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ABSTRACTOFMASTEROGS PROJECT

EAST END AND DAVIS BOTTOM:

A STUDY OF THE DEMO@RAPHIC AND LANDSCAPECHANGES OF TWO

NEIGHBORHOODS IN LEANGTON, KENTUCKY

This masterod6s project focuses on two se
Kentucky. Davis Bottom and the East Emere predominately as peSivil War
African American urban clusters. The boundaries of the two chosen study areas were
located within those two neighborhoods and based on size, location, and past, current,
and future threats. The goals within the progge: to conduct walepth archival research
on the histories of selected areas within Davis Bottom and the East End; to use that
research to expand on existing historic contexts and background research for each
neighborhood; to survey all historic resoes within each study area in accordance with
State Historic Preservation Office standards; and to describe the current condition of the
two neighborhoods.

An important aspeatf this project is the further development of the historic
contexts of eachtsdy area. To expand the histories, primary documents such as census
records, city directories, deeds, maps, and newspapers were consulted. Together all of
these provided statistical data of the demographics and infrastructure of the Dawis Bot
and EasEnd study areasAnother large part of this project is a survey of all extant
historic buildings and structures within the determined study areas. This survey was
coordinated with the Kentucky Heritage Council and produced survey forms that are held
onfile at their office in Frankfort. This aspect of the project was used in conjunction
with the primary archival sources to analyze how these threatened neighborhoods arrived
at their current condition. The historic and current statistics of the DattsnBand East
End study areas were used to compare and contrast the each area.

KEYWORDS: East End, Davis Bottom, Urban Clusters, Fslilum, Lexington
Neighborhoods, Historic Preservation



EAST END AND DAVIS BOTTOM:
A STUDY OF THE DEMOM&APHIC AND LANDSCAPECHANGES OF
TWO NEIGHBORHOODS INLEXINGTON, KENTUCKY

By
Heather M. Dollins

Advi sor of Master

Director of Graduate Studies







ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This project would not have been possible without the kindness and help of
countless people associated wittmpanies and businesses such as Gwen Curtis at the
University of Kentucky Science Library; Jan Marshall at the Lexington Public Library;
Lynn Webb, Bill Mclintire, and Marty Perry at the Kentucky Heritage Council; staff at the
Lexington Circuit Court; Beite Kerr, director of the LexingteRayette County Urban
Government Division of Historic Preservation; Yvonne Giles at the Isaac Hathaway
Museum; and Julie Riesenweber, Clyde Carpenter, Faith Harder, Lalana Powell, and the
rest of the College of Design fdtuand staff .

| owe a special thank you to Amanda, Dan, Phil, Rebecca, Ann, Carl, James, and
David at the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet. Over two years you helped me take this
project into a direction that challenged me but in the end was so satisfying

To my Dovetail family: you gave me the knowledge, passion, and the push |
needed to go to Kentucky. Your advice, teachings, and support were always there and
guided me all the way.

How do | thank my classmates at the University of Kentucky? You satgh
class discussions and presentations and gave suggestions and advice. You helped me
during my research and you were there to listen and help me when | became
overwhelmed. You helped me get through program. | owe you so much.

Karl, Nancy,Andrew, ard Alison: you have been a wonderful committee that
never told me what or how to do this project. You gave me the freedom to make this
project whatever | wanted it to be and take it wherever | wanted it to go. You saw me
through the panic attacks, incactgrammar and punctuation, and incomplete thoughts.
This project is what it is because of the three of you. Thank you, a million times over,
thank you.

Mom, Dad, and Billy: The best support team anyone caskdfor. You saw me
through the good, the bad, and, oh yes, the ugly. There is no way | could thank you for
all the phone calls, reatiroughs, encouraging words;time-field assistance, and

unending, and unconditional love and support.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS . ... remr et rreer e e e e e e e e e eees iii
TABLE OF CONTENT S, ..o emme ettt smee e e et e e e e e e e aa e e e eann v
LIST OF FIGURES. ... et e et e e e e e ennmr e Vi
LIST OF TABLES. ... .ot rreee e e e e e et e e e e mmmra e eees ix
Yoo [ Tod 1 0] o SRS 1
(=] 1 ToTe (o] (oo |V F PP TP PPPPPPPPPPPPPPP 8
Early Settlement of Kentucky and the Establishment of Lexingtan....................... 13

African American Residential Development in Lexington in the Nineteenth Centa

ANteDEllUM LeXINGIOMN......eiiiiiiiiiiiiie e e 17
Postbellum LeXINGION............ooiiiiiiii e e e e e e e e e e e aeas 21
S (00 1Y Y =T L SO PPPPRPRR 27
East End Study Area History and Developme..................eiiiiiccmeeeevvvneniiieeeenn. 27
PreCiVil WA ... ..o e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s ammeeaeaeeas 27
PostCivil War Through the End of the Nineteenth Century........................... 31
TWENLIEtN CENTUNY......ccie i s e e e e e e e e emas 36
Current Status of the East End Study Ar€a...........oooooeeiiiiieeeiiiiiie e 47
Davis BOttOM StUAY AFEaL.........uuuueiiiiei i e et eeeees e e e e e e e e e e e eeeaeeaanens 52
PreCiVIl WA .. ...t e ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s ammeeaeeeeas 52
PostCivil War Through the End of the Nineteenth Century........................... 54
TWENTIEIN CONTUIY....coi i r e e e e e e e e e e 61
(@101 7= 01 SO0 o 11 1RSSR 85
The East End and Davis Bottom Study Areas: A COMPAriSON............ccevvveeeeeeennee. 90
= 5] (0o (0 = UPURRT 90
DEVEIOPMENL....ceiiiiiiii e 90
NUMDBEr Of BUIIAINGS ...evviiiiiiiiiiiiiee i) 91
[D1=T g loTe | 7= 1] o (02U P PP PP PP PP RRPPPPP 98
Population and HOUSENOIAS.............ooooiiiiiiiicc e 98
32T 0] /PP PP PPPPPPPPP 100
RACE. .. e ——— e 101



ReNter/OWNEISNID. . ... e 105

(@ ToTol U] oF=1 1 o] o PP PP URTPPP 111
PreSEaY ISSUES. ... ...ttt e e e e 117
(@] 3 Tod 11530 o 121
APPENTICES ...t eeea bbb e e e e e et e e emee e e et e e e e e e aeeean 124
APPENdiX Az City DIFECIONES ...ttt e e e e 124
Appendix B: Chains Of Title........ccooiiiiiiiiiieeme e 124
Appendix C: Kentucky Heritage Council FOrmS........ccocoeoeeeeiiiiieeeiiiieee e, 124
Appendix D: CenSUS RECOIS..........uuuiiiiiiii i ereera e e e 124
Appendix E: Rent/Ownershipables................iiiiiiiiiccecciccie e eeeeeeeee, 124
RETEIENCES. ... ittt 125



LIST OF FIGURES

Figure 1: The Study Areas on a Map of Lexington, Kentucky.............ccccovvvvieenneennn. 6
Figure 2: Detail of the East End Study Area, Lexington, Kentucky........................?
Figure 3: Detail of the Davis Bottom Study Area, Lexington, Kentucky.................. 4
Figure 4: Early Map of the ColONies..........coooi i 14
Figure 5: 1800 Map Of KENTUCKY.........ccciiiiiiiiiiiiiimmme ettt 15
Figure 6: Map of the Early Tracts of LEXINGION.............uuuiiiiiiiiieeeiiiiiiiieeeeeeeee e 16
Figure 7: 1792 Town Plat of the City of LeXington............ccooovviiiiiccce s 17
Figure 8: The Location of Antebellum Black Enclaves in Lexington in 186Q........ 19
Figure 9: Racial Distribution in Lexington in 1887.............cccccciiiiimmmniiiiiiiine 25
Figure 10 1835 Plat Of LEXINGION.......cuviiiiiiiiiiiieieie i 29
Figure 11: 1855 Map Of LEXINGION........ccoiiiiiiiiiieeee e eeea e 30
Figure 12: JEpeeViewd BeXingtBn..r..d.s.0.....ccovvvecceiiiin, 31
Figure 13:The Lexington Daily TranscripApril 10, 1883..........cccooeeiiiiiiiiiiiccceeeenn. 33
Figure 14: 1877 Beers Map of Lexington, KeNtUCKY..............cooovviiiiiicccee e 35

Figure 15 1898 Sanborn Map of the Southern Tip of the East End Study Area....36

Figure 16:Lexington Leadearticle, March 3, 1901.............oovriiiiiiiiiiine e 43
Figure 17: 238 Warnock Street, Constructed by Habitat for Humanity................. 49
Figure 18: Shotgun Houses on the 200 Block of Race Street............ccooovvvveeeee. 50
Figure 19: I-Plan House at 417 East Second Street............cocvvvveeiiccceiiiiiiieeeeene 50
Figure 20: 1840s Plat of Southwest Lexington, Deed Book 22, page.474........... 53
Figure 21: 1855 Map of Lexington by Hart and Mapother...................oooiiceeeeee. 54
Figure 22:EyelMBp..7....B. 1. d.0.S e 54

Vi


file:///C:/Users/Billy/Documents/UK/Masters%20Project/CLEANED%20FOLDERS/REPORT/FINALS/Dollins_Masters_Final.docx%23_Toc325100587
file:///C:/Users/Billy/Documents/UK/Masters%20Project/CLEANED%20FOLDERS/REPORT/FINALS/Dollins_Masters_Final.docx%23_Toc325100593

Figure 23: Pl at o fionWi.l.l.ar.d...Da.wv.l.s.0.s..5ubdi vi
Figure 24: R. De Rood&entucky Leader\pril 30, 1892..........ccceviieiiiiiiiiiiceeiiieennn. 56
Figure 25: Advertisement for Houses on BERB Street...............ovvvevviiiiiicceeeeeinnnnnns 57
Figure 26: 1877 Map Of LEXINGION........ccooiiiiiiiiieeee e eee e 59
Figure 27: J. Forbing & So0nos..1901..683ubdivi
Figure 28 The 1905 Hayman Subdivision of Lexington................uvvvvviiccceeeenennnns 64
Figure 29: W.L. Petty FaCtOry . ....c.cuuuiiiiiiiiiis st e e e e enenna s e e e e e e e e e 66

Figure 30:

The Queen & Crescent Railroad Freight Depot on thé 1920 Sanborn68

Figure 31: Southern Railway Freight Depot on South Broadway......................... 68
Figure 32: Newtown Pike EXtENSIQN............ooooiiiiiiiieenr e L O
Figure 33: Conceptual Design of the Southend Park Urban Village..................... 78
Figure 34: Singldamily Residential Prototypes...........ccccuuveveiiiiieesiiieiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeenn 80
Figure 35: Multifamily Residential Prototypes...........ccoooiiiimiimmmniiiiiiiieeeeeee 82
Figure 36: Aerial View Of LeXINGION.........cooiiiiiiiiiiieeee s 86
Figure 37: Aerial View Of LeXINGION.........cooiiiiiiiiiiieeee s 86
Figure 38: 700 Block of Davis Bottom in October, 2010..............covvvvviiiccceeeenennnns 38
Figure 39: 561 McKinley Street in January, 2QLL...........ouuviiiiiiiiieeciiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeenn 38
Figure 40: 1902 SanbOrM Map.......ccouiiiiiiiiiii e 92
Figure 41: 190171920 SaNDOIrM Map.......ccoeiiiiiiiiiiiieeee e eeeeeee e 93
Figure 42 1934 SanbOrM Map.......coouiiiiiaiaiiii e 94
Figure 43: 1902 SanbOrn Map........coouiiiiiiiiiiiie e 95
Figure 44: 190171920 SANDOIM Map.......ccoiiiiiiiiiiieeee e eeeeeseee e 96
Figure 45: 1934 Sanborn Map........ccouuiiiiiiiiiiie e 97

vii


file:///C:/Users/Billy/Documents/UK/Masters%20Project/CLEANED%20FOLDERS/REPORT/FINALS/Dollins_Masters_Final.docx%23_Toc325100604

Figure 46: Graph of the Number of Households in Each Study Area Between 1900 and

Figure 47: Graph of the Population in Each Study Area Between 1900 and.193®9

Figure 48: Graph of the Average Density per Household in Each Study Area Between

I 1010 = g o K 0 PP 101
Figure 49: Racial Distribution in the East End from 1900 to 1930....................... 103
Figure 50: Racial Distribution in DaviBottom from 1900 to 1930............cevvueennnn. 104

Figure 51: Home Ownership Distribution in the East End Study Area in 1900....106
Figure 52: Home Ownership Distribution in the East End Study Area in 1930....107
Figure 53: Home Ownership Distribution in the Davis Bottom Study Area in 19008
Figure 54: Home Ownership Distribution in the Davis Bottom Study Area in 19308

Figure 55 African American Domestic Servants with Employers in Lexington Circa

Figure 56: W. L. Petty Company and Surroundingig&s Looking North in Lexington

(O3] for= 0 L 1 O PP RR T TTPPPPPP 113
Figure 57: Interior of Lexington Tobacco Warehouse, 1931..............ccoooeeennn. 114
Figure 58: Horse Trainer with War Admiral...........cccooooiiiiiiicce e, 115
Figure 59: Truck Drivers for the Lexington Ice Company circa 1930.................. 116
Figure 60 425 East Second Street in the East End Study Area................coooeeee. 118
Figure 61: 600 De Roode Street in the Davis Bottom Study.Area....................... 118

Figure 62: 19581970 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map of East End Study Area......119

Figure 63: 19581970 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map of Davis Bottom Study Areal20

viii



LIST OF TABLES

Table 1: Sources Used DUring ThiS ProjeCt...........ueviiiiiiiiiieeeieeeeeeeeee e 8
Table 2: PrevioushRrecorded Resources Within Davis Bottom Study Area.......... 11
Table 3: PrevioushRrecorded Resources Located Within East End Study Area....11
Table 4: Surveyed Historic Resources within the East End Study .Area............... 51
Table 5: Structural Contilon of Residential Buildings in Davistown/South Hil........ 72
Table 6 Structural Condition of NoiResidential Buildings in Davistown/South Hill72
Table 7: Residential Ownership Status inviBsown/South Hill in 1970Q.....................73
Table 8: Surveyed Historic Resources within the Davis Bottom Study Area....... 89
Table 9: Owner/Occupant Comparison of 521 East Second Street.................... 109

Table 10: Owner/Occupant Comparison of 516 Patterson.............ccceeeevveeevvennns 110



Introduction

In her bookThe Battle for GothanRoberta Brandes Gratz described the
deterioration experienced by the SoHo district wRebert Moses, a New York City
planner, argeted the neighborhodaor demolition to make way for the Lower Manhattan
Expressway in the 1950s. Gratz explains that the proposed project, should it have gone
through, would have destroyed SoHo even th
flledthe buil dings that were so functionally f
department determined that the district would be blighted that the neighborhood truly
began to suffer; she describes it ae a fide
deatht hr eat syndrome, 0 and is described in he

Businesses leave when they see the handwriting on the walhofeden try to

establish themselves in such a location. Property owners hold out for the

l ucrative buywhén &t pbaae mékandpespleon i mprov
keep putting money in when the deaimse hangs over it. They can only do it
withthecounge of knowing they arendt going to ¢
being totally ignorant that it exist8ut the bankers are never ignorant about it

and stop giving | oans. When therebds a deat
always have to work arountdand get odd bits of money and so forth, which can
make a very good area in the end, if itds o

Although Gratz and Jacolbse referencing the Lower Manhattan Expressway project and
its looming effect on the blighted SoHo district, this idea and qureggly to urban
neighborhoods across the country. The poorer areas of town are often compromised by
large transportation projects; therefore, it is in those neighborhoods that théhdeath
syndrome is most likely to occur. Roberta Gratz, Jane 3aaol the other New Yorkers
who fought for SoHo against Robert Moses and the Expressway were rewarded with
success. The redevelopment project was defeated in court and SoHo was named a

historic district that thrives today. Not all threatened neighbathaoe preserved and

! Roberta Brandes GratEhe Battle for GotharfNew York: Nation Books, 2010), 97.
1



many times they are lost to development. Because not every neighborhood will be saved
from the wrecking ball, it is necessary for citizens, communities, the preservation
community, and government officials to learn their historiesdmodiment what is there
before they are lost forever. The alternative is to use this knowledge to save them or
construct appropriate new growth.

In the United States it is common for cities to constantly expand and grow as
advances in construction ardrisportation technology continue to develop. Often times,
within large urban cores neighborhoods and enclaves change or are engulfed by
expansion, which can occur for a variety of reasons. These individual areas can, and
often times do, develop their owname, identity, and culture. In some cases
neighborhoods can gain national recognition and become known for their individuality
within a larger city such as Greenwich Village in New York City and the Ha&ghbury
district in San Francisco.

Lexington,Kentucky, is situated in the central part of the state. It is the second
largest city in Kentucky and is composed of several locally-kredwn uppeiclass
neighborhoods such as Gratz Park, Ashland Park, and Chevy Chase. These are
recognized for their@metimes lavish architecture or as the residence for prominent
individuals and families. Historians, city officials, and preservationists rarely disagree
about the necessity to save and protect areas such as these.

Lexington also has modest neighborheocsbme of which haveeen
marginalizedoy developers, units of government. The people as well as the development
of the landscape of those early neighborhphdwever, speak just as much to the history

and creation of the city as the large, upscale meidioods. It is easy to overlook these



areas because they can be run down, labeled as dangerous, and written off as eyesores. In
the early decades of the preservation movement, it was typical for marginalized
neighborhoods to receive little attention frdmose who doument historic landscapes;
the neighborhoodwere targeted as good locations for demolition and new development.
Through this common practice, such areas, despite their potential to yield historic
information, were removed and demolishedc@ese their importance, both
architecturally and historically, is not known these marginalized areas are often targeted
for demolition. While Lexington, Kentucky, has several vkelbwn, upscale
neighborhoods, the city also has many other historic nerglolods built for the less
affluent that are in danger of being lost through a combination of absentee ownership,
deterioration, neglect, demolition, and laigEale new development.

The East End and Davis Bottom are two such neighborhoods in Lexingisin; E
End is located on the northeast quadrant and Davis Bottom is situated on the southwest
guadrant of LexingtonHigurel, p.6). Developers and landowners created each, for the
most part, in response to the housing needs of African Americans after the Civil War, on
what was then the outskirts of the city and adjacent aads/and other industrial areas,
or in lessdesirable environments, including ldwng marshy grounds. The predominant
architectural forms found in these neighborhoods, such as shot-giam,Tand Eplan
houses, are not unique or elaborate; rather¢bajorm to trends in similar places
throughout the American South in the laieeteenth and earywentieth centuriesThe
built landscape in both of these postbellum neighborhoods helps tell the story of African

Americans in Lexington as well as lowecame citizens in Lexington as a whole.



Until recent decades, architectural historians and preservationists rarely
documented whole vernacular, workiolgss landscapes; and when they did this it often
in response to a posed threat to the neighborhoots. I8tk of documentation is a
serious oversight because the historic fabric in neighborhoods such as the East End and
Davis Bottom is rapidly being lost. Unfortunately the buildings within these
neighborhoods lack the individual documentation that ideatil evaluate their
significance. This typically means the resources are not part of the public record and
often do not play a contributing role in t
the large impact the residents of these two neighborhuadisn the city. There are four
goals for this Masterods in Historic Preser
1. To conduct irdepth archival research on the histories of selected
areas within Davis Bottom and the East End;
2. To use that research to expand on existing hestmmtexts and
background research for each neighborhood;
3. To survey all historic resources within each study area in accordance
with State Historic Preservation Office standards; and
4. To describe the current condition of the two neighborhoods.
It is my hope that the data gathered during this project will be of use to the general
public, students, local neprofits, businesses, developers and planners, and the local and
state governmerit.
| selected two neighborhoods in the East End and Davis Baisastudy areas for
this project Figurel, p.6). TheEast End study area is bowutby East Third Street on
the north, North Eastern Street on the west, the Midland Avenue/ North Eastern/Main

Street intersection on the south, and Ann Street and Midland Avenue on tHegast (

2, p.7). The Davis Bottom study area is bounded by Pine Street on the north,tkigh S

I n addition to this UnsityefKénsicky theossjineey formsonthefhistbrie at t h
individual resources will be on file at the Kentucky Heritage Council in Frankfort Kentucky.

4



on the west, railroad tracks on the south, and South Spring Street and South Biaadway
the eastiigure3, p.7). | chose those specific boundaries because the size was
appropriate for the level of studlyvanted to accomplish and the two aress
historically comparable in terms of size, landscape, buildings, stesctoeople, and
development patterns. The study areas arecaisently threatened jevelopment and
have uncertain futures. In addition, the buildings within the chosen study area boundaries
are mostly undocumented by the State Historic PreservatiateOff

Although I will record andanalyz2then e i g h b ocurfert codd#idn, | will
not discuss potential plans or suggestions for preservation in the fudunill this work
yield a nomination for thesgreas to the National Register of Historic Pladdsave
made this decision t o |[Dbelienethefirshseempnyoj ect 0s
preservation efforis documentatio, which will be a large undertakimg itself. 1 hope
that the informatn | gather will be a stepping stone and basis for future preservation

efforts in these neighborhoods and others like them.
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Methodology

One of theprimarygoalsis to create a historic context for twtudy areasm
Lexington, Kentuckyand analyze the current condition of both ardaganted to
choose two project areaschied within innewcity neighborhoods whose historic fabric
and integrity are either threatened or largely lost. | wanted to look at more than one
neighborhood for the purposes of comparing and contrasting their development over
time, broader trends, deg@phics, and infrastructure. | picked the areas known as Davis
Bottom and the East End because they exhibited the qualities | was interested in and
chose smaller study areas as a sampling of the larger neighborhood.

| conductedarchival research for eacteighborhood.l performed an analysis of
the study areas using a variety of sources, each of which provided a different perspective
on their particular historic sections of Lexingtdrablel, p.8).

Tablel: Sources Used During This Project.

Dates/Locations . : Recorded
Source Consulted Information/Data Provided Format
City 1887, 1898, 1902, 1923, Pr?;issr:()rg’c: ::I‘rgg t‘r’ifbaﬁzﬁpam’ Excel
Directories 1931, 1948 9 ' Document

approximate number of householg

Census 1880 (Davis Bottom only), Name of members in household Excel

Records | 1900, 1910, 1920, 1930 | "elationships, sex, race, age, numi 0 ooy
of children, occupation,

521 E. Second Street, 50
E. Third Street, 234 Easte

Ave., 527 Goodloe St., 22 :
Chains of | Race St., 243 Race Stree Development trend patterns, nan| Tablein a

Title 501 Caden Court, 418e of owneg:l,vlneen dgmeOf ?(Tirtth € owne Dgl(\:/l?rrr?ent

Roode, 603 De Roode, 70 property

De Roode, 516 Patterson

610 Pine
Maps Sanborn Maps, City Maps  When used together they s_how IPEG
Plats development chinges over time
Various dates of Lexingtonn  Birth and death notices, pictures
Newspapers ) . JPEG
newspapers various articles




When attempting to gain a wetbunded understanding of an area it is essential to
combine the archival data with remainindrastructure on the existing landscape; the
information gathered during the archival research is enhanced by the extant buildings and
structures within the study area and vice versa. In order to obtain a more thorough
comprehension of Davis Bottom atite East End, | augmented my research with a
reconnaissance survey of all historic properties in each study area. According to the State
Historic Preservation Office [Kentucky Heritage Council] in November, 2010 there are
18 previouslyrecorded buildings the two neighborhoods. Five previousiyrveyed
resources were located within the Davis Bottom study area; however none are currently
extant. Two were associated with the railroad corridor: the Southern Railway Passenger
Depot (FASB 35) built in 1906908 and designed by H. Harrington, was a brick,

Georgian Revival Building, and the Cincinnati Southern Railway Freight Depot (FAS
13), which was a twstory, stuccoed building. One of the resources, the Central District
Warehouse #60 (FASB 36) was situadééd27 South Broadway and associated with the
tobacco industry. The remaining two previoustgorded resources within the Davis
Bottom study area were singl@mily houses: the Robert E. (FAS 59) and the Isaac E.
(FAS 60) Hathaway Houses, situated &li7&4 Pine Street and 766 Pine Street
respectively. Both buildings were associated with the life of African American sculptor
Isaac Scott Hathaway &ble2, p.11).

Thirteen structures within the boundaries of the East End study area were previously
surveyed. A majority of those thirteen resources are single family housédi@
previously determined that two of those houses meet the criteria for the National Register

of Historic Places. The house is situated at 216 N. Eastern Avenue isttwbrick



building inhabited by Abraham Perry, the successful African Amerioesettrained.

Similarly, 234 North Eastern Avenue was named for Edward D. Brown. Brown was a
well-known African American horse trainer; he and his family lived at that house for
nearly two decades. The thiglthe Thomas J. Danahy Famibyocery and Redence

(FANE 246) situated at 500 and 502 East Third Street. In addition to-$amgiky

houses, the John G. McFadden Grocery and Store (FANE 244) situated at 400 East Third
Street is a previouslsecorded twestory commercial building. Three previously

surveyed resources are no longer extant and they include the Purity Filling Station at 413
East Main Street (FANE 228), which was an ednlgntieth century gas station situated

at the southern tip of presetiy Thoroughbred Park, the house at 527 WarStizet

(FANE 265), and two of three Goodloe Townhouses (FANE 252), which included three
two-story brick buildings on Goodloe Street. The two located at 520 and 522 are no

longer extant; however the building situated at 527 Goodloe is still standing (

Table3, p.11).

| surveyed and documented the studyaareetween October 2010 and January
2011.Some properties in Davis Bottom had to be syed early (Octobegs part of a
combined documentation effort with the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet. These same
properties were demolished in ldt®@vember/earhDecemberThe majority of the
documentation in each project area was conducted in January 2Békurvey |
performed was composed of sevgraitsand included a reconnaissancdieid
assessment of ela property over 50 years qglthe ageat whicha kuilding is deemed

historic by the National Historic Preservation Adttook a digital photograplbf each

10



historic building or sucturewithin thestudy aredoundaries Each documented

resource was given a Kentucky Herit&ggeuncil [KHC] site number ashall the

information gathered in the field was compiled onto Kentucky Heritage Council survey

forms, which were then submittéolthe KHC. These forms are on fdethe KHC

headquarters in Frankfort, Kentucky.

Table2: PreviouslyRecorded Resources Within Davis Bottom Study Area
According to Current KHC Records.

. Historic Name Location Current Status
Site Number
FASB 35 Southern Railway 701 S. Broadway Demolished
Passengebepot
FASB 36 Central District 527 S. Broadway Demolished
Warehouse #60
FAS 13 Cincinnati Southern | 569 S. Broadway Demolished
RailwayFreight Depot
FAS 59 Hathaway Houses 760-764 Pine Demolished
(Robert E.)
FAS 60 Hathaway Houses 766 Pine Demolished
(Isaac S.)

Table3: PreviouslyRecorded Resources Located Within East End Study Area
According to Current KHC Records.

Site Number Historic Name Location Current Status
FAE 1 Overview East Main St 400 E. Main Undetermined
Midland
FADT Purity Filling Station 413 E. Main Demolished
FANE 213 216 N. Eastern Meets N/R Criteria
Abraham Perry House Ave
FANE 214 Edward D. Brown 234 N. Eastern Meets N/R Criteria
House Ave
FANE 215 Rev. Henry H. Lyttle 223 Race Undetermined
House
FANE 216 House 224 Race Undetermined
FANE 217 | Wyte/ Mﬁgﬁ:’;’;’\’e”de" 228 Race Undetermined
FANE 218 Henry Mack House 232 Race Undetermined
FANE 244 John G. McFadden 400 & 403 E. Undetermined

11




Grocery Third
FANE 245 Alex Y. Walker House 408 E. Third Undetermined
Thomas J. Danahy
FANE 246 Family Grocery and 500502 E. Third Meets N/R Criteria
Residence

Goodloe Townhouses Undetermined/Partiall
FANE 252 (Three Buildings) | 220922 Goodioe Demolished |
FANE 265 House 257 Warnock Demolished

12



Early Settlement of Kentucky and theEstablishment of Lexington

In the mideighteenth century, the land now known as Kentucky was still mainly
inhabited by Native Americans and undeveloped by western cuftireere were many
early AngleAmericans who traveled to the Kentucky region inrthd-eighteenth
century At that time many white settlers considered the area west 8jieachian
Mount ains the Awil derness. odayKemucky;The 0 a gr o
scouting party consisted of Dr. Thomas Walkanristopher Gist, John derer, Gabriel
Arthur, Abraham Woods, Thomas Batts, and Robert Fallamaddition to the Anglo
American colonists, French and Spanish explorers were also present in the Kentucky
region during this time. Theseoyips of people engaged in a laegeountof trading
with the natives in the area; this competition eventually led to the French and Indian War
because of the rivalry between the FrenchthedBritish.> Explorations of Kentucky
were |imited until the Tr eapedawayfmaryafithes was
political barriers to Anglecolonial expansion in the land beyond the Appalachian
hi g h | ®aKerdusky eéxperienced many changes in the decades that followed the
Treaty of Paris; American pioneers began to openly explore, survegiveahe the land

into large tracts. In 1776 it became Kentucky County of VirgiRigure4, p.14).

% John E. Kleber, editoffhe Kentucky Encyclopedi@,exington: University Press of Kentucky, 1992).
* Kleber, Kentucky Encyclopediayii.

® |bid.

® Ibid.

" Ibid.
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e4: Early Map of the Colonies.

Figu“r'
On April 19, 1774 Lord Dunmore, Governor of Virginia issued a20@ land

patent to James Buford, who was in the Virginia Militia during the French and Indian

War. A little over a year later on August 5, 1775 Thomas Jefferson commissioned John

FIl oyd to complete a survey of this tract a

middle fork of the EIl khorn a°hAdcordingjothe ni ng t

History of Pioneer Lexington, 1779806by Char |l es St apl es, the 2

transferred by Buford to James Cowden and by the latter to Charles Cummins, who sold

it to J U8 Bahn Aoydeyedtualy sold the parcel in full to John Todd, a

Pennsylvania native who later moved to Kentutkyde worked as a surveyor and was

one of the first two Kentucky represatives in the Virginia legislate as well as an

of ficer in General George Rogers Gfortar ko6s |

8 Giles Robert de Vaugondy, #APartie de | dAmericque S
Historical Society, Frankfort, Kentucky).

° Charles R. Staple§he History of Pioneer Lexingtdri7 79 1806,(Lexington: University Press of

Kentucky, 1939).

1% StaplespPioneer Lexingtont.exingtonFayette County Urban Government [LFUCG], Circuit Court,

Deed Book 14, page 248.

| FUCG Deed Book14, page 248.
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during that expedition, Patrick Henry, governor of Virginia, appointed John Todd the first
governor of the lllinois Territory” In December 1776, the Virginia General Assembly
created Kentucky as a county in Virginia and just four years laterulgnCounty was

divided into three separate counties: Jefferson, Fayette, and Lificoln.

(2

b
b

.
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Figure5: 1800 Map of Kentucky’

In 1781, five trustees for the Kentucky settlement veéeeted they were: Levi
Todd, David Mitchell, Robe: Patterson, Henry McDonald, and Michael Warntdk a
document datetMay 6, 1782 Thomas Jefferson, Governor of Virginia, granted 640 acres
of Virginia | and t o -dchegactisralsoanergiened.inthis John T
document and it is posséthat he was in the process of selling the larttieéabove
mentioned trustee$. Unfortunately, Colonel John Todd died on August 19, 1782 during

the Battle of Blue Licks, one of the last battles of the Revolutionary"{(Vafter his

“Kentucky Historical Society, fthdviwwliclkpgbd, 6 accessed
record/MomentsO09RS/web/Lincgarcen2Omomentgercen?010.pdf
13 Kleber,Kentucky Encyclopedia.
“Scoles, AThe State of Kentomkyhei BesthduAtpoinhieg,
at the Kentucky Historical Society, Frankfort, Kentucky).
BUniversity of Kentucky, fiLexingtoh85&eat(bPayaBonarf
%pecial Collections at the University of Kentucky, Lregtion, Kentucky).

Ibid.
"Kentucky Historical Society, fAJohn Todd. o
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death,T o d d 6 ster,dMary Tptild Russell, completed the sale started by her father and
sold 70 of the 200 acres to the Trustees of LexindfoAfter the acquisition of this piece

of the Todd tract, the trustees had a-atée parcel of land, which became known as the
Lexington Tract:® They began to subdivide the tract into inlots and outlots, thereby
creating the original town plat of Lexingtéh.About a decade later on June 1, 1792,

Kentucky became the T'State of the United Statés.

Figure6: Map of the Early Tracts of LexingtdA.

18 StaplespPioneer LexingtonK e nt ucky Hi storical Society, o0John Tod:¢
19 StaplespPioneer LexingtonCarolyn Murray WooleyThe Founding of Lexington: 1775776,

(Lexington: LexingtorFayette County Historic Commission, 1975).

®Kentucky Historical Society, o6John Todd. o

2 Kleber,Kentucky Encyclopedia.

2Z\W. H. Polk Lexington 17761791 SurveysMap, (Lexington: 1992, from the Science Library at the

University of Kentucky, Lexington, K&ucky).
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African American Residential Development in Lexington in the
Nineteenth Century

Antebellum Lexington

As previously mentioneaarly settlers laid out Lexington on a 7a€re tract of

land astride the Elkhorn Creek. At the core of the ngMdgted town was a series of

~ .| narrow, rectangular lots, known
| | 108 | for | 108 | 105 X | 103 01 | 100 90 | %8
Terrmedh et — STe—— . 23
as inlots~> The founders of
A 8 & [ 8 8 0 X o1 X @ o on o6 pe
ey — — -~ | Lexington expected additional
B R % |75 m ®» s | & a2 .
development beyondhé 87 in
% dned J
o | o | oo oo lolleolels s lalels lots; they laid out additional-5
Foncah Kigel el
] acre owlots as much as one
i —— mile north and east beyond the
-0 Ll gl § il Kol Rl ¥ i : 7
y B center of towrf.” Many of the
T i~ 1_—_1 - u 8 \
N . B |
2lclolls|r|a|nf|z § ] outlots, especially those
el e o« 7= . 1 | northeast and north of the
- ",‘jj}r@_»c:é:;.éw ‘ ‘ e
(S RPN (USSR s, |ennans — I I ] .
o, R (PRI w| downtown core, remained
i osafeeee Retee kit e s relatively undeveloped, often
3 Facsimde of
2722 loin mizixigR ¢ The .;@‘:‘f‘" used as a placerfgattle to
] : Ty
g i Ywae 1781

Figure7: 1792 Town Plat of the City of Lexington

% City-County Planning Commission of Lexington and Fayette Co(ritg, Historical Development of

Lexington and Fayette County, Ki{exington: 1963), 4.
#“John Kellogg, fAThe Formation of Bl acik8B&widdenti al

Journal of Southern History#8:1 (1982): 40.
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graze or were 0t htetedaacsries sfuddru rcbraena teisnga ttewsod
t o w’A The areas south and west of the core of Lexington were mostly rural in nature in
the earlynineteenth century.

Even before Lexington wasdaorporated as a city, slavery was a major institution
in the Bluegrass Region. The town Awas no
women, and children fr &dqTuheentlloyc astoilodn aotf ptuhbe
residences varied by househotdlaowner. Slave housing during the first half of the
nineteenth century included liie housing, liveout housing, and the barracdksTo
Al #ime&® meant to reside on the same property
in housing located alonttpe edge of the property. Many times the land owners cut an
alley through the property armlilt slave housing often shotgun ioT-plan house®
alongit® ALi voiuntgd was a privilege given to some
were allowedtolivebeond t he confines of their master
day for working hours. It was common for those with this opportunity to live in houses
near the freed slaves in the af@another location of slave housing, according to John
Kellogg, wee the barracks in Lexington, as seen on the 1855 map of Lexiffgton.
addition to the large number of slaves in Lexington during the-daripid-nineteenth

century, there were also a small number of freed slaves within and around the city limits.

®Kellogg, fBlack Residential Areas, o 40.

®Faberson, fArchival History, o 7.

Kel l ogg, fABlack Residential Areas, o 29; Tayna A. F
Newton Pike Extensio®mallAre Devel opment Pl an, City of Lexington
(Lexington: Cultural Resource Analysts, Inc., 2006), 7.

®Kel l ogg, fABlack Residential Areas, 06 29; Faberson,
®Faberson, fAArchival History, 08.

Y¥Kell ogg, fBlatkAReabsdén29.
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Even as early as 1792, the year Kentucky became a state, a handful (0.2 percent) of freed

African Americans lived in Lexington; by 1860, the number had risen to 4.52 pércent.

LEXINGTON, KENTUCKY
FREE NEGRO PROPERTY
OWNERSHIP; 1860

B S 0-3898
(®) $400-9889
% S 1,000+
] Enclaves
t-——.4 Cen. Bus
Area

Figure8: The Location of Antebellum Black Enclavesliexington in 186G7

The slaves who purchased or were given their freedom represented a portion of
the skilled and unskilled labor force in the cifijhey worked ashut were not limited to,
laundreses masons, cooks, factory workers, and seamstrésg&iser they gained their

freedom, many former slaves stayed in Lexington either by choice or because it laws and

'Faberson, fAArchival Hi story, 6 8.
¥Kellogg, iBl ack Residential Areas, o 28.
¥Faberson, fAArchival History, 08.
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the postbellum culture made it difficult to leave. A majority of the white inhabitants
looked down upon blacks and thought of them as arnianfeace* Although it was
difficult for freed blacks to earn money, especially when compared to what their white
counterparts earned for the same amount of work, in times of labor shortages it was
possible for many of them to obtain employm®&nAs a result, by the beginning of the
Civil War, Lexington and Louisville housed a majority of the freed African Americans in
Kentucky?*

Because they did not have a master who required them to live on or near their
property, freed African Americans were abldite elsewhere in the city. Their options
were limited, however, by the small amount of money they earned and general sentiments
of the white landowners in Lexington. In some cases the freed blacks formed small,
compact enclaves that provided a seng@atection and community. With the 1855
Map of Lexington as a base, Kellogg used 1860 Federal Census Manuscript Return data
to show the location of Lexington African American enclaves. The modern map shows
that the enclaves were almost always locatet@as that were less desired by the
wealthy, uppeclass residents of Lexington. The neighborhoods were situated near
railroad tracks, factories or warehouses, prostitution districts, cemeteries, or set in low
lying areas that were prone to floodit{gThelessthanfavorable location of many of
these enclaves did not diminish the bondliglthe people livingvithin the

neighborhood. Their sense of community is evidenced in part by their heavy

¥Nancy O6Mall ey, fAThe Pur sui tadtawh, afAfricancAtherioan Posthe Ev ol u
Civil War Nei ghbor hooWinterthur Roafolia37:4(2002). , Kentucky, 0O
®*Faberson AAy,cthi8:alMariisacmrB. Lucas, A History of BI
Segregation, 176A891, (Frankfort: Kentucky Historéd Society, 2003), 11011.

®Faberson, fAArchival History, 08.

Kell ogg, fBlack Residential Areas, o 28.

20



involvement in the several local churches found within tlaesas; they were not only

used as places of worship, but were seen as important community &&nters.

Postbellum Lexington

Lexington was directly affected by the Civil War. In addition to the men and
women whdought and devoted their time and effort to we, the everyday day lives of
the ctizens in the city were disrupted because Union, and faeagderiod, Confederate
soldier encamped within Lexingtat different times throughout the War. The Civil
War 6s effects on t hightingentled. Likeansabyesalthdrnaiawgs af t e
in the United States, the decades dfterwar led to many changesliaxington,
including a large shift in demographics and increased development. After emancipation,
many recently freed blacks in rural areas migrated to towns and cities in an attempt to get
away from their rural and hostile environment. They wereialsearch of new
opportunities and their rural, hostile environmé&nthe federal government created the
Freedmends géizatienavhose parposeavasassist freed blacks as they
searched for jobs and housing, in Lexington, Frankfort, and setbeallocations
throughout Kentuckynd the United Staté8 The presence of the Bureau, as well as the
idea of additional jobs, made Lexington and Louisville very appealing to former §laves.
As a result, Lexington experienced a substantial demograhpiftictee African American

population more than doubled between 1860 and 8By, 1870, there were

®¥Faberson,HisAroaohi,wadl. ; J. W. Joseph, #AWhite Col umns
Classification in the Plantation Ideology of the Georgiagrmut h Car ol i nAachdeadogyoCount r vy,
Southern Urban Landscaepgx)00):114115

% Gerald Alvey,Kentucky Bluegrass Countrgdackson: University Press of Mississippi, 1992), 71.

0 Alvey, 74.
““Kell ogg, fBlack Residential Areas, o 30.
“Kell ogg, fBlack Residential Areas, o 30.
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approximately 7,171 blacks within the city
population®®

As the number ofecently freed blacks migrated to liegtoncontinued to
increaseit quickly became evident that additional housing was needed. What occurred
was a postbellum development pattern that happened in cities throughout many of the
southern states. AUr ban chlacks, began ® spiingw h i ¢ h
up along the edges of the city limits on or near what was considered some of the least
desirable land in Lexingtof. Accor di ng to John Kellogg in #
Residential Areas in Lexington, Kentucky, 18658 8 7 , 0 eré threepramarwfactors
that determined the locations of African American residences in the two decades after the
Civil War.”® As previously discussed, the first factor was the large shift in demographics
within the city. There was a large increasen@ mumber of blacks, especially in
comparison to the marginal increase in the white population. The second factor was
location; in the third quarter of the nineteenth century, Lexington resembled what was
termed a fApedest r i an indeéxington ownedihb Eghesteaalitt h i e s
houses, which were situated immediately around the core of the town, also known as the
central business district. Because the primary mode of transportation in urban areas was
by foot, it was most desirabletobeadj ent t o t he cityds center
entertainment, and shopping were locdfedliving in close proximity to the central
business district was a luxury that only the wealthiest could afford and this meant those

that were not as wealthy were forcedive farther beyond the core. This trend continued

3 Alvey, 74

“Kellogg, fBlack Residential Areas, o 33
“Kell ogg, fBlack Residential Areas, o 34.
* Ibid.
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until the 1890s when the streetcar was introduced in Lexifi§tétllogg continues the

Al ocati ono argument by stating that, altho
pedestrian city, it also hatiditional characteristics that made it different. The first was

a large concentration of higjuality houses along main thoroughfares such as Broadway,
Main, and Limestone. The second was what K
ameni ty/ nona méeldcdtign ofdettar hdmesharoind whit are often

considered nice amenities, such as churches, universities, and parks. In contrast, it was
common for lowequality homes to be situated near slaughterhouses, jails, or

cemeteried® The third point thateparates Lexington from the quintessential pedestrian
city is a trend he calls dArelative |l ocatio
with points of high elevationsaswellaslbtwy i ng areas. The fAbottom
to flooding and diseasand as a result people often avoided those areas ifdb&l/

affordto live elsewher&® According to Kellogg, the third factor that determined African
American residential location was social, and was heavily influbog¢he racial

attitudes of theitizens in Lexington at the time. Overall there was a very negative

attitude on the part of the white population towards African Americans. This was seen in
many aspects of the evetay lives of the black citizens of Lexington. One example is

the oveall sentiment that whites did not want to live close to African Americans.

Sometimes developers took extra steps to ensure the segregation of neighborhoods by

either specifically stating that blacks or other minorities were not allowed to purchase

Bl ack B®sidenti al Areas, O
Bl ack B®sidenti al Areas, O
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land inan area or by making it easier and cheaper for blacks to buy a house in a certain
area>’

The combination of these factaessulted inthe formation oBeveral postbellum
black neighborhoods to provide housingttee growing African American populatich
the end of the Civil War. Although the neighborhoods tended tlispersedround
Lexington, theyhad severasimilar qualities. The postvar black urban clusters were
almost always located around the edge of the city limits. In addition to thecdigtam
the central business distrithey were also situated in and around some of the least
desirable locations in the city, such asdlyymg bottomlands, railroad tracks, cemeteries,

prostitution districts, and industrial corridars.

ti al Areas, 0 42
Residenti al Areas, 0 39.

X S
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Figure9: Racial Distribution in Lexington in 18&7.

Theresidentiaklusters were often composed of frame houses, usudhya
shotgun plan set on lots approximat28/feet wide and 80 to 100 fedzep > A
shotgun house is simply defined by Virginia and Lee McAlest@r kield Guide to

American Housea s  a-ro@nodeep, halndparlor plan of the rural South turned

sidenti al Areas, 0 36.
I History, o 16
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sideways to accommotTheferm aof the shatgun housdatlovedl ot s .
devdopers to fit more houses on a piece of land; overall the houses varied in size,
setback, and shap®&evelopers constructed the buildinggightly line side streets and
alleys that cut through the neighborhdd@espite the sma#lize of thehouses, itvas
common for two or more families to live under the same dof.
The postbellunurban clustersliffered from the antebellum enclaves in several
ways. According to John Kellogthe neighborhoods constructed after the Civil War
were biggerhad a greatemumber in each householtadolder heads athe household,
and overall haéimuch higher percentage of ownersHipBy the latenineteenth century
the LexingtonAfrican American communithadestablished elevdniack chuche®
four of whichdated to befar the Civil Waé schools, their owmmain street on the east
end ofVine and Water streets that included stores, barbershops, and restaurants. In many
cases, however, unlike the enclaves established before the waditdual postwar
black urban clusts did not have churches, schools, or other community organizations of
their own for the first few decades. This suggests that during theiteenth century
the black community in Lexington was rse@much neighborhootlased, rather it was
city-wide and centered around the central business distriThis is not to say, however,
that the neighborhoods were not unified; in fact, many were given distinct names by

locals, such as Gunntown, Pralltown, Go@tban, and Davis Bottorm

**Virginia and Lee McAlesterA Field Guide to American Hous@¥ew York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2003), 90.

®Kellogg,i Bl ack Residential Areas, o 39.

%% Alvey, 76.

Kel l ogg, fiBlack RB®sidential Areas, o 42
®Kell ogg, fBlack Besidential Areas, o 49
“Kellogg, fBlack Residential Areas, o 35
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Study Areas

Both of the study areas are examples of postbellum African American urban
clusters. The histories of the East End and Davis Bottom study areas reflect the typical
postbellum residential development that was previously discussed. Each neighborhood is
unique, however, and has its own story; this is what makes them an interesting aspect of
Lex i ngt o nlrbesneighbochdodsrdgsericebe recorded, documented, and made

available to all interested parties.
East End Study Area History and Development

Pre-Civil War

The East End study area was relatively undeveloped from theitdteenth to
the midnineteenth century. It was an open, grassy area on the eastern outskirts of
Lexington. Back Street, which became known as Deweese Street, was the easternmost
street for the first part of the nineteenth century. A majority of city development was
concentrated within the city plan and around the central business district. In the early
nineteenth century the area that is now considered the East End studysabesdesed
on the north by the Winchester Turnpike (currently East Third Street), a road that
connected Lexington to Winchester, and on the south and southeast by Town Fork of the
Elkhorn®°

One of the earliest developments in the East End of Lexingtoa vwa track.

On July 29, 1826 Lexington citizens for med

€ John LutzPlan of the City of LexingtoiMap, (Lexington: 1835, from th8cience Library at the
University of Kentucky, Lexington, Kentucky).
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breed of horses by en éocAfewangnthslgterin®aobes port o
the Kentucky Association held the first race at Williams Race Cowtseh was located

near the cityds cemetery. Over the course
Association purchased a total of 65 acres northeast of Lexington at the corner of present

day Fifth and Race Streéfs They constructed a grandstandaddition to several other

buildings along with a milkdong track that was one of the earliest developments in the

area. Although the grandstand and some of the other buildings were replaced over time,

this track was in continual use throughout theesteenth and into the eattywentieth

century®

13, Winston ColemarT he Squi r e6ds S k(eekingtore denrg Clay Press,i1972),t34. n ,
%2 |pid.
% Ipid.
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Figure10: 1835 Plat of Lexingtofi*

By 1855, just before the start of the Civil War, land owners began to divide the
area eastf Back (Deweese) Street into large tracts of land and construct buildings on
those parcels. The downtown core was quite dense by this time and the infrastructural
development was spreading beyond the original town plat in all directions, especially to
the north and eat. Inmediately west of the Town Fork of the Elkhorn, near the
intersection of preserttay Race Street and Corral Street, was a quarry. Also by the mid
nineteenth century the Lexington and Big Sandy Railroad was constructed near the east

end of the city. It was incorporated in 1852 as a railroad to connect Ashland and

% Lutz, Plan of the City of Lexington

% Hart and MapotheCity of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentucky, 1888p, (Louiville: 1885, from the
Science Library at the University of Kentucky, Lexington, Kentucky).
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Lexington. The piece of the line in Lexington followed the east side of the Town Fork of
the Elkhorn from the center of town outward along Winchester Boatie railroad

company abandoned the project in 186This railroad sparked a development pattern

that greatly affected the landscape of the east end. Although the railroad company did not
complete the project, other railroad companies and industrial businesses folldhe&id in

path and developed along the Town Fork between Main Street and Winchester Road
(presentday Third Street). The physical and social divitit wasoriginated by the

creek andeinforced by the railroad played a large role in the development &aste
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Figure11: 1855 Map of Lexingtofi®

% ColemanSketches of Lexingto87; Hart and Mapothe€ity of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentucky,

1855.
67 ColemanSketches of Lexingto87.

% Hart and MapotheCity of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentucky, 1855.
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Approximate
Location of
the East End
Study Area

Figurel2z The 1 8EyeVieB of Ledisgtorf®
PostCivil War Through the End of the Nineteenth Century
Like many rural areas in Lexington, the onset of the Civil War marked the
beginning of great change in the east quadrant of the city. The city experienced a rapid
increase in its African Americaropulation as the recentfyeed slaves migratl to urban
areas from the countide. In response to this influx, land owners ancelibpers
created urban clustets house the high number of blacks in the city. In 1865 Winn

Gunn purchased 14 acres aldfiinchester Road from William Monagh&h. Gunn

% Middleton, Wallace;, Thomas, View of the City of Lexington, K¥ap, (Cincinnati: J. T. Palmatary,

1957, from the Science Library at tbaiversity of Kentucky, Lexington, Kentucky).

LFUCG Deed Book 41, page 182; Gunn was born in Caswell County, North Carolina, grew up in
Tennessee, and by 1833 he married Matilda Winlock, a Kentucky native. In 1860 Winn and Matilda Gunn
lived in Shelby Canty, Kentucky, and at least seven years later the two had moved to a house on
Winchester Street (presed@ly East Third Street) in Lexingtodnited States Department of Interior,

Census Office, 1860 Census, Lexington, Fayette County, KentAdkgstry.om, www.ancestry.comOlt

Miami Printing & Publishing Co.l.exington City Directory(Cincinnati: Olt Miami Printing & Publishing

Co., 1867).
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noticed there was an immediate need for housing for the redesely African

Americans in Lexington. He saw an opportunity to make a profit on his land, which was
locatedon the outer edge of Lexington andsiin close proximity to the quarry and

railroad corridor. During the third quarter of the nineteenth century, developers laid out
the gridlike streets as an extension of the ordjibexington core made up of-lats and
out-lots; for example, Lincolbtreet (later renamed Race Street) was being constructed in
June, 1870 Winn Gunn subdivided much of the land he owned surrounding his
residence during the period between 1867 and 1889, the year of hi$’dBatrelopers

laid out lots in the area, most of which were narrow, rectangular parcels located along the
streets including Lincoln Street, Winchester (how known as East Third Street), Goodloe,
Warnock, and Constitution (now known as East Second Stree&tStr Winn sold

many of the lots to African Americans in needagflace to live’*

Another large land

owner in this part of Lexington at the time was David S. Goodloe, a local physician.
Although Goodloe sold many narrow parcels of land during th@s,8880s, and 1890s,

his heirs received many small lots as well after his death in P9@th Gunn and

Goodloe were extremely influential in the development of this neighborhood; two
adjacent black urban clusters were named after them, Gunntown adb&own.

During the 1880s, this area was the largest black neighborhood in Lexington and by 1887

Goodloetown, Gunntown, and Bradley Street Bottoms merged into a single community

t hat fAwas home t°By EB87pmost of #hé feople livimgthinghe o

M LFUCG Deed book 48, page 361.

2 LexingtonFayette County Urban Government [LFUCG], Circuit Court, Grantor/@eamdex.
2 bid.

" |bid; Various Lexington City Directories

5 LexingtonFayette County Urban GovernméhEUCG], Circuit Court, Will Book 9, page 46.
“Kellogg, fBlack Residential Areas, o 37.
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East End study area boundaries were African American (72 peraémbugh theravas
anotable number of whites as well (28 percent). Third Street, the major thoroughfare in
the area, had the highest percentage of whitd$e area was predondtely residential
(92 percent) with approximately eight businesses, a majority of which were grocery
stores such as the ones run by Timothy Foley at 296 East Third and Ernest B. Tingle at
21 Goodloe Streéf.

By the end of the nineteenth century, the racial divide was even more apparent in

the area. Some streets such as Vertner and Megowan still had a similar proportion of

whites to blacks. Other

New School Openéd. streets such as Rac
Constitution Street Colored School
opened this morning with one hun.
dred pupils.  For three blocks there | experienced an increase in
18 no sidewsalk to the school house,
and-the mud is now ten inches deep.
Council meets to-night, and it should || whereas the number of
order a cinder walk laid. The cind-
ers ean be gotten without pay, we whites either remained the
understand, at the gas house.

Constitution, and Goodloe

the number of blacks,

same or greatly decreas€d.

Figurel3: TheLexington Daily TranscriptApril 10, 1883 Overall, the percentage of
African Americans in the East End study area increased from 72 perc8mgdgle) in
1887 to 81 perent (169 people) in 1898. Lamaners in that area rapidly began

constructing buildings in the last decade of the nineteenth century. Residential buildings

""Based on data gathered from the 1887 City Directorychwprimarily listed the head of households

only. Although the data is slightly skewed because only one member of the household is typically shown, it

98063 give an idea to the number of households and the racial makeup of those households during that year.
Ibid.

¥ Based on data gathered from the 1898 City Directory, which primarily listed the head of households

only. Although the data is slightly skewed because only one member of the household is typically shown, it

does give an idea to the number of hehalds and the racial makeup of those households during that year.
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made up approximately 92 percent of the standing infrastructure vhthstudy area in

1887 and nomesidential buildings, primarily grocery stores, made up 5 percent of that

total. Although the percentage of dwellings decreased to 89 percent in 1898, the overall
number of buildings greatly increased; the number of resalestructures increased

from 150 in 1887 to 208 in 1898, the number of-nesidential buildings increased from

eight to eighteef’ In 1883 the city of Lexington built the Cstitution Street School,
alsoknownasth@ Col or ed Sc hool sid¢of.Congtiéution metweeh e sout h
Race and Warnock StreéfsThe student population was so dense and growing at such a

rate that a fouroom brick addition was needed by 1896. Lexington officials awarded the

project of designing the addition tiee architecMartin Geertz. He designed an addition

with four, 25 by 35 foot rooms at a cost of $5,400.

8 bid.

81 Sanborn Map Companinsurance Map of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentubtap. (New York:
Sanborn Map Company, 1902).; Transylvania Prelse,Bluegrass Directory of the City of Lexington,
Kentucky(Lexington: Transylvania Press, 1902)he Lexington Daily TranscripApril 10, 1883, page 1,
column 2.

8 The Herald LeaderApril 28, 1896, page 5, column 4.
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Figure14: 1877 Beers Map of Lexington, Kentuck/.

By 1898 several industrial buildings sprang up whiegowan Street (now

North Eastern Avenue) intersected with the railroad and Main Street. The W. Bush

Nelson hemp factory and the Kentucky Copper Works & Iron Foundry occupied two

two-story brick warehouses and several frame secondary buildings. Bot#sef th

factories took advantage of the railroad tracks and installed spurs that extended off the

main line and ran directly adjacent to the buildihigAlso by this time, Megowan Street

(also known as Grant Street during the nineteenth andteahtieth cetury), became a

centralized location for prostitution. Houses, mostly-@mel twoestory frame buildings

(l'i sted as

i f e malinesd bdthcsides df the gfreéet irnnmediatedy posth of

8D. G. Beers & Co.Atlas of Bourlon, Clark, Fayette, Jessamine, and Woodford Counties Nkafy,
(Philadelphia: D. G. Beers & Co., 1877, from the Science Library at the University of Kentucky,

Lexington, Kentucky).

%Emerson and Dar k,

Emer son

& Dar knd&Dark RuklishmgGop n

1898).;SanbornMap Companylnsurance Map of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentuklap. (New York:

Sanborn Map Company, 1898).
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the warehouses and the railroad tra€kélthough the railoads, factories, and
prostitution had a negative impact on the residential aspect of the neighborhood they
were in contrast with the Liberty Baptist Church on Goodloe Stedtother

communitystrengthening establishments that came to the neighborhood.

Figure15: 1898 Sanborn Map of the Southern Tip of the East End Study?Area.

Twentieth Century

The turn of the twentieth century brought with it continued growth in the East
End. For the most part the streets were fully dgpetldoy the end of the nineteenth
century; however, there were still several tracts of land that were not subdivided or built
upon. In 1900 there were approximately 252 dwellings, an increase from 223 in 1898.
The population in the East End study aredatttirn of the century was approximately
864. By this time several of the alleys, s

buildings on them; Fladds All ey had houses

8 Emerson and Darl,exingtonDirectory, 1898 Sanborn Map Companinsurance Map1898.
8 sanborn Map Qmpany,Insurance Map1898.
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tenement building&’ The population was not ratly homogenous; in 190Z1 percent
of the East End Study Area was African American and 29 percent were white. Several of
the streets were heavily segregated, such as Constitution, Corral, Foler Alley, Powell,
Race, and Warnock, all of which were almestirely, if not completely, inhabited by
blacks. Other streets such as Goodloe and Ann Streets were predominately black but with
whites scattered throughout (Goodloe: 86 percent black, 14 percent White; Ann: 82
percent black, 18 percent whif&) A majoiity of the white population was concentrated
on Third Street and Megowan Street; a majority ofpituestituteson lower Megowan
Street were white. Of the approximately 218 households listed in the 1900 Census, a
large proportion (156) rented their residerand only 68 owned their land. Almost 12
percent of the population in the EastdEStudy Area were boarders wiemted rooms in
the house. The area continued to be primarily occupied by renters into thefivggnty
century. Singles represented a migyoof the people in the study area at the time; every
street hd more singles than people wihvere listed as marriet.

There were several businesses in the area including groceries such as the ones at
200 Race Street, owned by William Tingle; 230 VertAvenue, run by John J. Galvin,
and 400402 E. Third Street owned by Fred Luigart, to name a few. There were also
three saloons, one at 479 Goodloe Street, run by Henry Mitchell, and two others that were
combined with groceries (501 Goodloe and 431 @Gwti®n). These saloons often had
icol ored wine r oo MByi90a the oamehoétide parael at2B4eRace e a r .

Street constructed a twsiory, wood frame hot8ln ot ed as t he M@ANegr o Ho

87 Sanborn Map Companinsurance Map1902.

8 United States Department of Interior, Census Office, 1900 Census, Lexington, Fayette County,
Kentucky,Ancestry.comywww.ancestry.com.

8 United States Department bofterior, Census Office, 1900 Census.

% The Lexington LeadeNovember 24, 1904, page 4, column 3.
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1902 Sanborn Map at the southeastern corner oé tintersection of Goodloe Street and

Race Street. In later years locals referredtothishdankl y busi ness as the
Hot el 06 and o wn e-stary dovalingsoh theueast (eear) elevatom &he

building still stands today; however, themers in recent decadeklered the building and

it losta majority of its exterior historic fabric. In 1903 the City purchased a lot on the

south side of Constitution Street, known as the Cockrell lot, to construct a new school. In
1904 a twestory, bick school, known as @hstitution School, replaced a cluster of

existing housed' In 1935, withfinancial help from the Project Works Administration,

the Board of Education constructed a large-stioey, rectangular auditoritiglymnasium

addition on the wat elevation that extended to Race Stréet.

In the1902 City Directoryand 1900 Federal Census, census takers listed many of
the men in the area as fAl aborers, o which |
jobs included carriage trimmer, grocermsictian, teacher, horseman, butcher, carpenter,
barber,and dairyman, to name a feW. The men that lived in the East End of Lexington
predominately worked in factories, such as the Lexington Lumber & Manufacturing Co.,
Lexington Lumber F&tory, etc. But dewei@ mworlsed df ethrampnon
industrial locations such as the Phoenix Hotel and S. S. Crawford, Sick and Accident

Insurance Company. Census and City Directory compilers noted that many women in the

East End were cooks, servants, dressmsaiieseamstressés. Other earlytwentieth

1 The LexingtorHerald, March 3, 1903, page 1, column$anborn Map Companinsurance Map of
Lexingbn, Fayette County, Kentuckyap. (New York: Sanborn Map Company, 192920). Sanborn
Map Companylnsurance Map of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentublap. (New York: Sanborn Map
Company, 19341958).

%2 The Lexington Leadedanuary 13,1935, page 16, page 5.

9 United State®epartmehof Interior, Census Office, 1900 Census; Transylvania PBéss;tory of the
City of Lexington1902.

% United States Department of Interia®ensus Office, 1900 Census.; Transylvania Piissctory of the
City of Lexington;1902.
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century infrastructure changes in the area included the railroad track laid by the
Lexington and Eastern Railroad Company. In 1903, the City passed an ordinance
permitting the company to construct tracks altregexisting Cincinnati & Ohio Railroad
and under Megowan Street. By 1904, the L & E Railroad Company completed the
installation of railroad trackgonstructedan iron bridge, anchadegrade changes along
the street. This change segregated the tipeoEtist End study area from the rest of the
district; the southern portion of Megowan (south of the Corral Street intersection)
remained an industrial district with a concentratiobroithels®

Development in the area continued over the next severatidec Although there
was a slight increase in the number of households from 1900 toth@i®was an 11
percent decrease in the number of pedplBwellings made up 84 percent of the
building infrastructure in the East End study area in 1910; bussies&se the next
largest category at approximately 10 percent of the total.

The decade between 1910 and 1920 brought an increase in the number of people
and rate of building construction to the East End study area. There was a large increase
(13 percent)n the number of households in the neighborhood, according to the 1910 and
1920 Census Records. By 1920, the study area was made up of a population of
approximately 882 people and 270 buildings, 233 of which were residences with an
average of 3.9 peopleing in each dwelling. A majority of the neighborhood occupants
rented their homes; only 47 (12 percent) of the households owned their homes, whereas

211household$82 percent) rented from a landlord.

% The Lexington Hetd, April 10, 1903, page 10, colun®) The LexingtorLeader, August 28, 1904, page
5, column 6.

% United States Department of Interior, Census Office, 1900 Cerldnited States Department of Interior,
Census Office, 1910 Census, Lexington, Fayette Gol@ntucky,Ancestry.conwww.ancestry.com.
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The 1910 and 1920 CenBusemsicufédereatont:
population count; it was left up to the census bureau employee to determine the race of
the people within the house. According to the 1910 Census Instructions given to the
surveyor , AFor census pur pllpersosswhotatee t er m i
evidentlyfulltb | ooded negroes, while the term fAmul e
surveyep er sons have some proportioff of percept
Interestingly, the 1920 Census Record instructions foemiuenerators speahlly state
that a fiperson of mixed white and Negro bl
how small the percentage of Negro blood. Both black and mulatto persons are to be
returned as Negr 0% Despiterihe shesific instronssnotion ct i on. 0
di stinguish between what were then cl assif
Bureau employees in Lexington who gathered the 1920 data did continue to make that
distinction. The subjectivity of this procedure affects the racialilbligion data for 1910
and 1920. Itis evident that the area was still predominately inhabited by people of color
in 1920; in fact, their number increased slightly from 1910 (723 people or 83 percent).
The number of whites decreased to 141 (16 percéetle tvere also 11 mulattos noted (1
percent). By 1920, the only large concentration bites was found on Third Street]
the other streets and alleys were predominately black, sprinkled with white and mulatto

families®®

° Department of Commerce and Labor Bureau of the Cehssts ctions to EnumeratoréWashington:
Government Printing Office, 1910), 28.

% Department of Commerce and Labor Bureau of the Cehssts ctions toEnumerators(Washington:
Government Printing Office, 1920), 26.

9 United States Department of Interior, Census Office, 1920 Census, Lexington, Fayette County,
Kentucky,Ancestry.comywww.ancestry.com
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As at the turn of the centurg,large concentration of businesses such as groceries,
saloons, and bakeries was located along Third Street; however, a substantial number were
scattered along the secondary streets throughout the East End. Lexington congregations
constructed additionaharches during the 1910s, including the Liberty Baptist Church
(African American) at 515 Goodloe Street,
two-st ory fAiNegro Churcho at 425 Corral Streef

Lexington officials started to crack down on prostitntedong Megowan Street in
the 1910s; the practice was well on its way to being terminated by 1920. Although the
1901920 Sanborn Map notes sever al houses as
Census Shows that there were more families living on thait stnel, apart from a few
houses such as 154 and 156 Megowan, most do not have the large numbers of female
lodgers, as they did in previous decatf8sA shift in that street is also suggested by the
name change. People began to complain that the valueiohtuse suffered because
people associated Megowan Street with pros
the segregated district. o I n 1917 the str
what it was called before 188%: These changes onégowan/Grant Street also likely
account for the decrease in difference between the number of males and females for the
East End study area as a whole; in 1920, there were 51 percent (446) women and 49
percent (429) males, as opposed to 1900 when 61 peareemfemales and 39 percent

were males. The 1920 Census is also the first to record a higher number of married

1% sanborn Map Companinsurance Mapl907 192Q United States Department of Interior, Census
Office, 1920 Census.

%1 The LexingtorHerald, July 21, 1917, page 8, column®e Lexington Morning Transcriplune 6,
1881, Page 4, column 2.
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people (430) than singles (346); the number of widows (92), stayed very close tb what
was in 1900 and 1912
Crime and violence were ramptin the southern portion of the east end during
thefirst few decades of the twentieth centufatal and notfatal shootings and
stabbings occurred on many of the streets, including Constitution (Second), Warnock,
and Megowan Streets, which were ofterted in the local newspapers as being located in
t he Aini qui'® onesormnErangarticitan, the idtersection of Warnock and
Goodloe Streets, became notorious in Lexingf@8nlournalists noted the location as
being particularly dangerous, afidone of the bl oodi é8Thel ocati c
danger was | ikely partially associated wit
Saloon) situated at the northeast corner of Goodloe and Warnock &tteEte situation
became so bad that leadersoi e bl ack community organi zed
Goodloe Street Baptist Church in April 1930. According to the notice placBuein
Lexington Leader At he c¢cri me wave is so high among
citizen in the race to be prese¢'®’ & addition to crime, fires were also a problem in the
East End such as the one in 1901 that destroyed five houses and damaged one on
Goodloe (No. 9, 11, 13, 15, and 17 Goodloe Street were lost, No. 19 was badly
damaged). Fires were prevalent hessaof the open fire places, gas stoves, and wood

frame construction of the buildings.

192 5anborn Map Companinsurance Map1907 1920

193 various entries in local newspapers on file at the Lexington Public Library, to note lbefington

Daily Leader,March 27, 1905, page 4, column 4; the quote comes ffimximgton Daily Leadenyiarch 23,
1907, page 1, column 3.

1%There are several newsgaparticles that mention brawls, murders, and injuries at the intersection, to
name a fewtexington Daily LeadetSeptember 30, 1900, page 1, columheXington Daily Leader,
August, 13 1900, page 2, column 4.

195 exington Daily LeaderMarch 31, 1901, age 1, column 6.

1981 exington Daily LeaderApril 15, 1907 , page 1, column 7.

197 The Lexington LeadeApril 5, 1930, page 10, columtri 6,
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FATAL
WOUND.

Jxm Dandy Shot by J1m
| Hughes in Goodloe-
town Quarrel.

.t The Jocality at tie corner of Goodlos | s
o' id Warneck streets, which bears the| 4
reputelicn o! being one of the toughest

localities in Lexington. and which N2

3 :
been the sce o much bloodst
| past year, sustained its un ‘
|
tation with ancther trage

‘l : 11 . v : s

ptoodim Hughes and Jim Dandy, bot ‘| of
grees, engaged in a quarre! at S o'clock |

Figure16: Lexington Leadearticle, March 3, 1901%

By the 1930s the East End Study Area had more standing structures than it ever
hadbefore with a total of 314 buildings; however, according to the 1930 census there was
a 14 percent decrease in the number of households from 1920 (258) to 1938°(222).

The City of Lexington constructed new streets and alleys including Gold Alley, located
on the southern part of the study area and extending eastward off Race Street, and
Holbrook Court, which extended southward off East Third Street between Race and
Warnock Streets. The population also decreased 28 percent from 882 in 1920 to 665 in

1930. The neighborhood remained primarily residential in nature (277 of the 314

1% The Lexington LeadeMarch 3, 1901, page 1, columné

199 sanborn Map Companinsurance Mapl934; United Sites Department of Interior, Census Office,
1920 Census; United States Department of Interior, Census Off@@CEhsus, Lexington, Fayette
County, KentuckyAncestrycom www.ancestry.com.

43



buildings). Segregation of the neighborhood and streets was even more apparent by 1930
than it had been in previous decadf®sAccording to the census of that year, as well as
the1931 City Directory a | | of the streets (Ann, Corr al
Grant/Eastern, Race, Vertner, and Warnock) were almost entirely inhabited by African
Americans. The only streets where white people lived were Powell Alley, East Third
Street, andHolbrook Court** There were 25 businesses within the study area in 1934, a
large increase from the four that were there in the 18205f those businesses, saloons,
stores, groceries, and bakeries were still concentrated along East Third Street. The
souhern section of North Eastern Avenue where it intersects with Main Sueestill
heavily industrial, occupied mostly by Louis des Cognets & Co, who sold coal and
building supplies®?

The decades between 1934 and 1958 marked a transition in demageaphic
building stock in the East End study at&aBy 1958 several frame buildings had been
demolished. New business owners replaced many structures with new commercial
buildings. The city school board razed several residential buildings to make veay for
large twestory gymnasiurauditorium addition to the Constitution School. Other
changes in the neighborhood suggest an overall shift in land use in the neighborhood as
well as the city of Lexington as a whole. At the end of the 1950s, the industdaadtco
the southern end of the study area was almost completely gone. The corner of US 60
(present day Midland Avenue) and US 25 (Main Strieetame a new entrance to

Lexingtonds downt eomentedcstopotfilliray stationa, autoesales ¢ a r

10 3anborn Map Companinsurance Mapl907 1920;Sanborn Map Copany,Insurance Mapl934.
" United States Department of Interior, Census Office, 1930 Census.

12 5anborn Map Companinsurance Mapgl907 1920; Sanborn Map Comparipsurance Mapl934.
113 sanborn Map Companinsurance Mapl 934

114 sanborn Map Companinsurance Map934; Sanborn Map Comparipsurance Map1934 1958.
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lots, and vehicle repair shops replaced the factories and warehouse. Under the Public
Works Administration program, Midland Avenue was constructed between the C & O
Railroad tracks and what used to be the L & E tracks. The project cost around
$60,000.00™"° Both of these seemingly small changes in the East End represent the
physical evidence on the landscape of a diminished dependence on the railroad system
and the evemcreasing dominance of the automobile and a more defined line of
separation betweehe East End and the whitecupied neighborhoods such as Bell

Court and Mentelle Park.

By 1970, the neighborhood was fully immersed in a rddtade long
transformation. Many cities across the United States invested in urban renewal projects
that focusd on beautifying neighborhoods or cities in general. To many the overarching
goal was to improve the area and this mentality likely influenced the development of the
East End throughout the 1970s, 1980s, and 1990s. While the city had already removed
muchof the railroad in the area, neighborhood layout changes continued to occur,
including the cityds decision to completel
Railroad and the yards associated with it. Lexington officials extended Short Street to
MidlandAvenue i n t he " iailo70, anly 868 lsuildmds semainedkin
the study area, which means that nearly half (49 percent or 152 buildings) were
demolished between 1958 and 19@0mnajority of which were frame, singtemily

homes that lined thstreets. Sixteen businesses and three churches were still extant in the

115 sanborn Map Company, Insurance Map 193958 . ; AThoroughbred Park, o0 He
1992, Supplemental Section.

1% sanborn Map Companinsurance Map of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentubtap. (New York:

Sanborn Map Company, 195870).
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area™’ The Constitution school still stood; however it became a vacant building in the

late-1970s. In 1977 the city ordered the addition to be demolished and the remainder of
thebuilding to be boarded up. Several people in the area, such as pastors at local
churches, wanted the building to be converted into a community center as a central,
positive place to bring the neighborhood togetH&The remainder of the school was
razedduring the 1980s. By the 1970s, the automotive and regated industries
became a dominant presence on the southern tip of the East End. The owners constructed
new onestory buildings, such as the Auto Sales and Service Station located in the
triangle made by Midland, Eastern, and Short Street, and tharah&half story,
concrete block auto repair store at 546 Goodloe Street.
In 1983, Woolpert, Inc. was hired by the Lexington Fayette Urban County
government to develop a plan for the redevelopmetiteoEast End neighborhood with
the use of federal money. This was a dadir
Urban renewal in the 1950s and 1960s, and Community Development Block Grants, in
t he 1 Bayisningin the latd980s and throughottié early part of the twenty
first century, the cityumadtehaddeitglomhad had
form of demolishing or letting the existing buildings fall down, and replacing them with
new buildings. One of the organizations more fre¢jyenvolved in this redevelopment
effort was Habitat for Humanity. In the 1ai®80s the organization began buying parcels
of land and once acquired they demolished the existing buildings. As part of their

mission, the organization built a new home #ptace. Streets such as lovidorth

"sanborn Map Companinsurance Map1958 1970.

18| exington LeaderApril 11, 1977, G1, column 13

"katherine Jones, f En ngRepoesentatign, andhtlee PBdustion offUnbdn: P | ann
Space in Lexington, Kentucky, 0 Dissertation, (Lexin
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Eastern, Corral, and Warnock Streets have gained a large number of thetayne
vinyl-clad replacements. During the rii@80s, Lexington city officials began to

discuss the idea of a park in the East End. By 1888riangle Foundation, a local
group composed of members of Lexingtonos
they were in full support of a park. This idea came on the heels of Triangle Park,

constructed in 1982 at the intersection of West Maindedt Vine Street. The city and

b

the Triangle Foundation felt that the East

the bill}*° The chosen site was a datre parcel at the southern tip of the East End,
bounded by Short Street, Midland Avenue, EasilN&dreet, and North Eastern

Avenue!?!

To construct the park, it was necessary for the city to obtain several lots of
land, often by condemnation suits; houses and businesses, including a raf®house

Pure Oil Station, were razed as part of this prajfegcSWA Group designed the $8

million Thoroughbred Park project and completed it in 1991. Design elements included a
wall made of local stone, lifsize bronze horse and jockey statues, grassy knolls with
grazing bronze horse statues, a reflecting paowl,daques honoring influential

individuals in the horse industf$® The park currently obscures from view the remaining

buildings in the East End from the people entering Lexington from the southeast on Main

Street.

Current Status of the East End Studga@r

Today, in 2011, the neighborhood is a mixture of modern, Habitat for Humanity

infill, small clusters of historic buildings, unused and boarded up commercial buildings,

120 TheHerald Leader September 27, 1988, B1, columings
21 The Herald LeaderOctober 19, 1988, B1, columii 2
12The Herald LeaderMay 25, 1992, special section.
123 |A;

Ibid.
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and vacant lots. As of January 2011, only 85 buildings are extant in the East 8ynd Stu
area, 61 of which are considered historic or over 50 years old. Only 63 buildings remain
of the 163 buildings that were on the 1970 Sanbornif&erance Map, which means
that100 buildings were demolished between 1970 and @@Ll percent decrease.
Twenty-three of the buildings currently standing in the East End study area are less than
50 years old and, by those in the preservation field, are considered modern. Of those 23
modern buildings Habitat for Humanity constructed 61 percent (14 buildidgker

new developments include a tgtory apartment complex on the block bordered by

Race, Corral, and East Second Street, and an electric transformer station on the block
bordered by North Eastern, Race, Corral, and Short Streets. Although seveeal of t
commercial buildings that once lined East Third Street are still extant, they are all
boarded up and vacant and are showing signs of deterioration and neglect. The area that
retains many historic homes is the 200 block of Race Street between East&wtond

East Third Street. This is one of the only places in the East End study area that retains its
late-nineteenth/earlwentieth century integrify a tightly-developed street lined with

shotgun and Plan houses that continues to have its historic contgnieel.
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Figure17: 238 Warnock Street, Constructed by Habitat for Humanity.

Future threats include the overall continuing decline of the condition of the
buildings in the area. One of the causes of the poor and deteriaatidigjon of the
houses may be the high number of renters in the area. Historically, it was common that
the people in the study area were renters. The owners often owned more than one rental
property in Lexington and, in many cases, within or immedjateirounding the study
area itself. This owner/renter situation is still present in the East End study area today.
This trend can often lead to neglect on the part of the renter or owner and the
deterioration of a house over time. As the houses in timencmity continue to become
less stable and livable, it is only understandable that those who live in them hope for and
require living arrangements that are safe and comply with the housing codes. It is at that
point that organizations such as HabitatHloimanity purchase the land and house from
the owner. Typically Habitat for Humanity demolishes theadown dwelling and
replaces it with modern and more livable house, which is then often inhabited by a former
renter. The key to preserving what is leffthis community is to fix and maintain the

buildings before they get to a state of disrepair. In 2011, 61 historic resources were
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surveyed in the East End study ar€al{le4, p51). Of those 61 resources, 10 buildings
(FANE 213 218; 244 246, 252) were listed as previousBcorded and had data on file
at the Kentucky Herigge Council. Fiftyone of the resources were newly recorded and

were given KHC numbers (FANE 6i7423).

Figure18: Shotgun Houses on the 200 Block of Race Street.

Figure19: L-Plan House at 417dst Second Street.
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Table4: Surveyed Historic Resources within the East End Study Area.

KHC # Address KHC # Address
FANE 213 216 Eastern FANE 695 241 Race
FANE 214 234 Eastern FANE 696 242 Race
FANE 215 223 Race FANE 697 243Race
FANE 216 516 Goodloe FANE 698 244 Race
FANE 217 228 Race FANE 699 245 Race
FANE 218 232 Race FANE 700 247 Race
FANE 244 400 Third FANE 701 248 Race
FANE 245 408 Third FANE 702 249 Race
FANE 246 500 Third FANE 703 250 Race
FANE 252 527 Goodloe FANE 704 251 Race
FANE 674 508 Third FANE 705 253 Race
FANE 675 516 Third FANE 706 254 Race
FANE 676 536 Corral FANE 707 235 Powell
FANE 677 204 Eastern FANE 708 232 Warnock
FANE 678 208 Eastern FANE 709 237 Warnock
FANE 679 228 Eastern FANE 710 239 Warnock
FANE 680 200 Race FANE 711 | 243 Warnock
FANE 681 202 Race FANE 712 | 244 Warnock
FANE 682 204 Race FANE 713 | 246 Warnock
FANE 683 206 Race FANE 714 | 260 Warnock
FANE 684 211 Race FANE 715 511 Goodloe
FANE 685 212 Race FANE 716 519 Goodloe
FANE 686 213 Race FANE 717 408 Second
FANE 687 214 Race FANE 718 417 Second
FANE 688 215 Race FANE 719 418 Second
FANE 689 216 Race FANE 720 422 Second
FANE 690 219 Race FANE 721 425 Second
FANE 691 227 Race FANE 722 427 Second
FANE 692 229 Race FANE 723 517 Second
FANE 693 233 Race FANE 724 519 Second
FANE 694 235 Race
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Davis Bottom Study Area

Pre-Civil War

The Lexington landwners developed the area south of the downtown core at a
slower pace than those north aabt of the city. Streets such as Lower, Spring, Main
Cross (Now Broadway), Mill, Upper, and Mulberry (now Limestone) Streets extended
sout hwest just beyond Maxwell Street, but
there was little infrastructur@sthwest of that streét? Fifteen years later the area
southwest of Maxwell and Broadway Streets experienced some development. The
Lexington and Danville Railroad was the first railroad that cut through this section of
Lexington'?®> The railroad bisectedersailles Road south of Pine Street and continued
diagonally to Broadway across from Bolivar Street; near the latter intersection the
railroad company constructed the depot and other buildings associated with Lexington
and Danville Railroad. In the miti840s, the land between the railroad and Pine Street
the northern part of the study adewas partially developed into a grid pattern with
straight streets that intersected at right angles, forming rectangular blocks. The
developers subdivided these block®inarrow lots of land that extesd back to an alley

that bisectedhe parcel-?°

1241 utz, Plan of the City of Lexington.
125 Hart and MapotheCity of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentucky, 1855.
126 Hart and MoptherCity of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentucky, 1895JCG Deed Book 22474-475.
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Lower
Street

Figure20: 1840s Plat of Southwest Lexington, Deed Book 22, page 474

According to the 1855 Map of Lexingtoalmost none of the lots were developed. A
guarry was located south of the Lexington and Danville Railroad west of Merino
Street'?” Other than the quarry, the area south of the Lexington and Danville Railroad
and west of Broadway Street remadirelativelyundeveloped; larmvners divided it into

large lots without streets or alle¥/s.

27 Hart and MapotheCity of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentucky, 1855.
128 Hart and MapotheCity of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentucky, 1855.
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Figure22: 1 8 5 ZEy@Nap'l 6 s

PostCivil War Through the End dhe Nineteenth Century

The land south of the Lexington and Danville Railroad is part of a natural
depression alongtabutary of the Elkhorn River thaan parallel to presertay De

Roode Street and crossed Broadway approximately where Chair Avenertigurr

129 {|Ai
Ibid.
130 Middleton, Wallace, ?, Thomad/iew of the City of LexingtorKY.
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intersects with it. This lovlying area of Lexington was, and still is, prone to flooding.
Because of its location on the outskirts of town ésmtiendency to flod, residential and
some commercial developmetttis part of Lexington was almostmexistent in the
years before the Civil WarLike many postbellum black neighborhoods, much of the
Davis Bottom study area 1 s -dssirablelanda@andhas n s om
many of the negative qualities described by John Kellogg. Itieddo literally being in
a Abottom, 0 the area that would | ater be Kk
the railroad tracks on the city periphery. There were also several factories located within
the area, including the quarry, a brick yarchew by G. D. Wilgus, and the J. M. Baker
Coal Yard™**

Willard Davis lived in Lexington on Jefferson Street between Second Street and
Short Street and was an attorney with an office on Short Street between Mill and
Broadway'*? By October, 1865, Davis hadsted to subdividé&and. The city extended
road® such asMerino andLower (now Patterson) Stredtsotth from the core of town
andbuilt new ones, includingrisben (now part of De RoodePDavis divided land into
43 narrow lots on Brisben Street that exted deep into the block; most of the lots were
approximately 25 to 30 feet wide along the stfé&willard Davis was one of the earliest
large scale residential developers in this part of the city and as a result, the area became
known as Davis Bottom. élalso developed several other parts of Lexington, including

the land around Wickliffe and Colfax Streets. He quickly sold offriaerow, rectangular

lots of land on Brisberstreet between 1865 and 1867 to individual families.

131 Hart and MapotheCity of Lexington, Fayette County, Kentucky, 1855G. Beers & Co.Atlas of
Bourbon, Clark, Fayette, Jessamine, and Woodford Counties, KY.

¥Maydwel | 6s Lexington City Directory 1867.
13| FUCG, Deed Book 44, page 58.
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Figure23 Pl at of s@lbdivisar*d Davi s 6

On June 21, 1867, Rudolph De Roode purchased 25 parcels from Willard

Davis** De Roode was born on May 17, 1835, in Rotterdam,

Holland. He went to a private school where he focused on |
science, foreign languages, and music and graduated early
the age of 15. In 1851, his aunt, Mrs. Robert Wickliffe, Jr.|
invited Rudolph to move ith her to Lexington, Kentucky |
after the death of her husband. Once he arrived, he begafi:

make a career in the music industry by teaching private

lic Most Iimjuent Mausician and Instructor
in the Bluegrass Country,

. . ~
lessons in Paris, Kentucky. Over the next four decades, D Figure24: R. De Roode,

. Kentucky Leadetpril 30, 189:
Roode made a name for himself as a composkteather of

music in and around Lexington. He speci al

churches from New %“°tledpenedhis &va piandstoeefnc i s co. 0

134 FUCG Deed Book 44, page 58.
135| FUCG Deed Book 44, page 59.
13 The Kentucky LeaderApril 30 1892, page 23.
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downt own Lexington and was el ected preside
Association in 18793’ During the last four decades of the

nineteenth century, De Roode purchased large amounts of land throughout Lexington and
was responsible for dividing several of them, including Curds lot and what would be

called De Roode Street. [B®ode Street extended westward from the intersection of

McKinley (at that time Merino Street) and Brisben Street to Versailles Pike. He bought

the tract of land from Philip Gormley, executdrthe will of Thomas Gormley both

Irish immigrant® on May 15,1867 for $287.00%® He sold the land to family members
andothersthroughout the last half of the nineteenth century and intedHgdecades of

the twentieth centuryr{gure25).

- Twelve Cottages;

PRIVATE SALE
AL 7y UL ' o

' COLORED PEOPLE '

“ EEKLY RENT PAYMENTS WILL PAY FOR A HO\*E {

1
{
!
I offer for sale, atlow prices 3 ! !'f’
|
1

| TWELVE COTTAGES &
On BRISBIN STREET, Bo tween Patterson and Merino Stroet.l f ’ {
Terms—Fifty dollars ¢ash, balance in weekly. pa;mpnu.'usm as

| rent.  This is your chance to buy a home, for the usual rent paj 1ents.

FIRST COME, FIRST SERVED . For additional informaﬂbn qc&ll to
i see me at the Milw ard Company'’s Piano Store, 305 West yain street. l. o0

e O DeROODE ‘ 1
: r— ] i

e T, : =y

Figure25: Advertisement for Houses on Brisben Stréét.

137 bid.
138| FUCG Deed Book 44, page 23.
139The Lexington Leadedune 4, 1911, page 5, columi65
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By 1871 landwners had already constructed moderasetgd houses on
rectangular lots on the northern part of the Davis Bottom study bound by PineaStreet
the railroad track$® An 1877 map of Lexington depicts much of the land subdivision
done by Willard Davis and Rudolph De Roode. It shows the triangle purchased and laid
out by Willard Davis along Brisben Street, bordered by Lower and McKinley
(histoincally knownas both Merino and Blackburnjr8ets with rectangular shaped lots
on both sides and the division of land on De Roode Street. The lots varied in size and
were concentrated on the southern and northwestern sides of th&*Stadst by this
time the Cincinnati and Southern Railroad Company constructed a second set of railroad
tracks on the southern end of Davis Bottom (the southern boundary for the Study
Area)*? With the installation of another railroad line the lower part of Davis Bottom
was almost entirely encircled by the railroad industhere was little development the
eastern half of the study area, specifically around Broadway south of the railroad.
Although development was slow in the years immediately following the Civil War, the
last decade of the nineteenth century proved to be one of growth and change in Davis

Bottom.

“OA RugerBi rdds Eye View of the City ofMdpexington, Fay.
(Cincinnati:Ehrgott & Krebb, Lith., 1871, from the Science Library at the University of Kentucky,
Lexington, Kentucky).
i‘;D G. Beers & Co.Atlas of Bourbon, Clark, Fayette, Jessamine, and Woodford Counties, KY.
Ibid.
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Davis Bottom
Study Area
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i \ S
PART OF ‘
\"IN(TON

Figure26: 1877 Mapof Lexington*

The 1880 Federal Census inclfWithd an are
this section the census surveyors noted individual households, but street names and house
numbers were not included; therefore the boundaries and amount of lantchizitthat
section of the survey are not known. According to that document, 387 people lived in
AiDavis Bottomd in 1880, 266 (69 percent) o

were white. There were approximately 82 households, which averaged 4.7 gmyop

143 |;

Ibid.
144 United States Depament of Interior, Census Office, 1880 Census, Lexington, Fayette County,
Kentucky,Ancestry.comywww.ancestry.com
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household** The average age of the population in Davis Bottom at that time wés low
approximately 23.8 and most of the adults were listed as laborers, housekeepers,

waiters, cooks, oashaving other labeintensive jobs. By the |1at#880s, additiona

factories moved into the area, such as the J. Forbing & Son Chair Factory near the end of
preserdday Hayman or Chair Avenue and Kinkead Brothers Coal Yard on Lower Street
(presentday Patterson Streéff> The author of thdé887 Lexington City Directgronly

noted eight streets in the Davis Bottom study area, including: Blackburn (pdasent

McKinley Street), Combs, De Roode, Dunaway, Hayman, Merino, Pine, and Spring. By

1898, the City Directory listed thirteen streets: Blackburn, Byas, Christie(ueesy De

Roode Street near Broadway), Combs, Dunaway, Hayman, High, Merino, Patterson,

Pine, and Spring. The five additional streets suggest increased residential

development?*’ A majority of the buildings in Davis Bottom were frame shotgun and T

plan louses, which allowed for more buildings to be placed on a block. Some brick

dwellings were sprinkled throughout the neighborhti8dn 1883 thecity

commissioners decided on the location of a new school for African Americans. After

much deliberatonandonsul t ati on with Lexington citiz
school on a quarry lot on DavisBotmd at t he Al otwat,onadobd of L ow
purchased from the Reid H®ThelexingttnBoardgth Cap't
Education built a twestory frame school situated at 214 Lower Street in Davis Bottom,

directly across from the Kinkead Brotherso

145 United States Department of Interior, Census Offi@80Census

146, J. PauliLexington, KY: 1888Map, (Milwaukee: C.J. Pauli, 1888, from the Science Library at the
University of Kentucky, Lexington, Kentucky).

147 Emerson and Dark,exington Directory1898.

183anborn Map CompaninsuranceMap, 1896 This only applies to the area above the Queen and
Crescent Railroad because the area south of that is hot shown on the 1898 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map.
149The Lexington Daily Transcripugust 10, 1883, page 1, column1.
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railroad tracks™® Before this school was constructed, the residents of the neighborhood
relied heavily on theducational and chitdare services provided by the congregation of

the Pleasant Green Baptist Church, an early African American church, which was

situated on the southeast corner of Maxwell and Lower StréeTge city continued to

expand the school ary 1896they constructed a twstory brick school behind the

original frame one, which became known as the Patterson Street School (No. 3) and was
intended for black children onfy? According to thel 898 City Directorythere were 11
commercial or indusial buildings in the neighborhood, a majority of which were
concentrated in the northern half. The early Sanborn maps show clusters of groceries and
stores on Pine Street, which was one of the maiaveasttthoroughfares included in the

Davis Bottom stug area™>*

Twentieth Century

Thel900federal census clearly shows that the area in the Davis Bottom study
area was heavily developed by that time as a result of increased growth during the 1890s.
By 1902, land owners built approximately 304 buildingshim @rea, which included 252
dwellings (an increase from 223 in 1898), 44 vacant buildings, and eighésidential
structures (businesses, schools, Bt According to the 1900 Federal Census, Davis
Bottom had a population of about 941, which was dsgmbover approximately 215
households. Of those 941 people, 584 (62 percent) were African American and 356 (38

percent) were white. Although some streets such as Byas and Tipton were all black, and

%0 sanborn Map Companinsurance Map1886. Sanborn Map Comparigisurance Map1890.

“'Faberson, fAArchival History, o 19
152 5anborn Map Companinsurance Map1896.
123 |hidl.

% Transylvania Presfirectory of the City of Lexingtori902.
61



others such as Hayman and Chair Avenues were all wihgenajority of the streets were
not segregated by race. Streets such as De Roode (92 percent) and Poplar (96 percent)
were heavily dominated by African Americans, while others such as Spring and Christie
Streets were closer to being equal in racial ithistion.>° Fifty-two percent of the
population inthe Davis Bottom study area were single, whereas 39 percenimaered,
and 9 percent were widows>

There were several businesses in the area, many of which continued to be located
onthe northernsidfo t he study area; this area became
while the | ower part between the two railr
purpose of this project, however, the term Davis Bottom will continue to be used to
describe the entirdigly area. Businesses included a barber at 700 Blackburn, aygrocer
at 889 De Roode, run by Albert White who lived at 883 De Roode; a gracasl
Merino run by Charles Ott; a physician, Dr. Henry Whitney, who lived and practiced at
377 Merino; and a gaery at 446 Patterson the owner of which lived next door at 444
Pattersort>’ The1902 City Directory) i st s many of t halsomaed as fl
other jobs such as a hostler, city street hand, janitor, brick layer, plasterer, lineman,
driver, artis, shoemaker, reverend, tinner, stone mason, engineer, gardener, brakeman,
jeweler, carriage maker, harness maker, vegetable peddler, firemen, factory worker, horse
trainer and groomer, and plastereLarger businesses including Lexington Roller Mill,
W.R. Mi | war d, Bl ue Grass Tobacco Co, Mar tin
Coll ege, Combs Lumber Co., Prudenti al | nsu

Jackson Lumber Company, often were the employers of the people living the Davis

iZUnited States Department of Interior, Census Office, 1900 Census.
Ibid.
5" Transylvania Presfirectory of the City of Lexingtori,902.
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Bottom. Many of the men that lived on Chair Avenue worked for the Cincinnati Southern
Railway or the Lexington Railway Company as yardmasters, clerks, conductdrg, etc.
Many women who lived in Davis Bottom were employed as laundresses, cooks,
washerwomen, dressmes, and servants?

In 1910, the number of people and buildings dramatically increased from previous
decades. According to the 1910 Federal Census, there were 1,050 people (a 17 percent
increase from 1900) and 279 households (a 23 percent increase fio®29rhe
increase in people was likely caused, in part, by the development in the southeastern
section of the study area. Lamaners further subdivided and began to develop Christie,
Hayman, Chair, Magazine, and the southern part of Lower Street dioisrtgne. The
devel opments were known as the Hayman Subd
Subdivision. Both of these were composed of even, rectangular lots, most of which were

30 to 40 feet wide along the street.

........

SoUTH BROADwWay

Figure27:J.For bi ng & Son6s 1901™Subdivision in L

198 pid.
159 bid.
180 pid
81| FUCG Plat Book 1, page 82.
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PIRYMANY  SUBDVISION

Figure28: The 1905 Hayman Subdivision of LexingttA.

As previously mentioned in the description of the East End, the 1910 and 1920
census used the t er mnethatwhsatmixtaré of whiteadde scr i be
black races. This was a subjective classification and affected the race percentages. In
1910, 605 East End residents (58 percent) were listed as black, 412 (39 percent) were
white, and 34 (3 percent) were classifiedragatto. The streets that were part of
recently developed subdivisions such as Chair, Hayman, and Magazine were populated
entirely by white people, whereas alleys such as Combs, Poplar, and Tipton were
inhabited exclusively by blacks. A majority of theegts, however, continued to be

inhabited by a mixture to some extent of whites and blacks.

62| FUCG plat Book 1, page 116
64



The population in Davis Bottom reached its peak duringpémn®dbetween 1900
and 1920. According to the census records from those years, the population changed
little from 1910 to 1920. By 1920 there were 330 buildings situated within the Davis
Bottom study area limits; a majority (92 perceméredwellings. Other functions
included saloons, such as the onBG Spring Street, businesdiée the Day Nurser
on Pine Streefind the restaurant at 525 Patterson StPéet.

In 1906 the city agreed to let W. L. Petty establish his tobacco stemmery in the
city. The Lexington Fayette Urban County Government gave Petty a large tract of land
on the western terminusf Hayman Avenue, adjoining the Silas Shelburne & Son
Tobacco Warehouse. The city was eager to have Petty and his tobacco company in
Lexingtord he looked at several other cities before settling on Lexidgtore c aus e A f
stemmery were located here Lexingto wo ul d bec o me *&Pettyopere¢c c o c e
hiswood framef act ory i n 1907 and contributed to
industry during the first hal f of the t we

commercial reliance on tobacco was ibegg to be evident on the landscape.

183 United States Department of Interior, Census Office, 1920 CeBanborn Map Companinsurance
Map, 1907 1920.
%4 The Lexington Leade€)ctober 23, 1906.
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PLANT OF W, L. 'ETTY €O,

Figure29: W.L. Petty Factory®®

Il n addition to W. L. PRheSilasylieburnE& 8amc co St
Tobacco Warehouse, W. R. Campbell also had a tobacco and hemp factooytjust
the railroad tracks on the west side of Patterson. Other industrial businesses included the
Kinkead Coal Company, which moved from its origitwalation on Patterson Street to
the north side of Christie Street. The Chattanooga Brewing Comparhaged a lot on
the south side of Christie Street in 1902 for $706°0@®n the parcel, the company
constructed a onstory, frame depot and bottling warehouse with a railroad spur that
extended directly to the building. The Tennedsaged company renmead at that

location until 1919; it was later used by the Dixie Bottling Companyaaskventually

Barton Battile, #APlant of W. L. Petty,o Part of t
Public Library.
16| FUCG deed book 126, page 316
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torn down in the second quarter of the twentieth cedfii’.he ci t yés depende
railroad is also evident witbxpansions to the railroad facilities.

In 1881 the Cincinnati Southern Railroad, which ran through Lexington and Davis

Bottom, leased a large part of their railroad line to the Cincinnati, New Orleans, & Texas
Pacific Railway Company, which was controlled by Baron Frederick Emile d'Erlanger.

The tworailroadcompanies became part of what was knowred$trlanger System and

hadwell over 1,100 miles of railroad; the "merger linked Cincinnati, at the time known as

the 'Queen City' to New Orleans, known as the 'Crescent City."' Therefore,ahgeerl

System became known as the Queen and Crescent REuThe railroad company

constructed a onstory, wood frame rectangular freight depot just north otti@nger

Systemat the intersection of Bolivar and South Broadyfigure30, p.68). In the early

1890sBar on Erl anger fisold his majority inter.:
Point Terminal Railway Company~ollowing financial difficulties, the Richmond &

WestPoi nt and its holding were reor®anized a
During the 1920s the Southern Railway Company replaced the original freight depot

with a long, twestory reinforced concrete buildir{gigure31, p.68). The building

featured "linear and geometric patterns and represented one of a few large Art Deco

buildings in Lexington.On the end of the or&tory section was a rectangular wood

157 bid.

Heat her Shite Level Dosumentation S8buthern Railroad Freight Depot@®1 South

Broadway/439 De Roode Strefdr the Newtown Pike Extension ProjéntLexington, Fayette County,

Kentucky 6 (Frankfort: Kentucky Transportation Cabinet,
189 Kleber, The Kentucky Encyclopedia.
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platformthatlined the railroad.This building was used as the Southern Railroad Freight

Depot until 1959 7°
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Figure31: Southern Railway Freight Depot on South Broadway.

0 powell Helen. A Cultural Resource Survey for Newtown Pike Extended from West Main Street to

South Broadway and South Limestone and South Upper Streets in Lexington, Fayette County, Kentucky.

(Lexington: H. Powell and
1 sanborrVilap Companyinsurance Map1907 1920.
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The landscape of Davis Bottom rapidly changed during the 1920s and early
1930s. One of the most obvious developtaavas the demolition of many dwellings to
make way for large tobacco warehouses on the block that was bounded by Pine Street on
the north, the Southern Railway railroad tracks on the south, South Spring Street on the
west, and Broadway on the e&%t.In 1934 this block was composed of large -shery
warehouses occupied by tobacco companies such as the Shelburne Loose Leaf Tobacco
Warehouse, Headly No. 1 Loose Leaf Tobacco warehouse, and Fayette Tobacco
Warehouse Company No. 2. Developers razed exiggigences and in their place built
several other tobacco warehouses on the landscape such as the R. J. Reynolds Tobacco
Company (Hogshead Tobacco Warehouse) between South Spring and Dunaway, the W.
L. Petty Company on Chair Avenue, and the Lexington Bdr&terage Tobacco
Warehouse at 60412 Patterson Street. These large buildings dominated the eastern
portion of the Davis Bottom study area.

Despite the increase in the number of warehouses Davis Bottom continued to be
predominately composed of shotguranplan houses. Between 1920 and 1934 there
was a decrease in the number of people and households but an increase in the number of
buil di ngs. I n 1930 Davis Bottomds popul at
1920 and 1910. There were 201 housghovhich was a 38 percent decrease from 1920
and a 28 percent decrease from 19%he racial distribution remained relatively equal;
there were 425 African Americans (56 percent) and 330 whites (44 percent). Although
several of the streets were mixed¢ch as Patterson, Pine, and Christie Street, most of the

time they were inhabited by one race or another. De Roode (predominately populated by

172 5anborn Map Companinsurance Map1934.
13 United States Department of Interior, Census Office, 1930 Census; United States Department of Interior,
Census Office, 1920 Census; United States Departofiénterior, Census Office, 1910 Census.
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whites in 1920), Dunaway, and Spring Streets were populated entirely by blacks, whereas
Chair Avenue and Nev#l Street housed only whit€$. In1934 there were 363
buildings within the Davis Bottom study area boundaries. Ninatypercent of the
buildings within the neighborhood were dwellings and 23 (6 percent) were businesses,
such as warehouses, stores, Btsinesses within Davis Bottom during the 1930s
included a soft drink stand at 502 Patterson, a billiard room at 503 Patterson, and several
groceries such as the ones at 619 De Roode, 500 Patterson, 501 Patterson, and 756
Pinel’® In addition to the residéial, industrial, and commercial buildings, two
churches, a black church at 579 Patterson Street and the St. James Pentecostal Church at
573 McKinley Street, were also located in Davis BotfdMn.
In the mid1930s, the City of Lexington demolished the Ratia Street School

building and constructed the George Washington Carver School in 1936 on the same site.
The construction of the twstory L-shaped building, complete with classrooms, an
auditorium, and stage, necessitated the demolition of severat@geesidences just
north of the original school. In addition to the new school building, the Nathaniel
Mission constructed a orsory church at the southeast corner of McKinley and De
Roode StreetS’” This church continued to e important and ceral part ofthe Davis
Bottom community throughout the remainder of the twentieth century and into the first
part of the twentyfirst century.

Beginning in the third quarter of the twentieth century, the Davis Bottom community

began to face a new set ofatlenges. In 1968, the citizens were unhappy with the

4 United States Departmeat Interior, Census Office, 980 Census.

I™RL. Polk & Co.,Pol kds Lexington, K & 1982 ColurpbusCR. L.Wolk®iCo.e ct or vy
1931).

178 Sanborn Map Companinsurance Map1934.

17 Sanborn Map Companinsurance Map1934 1950.
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current state of their neighborhotd. It was considered by many in Lexington to be one
of the worst slums of the city. Because it was zoned for industrial use, the residents of
Davis Bottom lived near many businesses that are considered undesirable within a
residential neighborhood suchthe Henry Gordon Scrap Yard, which was located west
of Hayman and Magazine. The residents of Davis Bottom and neighboring Irishtown
went to the Lexington Planning Commission in an attempt to remove the industrial
zoning code. They hoped that this zonande would rejuvenate residential
development in the area. Although Irishtown wagaeed, the Planning Commission
ruled that they would not do the same for Davis Bottom because of the proposed
Acr osst own YeGitppaensrsimlaxington began took at possible
extension options for Newtown Pike as early as the 1930s. During the 1960s they shifted
the design for the extension to an interstate or expressway fftitaese early plans
for a redevel opment of t hectlyaifectyhé Bavidl o wnt own
Bottom neighborhood.
Despite the cityds decision not to remo
a 1969 petition was drafted for the residents of Irishtown and Davistown with different
ideas and programs to help the commuimtgrovetheir living conditions. It was
presented in 1970 and eventually the project received fédadihg’®* A conditions
survey of he neighborhoods (IrishtowBouth Hill, and Davistown combined) was

completedand it was determined that eablad rajdly deteriorating conditions; was

lexingonFayette County Planning Commission, fdlrishtow
Study, 6 (Lexington: Government Publications Departn
179 |hi
Ibid.
180 Kentucky Transportation Cabinet i Ne wt own Pi ke Extension: A Roadway

Futur e, 0 ac c e fitpdtchnspopationkky.g8v/env@nllysis/pi/Documents/D7/NewtownPike
ExtensionBrochure2.pdf

BllexingonFayett e County Planning CpSouthiHil8léighborhoodi | ri sht ow
Study. o
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lacking or had inadequate normal neighborhood services; was in the back of two
proposed expressways; and were predately lowincome neighborhoods.

In 1974 there were 284 buildings in the Davis Bottom study area, er2enp
decrease from 1934. While a majority were still residential (184 or 83 percent), there
was an increase in the percentage (12 percent) of commercial and industrial buildings in
comparison with previous decades. Some of the those businesses iaciuohetkrtaker
and day nursery on Pine Street, a laundry and whole meats store on Hayman, tobacco
warehouses on Spring street, and several stores, mostly concentrated north of the railroad

tracks. These numbers are important in understanding the speaifieers and data that

the 1970 survey gathered.

Table5: Structural Condition of Residential Buildings in Davistown/South Hill in 1970

Structures % of Structures Unit % of Units
Sound 309 67.0 499 71.5
Deteriorating 117 254 150 21.8
Dilapidated 35 7.6 37 16.7
Total 461 100% 686 100 %

Table6: Structural Condition of No#Residential Buildings in Davistown/South Hill in 1970

Structures % of Structures Unit % of Units
Sound 59 85.5 71 87.5
Deteriorating 8 111 8 9.8
Dilapidated 2 3.4 2 2.7
Total 69 100 81 100
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Table7: Residential Ownership Status in Davistown/South Hill in 1970 (Based on Units)

Units Percent (%)
Absentee Owner 415 61 %
Residential Owner 205 29%
Owner in Area 64 10%
Total 684 100%

The data in Tablesi 4 suggests thaalthough there is an extremely high pereget of

absentee owners (which is often associatid poor rental housing conditiqr§7

percent of residentiand 855 percent ohonresidential buildings were considered

sound™®? This does not meamowever, that the buildings weireexcellent condition.
Thereportdefies a Asoundo buil ding as one that ha
defects may exist. Slhq defects a those flaws thare normally corrected during the

course of regular maintenance. They do not affect the weather tightness of the structure

nor do they endanger the health or safety obtleec u p ‘& Ahesurveyors deemed
thatapproximately ongourth of the residentiabuildings in Davis Bottom/South Hill

were deterioratingvhich, according to thepmeant thatthestuct ur e needed A me
repair tharwould be provided in the course of regular maintenance. Only one

60i ntermedi at e d ea$sdya hases dsteriaratinge ktermedipte t o ¢ |
defects indicate the need of repair if the structure is to continue to provide safe and

adequaté®*shelter. o

182 | pid.
183 | pid.
184 | pid.
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During the 1960s and 1970s, government officials continued to pursue the idea of
an extension of theoad, but it never made it through the planning prot&sshen
development is proposed, such as roads, apartments, new housing, and commercial
spaces, the existing landscape is compromised; it is common for developers to sacrifice
older buildings to make ay for the construction of new ones. When the discussion of a
process like this begins, many times developers, owners, and city officials are reluctant to
put money into a neighborhood that might be razed in a few years; improvements,
funding, and positig development almost come to a complete stop. Because the
government and land property owners are not as willing to fund house improvements,
sidewalk and street repairs, and landscaping, people are less eager to live there and the
overarching problems witn a community are not fixed and often get worse. As
deterioration and neglect accelerates, the blight takes a toll on the community. In her
book,The Battle for GothanRo ber t a Br andes Gr at-thredster ms t h
s y n d r & Whés is what hapened in Davis Bottom as planning for the Newtown Pike
became more serious.

In 1980,journalistJohn Woestendiek portrayed the effects of the ditadat
syndrome on the Davis Bottom community in
Just a decadetaf 67 percent of the houses and 85.5 percent of theasaential
structures in the Davis Bottom/ South Hil!]l
Woestendiek described the extremely poor conditions of the neighborhood. He stated

that over 95 percemtf t he houses in Davis Bottom had

185 The Lexington LeadeMay 3, 1978.
18 Roberta Brandes Gratfhe Battle for Gothan{New York: Nation Books, 2010), 97.
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dilapidatedo and t her' Hewententodescribe thearatand d e r e

cockroach infestations experienceadanby many
off-again plumbig, cracking plaster walls, bare con
and heaters, [and] ifadequate electrical s

During the 1990s, project developers changed the plans, goals, and concepts for
the Newtown Pike Extension. City planners belietredldowntown corridosuffered
becauseot he number of cars that traveled thr ol
the city to the other, rather than travelling to a downtown destination. In tHEORBDs, a
study determined that approximately,d00 cars traveled through downtown Lexington
daily and there were fialmost 1,000 traffic
course of a three year period, many of which involved pedestrians and bicyeliats.
of these elements resulted inlgdraffic jams in the core of the city.

The LexingtonFayette Urban County Government, in conjunction with the
Kentucky Transportation Cabinet and Federal Highways Administratzone up with a
list of goals that the city hoped to obtain by extendiegvtown Pike"*°

1) Improvetraffic flow through downtown

2) Reduce congestion and improve pddaa and bicycling environment

3) Improve access to the University of Kentucky

4) Hace the neighborhood in a community land trust controlled by a represeittasikd

consisting of neighborhood resideatsd local community supporters
5) Qupport weltplanned growth and urban revitaliizan in downtown Lexington

6) Make improvements without an unfair burden on other areas.
In order to meet these needs and goals, the city and stakeholders began to redevelop a

new corridor plan. One of the major goal s

sensitive to the future growth of Lexington as well as the impact the road woeldha

"John Woestendi ek, Lexinytom Leadeipecanier Nel1980e ct , o
Jjohn Woestendi ek, Lexinytom Leadeipecanier Nel1980e ct , o
Kentucky Transportation Cabinet, ANewtown Pike Ext
Kentucky Transportation Cabinet, ANewtown Pike Ext
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t he surr oundi'fh ghe designensiand devielepsrs asserted that the new
extension project would fistimul ate -apt her r
and improved infrastructure, and increased tax base, economic developmant|ease
downt own ousing. o

The proposed Newtown Pike Extension ran southeast from the intersection of the
existing Newtown Pike, roughly following the historic railroad bed. The road alignment
intersected Versailles Road and cut just south of the G&daghington Carver
Neighborhood Center and The Idex modern agrtment compleX to Broadway.
Effortsto mitigate the effects of the Newtown Pike Extension includes the redevelopment
of the Davis Bottom neighborhood , which meant approximately 55 buildirg$ ong t he
route of the Newtown extension [were] to be replaced with single family homes,
duplexes, townhouses, and apartments, as well as a community green, recreation
facilities, neighborhood store%’Thisisnd rest a
known as the Southend Park Mitigatidrea. A doo+to-door surveyconducted of the
residents of the Southend Park Neighborhood as wabkaby affected citizensvas
completed in 2003; according to the report
surveyed in the neighborhood, and 6 out of 8 occupied households within the alignment
area were surveyed as well. There were also 14 units that were identified as vacant in the
Southend Park Neighborhood andTe vacant un

information gathered by the survey team revealed severalarebing problems in the

YIKentucky Transportation Cabinet, Newt own Pi ke Ext
Kentucky Transportation Cabinet, Newt own Pike Ext
“Faberson, fAr dhicwell | Hi sKtugr yi,Neilgshbor hood Will Be R
Longtime Residents Anxious About Chasgd éxington Herald LeadeNovember 15, 2003, A1 and A

10.

" exington Fayette County Urban Government, fSout he
2011, http://mww.newtownextension.com/images/pdfs/South_End_Park/SouthendPlanOctober2003.pdf.

f
f
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neighborhood, including substandard housing, poor road conditions, limited or no
sidewalks, unsafe walking and biking options, and an extremely high number of renters
and vacantinits. In addition, 99 percent of the neighborhood is zoned Indusirjal |
which has hindered the rebirth of the existing community. As previously mentioned, the
condition of the 55 surveyed buildings in the Southend Park Neighborhood was
extremely poo The surveyors considered only four (7 percent) sound, whereas 51 (93
percent) were noted as unsound, a rating which was applied to a building with a sagging
roof or one that was missing shingles, sagging walls, missing siding, peeling paint,
broken omissing gutters, damaged or missed door, door sills, window, or window sills,
damaged/unsafe chimney, sagging/damaged porches, and sagging/deteriorated/cracked
foundations® The project team also believed that the neighborhood lacked necessary
communityfacilities and had several potentially hazardous sites. As described in a
brochure for the Newtown Pike Extension project, the redevelopment of the area south of
the railroad between Versailles Pike and Patterson Street

will provide longterm affordable dusing for existing residents at

or near their current housing expense. Additional housing will be

available to former neighborhood residents, surrounding

neighborhood residents and other incequoealified families. The

redevelopment goal of this neighbopnd is to maintain community
cohesion and minimize community disruptiof.

195 A;
Ibid.
Kentucky Transportation Cabinet, fANewtown Pike
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Figure33: Conceptual Design of the Southend Park Urban Villdge.

The final visionfor the redevelopment of the South End Park, termed the
Southend Park Urban Village Plancorporates 64,000 square feet of mixesa

development, such as retail, office buildings, and community facilities with housing, a

197 | pid.
198 | pid.
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majority of which will be low to moderatencome housing. The plan for this

nei ghbor hood st r i vassstedihbusing, wath theibalancatoime 3 5 %
affordabl e Acaordingto therNavitosvn Rike Extension website, the
redevelopment of the Southend Park Urban Villalge ihcludes a variety of residential
options, including nine house types with varying facades and plans. There are four
singlefamily prototypes listed: the Farmhouse, tatories, 1,776 square feet; the

Cottage, onestory, 1,425 square feet; the Capeg-anda-half stories, 1,265 square feet;
and the Bungalow, orgtory, 1,475 square feet. There will also be five nfaltily

prototype options: the Duplex, twstory, 1,050 square feet; the Quadplex,-siary, 880
square feet; Apartment Option A; Fedestyle Townhomes; and Empire Style

Townhomes.

 exington Fayette County Urban Government, fSout he
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Figure34: Singlefamily Residential Prototypé¥
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Figure35: Multi-family Residential Prototypé%
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Empire Style Townhomes
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Current Condition

In January 2011, | surveyed the Davis Bottom study area. There are only 114
buildings in the neighborhood including the 16 temporary mobile homes built as part of
the Newtown Pike mitigation. Overall, there was a 60 percent drop from 1970 and only
67 ofthe extant buildings are considered historic. Nearly 90 percent of the buildings in
the neighborhood are residential; there are also 12 businesses, one school/community
center, and one church.

Developers demolished the tobacco warehouses on South Sgeegin the last
guarter of the twentieth century. They replaced them with a large, modern apartment
complex called The Lex, whose target audience is the students from the University of
Kentucky that are seeking eiampus housing. The buildings oredk west of the new
apartment complex, bound by Spring, Pine, and Dunaway Streets, were completely razed

to make way for a parking loF{gure36 andFigure37, p. 86).
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_ 5,
Future Location of

The Lex
Apartments

Figure36: Aerial View of Lexington.

The Lex
Apartments

Figure37: Aerial View of Lexingtor?®

Akanda Group, LLC, ALFUCG GI'S SysWNauatioow Fayette Col
Administrator, accessed April 10, 20Tttp://www.fayettepva.com/Main/Home.aspx
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Within the past decade the state government demolished many of the buildings,
predominately onstory dwellings, along De Roode Street to make way for the Newtown
Pike Extension project. Because the project is taking so many of the houses, mitigation
wasa necessity. Mitigation includes a historical documentary about the Davis Bottom
community, an oral history project, anddesign of the neighborhood including new
streets and houses. Housing was provided to those families that were displaced by the
demdition of the houses along De Roode Street; these temporary dwellings are a series
of 16 mobile homes on the north side of De Roode Street.

Many of the historic buildings that remain are in extremely poor condition, almost
as if they are waiting to be todown like so many of the other old buildings. Little to no
money appears to be going into this neighborhood with the intention of rehabilitating the
existing infrastructure. Instead, when an owner demolishes a building or when it falls
down on its ownpften caused by deterioration, the lot is usually left empty; however, in
some cases a modern residence is constructed in its place. In 2011, 62 historic buildings
were surveyed in the Davis Bottom study area. Because each of the prexecostied
buildings within the area have been demolished, all of the 62 surveyed buildings were
newly-recorded and given an individual number by the Kentucky Heritage Council

(Table8, p.89and Appendix D).
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Figure39: 561 McKinley Steet in January, 2011.
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Table8: Surveyed Historic Resources within the Davis Bottom Study Area.

KHC # Address

FASB 38 633 Broadway
FASW 130 512 Pine
FASW 131 524 Pine
FASW 132 610 Pine
FASW 133 612 Pine
FASW 134 614 Pine
FASW 135 704 Pine
FASW 136 710 Pine
FASW 137 716 Pine
FASW 138 726 Pine
FASW 139 740 Pine
FASW 140 744 Pine
FASW 141 748 Pine
FASW 142 501 Caden Court
FASW 143 503 CaderCourt
FASW 144 505 Caden Court
FASW 145 507 Caden Court
FASW 146 414De Roode
FASW 147 416De Roode
FASW 148 524De Roode
FASW 149 532De Roode
FASW 150 536 De Roode
FASW 151 600De Roode
FASW 152 601De Roode
FASW 153 607De Roode
FASW 154 610De Roode
FASW 155 611De Roode
FASW 156 615De Roode
FASW 157 616De Roode
FASW 158 704De Roode
FASW 159 706De Roode
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KHC # Address
FASW 160 708De Roode
FASW 161 710De Roode
FASW 162 712De Roode
FASW 163 716De Roode
FASW 164 728De Roode
FASW 165 730De Roode
FASW 166 743De Roode
FASW 167 767De Roode
FASW 168 810De Roode
FASW 169 848De Roode
FASW 170 870De Roode
FASW 171 726 DeShort
FASW 172 451 Chair
FASW 173 561 McKinley
FASW 174 565 McKinley
FASW 175 567 McKinley
FASW 176 568 McKinley
FASW 177 522 Merino
FASW 178 527 Merino
FASW 179 534Merino
FASW 180 555 Merino
FASW 181 564 Merino
FASW 182 508 Patterson
FASW 183 515 Patterson
FASW 184 516 Patterson
FASW 185 522 Patterson
FASW 186 637 Patterson
FASW 187 639 Lower
FASW 188 653 Lower
FASW 189 Railroad Bases




The EastEnd and Davis Bottom Study Areas: A Comparison

The East End and the Davis Bottom Study Areas share many similarities but also
exhibit differences. To fully appreciate each individual neighborhood, it is necessary to
understand how they compare and caitta one another. This section will examine the
initial layout, earlytwentieth century statistics, and current condition of each

neighborhood.

Infrastructure

Development

The core of both neighborhoods wepeedominately developed as p&dvil War
communities in response to the rise in the African American population. Both Davis
Bottom and the East End are examples of what John Kellogg describes as a postbellum
African American urban cluster. Within eastudy area, land owners subdivided their
land into narrow lots to provide housing to blacks in the years following the Civil War.

The land for these neighborhoods was often on the edge of town near railroads, factories,
cemeteries, or lovying areas. Tl East End urban cluster was developed just north of

the railroad on the eastern edge of town, whereas Davis Bottom was on the southwestern
periphery of Lexington in a natural depression adjacent to a railroad and some industrial
buildings. A majority of e land in the East End was divided and developed between the
Civil War and 1900. This is not to say, however, that the landscape did not continue to
change over the next century. Unlike the East End, Davis Bottom is composed of several
sections that del@ped at different times. Early developers built upon the land between

Pine Street and the railroadthre years before the Civil Wdgnd owners subdivided the
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large parcels of land along preselaty De Roode Street in the decades after the Civil
War, and the area along Hayman, Magazine, and Chair Avenues was developed in the

early part of the twentieth century.

Number of Buildings

During the first few decades of the twentieth century, East End and DavisnBotto
continued to develop and lamners consticted more residential units. In both
communities, a majority of the residential buildings were-stoey, wood frame shotgun
or T-plan houses. Both had some neighborhondnted businesses such as restaurants,
saloons, and groceries, as well as chws@ral schools; within the neighborhoods were
industrial sections that were composed of factories and warehouses. Each neighborhood
experienced a large increase in buildings, both residential ancesiolential. In the East
End, the number of buildingadreased from 270 in 1920 to 314 in 1934, a 16.3 percent
increas€”® The East End study area was already heavily developed by the turn of the
twentieth century, which can be seen on the 1902 and thé 1927 Sanborn maps
Figure40, p.92). The 16.3 percent infrastructure increase in the East End study area is
evident by comparinthe 19071920 and the 1934 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps. New
development (noted in red on the319Sanborn Map below) is located throughout the
area but igspecially concentrated in the northern and southern tips of Race Street, the
newly-constructed Holbrook Court, and the easternmost part of Constitution Street

(Figure4l, p.93 andFigure42, p.94).

23 3anborn Map Companinsurance Map1907 1920;Sanborn Map Companinsurance Map1934.
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Figure40: 1902 Sanborn Map.
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Figure41: 1907 1920 Sanborn Map.
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Davis Bottom experienced only a 12 percent increase in the number of buildings
between 1920 and 1934. According to the 19@20 Sanborn Map, there were 330
main buildings (excluding secondary buildings such as sheds) and a majority of those
(303) were sigle-family dwellings; by 1934 the number of buildings increased to 1934.
Like the East End study area, changes in the landscape are easily seen by comparing a
series of maps. In addition to the construction of houses in areas such as northern side of
De Roode Street and Merino Street and the winleck development that occurred such
as Caden Court (noted in red on the 1934 map below), Davis Bottom continued to change
into an area with kot of industrial infrastructure. During the second quarter of the
twentieth century, Davis Bottom, unlike the East End study area, gained tobacco and

warehouses that spagthentire blocks

=24

Davis Bottom .
Study Area  |——
Boundary

22 I i“ o g (
PRl 5 7

Figure43: 1902 Sanborn Map.
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Demographics

Population and Households

In the East End study area, the number of households increased during the first
two decades of the twentieth century. In 1900 the number of households was 218; in
1910 it was approximately 226 and in 1920 the number increased even more to 258.
Overall, e number of households increased 18.3 percent (40 households) from 1900 to
1920. Although the numbef family units increased in the first two decades, the
population remained relatively static from 1900 to 1920 with an average population of
840.6. Daws Bottom experienced a 50 percent increase (215 to 323) in the number of
households between 1900 and 1920. Unlike the number of households, which increased
steadily over 20 years, the population increased from 873 in 1900 to 1910, where it
reached a plateaat 1,050 at which it stayed throughout the e&fi0s. During the
1920s however, the population and number of households in the East End and Davis
Bottom declined greatly from 1920. Between 1920 and 1930 the East End study area
experienced a 14 percg36 household) decrease in the number of households and a 22.3
percent (197 people) decrease in the overall population. Similar numbers were found in
Davis Bottom during that same period; however, Davis Bottom experienced a much
higher decrease in the mber of households (121or 37.8 percent). The population

lessened by 295 people for an overall percentage of 28.1 péféent.

24 ynited States Departmeat Interior, Census Office, 1@1CensusUnited States Department of Interior,
Census Office, 1920 Censusnited States Departmeot Interior, Census Office, 193Census
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Figure46: Graph of the Number of Households in Each Study Area Between 1900 and 1930.
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Figure47: Graph of the Population in Each Study Area Between 1900 and 1930.
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Density

When the number of households and the population are combined it gives the
average density per household. These numbers tell approximately how many people
lived in each household and can be used in comparison with other areas to analyze the
density of the areas. Using the population and household data gathered from the 1900,
1910, 1920, and 1930 census records, the average number of people per housiehold in
East End and Davis Bottom study areas was determined. With the exception of 1920,
Davis Bottom had a slightly higher number of people per household than the East End.
Both study areas experienced a high density in 1900; the number of people peoldouseh
in the East End gradually decreased in the decades that followed, whereas Davis Bottom
displayed a gradual decrease between 1900 and 1928skeuagain by 1930. h€
average densities overall range from 3.1 persons in the East End study area 41630 t

personger householih the Davis Bottom study area in 1900.
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Figure48: Graph of the Average Density per Household in Each Study Area Between 1900 and 1930.
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Race

One of the many differences in the developmerheftwo neighborhoods during
the first decades of the twentieth century is shifts in racialldigion. The
neighborhooditially laid out by developers and landowners immediately after the
Civil War were predominately intended for African Americahise East End continued
to be heavily populated by blacks during the first quarter of the twentieth century. In
1900 there was a concentration of whites along East Third Street and Megowan Avenue
(preserdday North Eastern Avenue); however a number ofasghitere sprinkled
throughout the other streets. By 1930, the East End study area was increasingly

segregated; the white population was concentrated solely on East Third Street and
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Holbrook Court, which extended off of East Third Street. Blacks, almdisoumti

exception, inhabited the secondary streets such as Race, Goodloe, and Warnock. The East
End varies from Davis Bottom in residential concentrations. Although blacks were

always the majority in the study area between the years 1900 and 1930, thanewzs

higher white population than in the East End. Also unlike the East End, a majority of the
streets in Davis Bottom were integrated. There were some areas such as the eastern
section that included Chair, Magazine, and Hayman Avenue that were pnetiegni

inhabited by whites, and blacks often lived on the smaller alleys, but as a whole,

households of both races could be found on a majority of the streets.
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Figure49: Racial Distribution in the East End from 1900 to 1930.
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Figure50: Racial Distribution in Davis Bottom from 1900 to 1930.
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Renter/Ownership

Several primary documents provide information regarding the ownership of
properties in the area. In some census records it wad nhtether the occupant rented
or owned the house, including the 1900, 1920, and 1930 exnslike data gathered
from thesedocumerd allows ownership status to be compared by street. By doing so, it
becomes clear what streets had a majority of rentess/ners. This can be used in
further analysis by comparing that information with similar data, such as the distribution
of race by street. In addition, this is used to compare the East End and Davis Bottom
Study Areas.

According to the census recds; a majority of the occupants in both
neighborhoods rented their hosnén 1900 70 percent (156) of the households rented
thar houses, whereas only 30 percent (68) owned their home. At the turn of the century
almost all of the streets with the East Ehady area were inhabited by a majority of
households that were renting their home. Interestingly, one of the only exceptions to this
is Third Street, which was inhabited predominately by whites. By,188@ever, the
numbers shifted to 87 percent (198hters and 13 percent (Fi9meownersand all

streets in the East End were dominated by renters.
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Figure51: Home Ownership Distribution in the East End Study Area in 1900.
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Figure52: Home Ownership Biribution in the East End Study Area in 1930.

Like the East End Study Area, Davis Bottom also had 70 percent (151) renters
and 30 percent (65) were households that owned their home at the turn of the twentieth
century. Unlike the East End, howevet,the streets had a majority (or equal numbers)
of renters as compared with home owners. There does not appear to be any correlation
between the numbers of home ownership and race. It is clear that the number of owners
in Davis Bottom decreased greatlyeo the following decades. In 1930 the percentages
again almost mirror those of the East End (87 percent and 13 percent). Davis Bottom

was inhabited by 88 percent (173) renters and 12 percent (24) home owners.
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