedly modern fieldstone wainscor, stuc-
coed walls, and overhanging roof planes that integrate the house into the land-
scape. Large casement windows have Tudor-style muntins that create a more picrur-
esque medieval mood than the Prairie-style houses of Wright. Coker's archirec-
unknown, but the design does not appear to be the wark of Frank Milkurns =—

Private residential architecture in Chapel Hill was generally more ~12--=-

DEMOCRACY CRIES OUT FOR BEAL T©

Fig. 28. President’s H
1907, 402 East Franl

Street, by architect Frc.... —
Pievee Milbiom (Phoro by

Bill Garretr, courtesy of

the Novth Cavolina Office

of Archives and History)
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Fig. 29. William C. Coker
House (“The Rocks”),
1908, 6og North Street
(Courtesy of the Southern
Historical Collection,
University of North Caro-
lina, Chapel Hill}

than the new president’s house or the Coker House. Modest Queen Anne—style
frame houses were built along McCauley Street in western Chapel Hill during the
first decade of the twentieth century. Thomas W. Strowd built a substantial two-
story frame house with a high hip roof, a two-story bay window with scalloped fret-
work, and a decorative wraparound porch at 220 McCauley Street about 1gor. About
1905 John O'Daniel built a Queen Anne cottage at 237 McCauley Street; the house
features a front wing, a bay window, a high hip roof, and a wraparound porch with
a corner gazebo (Fig. 30). Archibald Henderson (1877-1963), a native of Salisbury,
North Carolina, unc class of 1898, was a mathematics professor at the university
from 1898 to his retirement in 1948. He published works of history and literary eriti-
cism as well as mathematics. Henderson’s 1949 book, The Campus of the First State
University, is an important study of campus architecture. Henderson built his house
at 721 East Franklin Street in 1905. His large frame house is loosely Colonial Re-
vival, with such lingering Queen Anne features as diamond panes and Gothic-type
window muntins and bay windows. The classical entrance with sidelights and tran-
som, the classical porch wrapping around the front and sides, and the deep hip roof
with widow’s walk reflect the colonial and antebellum past (Fig. 31).

Similar houses of transitional late Queen Anne and Colonial Revival style were
built by merchants in west Chapel Hill. Isaac W. Pritchard, an industrialist and de-
veloper who operated one of the earliest textile mills near the university depot in

Carrboro, built his spacious frame house at 400 Ransom Street in the 1890s. Most

46 THE TOWN AND GOWN ARCHITECTURE OF CHAPEL HILL




Fig. 30. John O'Daniel
House, ca. 1903, 237 Mc-
Cauley Street

(Below) Fig. 31. Ar-
chibald Henderson House,
1903, 721 East Franklin
Street (Photo by Bill Gar-
vett, courtesy of the North
Carolina Office of Ar-

chives and History)
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Fig. 32. Lowis Round Wil-
son House, 1911, 6oy East
Rosemary Street

of his property was later developed into a portion of the Westwood subdivision. The

house combines Colonial features such as a hip roof and Palladian dormer window
with a Queen Anne entrance and a wraparound porch. Another of these early Co-
lonial Revival-style houses was built for businessman Junius Webb at 302 Pittsboro
Street about 1913. The two-story house has a deep hip roof, a hipped front dormer,
large sash windows, and a wraparound classical porch.

The Arts and Crafts style, often called the Craftsman style, appeared in Chapel
Hill in the early 19oos. Craftsman bungalows were one or one-and-one-half story
houses, derived from India, and built in Great Britain and the United States as sum-
mer cottages beginning in the late 1800s. By the early 1900s the bungalow had be-
come an ubiquitous suburban house type. Louis Round Wilson, a history professor
and librarian at UNc in the first half of the twentieth century, had a large, comfort-
able Crafrsman-style house built at 607 E. Rosemary Street in 1911 (Fig. 32). A good
collection of bungalows was built in the Northside area in the 1910s and 1920s. The
house at 307 Pritchard Avenue is a classic side-gabled, one-story bungalow with a
large front dormer window. West of Church Street, in the African American section
of Northside, carpenter Luther Hargrave built a similar bungalow ar 308 Lindsay
Street for his daughter and her husband, Ethel and Edward Perry, in 1920 (Fig. 33).

T. Felix Hickerson (1882-1968), an engineering professor who in the 1920s wrote
a classic textbook on modern road design, Route Survey and Design, built his house
based on the Colonial Revival style at 108 Battle Lane about 1915. The two-story

weatherboarded house has a classical entrance porch combined with such practi-

48 THE TOWN AND GOWN ARCHITECTURE OF CHAPEL HILL




cal Craftsman features as a front bay window and a side parch topped by a sleeping

porch.

State forester John S. Holmes built a large wood-shingled house at 204 Glen-
burnie Street in 1914.° It is one of Chapel Hill's only reflections of the picturesque
late-nineteenth-century Shingle Style, part Queen Anne and part Colonial Revival
in inspiration, that was created by architects McKim, Mead and White for summer
cottages in Newport, Rhode Island. The house has a front-gable roof, a front porch,
a screened side porch, decorative bargeboards at the roofline, and diamond-paned

window sashes.

Notes

1. President Edwin A. Alderman, in a letter of 1923, quoted in Henderson, The Campus
of the First State University, 349.

2. Allcott, The Campus at Chapel Hill, 57.

3. Henderson, The Campus of the Fivst State University, 227.

1. Bishir, “Landmarks of Power.”

5. Doug Eyre, telephone conversacdion wich author, August 31, 2004.

Fig. 33. Ethel and Edward
Perry House, 1920, 308
Lindsay Street

DEMOCRACY CRIES OUT FOR BEAUTY TO GIVE IT BACKBONE, 1896—-10153 49
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property on North Street. The frame house has
a pyramidal roof that engages a large front porch
with posts covered with weatherboard. Two ad-
ditional rooms were added to the northwestern
(rear) corner in 1924 in a similar style. Dr. Ham-
ilton established the Southern Historical Collec-

tion at the university.

William C. and Louise Venable Coker
House and Gardens (“The Rocks”)
609 North Street

1908

In 1906 Professor William Chambers Coker and
his wife, Louise, a daughter of university presi-
dent Venable, purchased sixty-five acres north

of the village. On a hill behind a dramatic out-

cropping of boulders, they built their house in
1908 and named it “The Rocks” for the natural
landmark. Described as a “modified prairie-style
house,” the two-story stuccoed house has a slate
hip roof with deeply overhanging eaves, a hipped
porch with stone piers, and windows with Queen
Anne decorative muntins. The house was surely
designed by an architect, although his identity is
unknown. Coker landscaped his property with or-
chards and gardens featuring native plants and
exoric trees as an extension of his teaching gar-
den at the campus arboretum—a demonstration
of the potential of a town garden. Professor Coker
died in 1953, and Mrs. Coker inherited the home
place, comprising about fifty acres by this time.
She remained here until her death in 1983, when
a portion of the acreage was subdivided and de-
veloped residentially. The present owners have

William C. and Louise Venable Coker House and Gardens (“The Rocks”)

THE TOWN AND GOWN ARCHITECTURE OF CHAPEL HILL




restored the house and tend the garden, includ-
ing the rock walls and stone pathways. The North
Carolina Botanical Garden staff tend a small pub-
lic park among the boulders on North Street.
Mrs. Preston Fox provided the garden with a per-
manent endowment fund in memory of her aunt,
Mrs. Coker.

Source: Joslin, William Chambers Coker,

112-116.

Robert Coker House
32¢ Tenney Circle
Ca. 1925

This two-story frame Colonial Revival-style
house was built for Robert Coker, a professor of
zoology who founded the unc Institute of Fisher-
ies Research at Morehead City and pioneered the
development of the North Carolina seafood in-
dustry. Professar Coker built one of the first out-
door swimming poels in Chapel Hill here in his
vard in 1945. He was a brother of William Cham-
bers Coker, whose residence is nearby. Rob-
ert Coker lived here until his death in 1967. It
is one of the alder houses on Tenney Circle and
has a sizable front yard with an ancient ogk tree
and a stone retaining wall. The five-bay-wide,
side-gabled house has a center entrance with a
transom, sidelights, and a shed entrance porch
with paired Doric columns. A cross-gable with
a rondel window provides a central focus at the
roofline. Six-over-six sash windows illuminate the
house. At the left is an open side porch, at right a
sunporch.

Sources: Doug Eyre, interview with author,
2004; "“Funeral Rites Held Today for Dr. Coker,"
Chapel Hill Weekly, Oct. 4, 1967.

Robert Coker House

Eile E. Peacock House

Erle E. Peacock House
350 Tenney Circle
Ca. 1928

The two-stary brick Calonial Revival-style house
was built for Erle E. Peacock, professor of ac-
counting at the university. Peacock served as
Chapel Hill’s town auditor from the 1930s un-

til his death in 1968. The hause, which accupies
a large lot with a deep front lawn, is representa-
tive of many of the nicer faculty residences built

during the growth of the university in the 19205

EAST CHAPEL HILL 171



ESSAYS ON
William Chambers Coker;

Passionate Botanist

MARY“\COKER JOSLIN ?%wng &/m%ﬂ,&a

gy

with drawings by
Sandra Brooks-Mathers

University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill Library
Botanical Garden Foundation, Inc.

Chapel Hill, North Carolina
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Foreword

% MOST institutions, universities have eras of greatness that catapult
“~em into worldwide recognition and thrust them into roles of scholar-
<nip and intellectual and cultural leadership not previously experienced.
“o such advance occurs, however, without strong, productive, and cre-
srive faculty members teaching eager students, engaging in superior re-

—=arch and advanced study, and extending themselves into related public

service,

William Coker was one of that sterling group of faculty colleagues
~ho, by virtue of superior scholarship, brought the University of North
“z-olina into this national and international community of learning. Re-
-=iving his Ph.D. in 1901, he brought honor to the Johns Hopkins Uni-
~crsity by his dissertation on the developing seed of the bald cypress, a
»rk that became in 1903 the first publication from the Botanical Labo-
~:torv of the Johns Hopkins University. William Coker came to Chapel
=11 in the fall of 1902, and for the next forty-three years he fulfilled the
- le of distinguished scientist and scholar. Recognizing his valuable ser-

_-=. the University of North Carolina awarded him a Kenan Research
~--ressorship in 1920.

Dir. Coker was an exceptional teacher, always stimulating his class to
~wizinal inquiry, and, over the years, he produced an impressive galaxy of
~rofessional scientists. His published work on aquatic and fleshy fungi
s=:mulated worldwide inquiry and activity that gained him early recogni-
=0 as an innovative scientist and scholar.

It was Dr. Coker’s gift of a half-century of individual attention and
~.re for the natural beauty of the University campus, exemplified by the
<tzblishment and development of the Coker Arboretum, that inspires
s <n the casual visitor to a new and richer appreciation of plants and
~--25 and our relationship to all things natural. For those of us who love
i~ deeply appreciate the natural beauty around us, our debt to him is
-2t We thank Mary Joslin for her enormous scholarship and uncom-
—-~n devotion to bringing this remarkable story to us.

Dr. Coker’s legacy is this most beautiful campus, a place of restful

XU




for the acres surrounding his home a variety of both native and e
shrubs and trees, arranging them to border a lawn to the west of his r
fied prairie-style house. A vine-covered pergola, similar to that besid
Coker Arboretum on campus, led to garden “rooms” more formal i
sign than the plantings around the large lawn area. He welcomed fr
and visitors, whom he and Mrs. Coker often entertained, and took |
ure in showing them around his unusual collection of shrubs and -
In thanking him for his hospitality during the 1917 meeting of the ?
Carolina Academy of Science at Chapel Hill, Professor John F. Lar
of Wake Forest called his home and grounds “unique in elegance
beauty.”* One of his former students remembered the comment .
English visitor whom he accompanied on a stroll around the (
home—that she had at last seen in the United States an English garc
The same student, Paul Titman, described his “valedictory” witl
Coker in his garden as follows: “He spent a long time talking abou
plant and that, looking at the Bhutan pine, looking at the fern-leaf b
looking at the grove of pawpaws, on through the garden and all arot
somehow think that we both may well have known that this was ou
trip through this magic garden.” 4

The garden at "The Rocks” was an extension of Coker’s teachin;
an example to all visitors of his vast knowledge of plants, his taste iy
den design, and his love for the beauly of nature. It reflected, as di
extension work for school grounds and as do the Arboretum and the
tral campus of the University, William Chambers Coker’s taste anc
in the practical aesthetic use of plants.

* Letter of Lanneau, dated May 2, 1917. SHC. John Francis Lanneau, of a Cha
Huguenot lfamily, was professor of physics and chemistry at Furman University 1¢
He served the Confederacy for four years in Hampton's cavalry and after the war
physics and applied math at Wake Forest College in 1890. Later, he was professor
plied math and astronomy at Wake Forest from 1899 to 1927 i\ee his oinumn an
tograph in JEMSS 37:1-2 (1921): 17 -8,

William Chambers Coker



, meditation and great natural charm that renews our spirit and sense
= well-being. In this time of hurried existence, let us heed the lessons e
emplified by the Jife of this distinguished scholar, teacher, and good pu
lic servant. We will be better and much wiser citizens when we do.

Chapel Hill Williain C. Friday
President Emeritus
University of North Carolina

Fall 2001

xovi Foreword




vergreen).*® There will be joy in your heart at
me day, you realize that the neigh-
your full reward will appear.”
lighthearted articles on

jsage orange, which is not ¢
hese transformations, and when, s0
Jors ave trying to follow your example
himsell unmistakably in these
hbor, eager to enhance the appearance of his
ts himself a

27

Coker reveals
lawns to be the practical neig
community. As editor of the Mitchell Journal, he here gran
practical voice, which he might have denied in another aspirant for pub-

lication in this scholarly journal.

Efforts to Improve the University Campus

1e Grounds and Buildings Committee for the University
from 1913 until the 19405, Coker was tireless in his efforts t
appearance of the campus. In a letter to Mr. James Sprunt of Wilming-
ton, dated October 28, 1920,2% Coker suggested that he, along with four
others, give $1,000 each for improving University grounds:

As chairman of t}
o improve the

n getting up a tund for
am not doing so in a per-
ost deeply

[ wish to say, in asking you to join us i
vg our surroundings here, that
matter of duty, but because Tam m
ersity make itself the most beautiful in

ct lesson in methods by which we may

introduce into our country the civilizing influences of more attrac-
e been working constantly to this end since
have little doubt that I can

beautifyis
functory way oras a
interested in seeing this Univ
the southern states, as an obje

tive surroundings. L hav
my connection with the University, and 1
get you and others Lo help.
As to just how this money should be spent should be clearly des-
ignated now. On a rolling hillside adjoining Battle's Park the Univer-
development of ten cottages for the fac-
the grounds of this development in
are about aver. We have done a lot

ing, and the place is be-

sity is just completing a new
ulty, and [ am now trying to get
shape, as the building operations
arted some road-mak
d be done with it if the necessary funds
were at hand. 1t seems to me that we could scarcely do anything bet-
ter now than to assist the University in making this place really wor-
h suburban development. The present
rty-stricken condition of the University will prevent them from
than the most necessary grading, and | propose
t together, that is $2500.

of grading and have st
ginning to show what coul

thy as an object lesson in suc

pove
doing anything more
that we devote half of the money that we ge
e of finishing and beautifying this place in best style.

to the purpos
Arboretum, now including five acres,

You perhaps know Of our

Landscape Designer, Extension Ageni 111
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that I have been developing for ten years. [ am sending you some
prints of views in it that will give you an idea of the place. [ proy
that the remaining $2500 be spent in carrying out this work. Ou
plans include also the building of a few drives through the fine
woods belonging to the University, leading to the main points of
interest, as Piney Prospect, Meeting of the Waters, Judges’ Sprin
etc., but this is not our immediate concern.*?

The Home Garden of William Chambers Coker,
a Demonstration Garden at Chapel Hill

In June of 1906, Coker bought sixty acres from H. H. Williams
wife, as well as five acres from O. B. Tenney and his wife, land the
of the village of Chapel Hill.3° His purchase included both cleas
forested land and several tenant houses. The most striking featur
property was a large outcrop of boulders. Here in 1908, on a hill
these boulders, he built his house, which he called “The Rocks.” He
the surrounding land with orchards and gardens that featurec
plants and certain exotic trees. Rhodes Markham of Chapel Hill
gardener at his home place for many years. At the time of Coker’
the land around his house comprised fifty acres. In the final settle
his estate in 1954, Mrs. Caker was assigned the home place, where
mained until her death in 1983. Thereafter a portion of the prope
subdivided and sold for homesites. The present owners wha reside
Rocks,” Dr. Walter Woodrow Burns and Mrs. Mary Jane Burns, -
stored the home and tend there a lovely garden which includes the
mental Cedarof Lebanon of which Dr. Coker was so proud. They ha
pains to preserve some of Dr. Coker’s original plantings and land
features, such as rock walls and stone pathways. They also help m
along with the North Carolina Botanical Garden staff, a small put
among the boulders on North Street, which Mrs. Preston Fox !
vided with a permanent endowment fund in memory of her au
Coker.*' Dr. James Peacock and Mrs. Flarence Peacock care for
that includes what was once the formal garden, bounded on the
a tall hedge of American holly (Jlex opaca), which Coker brought
the woods nearly ninety years ago as an experiment to determine 1
and to demonstrate the great variety exhibited in native plants.*
During his lifetime and beyond, Coker’s lovely garden at “The
was a demonstration of what could be done with property in to
as the Arboretum was a demonstration of a campus garden. He ¢

Willicun Chambers Coker




“The Rocks,” home of W. C. Coker in 1923. The child is Coit Coker, later a
marine hiologist and hero of D day in World War IT. He was the son of W. C.
Coker's first Cousin, Professor R. . Coker, who arrived in Chapel Hill in 1922
as professor of zoology. Southern Historical Collection, Wilson Library, University
of North Carolina at Chapel Hill.

W. C. Coker garden at “The Rocks” with house in the backgmund. 1923. The
child on the wall is Coit Coker. Southern Historical Collection, Wilson Library,
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hifl.
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Former Coker home as restored by Dr. and Mrs. V
Photo graph courtesy of Mrs. Mary Jane Burns.

Scene of conifers on the W. C. Coker home grounds after
taken by Dr. | K. Small of the New York
in the Bulletin of the Ne
cal Collection, 1

a snowfall. Photo

Botanical Garden and first published
w York Bolanical Garden 11, Pl 251, 1920. Southern Histori-
lilson Library, University of North Carolina ai Chapel Hill,

Noodrow Burns, late 1990s.




¢ visitors in the long pergola at the W. C. Coker Liome garden, probably in
i Historical Collection, Wilson Library, University of North Caro-

nu
¢ 1920s. Southe
1 at Chapel Hill.

Six-stemmed yucca in bloom in the W. C. Coker garden, date unknown.

Southern Historical Collection, Wilson Library, University of North Carolina at

Chapel Hill.
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COUNTY OF ORANGE
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT made this the Z/”/ day of 6@{&,&4 , 1985

by and between KRISTINA K. LEE, W. WOODROW BURNS and wife, MARY

JANE BURNS (hereinafter referred to as "Grantors"), and the
Chapel Hill Preservation Society, Inc., 2 non-profit organization
existing under the laws of the State of North Carclina with its
principal office being in Chapel Hill, North Carolina

(hereinafter referred to as the "Preservation Society").

o198 - S~ G708 7.7
791

grrgp- §9 @738 779

._...,...,.._.,.._._,.._-._.,...e @ﬁ???ﬁgﬂ;”*f'fgéo a?-ﬂ'ﬁ

4

WHEREAS, the Grantors own certain real property consisting
of approximately 4.1 acres located in the Town of Chapel Hill,
Chapel Hill Township, Orange County, North Carolina (hereinafter
referred to as the "Coker Propert?“) which is described more
fully by a Plat entitled "The Final Division of the Mrs. W.C.
Coker Homeplace" prepared by Freehold Land Surveys, dated
September 11, 1985 and revised October 8, 1985 recorded in the
Register of Deeds of Orange County in Plat Book 42 at Page 184 to
which reference is made for a more complete description of the
same: anc

WHEREAS, the Subject Property currently has certain

sermanent improvements consisting of a two-story Masonry dwelling &

i ; ; s Pz
and certain formal gardens and surroundings; and o

i
i .- -
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WHEREAS, the dwelling and gardens located on the property
are generally recognized as having historical, architectural and
botanical significance; and

WHEREAS, the Preservation Society and Grantors bkoth desire
that the property be adapted, where necessary, to provide for
contemporary uses, while at the same time retaining theirxr
historically and architecturally signficant features:; and

WHEREAS, the Grantors desire to donate a preservation
easement for these purposes to a charitable organization
qualified to receive the easement donations pursuant to Bection
170 of the Internal Revenue Code oﬁ 1954; and

WHEREAS, the Preservation Society is a charitable
organization which accepts preservation easements for property
having historical or architectural importance, said easements
subjecting such property to restrictions that will insure that
they are preserved and maintained for the benefit of future
generations; and

WHEREAS, the MNorth Carolina General Assembly hag enacted the
Historic Preservation and Conservation Agreements Act validating
restrictions, easements, covenants, conditions or otherwise,
appropriate te the preservation of a structure or site
nistorically significant for its architecture. archaeology or
historical associations.

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in counsideration of the Grantors'
historiec preservation and its support for the
sreservation Society and its purposeses, and for and in

consideration of the sum of One Dollar ($1.00). the Grantors, by
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themselves, their successors and assigns, hereby covenant and
agree to abide Dby the following restrictions, hereinafter
referred to as “covenants", said covenants to be restrictions of
record to attach to the land described and defined as the Coker
Property:

1. These covenants shall be administered by the Chapel Hill
Preservation Society, Inc., its successor in interest or assigns;
and in all subseguent conveyances of Subject Property, the
Preservation Society, its successor in interest or assigns shall
be the sole party entitled to administer these covenants. In the
event that the Preservation Society, oOr its successors in
interest cease to exist, then in such event the Preservation
Society shall assign all of its rights and interests in these
easements, covananits and conditions subject to such duties and
obligations which it assumes hereby to a non-profit corporation
of responsibility which exists for substantially the same reasons
as the Preservation Society itgself (as described hereinabove}; if
no such organization be available for such assignment then, under
such circumstances such asgignment shall be made to the State of
North Carolina which shall be the sole party entitled to
administer these covenants.

5. The lots shall be restricted in use to single family
residential purposes. To the extent that there is any other use

made of the property, such as apartment rental or home office,

(=N

such use shall be restricted to being a sscondary use which shall

not diminish or affect the primary use of each lot as a single

h

amily residential lot.
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3. The Grantors covenant and agree to maintain, repair and
administer the building described herein and in accordance with
the Secretary of Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation so as to
preserve the historical integrity of features, materials,
appéarance, workmanship and environment of the premises.

4. After the house has been restored, no alteration and no
physical oOr structural chénge and no changes in the color,
material or surfacing shall Dbe made to the exterier or the
interior of the house without the prior written approval of the
Executive Board of the Preservation Society. Interior unpainted
woodwork, the original mantels and the stonework are recognized
as features of exceptional architectural merit which shali be
carefully maintained and not altered.

5. Weither the house nor any parts thereof may be removed
or demolished without the prior written approval of the Executive
Board of the Preservation Society.

6. The Parties agree that the property shall not be furthex
subdivided from that division indicated on the Plat referenced
above. With regard to Lot No. 3 of the Plat, on which is
situated the house, this restriction shall terminate and be of no
further force or effect in the event that the house is damaged

beyond restoration, as defined in Paragraph 12 below, as a result

of fire or other catastrophe.
7. The area designated on the above referenced plat as the
"Rocke" Rasement shall be maintained in pertutity in its natural

state as a geological preserve.
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8. The Grantors shall abide by all federal, state and local
laws and ordinances regulating the rzhabilitation, maintenance
and use of the property descriped herein.

9. Representatives or the pPreservation Society shall have
the right to enter the premises at reasonable times, after giving
written reasonable notice, for the purpose of inspecting the
buildings and grounds to determine if there is compliance by the
Grantors, their successors and assigns with the terms of these
covenants.

o. No scil, trash, ashes, junk, garbage, waste or other
unsightly or offensive material shall be dumped or stored on the
Subject Froperty.

10. The Grantors' covenant to carry out the duties specified
herein and these restrictions shall be covenants and restrictions
ruaning with the land, which the Grantors, their successors and
assigns, covenant and agree, in the event the premises are sold
or otherwise disposed of, will be refarenced in the deed or other
instrument conveying or disposing of the pramisas.

1i. In the event o}-a violation of these covenants and
restrictions, all legal and eguitable remedies, including
injunctive relief, specific performance and damages, shall be
svailable to the Preservation Society. HNo fallure on the part of

orce any covenant or restriction

h

the Preservation Socisty to sn
herein nor the waiver of any right hereunder by the Preservation
Society shall discharge or invalidate such covenaant oOr

restrictien or any other covenant, condition or reszyiction
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hereof, O affect the right of the preservation Soclety to
enforce the sane in event of a subseguent breach or default.

12. Unless othervwise provided, the covenants and
restrictions set forth above shall run in perpetuity and shall
terminate and be of no further force or effect with regard to Lot
3 of the property only in the event that the house is damaged
beyond rastoration as & result of fire ot catastrophe. Damage
beyond restoration is defined as damage to an extent exceeding
fifty (508%) of the insurable value of the building.

TN WITNESS WHAEREQF, the parties have caused this instrument

o be signed this the Flsd” cay of Cé%ﬁ%ﬁz&/ . 1985.

j
(%éqﬁ%?‘“fﬁ i
L ezl gﬂ’wfﬁ ,gf% :
i

if. WOODROW RURHNS, JR.

Ve

MARY JANE-BUBHS

Chapel Hill preservation Bociety,
inc.

=47 lgﬂ?,g/ﬁ)m(}fﬂf )/&JJJX{"J&W‘; ., (#

By b%fz_cax,LJ (,u:@e;fz,ﬂ:{&mce g Secuafent




soor DAS mee JYL

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR'S STANDARDS
FOR HEHABILITATION
{ag of September 1, 1983}

H
i

I. Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for
praperty which vequivres minimal alteration of the buillding structuve, or site
and its envivonpent, or to use a property for its originally intended purpose,

2, The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building,
structure of site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or
alteration of any historic material or distinctive architectural festures shall
be aveided when possible.

3, All buildings, strhctures and sites shall be recegnized as products of
thelr «wn time. Alterations théa have no historical basis and which seek to
create an earlier appearance shall be discouraged.

%, Changes which may have taken place in the course ef time are evidence
of the history and deveiopmant.of a building, structure or site and ice
envirvonment. These changes may have acquired significance in thelr own vighe,
and this significance shall be vecognized and respected.

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftemanship
which characterize a bullding, structure or site shall be treated with
senaitivitye .

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rvather than
teplaced, wherever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new
matesial should match the material being replaced in composition, design, cole:
rexture and other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of wmissing
archltectural feagtures should be based on accurate duplications of features,
subscantiated by historic, physical or pleterial evidence rather than on
conjectursl designs cr the availlability of different architectural elements fr¢
other buildings or structures. '

7. The surface cleaning of structures zhall be undevtsken with the
gentlest weans possible. Bandblasting and other cleaning methods that will
damage the historie building materials shsll not be undertsken.

8. Every teasonable effort shall be made to protect end preserve

archeologiecal rescurces affected by, or adjacent to, ange%ehabilitaﬁion @ézje;-
2. ﬁan;emporafy designlfe? siterations and addirions to existing
properties shall not be discouraged when such zltevations and additions do noe
destroy significant historical, avchitectursl or cultu?él materizl, and such
design is compatible with theésizea scale, color, waterial and character of the

properiy, neighborhood or environment.
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

COUNTY QF ORANGE

T; CngﬂJ eﬁ%f C}%ﬂgéz , a Notary Public of AﬁLpaéaAq,)

Ccounty and State aforesaid, certify that KRISTINA K. LEE
personally appeared before me this day and acknowledged the
execution of the foregoing instrument for the purposes expressed
therein.

WITNESS my hand and seal this the g%éf’day of angﬁgx;::L

SRy R WA
: lﬁ"
e

LN L T
Hotady pPublic

1985.

e 3

My commission expiress

o~ - 88

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

COUN'TY OF ORANGE

I, C;;éa,-éj%l CZéeg%, , a Notary Public of ;éLkJ&&ﬁ%/
County and State sforecaid, certify that W. WOODROW BURNS
personally appeared before me this day and acknowledged the
execution of the foregoing instrument for the purposes expressed
therein. :
WITNESS my hand and seal this the Slef day of dﬁiﬂ%ﬁ:

1985.

QJE?#..-' Qj}: fgf%ﬁé.—l

Mot&ry Public

My Commission Expires:
of -t /- &8




STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF ORANGE sook 343 me 930
Q@ﬁ/ "*ﬂ- M T

I, a Notary Public of

County and State
personally appea

aforesaid,

certify that MARY J

ANE BURNS

red before me this da

y and acknowledged the

execution of th

e foregoing

instrument for the purposes expressed

therein.

- NESS my hand and seal this the J/gf day of A P
1985 e T
< R h:he:.??‘,,_. ”c':.' "I ‘.

A, b i

Hotarylrublic

My Commission Expires:
eof = ol [~ 2%

STATE OF NORTH CAROLILNA

COUNTY OF ORANGE

I, glﬁaz %47 (2@@4J . a ot

ary Public of

»(@-/Ji@/mJ

County, NoIrth Carolina,
personally cane before
is

SOCIBETY, LINC..
suthority duly given an

Secretary of CHAPEL
2 North Carclina Corporation,

certify that Jeen WeTwel Nanea

me this day and moknowliedged that he/she
HILL PRESERVATION
and that by
d as the act of the corporation, the

foregoing ins
President, sea

trument wWa

led with its corporate sea

s signed in

its name by its

1 and attested by _ Jer

as its Secretary.

ﬁﬁtness my hand and official stamp or seal, this uﬂ&ﬁ# day

of éZ%ﬁ;s / , 1985.

.

WD g
%“ki’" = 'r.;

Clor b

Notax'y Public

My Commission Expires:

ot 2/ 88

NOHTHCAROUNA—mﬂﬂANGECOUNTY

T

The foregeing certificatels) of - — ——— =~
Joan W. Clark,

A Notary (BXionaxks

Public of the designated Governmental units

R i
A '};"‘nacnl"_c. :
e e T\

W Ty W

"0'..“

e

%ﬁhﬁﬁ@eﬁﬁk&¥5beconeﬁ.FH&ihrn

il

sion this the 8T _day of __ November 1985 &t W3 o
in Record Book,g__§5§fA”,HJ_“,_?age"ﬂ_ 383 BaiiyJune aves,RﬁgBterofj%geds
s i H ¢ }?
By DY)V Wi
BOTUTTI e o e et T T V4 S B/ Deplity ¢
- Fegister of Deeds

e e e
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