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Location: 0ld Orange Factory Road
Durham, Durham County, North Cerolina

Universal Transverse Mercator Cocrdinates,
U.S5.G.S5. NW/4 Durham North 15' Quadrangle:
17.691100.4000070

Present Owner: City of Durham _
Real Estate Administrator
101 City Hall Plaza
Duvrham, North Carolins 27701

‘Present Qccupant: Demolished, summer 1984

Significznce: The Orange Factcry houses, dating from tle 1860s,
were built to accommodate employecs of one of the
earliest cotton mills in North Carolinma. They
assume historical significance as compcnerts of
a company village, Orange Factory, North Carolina.



ORANGE FACTORY VILLAGE

Cnltural Rescurces Tnvestipgal hons at Orange Fi(toﬁyNo' NC-9  (page 2)

Lipsvomb's Mill and dJolhmaten's MiND
(. Durham County, Rorth Carolina

INTRODUCTION

Eégure of the Project

This yeport contains the results of investigations conducted by Mid-

Atlantic Archaeological Research, Inc. (MAAR) and its sub—contractors at three
individual will complexes aloung the Little River, Durham County, North Carclina.
,The investigations were initizted by MAAR after submittal snd acceptance of a
research propesal to the City of Durham, in compliance with a Memorandum of
Agreement between the City and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.
This MOA concerned the issuance of a permit for construction of the Little River
Reservoir and provided for a data recovery operation at three historically sig-
nificant cultural properties: Orange Factury Historic District,lLipscomb's Mill,
and Johnsteou's Mill.

Fach of the three proprrties had been subjected to prior research {see MAAR
1981) and all had been either nominated to or determined eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places. The required research called for historical document
studies and archaeological investigations at the industrial complexes of the three
mill sites. Tt also called for the salvage of artifacts from these mills. In
addition, the Orange Factory Historic District was to be subjected to historic
documentation, archaeological investigation, architectural recordation, and oral
history studies.

. The rescarch proposal submitted and accepted utilized data obtained during
the earlier MAAR study (Phase I1) and follows the guidelines put forth in Treatment
of Archaeological Properties, A Handbook, published by the Advisory Council 1 (1980).
It was reviewed and modified by the Division of Archives and History of the State
of North Carolina. This report is submitted in fulfillment of the various require-
ments and guidelines as noted above.

Project Background

In December of 1979 an "Environmental Impact Assessment, Little River Water
Supply and Recreation Project" was prepared by Hazen and Sawyer, Engineers of
Raleigh, North Carolina, consultants for the Department of Transportation and
Utilities, City of Durham. A portion of this volume dealt with an "Investigation
of Historic Sites for Little River Water Supply Project and Alternative Sites”
This section was prepared for Hazen and Sawyer by their sub-consultant, Laura
A.W. Phillips. Awong other sites, Laura Phillips identified and investigated
Orange Factory, Lipscomb's Mill and Johnston's Mill. The first of these, Orange
Factory, previously listed in the North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
survey files, was recommended for inclusion in the Natlonal Register of Historic
Places and was subsequently nominated.

The site of Lipscomb’'s Mill was subjected to historical investigation but
was not recommended by Phillips for listing on the National Register. 1Tt was
considered by Phillips that the "..scattered and fragmentary nature of the

k.remai.ns of Lipscomb's Mill Site and to the lack of much, if any definite infor- "~
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(.m;:tion concerning its history, this site would not appear to weet the criteria
' for listing on the Natiomal Register.

The site of Johnston's MiJl was subjected to historical documentation but
was not recoamended by Phillips for listing on the National Register. Tt was
considered in the smne light as was Lipscomb's Mill,

All thrce properties were subjected, however, to & Phase 11 Archaecological
Survey during the fall of 1981. This survey, conducted by Mid-Atlantic Arch-
aeological Research, Inc. resulted in the identification of nuwerous archaeological

-remains at each of the three sites and led to the determination that the sites

"had archaeoclegical significance which would allow them to be recormended for a
Determination of Eligibility. The following are brief descriptiorns of the three-
properties as researched during the Fhase 11 investigations.

Orange Factory Complex

This property consists of "an industrial complex and an associated milling

town or residential/commercial center. Orange Factory was developed around A.D.

1850 ds a combination grist mill and textile factory complex. At that time a

large dam was built across the Little River and a race system constructed to serve

both the grist mill and the main textile factory. Both mills, and the dam and race

system, were modified at later dates. The mill towm was constucted by the company

to house and serve the textile factory workers, as was the custom throughout the

eastern United States at this time. This town included single and douhle residences
.as well as a store, church, post office and a school.

Orange Factory changed bands numerous times before it ceased operations in
1938 after an B8 vear history. The mill village, for all of this time owned by
the mill owners, was sold in parcels to former mill workers., At present, many
of the buildings have disappeared but a number of former mill workers and their
families still occupy the village. The industrial complex is represented by
building ruins and archaeological deposits.

Lipscomb's Mill

The ruins of Lipscomb's Mill sit on a tract of land extending downstream of
the U.S., Route 50! bridge over Little River. They consist of remnants of the dam,
2 long raceway with head slvice pate housing, the ruins of an earlier earthen dam,
and the grist mill complex ruins. The latter consists of the foundations of the
mill building, which include a portion of a metal water wheel. Also present
within the complex are several possible ancillary buildings, a road way, and pos-
sibly the miller's house (outside of the study area).

Lipscomb's Mill was built semetime around the mid-nineteenth century and was
a contemporary of the grist mill at Orange Factory. It served a Jarge community
within the area durings its years of service. The mill changed hands several times
being referred to on various maps in various records as Terry and Lloyd's Mill

and Berry's Mill, ULipscomb's Mjll seems to have continued in operation until
around A.D. 1920.
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Joehnstea's #4111

This is the carliest of the wills within the proposced Little River Reservoir
flood poel and perhaps the earliest on the Little River. Tt was built by Williom
Johnston who moved into the area arcnnd A.D, 1750. The mill later become a part
of the large plantation owned and operated Ly Duncan Cawmeron. The mill ceomplex
differs from Lipscomb's Mill and the mill at Crange Factory, in that it went out
of operation much earlicr (as per historical documentis) and scems Lo have been
a much smaller operation associated with the property holdings ond operations of
a single plantation.

Project Administration & Schedule

The Little River Reservoir data recovery investigation was administered by
the City of Durham, Planning and Community Development Department in coovdiunation
with Hazen and Sawyer, Project Engineers. Personnel involved in the direct super-
vision and review for the City of Durham inciuded Mr. Robert $lade, Director of
the Department and Ms., Annette S, Liggett, Envirommental Coordinator. Donald
Cordell, Project Engineer, rgpresented Hazen and Sawyer. Joln Clauser served as
revicewer for the North Carolina Division of Archives and History, Archaeology
Eranch.

Mr. Ronald A, Thomas, S$.0.P.A., served as Principal Investigator for all
phases of the project. Research Associates aznd Field Supervisors for MAAR were
as follows: Orange Factory - Antony F. Opperman; ‘Lipscomb's Mill -~ Rorald A.
Thomas; and Johnston's 111l - Lauren C. Archibald. Field assistance for the
archaeological investigations was provided by Luther Hanson, Alexis J. Sieg,
Richard L. Green, FEdward C. Goodley, Tod L. Benedict, Donald Creveling, and
Marian Craig.

Andrea Heintzelman of Ristorical Enterprises, Incorporated, perforsed the
historical documentation for the project. Ms. Mary-Anne McDonald, of the Oral
Studies Program at the University of North Carolina, conducted the oral history
investigations. John Milner Associates, Inc. of West Chester, Pennsylvania acted
as sub-consultants for the architectural recordation of the Orange Factory
residential structures. Mr. James B. Akerman, formerly Staff Archaeoclogist at
the Hagley Museum (Wilmington, DE), served as an archaeological consultant for
MAAR., Archaeoclogical and historical report graphics were prepared by Mary-Jo
Thomas and Richard L. Green of the MAAR, Inc. staff.

All field investigations were conducted in the late winter and spring of
1983. The various disciplines scheduled field investigations to overlap so as
to coordinate efforts among the field personnel. At any one time, as many as
eight investigators were in the fileld. The report preparations began as soon
as field operations ceased and have continued into the late summer of 1983.

This project report, and aékompanying drawings, consists of independent
sections which have heen prepared by various researchers, and a brief synthesis’
which attempts to tie together the common threads pertaining to the people and
technology represented by the cultural resources investigated from the Little
River dam and reservoir area.
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Location and Descripl ion
| (. The study ares 3¢ lorated within the proposed resecvolr site in the Little
River drainage basin of Durham Couniy, North Carolina. Durbam County i3 situated

- in. the Carolina Piedmont, near mid-State and within fifty miles of the Virginia
border. The rescrveir site comes within five wiles of the City of Durham, to
the north and is nortluest of Raleigh, the State capital, After considering
several altornatives, the City of Durham derided the locate the dam site at the
Johnston's Mill lacation, downstream from the comuwnity of QOrange Factury. The
closest .S, Route is 501, which runs north-scuth from Durham to Virginia. This
major highwny is Jocated just to the west of the reservoir site (Figure I-1),
Interstate Route 85 is a shert distance to the east of the site in neighboring

JGranville County, North Czveolina.

The site of CQrange Factory is approzimately scven miles north of Burham,
At this point, U.8. Reute 501 intersects with Orange Factory Road (SR # 1628).
‘The community is about cne and a half miles east of the intersection and is
sitvated on the north side of the road., The community lies at an elcvaticn of
300 to 400 ft. msl and is on the west bank of the Little River.

Johnston's Mill is within the Bennehan-Cameron Plantation Historic District
and is approxiwately 1.25 wiles south of Willardsville. The site is reached over
a woods road which extends from the Orange Factory-Willardsville Road south for
one mile to the north bank of Little River. The mill site is situated on a ndarrow
terrace of sparsely wooded floodplain, 100 to 250 ft wide. The terrace is no
higher than ten feet zbove the present level of the river and is backed by a steep
bank rising 20 to 30 ft above the terrace.

. Lipscomb's Mill is approximately 8.5 miles north of center city Durham just
east of U.S. Route 50l. It is situated on a narrow terrace on the west bank of
Little River, 150 to 300 ft in width. The terrace ranges to a maximum of 12 ft
in elevation above the Little River and is backed by a slight but steep slope
rising to 20 or 30 ft above the river level. )

Natural Environment

The following survey of the natural environment in the project area is
summarized from an extensive study conducted by Hazen and Sawyer, Engineers
(1979) and submitted as "Environmental Impact Assessment - Little River Water
Supply and Recreation Project'.

Topography: For purposes of simplicity, in the following discussion the
term "study area’ encompasses Orange Factory, Lipscomb's Mill and Johnston's Mill.
The study area lies within the Piedmont Physiographic Province and is character-
ized by an uplifted and eroded peneplain. The area is within an upland plateau,
and to the south the river basin flows through a low wetlands known as the
Triassie lowlands, a distinct ard significant environmental feature of the region.

Elevations in the study area range from 265 ft to over 400 ft msl. The Little
River flows southeasterly with a gradient of 19.05 ft/mi (Hazen and Sawyer 1979).
Much of the land adjacent to the reservoir study area consists of slopes of greater
than 15% gradient. The river flood plain includes both level wetlands and gently
rising terraces. Parts of the river, such as near Johnston's Mill, have incised
&. the valley to form occasional steep-sided gorges. The interstream uvpland areas
are generally broad and undulating with moderate relief.

I-4
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Climzte: Situated as it is within the ecastern piedmont physiographic province,

the study arca is characterized by climates typical of transition zones between the

"goastal plain and the arcas of the conrinental interior. The Appalachian Mcuntains
to the west provide a partial bayrier to air movements from the interior and lead

towards the domination of the area by coastal weather patterns. The region is
characterized by short, mild winters, long and hot sumners, and a uniform aommual
rainfall distribution (Hazen and Sawyer 1979).

The Durham County arca has a frost-free season lasting for an average of
210 days. Winter temperatures rarely fall below 20 degrees Fahrenheit. ‘The
hottest months are July and August with temperatures averaging over 76° F.

. January is the coldest month of the year with an average of 40.5° F. The yearly

precipitation is 42.54 in.with the driest months being October and November.
An average of seven in. of snow falls per year.

Geology: The study area falls within Planning Region J of the North Carolina
Council of Governments, a regional planning agency. The study area is included
within the Carolina slate belt and contains a different set of roeks than exist
in neighboring regions (sandstones, claystones, siltstones). The combination of
the geology and the climate of the area contribute to the nature of available soils,
a factor of significance to an understanding of land use patterns of the area.

Soils - Orange Factory: The Orange Factory grist mill, penstock area and race-
way, half of the village site, and the textile mill are located on Herndon silt
loam (RrC), 6 to 10% slopes (Figure 1-2). These soils formed under forest vegeta-
tion, is residue from phylitte, which is the Carolina slate noted above (USDA 1976).
These soils have little natural fertility and organic matter content. However,
the soil is well suited to most crops grown in the county, the major limitation
being an erosion problem due to run off and slope. Permeability is moderate
and available water capacity is considered medium., The depth to the seasonal high
water table is more than six ft. This soil has a surface layer of yellowish-
brown or grayish-brown silt loam. The subsoil is red or yellowish-red, firm silty
clay or silty clay loam, often mottled with brownish yellow.

: The remainder of the village site is situated on Nason silt loam (NaD),
10 to 15% slopes. A portion to the east of the race near the Little River is
composed of Congaree silt loam and the area south of the textile mill is Wilkes

sandy loam (WxE).

__ (..

Soils ~ Lipscomb's Mill: Lipscomb's Mill, including the raceway, 1s situated
on Goldston slaty silt loam which has eroded into the flood plain from the surroun-
ding slopes. Goldston soils are low in natural fertility and organic matter con-
tent. Permeability is moderately rapid. (see Figure 1I-3)

Soils -~ Johnston's Mill: Qthston's Mill site lies on Conagree silt loam
(Cp) (USDA 1976:11). 1In a representative profile, the surface layer is brown
silt loam about 9" thick. The material beneath this 4s a friable silt loam
with some sand mottling, underlain by silty clay loam. The Conagree $ilt loam
is classified as moderately well suited for pond embankments (USDA 1976:53-55).
Such soils would also be favorable for the construction of the raceway embankment
and channel. The ability to construct a race that would remain strong and intact

for a period of years would have been an attractive feature of the mill site.
{Figure 1-3)

1-6

2



. . ORANGE FACTORY VILLAGE
TR T A T s WS TC-5 (e J34)

=

PLANNING DIVISION
CITY OF JURRAM, >

SCALE

e i T

Sail Map of Orange Factory

(o]
&}
z
T
[
[Y¥]
= cd
O 1
Q L
a o
e
< 5
>
« 2
= i
prepmAt ez ¥

1-7



g-1

- —— v

————— e

) P, B e p e

T A T T o L ey

LEGEND

j NGC-3A  Lipscombs Ml
NGC-3B  Johnstons Mill PLANNING DIVISION
: CITY OF DUNHAM, N, C.

*§ MAAR PROJECT : NC-3
!

Figure |-
¢ Soirl(\gaos of Lipscombs and
1 Johnstons Mills

L O res)




ORANGE VACTORY VILLAGE
HABS No, NC-9 ({page 11)

Orange Factory Arca Hislory

The area that was to become Orange County was slow in attracting set-
tlers, but by 1752, the yesr Orange County was formed, there were about 4000
inhabitants, settled mostly along the Hico, Eno, and Haw Rivers (Blackwelder
in Lefler and Wager 1953:14). North Carolina attracted immigrants (Scoich/
Irish, German, and English) principally from Pennsylvania during its earliest
years of settlement to about 1790. Following this peried, and during the
ante-bellum period, settlers of Scotch/Irish and German descent were largely
of second and third generation born in North Carolina.

North Carolina, on the whole, had a predominantly agriculturally based
economy with cotton and tobacco crops providing two of the major sources
of economic revenve for the state. Although cotton mills were generally con-
sidered adjuncts of cotton producticn up to the time of the Civil War, after
this period, cotton mills became more of a separate industry capable of
providing a large part of the economic structure. Numerous rivers and streams
which could power the mills, the cheapness of labor, the low prices paid to
purchase raw corton, as well as the high prices paid for manufactured cotton
goods helped to motivate the construction of cotton mills in the state{(Griffin
and Standard 1957:13). Machinery for the mills, however, had to be obtained
from New England manufacturers unless one wanted to pay more by purchasing
the equipment directly from England. It was not uncommon, therefore, to see
a lot of advertisements in the local newspapers of the day, soliciting southern
cotton manufacturers to buy their machinery from thé north. Thus. by the end
of the 1830's, North Carolina had 22 textile mills in active operation. Two
other mills, the Iredell Manufacturing Company and the Weldon Manufacturing
Company were organized but never builr.

Birth of a Textile Mill

Orange Factory, a small rural village was not less than one of the mill
town complexes started during the ante-bellum period. The community, located
in Orange County just off SR 1628, is situated in a narrow, hilly valley formed
by the Little River. The Little River, one of three headwaters in the pied-
mont physiographic province {orhers being the Flat River and Eno River),

Tuns in a generally easterly direction through Orange County for a total
distance of 20 miles. Since the settling of ‘the river valley by principally
Scotch/Irish and German immigrants beginning in the mid-18th century {(Rankin
1936:14), the Little River has been a source of power to numerous saw and
grist mill operations up to the early 20th century.

In 1852, a textile mill was started which was the first of its kind to
operate along the Little River. The community which developed at the site
because of the mill was called Orange Factory. The community was named for
the new county in which it was located and for William of Orange. The pre-
sence of Mock Orange trees arourd the village only added to the appropriate-
ness of the name.

Records indicate that Orange Factory became a distinct settlement some-
time between the years 1850 and 1852 when the land on which the community is
located was bought by John H. Webb and John C. Douglass in order to construct
the cotton textile manufactory (Oramge County Deed Book 33:498). The same
property, containing 27.5 acres, was previously owned by John C. and Rachel
S. Douglass who sold it to Osmond F. Long on July 23, 1850 (Orange County Deed
Book 33:491) for the purpose of building a dam across the river.

11-5
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Hithin the next two years, Daouglass .and Webb built a suﬁép§np?alNGF?ck(Page 12).
factory building and by the suwamer of 1852, commenced manufacturing cotton
goods. The ginned cotion was made into thread by hand. On February 7,
1852, the Hillsboro Recorded printed the following starement:

"Messrs. Webb and Douglass have just completed a Cotton Factory on Little
River, atour thirtcen miles east of Hillsboro, and are now receiving
their machinery from ithe North. They expect to commence operalions
during the summer, and will run 1000 spindles."

Existing decumentatiorn did not rewveal information about the location from which
machinery was purchased, but other studies on mills of this period indicate that
machines were purchased chiefly from firms in Providence, Rhode lsland, Paterson,
New Jersey, and New York (Griffim and Standard 1957:139).

Shertly after beginning mill operations, the proprietors Webb and Douglass
erected four residences to provide lodging form some of their first employees,
while other workers lives in theiy own homes located nearby (Boyd 1925:19-20).
Research undertaken by Potwin (1927} and Rankin (1936) indicate cthat it was not
unusual for a factery manager to build and furnish housing for his employees at
a low rental cost. This practice of housing ecmployees in mill houses centralized
the labor force, provided a close knit unit of comraderie among the workers, and
as well provided a very inexpensive way for larpe families to live. Though con-
ditions were crowded, the arrangement was tolersble. Generally, rental costs
of a house to a laborer was less than half for like houses in the community - -
"prices ranging {rom no rent charge up to a dollar and half per month per room,
with an average at about twenty-five cents per week per room" (Herrinmg 1927).

Some of the early mill houses in Orange Factory remain standing today and
lived in by the local inhabitants. Ruth Suggs and Vesta Ellis, once textile
factory workers in the 1320°s and 1930's, occupy perhaps two of the oldest houses.
Although no dates have been established for their construction, reasons for believing
they are of an early age stems partially from a general observation of their
being off-set from the remaining houses in the community which were most likely
built when the street plan was designed. Construction details indicate split
log rafters as well as mortice, tenon and peg joints. Of the two houses exa-
mined, Ruth Suggs' appears to be the oldest (also known as the "20" House), as
determined by the presence of hand hewn timbers found throughout its construction.
The chimney locations on the house are also very different from the other houses
in the community. Based on the structural design and detail of Suggs' house, it
may date to the period of the first four built in 1852 ox prior to this time.

Shortly following the opening of the textile factory, a store was buile,
called Holt's Store after the owner, and which supplied general merchandise
and sundry items to the residents of the factory complex. Each house lot
maintained a garden plot which provided their basic subsistence needs. It
should be remembered, however, that while the mill people maintained small
farms, they received little money to live on. Just encugh food was grown to
maintain a minimum existence wifh a small surplus generally exchanged at the
tactory store for articles of food not grown and clothing deemed necessary or
essential to their simple life and means (Rankin 1936:27).

At construction, the Orange Factory mill complex consisted of a 35 foot
high and 300 foot long wooden dam, a grist mill and a textile mill. Both the
grist mill and textile mill utilized water power from the Little River which
was redirected through a long raceway to the grist mill first and then 200 feet
downstream or down the race to the textile mill. Both generated power by the
use of mill wheels, with the textile mill getting additional assistance from

11-6
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steam power by 1860, This was necevnary due 1o the sizable npﬂratyﬂngwhggig?ﬁg3)
warnutactory had become and the Yarie ssoant of machinery cperating the industry.
In the 1860 ledustry Census Schedule 5 for Orange County, Lawes and Jdekn H. Webb
are listed as huving $30,000 capital invested in the 1extide mitl and 150,000
ibs of raw cotton vatued at $13,000. VWatcr .ud stoom powered the factory.

Twenty males and 20 females were employed at the time with avesage monthly wages
totaling $640 and $225,respectively. At ycar's ¢nd, 140,000 1bs of cotton yarn
was produced valued at $28,000., For this same yecar, Orange Faciory was one of

50 cotton manufactories in the state {Griffin and Standard 1957). By now, tex-
tile mills in the state were a {lourishing veung industry beasting 41,884 spindles,
761 looms and 1,755 workers (Herring 1927:14).

From Orange Factory to the Willard Manufacturing Company

On March 18, 1864 (Orange County Deed Book 37:366), William H. Willard
purchased the factory Jand and comptex {rom John H. and James Webb (rable 11-1}).
For the next nine ycars, Willard cwned the mill factory but for reasons unknewn,
sold the land and mill in 1873 to Sidney W. Holman (Orange County Deed Book
42:165). The same day, Holman mortgaped to Willard the factory merchandise,
cotton and stock, retaining for himself the factory building complex, machinery
and fTixtures {Orange County Deed Book 42:168).

For what reasons Willard did not maintain interest in the factory is not
certain since he was apparently quite well off financially. Willard came to
Orange Factory a prosperous man, having done well in the mercantile, shipping
and manufacturing businesses he induvlged in while living in Washington, North
Carolina (Flowers1978:25). During his years as proprietor of Orange Factory,
Willard was Fresident of the Round Step Bank in Raleigh and also held a large
interest in the Morehead Bank in Durham. 1In 1872, he bought into and was part
cwner of the R.F. Morris and Son Tobacco Company which later became part of
the American Tobacco Cempany {(Boyd 1925:77). During this same period, Willarxd
also was an agent of the Cane Creek Manufacturing Company and actively promoted
and urged "prospective manufacturers to buy their machinery from English manu-
facturers (one of which he represented )as it was sufficiently improved to be
wotth the additional 35 per cent import duty" {(Griffin 1964:37).

Orange Factory undoubtedly prospered as well as any of the other textile
manufacturies did in the state during the Civil War years and just following.
Willard, though a northerner from Massachusetts originally, was by this time a
staunch and die~hard follower of the Confederacy after moving to the South at
age 21. During the conflict between the North and South, it is alleged that the
Cane Creek Manufacturing Company (for which Willard was an agent) and Orange
Factory both supplied gray cloth to the Confederate soldiers for uniforms
(Conner 1929). Dves were produced {rom native indigo. Orange Factory contin-
ued in operation during the reconstruction period and by 1879, had 1,300 spindles,
42 looms and was producing yarn and cloth (Griffin 1964: Appendix). It appears
that during this time of industrial anxiousness, there was never a complete
breakdown of the industry in the state (Griffin and Standard 1957:160).

fl

Because William H. Willard had many interests and investments in other pro-
fitable institutions andbusinesses, he most likely decided not to hold onto Orange
Factory by 1875. His decision to sell could have been based on the personal
financial loss he would incur with the drop in cotton prices. 1f Willard tied
up most of his capital in cotton and public bonds, he ventured to lose & tremen-
dous amount of money following the end of the Civil War. Prices of cotron de-
¢lined in the world markets after 1869 and in the Panic of 1873, and continued
its downward trend through the 1680's (Griffin 1964:40).
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( It is5 obvious tao sce that Willard was aware of Lhe state of the failing eco-
f nomy and wisely decided to sell the Willard Manufacturing Company during the

time that cotton prices were experiencing unhcard of low prices. Once out

of danger of economic collapse, he bought back the factory in 1887 when the
cotton prices were making a coiseback. This was during a time when the state
was cnduring a period of industrial "reconstruction” and fairing rather well,
In 1883 and Y886, Orange Factory had 45 looms operating as compared to 42 in
1879, and was also manufacturing plaids (gingham) and seamless bags. §S. W.
Holman was t-he cwner {Handbook of the State of North Carolina 1883:17, and
Handbook of North Carelina 1886:297).

As the state bounced back frem general economic decline and got its indus-
tries once more producing goods for the arca and the nation, the next two decades,
from 1880 to 1900, showed a marked economic upswing in industry. This was a time
of "“industrial revolution'. An average of six new cotton mills were built each
vear. By 1880, the rtextile industry had regained its ante-bellum significance
and gained back 41 establishments, 92,385 spindles, 3,343 operatives, and consump-
tion of 27,642 bales of cotton XHerring 1927:17). By 1880, there were 91 establish-
ments, 333,786 spindles, 8,515 operatives, and a consumption of 114,371 bales of

. cotton (Rankin 1936:19). State newspapers pleaded for more industries, and

articles and speakers spoke of the growth of industrialism. Soon local and
Southern capital was regained and reinvested in the growing industrial market
place. Growth meant promise and success, and soon Northerners were also invest—
ing capital in the South. The lure of the South was in cheaper raw inaterials,
fuel and labor, longer working hours, and Jower labor costs.

. As noted earlier, Wiljiam H. Willard once again in 1873, received title

@

to Orange Factory or the Willard Manufacturing Company as it had come to be called.
This occurred after a number of transactions involving §. W. Holman and also the
Raleigh National Bank between the years 1873 and 1887. Willard continued as sole
proprietor of the property until his death on February 6, 1898. At that time,
Samuel A'Court Ashe, son- in-law and husband to Willard's only daughter Hannah,
was given a life interest in the property and named as one of the executors of

the estate (Willard Estate Papers, Wake County Records, Archives and History,
Raleigh). Gleaned from the private papers of the W, C. Homan Privarte Collection
and the Willard Estate Papers (Archives and History, Raleigh}, light is shed on
the dezlings of the Willard Manufacturing Company from 1872 through 1899.

0f particular interest was the discovery that in 1881, William H. Willard
became a partner and stock holder in the Holman Manufacturing Company, the date
on which the Holman Manufacturing Company was incorporated (Holman Manufacturing
Company Book, Plan of Incorporation, W. C. Holman Papers, P. C. 1273.3.). 1In
1883, Willard was elected President of the Company. This, of course when he
sti}l maintained a mortgage in pprtions of the Willard Manufacturing Company
under the proprietorship of the Raleigh National Bank. A copy of a bill of sale
indicating 13 bales of cotton bought by the Willard Manufacturing Company from
W. C. Holman (Figure I1I-1) clearly indicates that W. C. Holman had his own busi-
ness even as he too was involved in the holdings of the Willard Manufacturing
Company. The bill of sale also shows that W. €. Holman either bought the Raleigh
Manufacturing Company or owned it already and decided to change the name to W.
C. Holman (or the Holman Manufacturing Company). This latter notation further
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ORANGE FACTORY VILLACE
HABS No. NC-9 (page 16)

explains the identification of the Raleiph Manufacruring Congany in the 1870
Tndustry Census Schednle but docs not weplain the omisciin of the Willard Manu-,
( facturing Company {or Orange Faciory) f1om the inventory of operative textile

mills in that year.

Positions of iwportance within the Willard Manufacturing Company did not change
much over the many years that Willard managed dt. In 1881, W. H. Willard was
President; W. C. Holman, Vice-President, S. W. Holman, Superintendent and 4. G,
Cox, Secrctary-Treasurer. At the time of Willard's death in 1898, little had

. changed in the chain of ceommand except that Willard had assumed the responsibilicy
of Treasurer-along with his role as President, and A. 'G. Cox held the position
of Assistant Superintendent,

Bought and sold by the Willard Manufacturing Company were such items
as bales of card room sweepings, card room flyings, card room strippings, spin—
ning room sweepings, weave room sweepings, bale moats and bales of waste cotton,
right bower, "orange' and raw cotton (W. C. Homan Papers, Archives and History,
Raleigh). No mention was found for the purchase of dyes, although this was cer-
tainly a necessary commodity since Willard not only was dying fabric as early as
the Civil War but was also making plaids and colored hosiery.

Willard purchased the greatest bulk of his raw material {rom wholesale
dealers in Raleigh as did many of the other regional textile mill manufacturers.
Other wholesale dealers which Willard purchased from included dealers in Hills-
bore and Salisbury, North Carclina, and Lancaster, South Carolina (W. C. Holman
Papers, Archives and History, Raleigh).

Products manufactured in the Willard Manufacturing Company included such
.items as seamless bags, cotton rope, cottonade, twine, plaids (gingham} and
hoisery. Distribution of these manufactured products did not remain in the local
market place but were sold to retailers half way across the country. Numerous
large orders sent to wholesalers in Kansas City, -Misgouri and Cincinnati, Ohio
testify to the wide area which the Willard Manufacturing Company served.

While the W. C. Holman Papers were helpful in identifying some of the busi-
ness undertakings of the Willard Manufacturing Company, no references, bills,
or purchase orders could be locared which might indicate that Willard bought
machinery parts or materials to make changes in the textile mill or its operation.
No mention was found of where new or used equipment was purchased or at what
times changes in machinery stock took place. - One purchase order from Dumes,
Son & Co. in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania asked that the 33 *bale linters"
purchased from the Willard Manufacturing Company be shipped "promptly" (Fig. II-2),
Beyond this one note, there was a paucity of information regarding mill changes
up to the turn of the 20th century.

Figures II-34&4 are examplesof sales slips and receipts for items sold
by the Willard Manufacturing Comﬁény during the years of its existance. The next
(FigureII-5) shows evidence of the company being insured by James Southgate and
Son of Durham. Figure 1I1-6A and B is a Weekly Production List of the factory
for the last full week in March of A.D. 1899.
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ORANGE FACTORY VILLACE
Afrermath of the Industrial Revnlution HABS No. NC-9  (page 21)

The push ahead to revitalize North Carolina's manufactories played signi-
ficantly in the growth and development of the state during the latter part of
the 19th century and the First decade of the 20th century. Prior to 1900,
North Carolina's textile industry was based predominantly on local enterprise,
management, capital, and labor. Individuals with extra capital to spend were
encouraged to invest in cotton manufactories -~ this, while the prices of
cotton remained their lowest. Those men who were in manufacturing during the
ante-bellum period, proved instrumental in getting the factories built and
producing goods once again during the period of reconstruction.

One consequence of the growth of textile industries in the South was the
flow of Northern capital inte the Southern market place. Feople also began
to move from the farm to the factory which resulted in the accelerated growth
of towns and cities. Such movement brought material wealth, politics and
social influence to the urban scene.

The bulk of the factory workers was made up of unemployed towns-people
and small farmers who came in {rom rural areas looking for work. Due to low
wages paid out by industries across the State, entire families were obliged
to seek employment. The factoéry worker faced long hours, low wages and
poor working conditions. Even so, wages paid to the factory workers often
placed them in better economic status than many still tilling the soil. This
was largely the result of the lower cost of living in the state as a whole.
Women and children working far outnumbered the number of men working in the
factories. Children started to work while very yourig - - sometimes nine
and ten years of age (Seddon, Ulm and Hine 1908; Trachtenberg 1977), and
seldom went to school or passed beyond the fourth or fifth grade. While
the latter was usval among factory communities, it was a general problem
throughout the state and not peculiar to mill workers. It was not unusual
for the children to work night shifts. Intermarriage was common among
workers of structured factory communities, and Orange Factory was no exception.
Although this practice sometimes led to children being born with hereditary
problems, none were born with this affliction in Orange Factory.

An outgrowth of the Industrial Revolution was the emergence of a working
class and a new direction of class interests and conflicts. Although present
since time of settlement, a mew class consciousness was developed by the manu-
facturers. Not eager to 'rock the boat', the first generation of industrial
laborers tolerated low wages, child labor, some night work, long hours,
segregation from the rest of mankind, and the distinction between empleyer
and landlord. However, the second generation became unsertled and nervous when
he compared his conditions with that of other economic and social classes, or
even with labor groups from other areas. Total dependence on employers for
jobs and even housing, plus fear of the employer and gemeral ignorance on
the laborer's part tended to break down his confidence in himself.

The American Federation of Labor organized in the early 1880's tried to
organize textile labor for the first time «in 1898. The federation suffered
miserably in its stand due to tough resistance from manufacturers and little
if any moral support from factory workers. Appalled at the working hours and
conditions set out for women and children, bills generated by the Federation
were repeadetly submitted to nearly every legislature but were consistently
defeated by manufacturers who feared government regulation.

Another program which came to the aid of labor reform was the National
Child Labor Committee. The National Committe was established in the first
11-15
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S s HABS Mo. . {pg
.decade of the 20th century for the role purpose ol worhiag Lowargg AT i dRage 22)
of child labor. 1t was thought to be nu-American ond incongsistent with the

ideals of American c¢ivilization {Adler 14908:1). Because of the pressures

(fﬁ1aced on children to carn enough moncy to fced the Tamily, feelings of res-
! Qnsibi]ity developed early as well as the desire to marry early {(McKelway

08:3)., By the age of 15 and 16, children were no longer considered such,

but young adults. They were capable of doing an adult's woerk load and ex-
pected to take on the responsibilities of adults. This respnsibility also
included finding a spouse and starting a family of one's own. Early marriages
however, were more common among poorer classes becauvse it meant one less mouth
to feed. Life expectancy was also a factor in the need to marry early at this
time. And, althoughearly marriages were common among mill workers, it was

by no means unique to this group alone.

.. Sometime after 19310, required working hours for women and children were
reduced from 66 to 64 hours per week. However, until then, the following
conditions applied under the North Carolina Child Labor Law (Seddon et al 1908):

-Age limit for employment in factories, 13 years

~In apprenticeship capacity, 12 years

—~Age limit for night work, 14 years

~Kours of labor for children under 18, 66 per week

—~Employment certificates, written statements from parent or guardian

-No factory inspection. Commissioner of Labor has no authority to enter
a factory. v :

-No prosecutions under the law

Qross violations of these laws -- unfair as they were —— were found across the

(@

oard and throughout the country. However, in order to prosecute manufacturers,
the National Child Labor Committee had to catch the manufacturers in the out-
right abuse of the law.

An individual who devoted many years to expoOsing the working conditions in
industries across the nation was one Lewis Wickes Hine. Already a well-known
photographer of social conditions in places like New York and Washington, D.C.,
Hine was hired by the National Child Labor Committee in August 1908 to take
photographs of the mills and factories in North and South Carolina as an effort
to awaken public interest in the passage of regulatory legislation (Trachten-
berg 1977:18). During the first year of his work, Hine visited 19 mill villages
and investigated 17, photographing children and the conditions he found there.
In all but two mills in North Carolina, Hine was permitted to take pictures of
the children. Before the wave of consciousness in child labor and working
tonditions regulatory legislation, mill managers had an indifference to the
wrongness in employing children (Seddon et al 1908). Hine found that there
wre more mills in North Carolina which operated at nmight than there were in
South Carolina or any of the other southern states. Children he spoke to
claimed they sometimes worked 12 hours on a night shift and during the day,
had no special time off for lunch but ate while working. Most children Hine
talked to had started working about the age of nine years old and one as
early as six years o}d. Children too young to work in the factories often
were found doing piece work at home.

11-36



ORANGE FACTORY VILLAGE
HABS No. NC-9 (page 23)

Once ciforts were initiated to establish sowme form of yegulating legisla-
tion, inspection of the factorics for ahuse of c¢hild labor laws and other work-
ing conditions was mel with much difficuley by the chosen inupectors,  Naturally,
no factory manager wanted an inspection official walking through his establish-
ment noting all his abuses of the law. The purpose of the inspector was to
be sure that employers cooperated in maintaining fair working conditions,

Often times, inspectors checking into the factory office to amnounce their
intention to inspect the factory at that time allowed just enough time for
the factory manager to get the children out the back door before the inspector
came in for inspection (Morgan 1908:5),

In order to accurately describe the conditions inside the factory, Hine
often donned a disguise, sometimes as a fire inspector, post card vendor, a

-. Bible salesman, or a brokendown school teacher selling insurance {Trachtenberg

.making varicus products (see Fig. 6A & B).

@

1977:13). Sometimes he would gain cntry by convincing the factory managers that
he was an industrial photographer making a record of factory machinery. During
his many years of work for the National Child Labor Committee {1908-1918),
Hine's photographic record of factory conditions and the blatant use of

child labor in the factories proved instrumental in passing legislation on

an improved working environment and on conditions. Individuals could argue
with one's interepretation of what they said they saw in the factories, but

how could vou argue about what the camera had seen?

Orange Factory from 1899 to 1916

The working conditions inside the Willard Manufacturing Company were not
unlike other textile wills in North Carolina or ones that Hine and others
reported during the early 1900's. Residents today of the Orange Factory com-—
munity remember how they worked as children in the factory for long hours
A payroll sheet of the Willard Company
for the week ending April 1, 1899 is a telling story of the weaving room wages
which existed at that time (Fig.I1-7). Out of 70 employees listed, at least
25 were female. Of thetotal number of persons employed, it is difficult to
tell how many were children. Residents of Orange Factory remember working
some night shifts, and definatelyremember getting time off for lunch. The
children of both sexes worked in the weaving and spinning rooms and some of
the boys worked as doffers. Although children of Orange Factory did not work
in the warping room, Lewis Hine found this not the case elsewhere, even as the
factory managers flatly denied that they had children working at these types
of jobs (Seddon et al 1908).

Residents of Orange Factory today had parents who worked in the textile
mill when it was still the Willard Manufacturing Company. At this time, the
factory had 80 looms and 1600 spindles. It operated from two~thirds to three-
fourths of the year by waterpower alone and the remainder of the year under
steam and water combined. Residents today claim that at no time did the fac-
tory close dowm due to lack of power —- even during the summers. The dam
was reported to be 21 feet high and 125 feet long with a fall of water at 22
feet at the end of the 1200 foot long race {(Swain, Holmes, and Myers 1899:126).

‘ In }906, the mill was sold by the executors of Willard's estate to the
Little River Manufacturing Company{(Table 11-1).Tt was during this period of
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ORANGE, FACTORY VILLACE '
HAﬁS No. NC-9 (page 29)

ownership that a few of the existing residents started working as children in
7 he factory (0dell & Effie RobertsCestle)., The factory operated under this name
‘ntil 1916 with J. B. Mason as President and A. G. Cox as Secretary-Treasurer
and factory Superintendent (Flowers 1978:29).

A school was also erected in the Orange Factory community in 1909 when on
September 6, the Little River Manufacturing Company sold one and one-half
acres of land on the north side of Factory Road to the Durham County Board of
Education for that purpose (Durham County Deed Book 38:572). The school was
a one-room structure which was crowded with 20 to- 25 students when it opened.
This of course mecant limited attention for any one student except those few
vwhich showed particular promise or intellect. There was only one teacher at a
time and she was usually one in training from Durham (Pasco 1975:3). As was
usually the case with all children living in factory villages, the length of
time spent in the educational system was only through the fourth or fifth grade.
Orange Factory was no exception. As reported by Deaver Johnsom, resident of
Orange Factory now and one whoe worked as a child in the mill:

"I went to work and then I quit and went back to schoeol. 1 was in
the fifth grade and then I quit and I didn’t go back. Had cne
little schoolhouse set up yonder at the church . . . Eva Lee was

- the teacher . . ." (Pasco 1978:3).

Further education was available but because of over-crowded classroom conditions
and the fact that the children were now of an age that they could be put to work
by their families (usually nine or ten years old), they dropped out. Verlie
Roberts began work in the mill at 15 -=- in 1913 ~~ and she recalled the proce-
.lure as: (Verlie Roberts was the daughter of mill supervisor, Jim Thompson)

"They worked us *til 4:00 on Saturday for I don't know how long. I

Temember that . . . We even went nighttime for awhile, a long time .
. - We ran nighttime through World War I ., . , We had to work and if
we got behind, we'd go back at night and work.on it to catch it up"

(Flowers 1978:30).

E. 0. Castle, an elderly resident of Orange Factory today, reflected on the
time his sister decided to quit school at an early age because, even as bright
as she was, the mill supervisor would not let his daughter take place behind
Castle's sister in school honors as top student. In fact, Castle's sister was
held up in a promotion to be assistant teacher (even as she was bright enough
to skip a grade each year) in order that the supervisor's daughter could fill
the position (Pasco 1975:3).

During the period of operation as the Little River Manufacturing Company,
8 number of physical changes occurred in the commmity. Many of the mid-19th
century tenant houses had porcheg added onto them, a fact made clear in the 1913
Sanborn Insurance Map done of the factory and community layout (Figure V-7).
Wood burning stoves in houses replaced the need to cook in fire places. By the
end of 1916, however, houses still did not have electricity, indoor plumbing
or heating. This was not uncommon for villages of this time or in this state.
More than 50% of the homes throughout North Carolina were maintained in this
manner. Three public wells and nearby natural springs still provided for the

(. community's fresh water supply.
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The Laura Cotton Mill 1916-1938

(._7 In 1916, the Crange Factory lands and Little River Manufacturing Company

ere sold to J. A. Long who lived in Roxboro. The company name was changed

' to Laura Cotton Mill and remained ag such until 1938 when the company was
sald to the Roxboro Cotton Mill (Table II-1).

Almost immediately after the factory became the Laura Cotton Mill, other
changes in the mill complex took place. Electricity was installed in the com-
munity and the factory installed a penstoeck in about 1918 where the race was
located. This system of large pipes better channeled and supplied water to
the factory grist milland the textile mill (Flowers 1978: Photograph supple-

cment). Of this developmental change in the factory operations, however, no
other records or documents could be located.

Going into the depression years, Orange Factory had a population of 121
and 24 houses. The textile mill employed about 50 workers and produced yarn,
thread, and unrefined cloth and hand towels and bagging (Flowers 1978:31).
These times were difficult for all, however, mainly due to inflation, high
cost of living and scarcity of jobs everywhere. In Orange Factory, workers
sometimes only worked three days a week or sometimes were idle for a whole
week while the factory shut down. Food was such a high priced commodity
that families continued as they had in the past, to maintain small garden
plots and to raise chickens, hogs, and milk cows. Of this situation Verlie
Roberts reflected: o

"By the time of the Depression, things were so hard. They didn't
. run it (lLaura Cotton Mill} but two or three days a week. Maybe
some weeks they didn't run any . . . If it hadn't been for the
garden and raising our own meat and all, we would have had to go
on wvelfare before because we had five children then. He finally
got a job with the WPA . . . course, he didn't make much, but because
raising our own food and all, we had plenty to eat, but that's about
all. We didn't have much in clothes and things like that. We
never did go on welfare because we had our own meat and all, and
I canned everything I could get my hands on. It was awful hard,
but we pulled through it" (Pasco 1975:3).

From about 1922 until its sale to Roxboro Cotton Mills in 1938, Laura
Cotton Mill gold portions of its adjoining lands to W. E. Ellis, Thomas F.
Carroll and Viola Ellis (TableII-1). A section of the Laura Cotton mills in
1928 was found in a Plat Map located at the Durham Register of Deeds and is
illustrated in Plat Book 16, page 16. The plat map, unfortunately,
does not include the factory complex located along the Little River. 1In 1933,
the Lauyra Cotton Mill mortgaged from the Citizens National Badk for $23500 a
tract of its lands, a portion of Ahe larger tract conveyed to the Little River
Manufacturing Company by 5. A. Ashe and others. Under this settlement, the Bank
assumed all tax payments on the property and the Laura Cotton Mill retained
responsibility for maintenance of the mill dam (Table II-1).

Finally on December 16, 1938, Laura Cotton Mills sold out to the Roxboro
Cotton Mill located in Roxboro, North Carolina. The textile mill was complete-
qu dismantled and removed to Roxboro. Because of Roxboro's location along a
in railroad line and its being in a largexr industrial community, it had a
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HABS No. NC-9 (page 31)

much more stable financial base (Flowers 1978:33). This was a time when many

of the smaller textile mills could not compete with the larger, well established
' industrialized complexes in city centers and so were compelled to sell out to
.:hem or fold. Garland Roberts, a resident of Orange Factory who was once the

foreman of the spinning room and responsible for upkeep of the machinery, re-

marked on the reasons the textile mill was sold:

“The mill was so old . . . the machinery was old . . . it was so
little, just a small factory. They couldn't compete with these
big companies” (Pasco 1975:3).

After the mill ceased operation, people from around the area expected the

_community to die and become a ghost town -— a relic of the past. But no, the
village people of Orange Factory did not leave as they had shared too much to-
gether —— their work, their social lives, their hardships, their joys. They

were all that each of them had and knew best. They were family, relatives and
the closest of friends. Yes, a few took jobs offered them by the Roxboro

Cotton Mill, but all decided to continue to live in Orange Factory as they always
had. After all, this was home and place that had a unique identity they could
call their own. Of course the ctompany owned and run store closed when the mill
was sold, but then someone else bought it and opened it to the community once
again.

So it was that Orange Factory still survives after so many decades of
hard work and close unity among fellow men. It is sad indeed to see this com-
munity about to be wrenched from its moorings to make room for progress —— a
reservoir which will flood a part of this historic village == when it was

‘rogress which put Orange Factory on the map in the beginning.

Orange Factory, the mill and the community, having survived floods and fire
(Figure I1-8), will during the 1980's fall to the normal agents of progress. It
served its purpose but will exist only in memory.
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TABLE II-I

L3-11

ORANGE FACTORY DEED SUMMARY

Date of Deed Book
Transaction and County Grantor Grantee Comments
July 23, 1850 33:491 Orange John C. and Osmond F. Long 27% acres for $500 being the

July 23, 1850

Jan. 1, 1860

QOct. 22, 1860

Mar. 18, 1864

Sept. 20, 1866

Jan. 1, 1873

33:498 Orange

37:85 Orange

37:86 Orange

37:366 Orange

37:367 Orange

42:165 QOrange

Rachel Douglass

Osmond F. Long

John C. Douglass

John C. and
Rachel Douglass

John H. and
James Webb

Nelson Rhew

William H.
Willard

John H.

John C. Douglass
and John H. Webb

and
James Webb
John H. and
James Webb
William H.

Wwillard

william H.
Willard

Sidney W. Holman

same more or less together wit
as much land adjoining as shal
be covered by the pond of wate:
which will be caused by build-
ing a dam across the river on
this tract.

Sale of same 27% acres

Sale of same 27% acres with
Orange Factory Cotton Mill and
grist mill.

Sale of 42% acre parcel on
east side of Little River

Sale of 274% and 424 acres con-
taining factory and buildings,
mill pond and factory pond.

Sale of additional 429% acres
which adjoin land of Willaim
Lipscomb, Paul C. Cameron and
others. '

Saleof 27% acre parcel
42% acre parcel and 4294
acre parcel. :

*
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Jan. 1, 1873

Apr. 1, 1881

Apr. 1, 1887

Jan. 10, 1899

Aug. 10,1906

Sept. 6, 1909

1916

42:168 Orange

Durham

9:330 Durham
~

20:541-2

Durham

37:18 Durham

38:572 Durham

S. W. Holman

Raleigh Naticnal
Bank

Raleigh National
Bank

W. H. Willard's
executors--w. C.
and S. W. Holman

Samual A. and
Willaim W. Ashe,
and Walter Clark

Little River
Mfg. Company

(Flowers 1978} Little River

54:413 Durham

Laura Cotton Mills

William H.
Willard

Wiliiam C,
Holman and S.
W. Holman

William H.
Willard

Samuel A. Ashe,
William W. Ashe
and Walter Clark

Little River Mfg
Company

Durham County
Board of Educa-
tion

J.A. Long

L.G. Raynor

Mortgage of same property and

to include only Orange Factory
merchandise, cotton and stock;
Holman keeps the buildings,

-machinery and fixtures.

Sale of Orange Factory land
and property for $30, 000,

Sale of Orange Factory land
and property

Deeded Orange Factory land and
property.

Sale of 352% acres of the
Orange Factory lands and pro-
perty. Excludes part of Nelson
Rhew's original sale of 429k
acres.

Sale of 1% acres of land on
the north side of Factory Road.

Saleof Orange Factory Lands and
property.

Saleof 5.5 acres on the west
sideof Little River and on the
southside Public Road from
Laura Cotton Mills to Willard-

ville.
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Sept. 14, 1922 72:123 Durham  Laura Cotton W. E. Ellis Sale of 3.23 acres which adjoin
Mills lands of the Laura Cotton Mill
on the North, Edward Parchall
on the East, the Church on the
Scuth, and Willard public road
on the West.

Jan. 10, 1933 108:534 Durham Laura Cotton Thomas F. . A portion of that larger tract

Milis Carroll of land that was conveyed to
Little River Mfg. Company, the
name of which has now been
changed to Laura Cotton Mills.

~

Oct. 4, 1933 109:313 Durham Laura Cotton Citizens ' For 52500, the tract of land
Mills National Bank being a portion of that larger
tract of land conveyed to Little
River Mfg. Company by S. A.
Ashe, Executor and others by
deed of record. That the Citi-
zens National Bank assumes the

A A A

FIVTTIIA RYOLOVA TONVHO

payment of any and all taxes. E
That the Laura Cotton Mills n
reserves the right to maintain Z
the dam. *
_ &
Dec. 16, 1938 126:498 Durham Laura Cotton Viola Ellis Sale of .49 acres which is a b
Mills parcel of land adjoining three _
sides of Laura Cotton Mills andpg
W. W. Ellis on another (Lot 3).%
w
' L¥,
Dec. 16, 1938 131:35 Durham Laura Cotton Roxboro Cotton Sale of Orange Factory lands
Mills Mill . and dam. Property adjoining

land of Cox, W. W, Ellis,
E. W. Hall and others.
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Sept. 18, 1939 134:155 Durham Roxboro Cotton J. Luther Ellis Sale of parcel on the north
Mill side of second street of Laura

Cotton Mill lands (Lot 11).
June 18, 1940 135: 621 Durham Roxboro Cotton Zack Ellis Sale of land in village of Lau
Mill Cotton Mill surrounded on nort

east and south by Lot 1, and
on the west by Durham Willard-
ville Road (Lot 8).
~
June 28, 1940 14%:317 Durham Roxboro Cotton W. O. Ellis Sale of Lot S5 on south side of

Mill second street.
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_ , _ _ ORANGE FACTORY VILLAGE
Orange Factory Mill Village , HABS Bo. NC-9 (page 37)

The mill wvillage at Orange Factory is located approximately 75 yards west-
northwest of the textile mill and is situated on the side of the hill which
slopes gently to the Little River flood plain. Though the community of Orange
Factory now includes residences at the crest of the hill some distance away
from the mill, it is the core of the village largely distributed along the two
parallel streets {running southwest-northeast) with which this study is concerned.
1t is this core area which will also be most greatly impacted upon by the planned
impoundment of the Little River. The specific objectives of this investigation
were to document the configuration of the village in terms of percieved boundaries
and lot functional arrangement, and to provide information concerning those struc-—
tures which have disappeared since the close of the mill in the late 1930's.
A discussion of ecach of these topics is provided below.

Village Configuration

The present remnants of the mill village at Orange Factory comsist of two
parallel rows of houses and a portion of a third row linearly arranged along
two southwest-northeast streets (hereafter known as Hill and Main Streets).
In addition to these structures, two additional houses are located at the out-
skirts of the core area along- S.R. 1629. The upper pooi limit of the planned
impoundment includes the bulk of this core village area with the exception of
but two of the houses. As will be shown below, the historic configuration of
the Orange Factory community was largely similar to that which is present today.

According to the 1913 Sanborn map of the "Little River Manufacturing Com-
pany" {see Fig. V-7 ), the configuration of the Orange Factory mill village
was centered on the two principal streets, Hill and Main. With the exception
of several destroyed structures, it is this arrangement that is still visible
today (see Fig. V-13). This configuration, however, can be contrasted to
that presented by Flowers (1978:12) who illustrated an identical distribution
of houses on either side of both Hill and Main Streets. This erronecus assump-
tion not only ignores information readily available from the Orange Factory
residents, but also neglects to consider the functiohal characteristics of the
structural arrangement visible today and which ié historically documented
(below).

The absence of houses on the southeast side of Hill Street is particulariy
reflective of the perceived property boundaries which originated during the
factory period of ownership. Since all the property was held in common by the
mill during this period, no legally defined spatial boundaries between different
house lots exists. Certain elements of the present landscape, however, were
once recognized as lot boundaries by the residents. These elements consist of
terraces or shallow ditches which divide most of the village into a series of
rectangular lots running southeast to northwest (see Fig. V-13)}. These features
are not natural characteristics of the local landscape and were imposed upon
this area during the development of the village. The placement of a single
dwelling structure on each of the terraces was certainly no mistake and instead
represents the manner by which the management sought to structure the organiza-
tion of the village. The evidence for the resident's perception and recogni-
tion of these boundaries consists of the distribution of ancillary structures
in the yards surrounding each house. 1In most cases, the lots delineated by
the terraces or ditches are linear and allow more useable space to the rear,
rather than to the side of each dwelling. Data concerning ancillary structures,
compiled through surface observation, interviews, and from existing photographs
demonstrates that outbuildings and activity areas associated with a particular



ORANGE FACTORY VILLAGE
HARBS Ko. NC-9 (page 38)
dwelling were limited and coonfined 1o the particular lot (as defined by toera s
or ditches) on which the dwelling was located. The most visual example of wsueh
an arrangement is provided by the photograph of the rear of House € (Plute V.14),
The ovtbuildings shown in this photograph are linearly arranged in the rear vard
6and do not extend above the terrace which forms the boundary with House B. The
location of ancillary structures and activity areas in other lots also conf..rms
to this pattern {sce {ig. V-13). Information regarding the locaticn of privies
{from Orange Factory residents) provides the best evidence for a rear-yard
oriented outbuilding arrangement since the placement of this facility behind
a house was practiced even when the resulting location would be opposite the
front of another house. This rather uniform and imposed lineality is only modi-
: fied in the single instance in which the rear of two houses face on another.
In that case, cach lot allows more space to the side of the house than to the
rear. Considering the general uniformity of architectural style, it is thus
‘not surprising that vniformity was also imposed by lot arrangement. 1f houses
had been constructed on the southeast side of Hill Street, this would have intwr-—
fered with the shape and possible utilization of the yard space allotted to '
each dwelling.

Finally, the open area north of the core village area (north side of 5.K.
1629) was utilized as acomnon livestock grazing field. The use of a relatively
large common area for the keeping of large animals would thus free each yard
from such an inconvenient situation. The two structures shown near this com-
mon area on the Sanborn map (1913, Fig. V-7 ) might therefore be livestock and
feed barns. Unfortunately, none of the Orange Factory residents has any memory
of these buildings. Since they are not shown on the .1937 Sanrborn map
(Fig. V- 8), it is likely that they were destroyed by that time. '

Previously Existing Village Structures

. The core area of the Orange Factory mill village currently consists of ten
houses which were present during the operation of the mill. Six of these houses
are located along Main Street, two on Hill Street, and the final two along S.R.

1629 (see Fig. V-13) Architectural details of these structures have been presented
by Phillips {1979) and are briefly considered below. -According that that study, the
majority of the apparently older houses at Orange Factory can be divided into two
variations of a single design:

Both variations are three bays wide, with an end chimney, gable roof
and porches . . . Both have 9/6 sash on the first story and 6/6 on the
cecond story, with simple fluted door and window surrounds with plain
corner blocks in the Greek Revival style. The differences are that two
of the houses . . . have a wider three-bay facade and single shoulder
brick chimney. The remaining six are more compact with a much narrower
three-bay facade and in several cases, double shoulder chimney with
brick stack from the second shoulder up and with stucco—covered stone
below. An o0dd feature of these smaller houses is that two of the sec-
ond story windows on the front facade have been closed up on each

house., The outlines of these windows can be seen in the replacement
weatherboarding (Phillips 1979.C-2},

Mention is also made of the two structures along S.RB. 1629 which are of slightly
different two story design. These structures were alleged by Phillips (1979:¢-2)
to date to the late 19th to 20th century ({(see Sec. IV, J. Milner, of this report).

K. Historically, however, an additonal four houses were present in this core
village area along with a Company Store of brick construction. With the excep-
tion of a house located along an unnamed street between Hill and Main Streets,
the remaining three houses which have since disappeared were once located in the

T_15
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OERANGE FACTORY VILLAGE

. HABS No. NC-9 (pege 40)
now vacant lots aleng the latter two streets. Though little archacological cvi-
dence relating te these linuses is present due to disturbances which occurred

when the structures were destroyed, documentary evidence is available and can
0 provide a gencral description of these buildings. 1t must also be noted at
this point that archacological investipgations at the site of the Company Store
- were prevented by the presence of a modern house trailer on that lot.

The principal documentary cvidence relating to the destroyed village struct-
ries is the 1913 Sanborn map which incltudes both the textile mill and the core
area of the mill village (Fig. V-7 ). According to that document, Houses M and
C were of approximately the same size as the smaller variant described by Phil-
lips (1979:C-2, above). Houses D and )., hovever, were much longer, though House
L was only ocne story in height. According to the Sanborn map (1913}, the Company
Store not only consisted of a large rectangular brick structure, but also had
two small wings extending off of the northeast side of the building. Finally,
while the majority of houses at Orange Factory possessed only single-story front
porches, House D is indicated on the Sanborn map (1913} as having a two story
porch., Such a feature if also indicated on the Company Store.

. Photographic evidence provides additional details concerning three of the
str¥uctures noted above. Though no photographs of Houses L or M were available,
a number of depictions of louses C, D and the Company Store were discovered
.during this investigation. Though a front view of House C is only partially
shown on one of the photographs (Plate V-15 ), it is apparent that the second
floor facade of this structure was treated differently than other houses of simi-
lar size. Specifically, this difference consists of the presence of two open
windows which in the other houses of Phillips smaller variety (1%979:C-2, above)
are.boarded over and replaced by a single central opening. This double-window

. arrangement on the second floor is also present on the rear of thebuilding (see
Plate V-14)

Photographic evidence relating te Bouse D confirmed the presence of a two
story front porch which was also shown on the 1913 Sanborn map (see PlateV-16).
In later photegraphs, this feature is absent and is replaced by a more typical
one-story porch (Plate V-17)., Another unusual element of House D is the presemnce
of a chimney at both ends of the structure rather that the usual single chimney
found on other houses in the village. Firally, it is also possible that House D
may have actually been two of the smaller houses (in design) which were constructed
together, possibly to house two families. This possibility is suggested by a
vague break in the front facade of this structure and by the placement of the
two second story windows in the approximate center of what would be the two
halves. 1If this was the case, then House D certainly would have been one of the
more unusual structures of the Orange Factory Mill Village.

A number of features of the Company Store were also revealed through an
examination of available photographs. First, it is clear that the two-story
porch was an original feature of this building since doors (with original brick
arches) were constructed at that height to provide access to the porch from the
southeast and southwest sides of the store {see Plate V-18). The delapidated
condition of this porch as shown in a slightly earlier photograph (Plate V-19)
undoubtedly contributed to its demise. Finally, the impermanent nature of the
two northeast wings of the company store is shown on Plate V-18. That photo-
graph, showing an apparently metal shed, clearly indicates that this wing (and

&. probably the other) was not an original construction.
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Bill Johnson with Bulldog, -Sidney Roberts

House {House C) on Left

Plate V-15:
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Plate V-17: House D with Modified Porch (Castle Residence)
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it is finally necessary to comment on a discrepancy between the dates _
assigned to the various structures by Phillips (1979) and evidence observed dur-.
ing the course of this investigation. This evidence specifically concerns the
"Twenty House' which was assigned a late 19th or early 20th century date by
Phillips (1979:C-6, Phillips: Structure 16, Sanborn: Structure E). This
structure is quite different in elements of its construction technique,
including rough sawed floor joists and chimney placement from other
structures in the village core area. While an examination of the structural
timbers beneath one of the more typical houses {(Phillips Structure 8, Sanborn
Structure T, Fig.V-7& 8 ) revealed mortise, tenon and peg construction with sawn
timber, examination of the "Twenty House' revealed similar construction techniques

~with hand-sewn timber. Considering the availability of sawn timber dur-
*-ing the mid to late 1%th century, it is likely that the "Twenty House'" is ope

of the older if not the oldest structure in the village. Such an earlier date
may account for its singularly unique appearance. Since it was not within the
scope of this study to more fully investigate this possibility and to assess
such architectural details, additional documentation of this structure may be
necessary before it is destroyed.

Orange Factory Mill Village: Summary and Conclusions

Considering the uniform architectural details of many of the houses at
Orange Factory (see Phillips 1979) and the overall uniformity and regularity
of village configuration, the Orange Factory community can be thus seen as ref-
lective of its single reason for existence: to provide housing for the workers
of a single small industrial facility.

As an institution the company-owned villages in the South have

had the practical authority of usefulness. Cotton mills have jobs
for men and women, and in the early days for children . . . so that
the investment in a house used Lo mean several workers for a mill.
The people, largely tenant or mountain farmers, came to the mill
without funds, and wages were low. They ‘had  neither the habits of,
nor the capital for, home ownership, and they did have the habit of
mobility. And so, as nothing else could have done, the company
village furnished workers to. the mills and housing to the workers
(Herring 1949:.5).

The fact that the two central elements around which the community revolved,,
the textile mill and the company store, were constructed of brick also under-
scores the overall function of the community and significance of those features
in its existence. )

By the mid 20th century a number of factors had combined to undermine the
usefulness of the mill village. These factors, including greater ease in trans-
portation, stricter labor laws, unionization, and the effects of the Great
Depression, encouraged many mills to sell their villages (Herring 1949:6). The
village at Orange Factory, however, passed into private hands at an earlier
date due to the inability of its central elements, the textile mill, to effective-
ly compete in the larger and more aggressive markets of the 20th century. The
fact that a sense of community had developed at this place, however, undoubted-
ly contributed to its survival, with only slight changes, until the present day.
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