
To: National Register Review Board and NC HPO staff 

 

From: Mary Ruffin Hanbury and Jeffrey A. Harris, consultants 

 

Date: 8 April 2014 

 

Re:  Considerations for the Study List Application of Chavis Park, Raleigh NC 

 

The Study List application for Chavis Park in Raleigh raises a number of issues that are perhaps 

addressed outside of the application itself.  As such, this accompanying memo will address: 

 

 

 Issues Concerning Representation of African American Sites on the National Register, 

 Chavis Park as a Traditional Cultural Property, 

 Integrity—African American,  and Cultural Landscape Considerations, 

 Design Aspects of Jim Crow-related Resources, and 

 Designating Resources with Unpleasant Histories 

 

 

Issues Concerning Representation of African American Sites on the National Register 

 

Heather Lynn MacDonald, in her thesis The National Register of Historic Places and African American 

Heritage, examines the preservation movement in America and its Eurocentric antecedents.  Designed 

from a cultural perspective that was not particularly diverse, programs developed in the 1960s such as the 

National Register have subsequently been revised to help broaden the canon of “the official list of the 

Nation's historic places worthy of preservation.” However, MacDonald argues convincingly that the 

dearth of racial and ethnic diversity among professional preservationists reinforces an orientation that is 

not so much racist as ignorant of what constitutes significance from an African American perspective. 

 

In the 1980s, many historic sites began to be “re-interpreted” to include an understanding not only of the 

role of the dominant culture in their stories but also of minorities.  That said, an evaluation of the National 

Register in 2004 found that only 1% of properties listed in the National Register were significant for their 

associations with African American culture and history.  Further, the Cultural Needs Assessment added 

that “[m]inority participation in heritage programs has been limited, and the picture of American history 

presented by officially designated sites understates the diversity of the nation’s actual history.” 

 

 

Chavis Park as a Traditional Cultural Property 

 

The National Park service defines it as a property “eligible for inclusion in the National Register because 

of its association with cultural practices or beliefs of a living community that (a) are rooted in that 

community's history, and (b) are important in maintaining the continuing cultural identity of the 

community.”   
 

In association with this project, the consultant team conducted 10 oral history interviews that reinforce 

pre-existing documentation that asserts that Chavis Park, despite its origins as a “separate but equal” 

facility, has remained a significant resource for Raleigh’s African American community for recreation, 

congregation, celebration, and despite its municipal ownership is considered a secular and non sectarian 

asset of the city’s African American population.  It has been the site of family reunions, civil rights 

meetings and visits by nationally prominent people. 
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Like many segregated facilities, it also suffered neglect and disinvestment following integration.  

However,  the ability of this resource not only to speak to racial segregation as enforced and designed by 

the government, but also to the resilience of Raleigh’s African American community, and its continued 

importance as a community asset and resource, is the basis of the decision to nominate Chavis Park as a 

traditional cultural property. 

 

Integrity—African American and Cultural Landscape Considerations 

 

As the study list application indicates, Chavis Park has changed and physically evolved over its history.  

Despite a proposed period of significance that stretches from 1938 to 1964, changes after that point in 

time are a concern.  With that in mind we would like to examine a few examples concerning integrity as it 

applies to African American resources and to landscapes to bear in mind when evaluating Chavis Park. 

 

McDonald in her thesis outlines how the strict interpretation of integrity is an obstacle to African 

American representation on the National Register.  “The other deficiency of the National Register 

pertains to the eligibility process in which a strong emphasis is placed on tangible resources and the 

retention of historic fabric…it places limitations on the inclusion of resources significant to African-

Americans.“  [She highlights Antoinette Lee’s arguments about the significance of changes made by (or 

for) cultural groups and how those changes are an integral part of the story as told by the resource].  In 

this case, changes at Chavis are a result of a complicated history between Raleigh’s government and the 

African American community.  Indeed the multi-year study and master plan underway for Chavis (of 

which this application is a small part) have documented as much.   

 

McDonald continues by asserting that most African American resources are not nominated to the National 

Register under Criterion C (“…[t]hat embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method 

of construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that 

represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction).  

They are more likely to be nominated for their association with a famous person, broad patterns of our 

history and ability to yield information.  Thus their significance does not derive from design aspects and 

thus some flexibility has been made in evaluation.  She provides two case studies—the town of 

Eatonville, FL and the Orson Ames House, Mexico, NY.   

 

In Eatonville, despite the assertion by SHPO staff that “nearly all the late 19
th
 and early 20

th
 century 

buildings and structures associated with the establishment and historic development of Eatonville…” 

were gone, it was ultimately listed under Criteria A and B for its significance in ethnic heritage and 

community development and its association with the author Zora Neale Hurston.   

 

A second African American example is the Orson Ames House in Mexico, New York.  A stop on the 

underground railroad, this small, frame, one-story, side-gabled 1830s house had been noticeably altered.  

The one bay, Greek Revival porch had been replaced with an enclosed, hipped roof, screen porch that 

spanned the three central bays of the façade.  Additionally a large pedimented gabled dormer had been 

added to the façade.  The rear ell was rebuilt in the 1960, and the house is clad in synthetic siding.  The 

house was included in a Multiple Property Document (MPD) for Underground Railroad sites in central 

New York.  The authors of the MPD, Milton Sernett and Judith Wellman, argued for an expanded 

understanding of eligibility and integrity thus, “[t]hese buildings are most important not for their 

architectural design but for their value as historical evidence.  They document the cultural values, 

economic status and regional roots of people involved in a major national movement….”  Wellman 

expanded on this topic in an article published by Public Historian in 2002. “As we consider National 

Register listing for Underground Railroad sites, integrity alone cannot override the importance of the two 
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other criteria—association with an event of national importance (Criterion A) and the value of these sites 

as evidence (Criterion D) defined in the broadest sense.”    

 

In addition to being an African American site, Chavis Park is also a cultural landscape.  There is 

precedent as well for integrity considerations for landscapes.  Perhaps the best example, suggested by 

Charles Birnbaum, founder and executive director of the Cultural Landscape Foundation, is New York’s 

Union Square.  This urban park is listed on the National Register and is also a National Historic 

Landmark (“a nationally significant historic place(s) designated by the Secretary of the Interior 

because…, [it] possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the 

United States”).  The landmark nomination cites a litany of changes made to the park.  

 

The first modification came in 1915 with the construction of the BMT subway station and its 

maze of passageways, necessitating the raising of the ground level within the park.  A 1915 

photograph of the Square shows a sign marked "Subway Express Station," located at the 

northwest corner of the park.  In 1935-36, after many years of neglect, the park got a new look. 

The ground level of the park was raised several feet above the street in order to allow for the 

construction of an underground concourse connecting various subway lines below. At the north 

end a colonnaded bandstand was located at the same site where the 1872 pavilion had been 

located. The bandstand was placed overlooking a large plaza where, according to a 1939 

description, "automobiles are parked unless a mass meeting is scheduled."  Today, the bandstand 

looks out over that same plaza, which serves as a greenmarket on Wednesdays and Saturdays 

where regional farmers and food producers sell their products.  In the 1930's the Washington and 

Lincoln statues were moved into the park and the Lafayette statue was relocated. 

 

Were this park considered for designation as a designed landscape, these changes would surely impair its 

eligibility.  However, Union Square is significant for its social history with a period of significance of  

1882-1894, and its summary statement of significance reads:  

 

Union Square, located in lower mid-town Manhattan, New York, New York, is nationally 

significant for the role it has played in the history of labor in this country. While it has been the 

focal point for well over a century for parades, mass gatherings, soap-box orations and labor 

demonstrations of a wide range of the philosophical/political spectrum, it is for the role it played 

in the first Labor Day Parade on September 5, 1882 and for the next twelve years in the 

achievement of one of labor's major objectives, the passage of national legislation setting aside 

one day a year to recognize the contributions/achievements of labor that Union Square is being 

considered nationally significant under the theme of Labor History in America. As Jonathan 

Grossman, the former historian for the U.S. Department of Labor, has said: "A good case can be 

made that the American Labor Day holiday grew out of the parade and picnic of the Central 

Labor Union of New York City on September 5, 1882." 

 

There is clear precedence for a flexible understanding of the integrity of a resource for landscapes and for 

resources associated with African American history that are not nominated under Criterion C.  

 

Design Aspects of Jim Crow-related Resources 

 

 

Robert Weyeneth, in his article The Architecture of Racial Segregation: The Challenges of Preserving the 

Problematical Past sets forth a methodology of understanding the physical aspects of formerly segregated 

spaces.  Segregation, he posits, was achieved through either separation or partitioning; the former by 

having exclusive spaces dedicated to a single race, and the latter involved dividing spaces that were used 

by both blacks and whites (for example, lunch counters or buses). One aspect of separation was temporal 
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separation (ex—parks open to one race at a specific day or time) and another was duplication and 

Weyeneth cites examples of duplicative educational facilities, public housing, and parks.   

 

Architectural and design aspects of the Jim Crow era are rapidly disappearing.  Buildings with dual 

entrances (such as Raleigh’s Cooper BBQ) are rare.  And yet throughout the south, this was a dominant 

theme in design and use of space.  What Weyeneth deems as “alternative spaces,” places that African 

Americans built or claimed for themselves in the absence of governmental or cultural support (such as 

Rosenwald Schools), are often threatened with neglect or deterioration.  Signage and partitions that once 

divided black and white have been removed or covered over in some senses to almost literally 

“whitewash” this period in our history.  In Raleigh, segregated public housing units have been destroyed.   

 

Chavis Park is a rare surviving example of a duplicative resource provided by the government to the 

African American community to avoid integrating “whites only” parks.  As such, it is a powerful tool for 

demonstrating through a physical resource the lengths that were taken to keep African Americans separate 

from whites through the use of separate but equal recreation facilities.  That it has continued to be 

embraced and used by Raleigh’s African American community, and not rejected for its association with 

the Jim Crow era, is a powerful testimony to the community’s sense of ownership of the site, and its 

evolution into a traditional cultural property for that community. 

 

Designating Resources with Unpleasant Histories 

 

Designating and recognizing a resource that, by its very creation, was a symbol of oppression and racism 

could be considered controversial.  Some African Americans do not want to “celebrate” any tangible 

reminder of a period when they were denied civil rights.  Some white Americans are ashamed or 

embarrassed that those of their race (and in some cases their family members) were involved with or 

complacent about this oppression. These are legitimate feelings and concerns.  Yet others have found in 

these resources a means to celebrate the resilience of those who have been oppressed and to honor 

ancestors who fought to expand the opportunities for those who came after.  The preservation, designation 

and interpretation of these sites also serve as a reminder of the complexity of our shared history as a 

community and a nation. 

 



 

 

 
STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 
NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CULTURAL RESOURCES 
OFFICE OF ARCHIVES AND HISTORY 
SURVEY AND NATIONAL REGISTER BRANCH 

__________________________________________________________________________________________ 

STUDY LIST APPLICATION 
__________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Please type or print 

1.      HISTORIC PROPERTY NAME John Chavis Memorial Park 

Other names Negroes Park  (if historic name is not known, use current name or address) 

 
2. LOCATION (give street address in urban areas; give both street address and physical location in rural areas, for 

example, N side of SR 1234, 0.5 mi. S of SR 1965, [1123 Jones Farm Road]) 

 

Street/Secondary Road (SR)/Highway 505 Martin Luther King Jr Blvd  

 

Town or vicinity Raleigh  County Wake 

 
3. GENERAL INFORMATION 

 

A.  Is this an individual property or an historic district?   
       (If this is a district, please consult with the National Register Coordinator at the State Historic 

        Preservation Office for guidance in completing this application.) 

 

Individual Property—public park 

 

B. Property use and construction date(s): Public park.  1937, 1973-74 

Individual Properties 

Primary building/resource: provide historic and current use, original construction date, 

   and if appropriate, dates of additions. If exact date is unknown, give approximate date.  

   See attached chronology 

 

   Subsidiary buildings (if present): provide same as above for each building 

See attached chronology 

 

Historic Districts: provide historic and current use, and give range of dates for the entire district, not 

 for individual buildings  

 

C.  Approximate acreage: 28.87 



D.  Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes x No  
       (If yes, explain the reason for the move, and provide further details and the date of the move. Use an 

        additional sheet if necessary.) 

 

Chavis Park Carousel relocated to the south of original location to new carousel house, still within park, 

2011 

 

E. Architect and/or builder (if known):  

 

4. APPLICANT OR CONTACT PERSON INFORMATION (If other than owner) 

 

Name Mary Ruffin Hanbury for Raleigh Historic Development Commission  

 

Address PO Box 6049  

City/State Raleigh NC  Zip Code 27628 Daytime Tel. 919 828 1905 

 

E-mail address maryruffin@hanburypreservation.com Signature__________________________  

Date April 2, 2014 

 

5.       This application is submitted [check one of the following]: 

 by the owner    with the owner’s knowledge but not at his or her request 

x at the request of the owner  without the owner’s knowledge 

 

6.        REASON FOR REQUEST (Please be brief. Use a separate sheet of paper if you desire to provide a  

           longer response) 

            

To acknowledge the significance and history of John Chavis Memorial Park 
 

7.        Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? Yes  ; No  x;  

     If “yes” checked, answer question 12. Is the property income-producing  or non-income  

     producing ?  

 

8.        Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally sponsored 

     historic preservation project? If yes, please give the name and date of the survey project, if known: 

     no 
 
9. LEGAL OWNER OF PROPERTY  (**For individual property only.  Give mayor’s name and address for 

                                                                                         historic districts) 

 

Name/Mayor City of Raleigh and State of North Carolina c/o Martha Lauer     

          Daytime tel.919 996-2649  

Address One Exchange Plaza, Suite 300 Raleigh, NC 27601     Fax 919.516.2684 

 

10.        SUPPORTING INFORMATION 

Please attach all of the requested supporting information. Incomplete applications cannot be considered. All 

materials submitted become the property of the State Historic Preservation Office and cannot be returned. 

  

A. Description (Include as an attachment on a separate sheet of paper) 

1) For individual properties, briefly describe the original and current appearance of the 

building(s), both exterior and interior. Include information on any historic features that have 

been, or will be removed or altered, and describe all current and proposed additions.          

http://rhdc.org/sites/default/files/OEP_Directions_Map.pdf


2) Briefly describe the setting for both individual properties and historic districts. For example, 

is it in a commercial area, residential neighborhood, or a rural landscape? 
 

B.  History  (Include as an attachment on a separate sheet of paper) 
 

Briefly outline the history of the property and give a short explanation of why the property 

or district is historically or architecturally important. Be sure to include information on any 

significant local, statewide, or national historical events associated with the property, historical 

individuals related to it, and/or any historical trends with which it is associated. A detailed essay 

is not necessary; however, the information should clearly explain why the property meets the 

National Register criteria. Please refer to the enclosed National Register Fact Sheet 2 for 

information on the evaluation criteria.   
 

C.  Map/Site Plan (Include as an attachment on a separate sheet of paper) 
 

Provide a street or road map with the location of the property marked on it. A hand-drawn sketch 

map with the street and/or route numbers and a north arrow is acceptable for properties located in 

unmapped city or county jurisdictions. If there are several buildings on the property (such as a 

farmstead, school campus, or industrial complex), please provide a sketch site plan showing the 

location of all of the buildings. 
 

D.  Photographs 
 

Photographs may be digital images submitted on a CD (preferred) or color prints. If you submit 

digital photographs, please include proofs of the images on paper. To save paper and ink, as 

many as nine images may be placed on a single 8 x 10 sheet of paper, though images should be 

at least 3 ¼ “ x 2 ½ “. Black and white proofs on plain paper are acceptable. You do not need to 

use expensive inks or papers for proofs. Proofs provide a quick reference for the property file to 

show us what is on the CD.  
 

Please use a CD-R and not a CD-RW to burn your photographs. CD-RW disks often will not 

read in computers other than the one in which they were created. We cannot accept photographs 

as attachments to email except when only two or three are being submitted to supplement an 

application for which most photos have been already submitted on a CD. Call or email us before 

sending photos as attachments.  
 

We prefer digital images in jpeg format of no more than 5MB per image. However, if you do not 

have an image editor to manipulate image size or format, we will accept the images as they are 

created by your camera. 
 

If you submit prints or slides, HPO staff will scan them at no cost to you.  
 

Study List applications are presented to the North Carolina National Register Advisory 

Committee (NRAC) in a PowerPoint presentation assembled by staff. We prefer that you not 

submit your photographs in your own PowerPoint presentation. If your application is for a large 

district or an unusually complex property, we may consider using a PowerPoint presentation that 

you have assembled, though we reserve the right to edit the presentation to meet the needs of the 

NRAC and to be of acceptable length for the agenda.  
 

For individual properties, please provide a set of photographs showing all sides of the 

building(s), representative interior views, outbuildings (if any) and views of the setting. Prints, 

CDs, and proofs of digital photos should be labeled with the name of the property, location, 

county, view, and date. If a site plan is included in the application (see C above), please key the 

views to the plan.   

 



11. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUIRED FOR HISTORIC DISTRICTS 
Note: Before completing a Study List application for a historic district, please contact the National Register 

Coordinator at the State Historic Preservation Office (HPO). HPO staff usually make a site visit before 

evaluating a Study List application for a district. 
 

A.  Map 
 

The map should show the proposed historic district with the tentative boundaries clearly 

delineated. Proposed boundaries are usually defined during the HPO staff site visit. 
 

B.  Photographs (See item 10-D for information about formats for photographs) 
 

Photographs should illustrate the character of the proposed historic district with exterior views 

of significant buildings, a selection of typical buildings, distinctive landscape features, and a few 

representative views of streetscapes. Please key the photographs to the district map. 
  

12.     ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUIRED FOR PROPERTIES WITH PLANNED 
          REHABILITATION TAX CREDIT PROJECTS  

Provide specific information about the building’s period of significance and additions and 

alterations that have acquired historic significance in their own right. If exterior alterations, new 

additions or adjacent or related new construction are planned, describe how they impact the  

significant historic features of the building or its setting. Also, please contact the Restoration 

Services Branch at 919-807-6590 to discuss the project, if you have not done so already.           
                                                                              
This application initiates preliminary consideration of a property for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places. This does 

not mean that a property is being nominated to the Register at this time, nor does this application constitute a National Register 

nomination form. The Study List application is an evaluation tool that enables the HPO staff and National Register Advisory 

Committee members to determine if the property has the potential to meet the criteria for listing in the Register. 

 

Study List applications are presented three times a year to the NRAC. These meetings are held in February, June and October. If the 

application is approved by the committee, the property will be placed on the Study List. Applicants will receive written notification of 

the committee's actions shortly after the meeting. These actions include placement on the Study List; denial of the application; or 

deferral pending receipt of additional information, often obtained through a staff site visit. Once a property is approved for the Study 

List, a formal nomination to the National Register may be prepared. Placement on the Study List is not a guarantee that a property can 

be successfully nominated to the National Register. Please see the enclosed handout entitled “The ‘Study List’ and the National 

Register of Historic Places in North Carolina.” The nomination process is explained on the enclosed National Register Fact Sheet 3: 

"HOW HISTORIC PROPERTIES ARE LISTED IN THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES." 
 

Please know the HPO staff is available to assist you with information about the required supporting items for the  

application.  If you are unsure about any of the requirements, please contact the HPO. 
 

Return to: Ann V. Swallow 

 National Register Coordinator  

 Survey and National Register Branch, HPO 

 4617 Mail Service Center 

 Raleigh, NC 27699-4617 
 

Office  Location: Archives/State Library Building 

       109 East Jones Street 

       Raleigh, NC  27601 
 

Telephone: 919/807-6587 

Fax: 919/807-6599 

E-mail: ann.swallow@ncdcr.gov 

HPO website:  www.hpo.ncdcr.gov 

APPLICATION CHECKLIST 

Do you have the following items in your application 

packet? 

 Completed two-page form (questions 1-9)  

 Physical description (question 10A) 

 History/Significance (question 10B) 

 Historic district map (for district only) 
 Map marked with property location 
 Site plan (multiple buildings/resources only) 

 Rehabilitation information (question 12) 

 Photographs or CD and image proofs – labeled  

 

                                     **All FED EX and UPS mailings use the Office Location Address** 

mailto:ann.swallow@ncdcr.gov
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Physical  Description 

 

Chavis Park is an approximately 28  acre, irregularly shaped parcel located in Southeast Raleigh.  The 

park lies largely north of Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard, save for a small section to the south.  The 

western boundary roughly parallels South East Street, running along the east property line of residences 

on the west side of the road and continuing along the east side of Cape Avenue as it turns.  At the 

northern edge of the park, the boundary stretches west along East Lenoir Street with a small finger of land 

reaching South East Street.   Chavis Way runs through the park from East Lenoir Street, turning sharply 

to the east near the former carousel house, and wrapping the track at the park’s northeast and turning 

south to create the eastern boundary of the park until its intersection with Martin Luther King, Jr. 

Boulevard.  

 

A stream and its tributaries run along the west side of the park cutting a depression in grade along its 

banks.  The remainder of the topography is gently rolling.  At the north entrance of the park, at Chavis 

Way and East Lenoir, is a stone bench known as the War Mothers Memorial.  The area east of Chavis 

Way is directly adjacent to residential parcels and is largely undeveloped with few formal landscape 

features that would indicate the boundary between public and private space.  West of Chavis Way, the 

land slopes down to the stream and greenway.  The stream embankments are largely overgrown and 

naturalistic with no formal planting plan evident. 

 

Just north and west of the point where Chavis Way turns east is a node of features including a stone 

bridge, picnic shelters, the original house for the Carousel, and the amphitheater area.  To the east of this 

node is surface parking with a paved track beyond.  The track area is bounded to the north, east, and west 

by mature oak trees in a formal alignment.   West of the surface parking and near its southern end is a 

play area with swings, climbers and slides.   

 

South of the play area is a pool house, pool and children’s splash pad.  East of the aquatic area are tennis 

courts (north) and the re-located carousel in a new carousel house (south).  East of the pool and carousel 

is the community center, which lies south of the track.  South of the community center is surface parking.  

The parking lot is accessed by a one way parking and circulation pattern from an entrance on Martin 

Luther King, Jr. Boulevard that empties on to Chavis Way.  South of the parking lot is a baseball field. 

 

The vehicular circulation in the park is by Chavis Way which services a surface lot before it turns to form 

the park ‘s eastern boundary, and by an access drive from Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard that services 

a second surface parking lot which leads back to Chavis Way.  There is no north/south vehicular access 

through the park.   

 

The cluster of uses at the south end of the park with the relocated carousel, combined with the density of 

parking and scale of Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard would initially indicate this as the park 

“entrance.”   However the concentration of historic resources at the north (which until recently included 

the carousel itself) and the combination of both vehicular and pedestrian access from a community with 

residential scale provides an entrance at the north less dominated by surface parking.  The lack of a 

through connection or a coherent wayfinding system divides the park into districts with abrupt transitions.  

  

The western side of the park along the greenway has a dense tree cover of largely deciduous and 

hardwood trees including birch, cedar, oak, basswood and sycamore.  There are pecans and walnuts 

towards the north end of the park as well as a few elms.  The park also contains several cedars.  Closer to 

the community center are crepe myrtles.  There is a grove of maples along Martin Luther King, Jr. 

Boulevard at the east side of the park. Other tree species in the park include dogwood, cherry, Japanese 

maple, mimosa, holly, magnolia, and red tips. 
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Description of individual resources 

 

War Mothers Memorial 

 

This curving bench with a seat and back of irregularly coursed, undressed stone has a central, flat dressed 

stone in the center of the back that is carved thus: 

 

ERECTED BY THE 

AMERICAN WAR MOTHERS, CHAPTER I, OF 

RALEIGH, NORTH CAROLINA 

MAY 4, 1945 

IN MEMORY OF OUR SONS AND DAUGHTERS OF WAKE COUNTY, 

WHO SERVED IN THE U. S. ARMED FORCES IN WORLD WAR II 

 

The area between the bench and the sidewalk to the west is paved in concrete. 

 

Stone Bridge (Vehicular) 

 

Chavis Way crosses a small stream via a stone bridge set in irregular courses of buff colored stone with 

raised mortar joints.  The bridge walls have piers at either end and the depth of the stone walls is 

considerable housing an arched opening for the stream.  The stream bank has a short length of stone 

embankment near the bridge. 

  

Stone Bridge (Pedestrian) 

 

A second stone bridge crosses the stream at a point south of the vehicular bridge. It is of similar 

construction (irregular coursed buff stone with raised joints and piers at the wall termini); however, the 

bridge walls are longer and are curved and divided into sections. 

 

Stone Amphitheater 

 

The area known as (and once used as) an amphitheater is immediately to the southeast of the pedestrian 

bridge.  It is laid in random coursed buff stone however the mortar joints are not raised.  A low retaining 

wall with buttresses to the north supports an embankment.  South of this wall, a flight of fourteen broad 

stone steps with stone side walls with piers at each end provides access to a level area streamside that is 

set off by an additional stone wall with buttresses that run south from the steps.  Largely cleared and 

grassy, there has been some encroachment by underbrush along the stream edge into this area. 

 

Picnic Areas 

 

The park contains four picnic areas of the same vintage and architectural vocabulary.  These rustic open 

air pavilions are stylistically typical of park architecture of the era inspired by the Works Progress 

Administration (WPA) and other federal programs’ building programs throughout the nation. 

 

The northernmost shelter has a square foot print.  It consists of a poured concrete pad and nine large, 

rough wooden columns with diagonal up-bracing set in three rows of three supporting a hip-on-hip roof 

with composite shingles.  Wooden tables are set in an “x” pattern and are affixed to the central columns in 

each row, intersecting at the center of the shelter.  Simple wooden backless benches are set in an L shape 

at the tables in the northwest and southwest corners. 
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Southwest of this is a larger shelter with a rectangular footprint.  It is six by three bays divided by large 

wooden log columns.  It has a gable roof with horizontal logs in the pediments.  It is set on a concrete pad 

and has an exterior end chimney set in irregular coursed stone at the north gable end.  Three fixed wooden 

backless benches are in alternating bays on the east and west exterior bays.  Contemporary, freestanding 

picnic tables with attached benches are arrayed within the shelter. 

 

A third shelter stands on a poured concrete octagonal pad.  It has squared posts at each corner and one in 

the center supporting a hipped octagonal roof. Contemporary, freestanding picnic tables with attached 

benches are arrayed within the shelter. 

   

A fourth shelter that is similar in design to the third stands further south of this assemblage, along the 

Greenway and separated from the others visually by trees and landscaping. 

 

Planters and Retaining Walls 

 

In the vicinity of the amphitheater and play area are a series of retaining walls and planters that appear to 

date to the 1970s.  They are corrugated poured concrete and Brutalist in style. 

 

Original Carousel House 

 

The original carousel house remains south of the curve in Chavis Way and east of the stream, though the 

carousel itself has been relocated into a new house further south.  This largely frame structure has an 

octagonal hipped roof with exposed rafter tails.  Below the eaves on each of the eight faces is a bank of 

four four-over-four windows that appear to be pivot windows that turn horizontally on an axis at the 

midpoint of the frame.  The house is clad in German siding with cornerboards.  A large cantilevered pent 

wooden awning projects below the level of the pivot windows.  It has sixteen bays—two for each of the 

octagonal faces above.  The awning roof also has exposed rafter tails and German siding in the bays 

below which are divided by vertical framing members that define the windows into the carousel area 

(each partially frames with metal interior shutters and chain link fencing affixed on the exterior).  Each 

bay has a brick veneered wall below the windows  laid in common bond and divided by concrete pier s 

that support  the vertical framing members above.  The area immediately around the carousel house is 

paved in poured concrete. 

 

Track 

 

At the north east corner of the park is a lighted, roughly oval, track with sprint lanes.  The playing field on 

the interior of the track has, at times, been marked for football.  The north, east, and west sides of this area 

are planted with mature oak trees.  Oaks on the east are on a high berm that sets the track and field apart 

from the adjacent housing units on the east side of Chavis Way.  Oaks on the west mark a slope down to 

the parking area west of the track. 

 

Play area 

 

West of the track and east of the amphitheater is a play area in a sand lot with an assortment of swings 

and climbers of recent vintage. 

 

Tennis Courts 

 

 Two tennis courts, fenced in by a tall chain link fence, lie south of the track and west of the community 

center. 
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Pool area 

 

South of the play are is the pool area consisting of a “Z” shaped pool, a splash lot and a concrete block, 

gable-roofed building housing equipment, locker rooms and showers. 

 

Greenway 

 

The portion of the greenway that crosses through Chavis Park has a minimalist treatment.  A narrow 

paved strip cuts north/south along the western side of the park.  It has spurs that lead into the park and to 

one of the picnic areas.  The area on either side of the trail is grassy and mowed. There are two simple 

wooden brides at creek crossings. 

 

Community Center 

 

The core of the community center building is a gable-roofed brick structure, rectangular in footprint.  

Subsequent additions have been made on the west, east and south sides.  The north elevation has one 

original exterior wall exposed which is laid in common bond with no fenestration and a series of 

projecting vertical buttresses.  The later east and west additions extend to the north so that the original 

north exterior wall is now set back.  The west wing has a ribbon of clerestory windows while the east 

wing has two (of five) large bays glazed in a multi-light fenestration. 

 

The east elevation has a projecting section to the north also with a copious amount of windows; an 

adjacent portion is set back.  The west elevation is largely brick veneer.  A curved entrance area sits at the 

southwest corner of the building, clad in synthetic stucco with large glazed panels and glass doors and 

accessed by both steps and a poured concrete ramp  

 

Carousel House 

 

The new carousel house (which contains the historic carousel) is southwest of the community center and 

adjacent to the pool area.  With the exception of a masonry equipment area, the exterior walls are glazed.  

The roof (which extends beyond the exterior walls considerably) is designed to look like a circus tent with 

fixed flags along the perimeter and a hipped roof that rises in colored sloping sections to a metal ball 

finial.  The horizontal faces of the cantilevered roof sections are made to look like fabric panels “laced” to 

structural metal posts. 

 

Baseball field 

 

The south east corner of the park above Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard is a baseball diamond with 

chain link metal fencing and backstop and fenced off “dug out” areas for two teams.  There are two sets 

of metal bleachers at this field. 
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History 

 

On June 12, 1935, the State of North Carolina entered into a lease with the City of Raleigh for a 

parcel of land that would become Chavis Park.  Two years later, on July 4, 1937 “Negroe’s Park” 

had its grand opening. In March of the following year, the Negro Citizen’s Committee of 

Raleigh, NC (a pre cursor to the present day Wake Citizen’s Association) petitioned the City of 

Raleigh to rename the park for John Chavis (c.1763-1838).  
1
 

 

On May 10, 1938, the park was dedicated John Chavis Memorial Park.  According to an article 

in the News and Observer, over 3000 people attended the dedication.  State WPA Administrator 

George W. Coan presented the park to the City and attendees.  He spoke of the importance of 

recreational areas and that the park would be a legacy for future generations.  He also outlined 

efforts of the WPA that had benefited the African American community including employment, 

education and the construction of 4 “Negro” parks in North Carolina. Of the four, two have been 

identified—Chavis and Washington Terrace Park in High Point. 
2
 

 

The park was built in a largely African American neighborhood and adjacent to Chavis Heights, 

a relatively large public housing project constructed in 1938.  Designed to house 295 families, it 

cost roughly $1 million to build. The apartments were “barracks” style and built for African 

Americans.  Halifax Court, built around the same time, was for whites though it did not have an 

adjacent recreational area. 

 

In 1941-42, temporary military housing for African Americans was constructed on a portion of 

the tract and subsequently demolished.  In 1945, the War Mothers Memorial Bench was 

installed. 

 

In the 1950s, improvements were made to the park including the introduction of a miniature train 

similar to one installed contemporaneously in nearby Pullen Park.  Though Pullen Park predates 

Chavis by fifty years, their proximity and the similarities of amenities offered makes them ripe 

for comparison. 

 

In the 1960s, a Community Center was built.  However news reports and interviews suggest that 

this was a period of disinvestment and that the park suffered from neglect and lack of funding for 

maintenance.  

 

                                                 
1
 A free man of color, Chavis was an ordained Presbyterian minister who left his mark in Raleigh with the 

establishment of a school in his home in 1808.  He taught both black and white students subjects that included Latin 

and Greek.  Chavis’ teaching and preaching were curtailed in the wake of the Nat Turner rebellion in Southampton 

County, Virginia in 1831.  Chavis’ death in 1838 is shrouded in some mystery though it is generally believed he was 

beaten to death. 

 
2
 According to the National Register nomination for High Point’s Washington Street Historic District by Heather 

Fearnbach, Washington Terrace Park was constructed at a cost of $100,000 and included “tennis, basketball, 

baseball, and softball courts; picnic grounds; a swimming pool; a circular wading pool; and a bath house with 

showers, dressing rooms, the park’s administrative offices, and a second-story entertainment pavilion.” 
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In the 1970s, complaints continued about conditions at Chavis Park.  A June 27, 1973 article in 

the Raleigh Times noted litter, broken glass, malfunctioning plumbing and a section of bleachers 

severely damaged by fire.  The article continues, noting the history of segregation at the parks, 

“Until the early 1960s, Raleigh parks were segregated.  Chavis was the park for black people; 

Pullen was for whites;” and that by 1973 “Chavis is still largely a black people’s park while 

Pullen is used by both races.”   

 

The article noted discrepancies in funding for the two parks less than three miles apart:  “The 

lingering effects of segregation may still be one of the causes of differences between them.”  The 

article quotes Frank Roberts, then director of recreation at Chavis, who grew up using Chavis 

Park:  “Any dual system that merges into a unitary system is going to leave some scars…The 

scars are going to be both tangible and intangible.  Tangible in terms of the physical facilities 

you have to deal with and intangible in terms of the effect of the old system had on peoples’ 

minds.”  

 

In the early 1970s, the city commissioned a master plan for Chavis.  The plan not only addressed 

the decline of the park, but it also proposed a radical departure from the park’s design with the 

following suggested changes:  a new circulation system, removal of the stadium and ball field, 

conversion of the tennis courts to basket ball courts, demolition of the bath house, the filling in 

of the original pool, the introduction of a new ball field and football field, and the removal of the 

miniature train.  City Parks Superintendent C. B. Huyett, Jr was quoted in a Raleigh Times 

article of 1974 as saying “[w]e demolished just about everything in the park except the merry-

go-round.”  The merry-go-round itself was later moved though the original carousel house still 

stands. 

 

A more detailed chronology of the physical evolution of the park is attached. 

 

Significance 

 

John Chavis Memorial Park is significant at the local level under Criterion A for its association 

“with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history.” It is 

significant in the areas of education/recreation and ethnic heritage: black. It should be considered 

as a  traditional cultural property for its “ role… in a community's historically rooted beliefs, 

customs, and practices.” 

 

Early Parks and Recreation in Raleigh 

 

The City of Raleigh has had a history of urban parks and open spaces dating back to the 1792 

eponymous Christmas Plan of the City of Raleigh which set aside Moore, Burke, Caswell, and 

Nash Squares set within a larger orthogonal grid with Union Square (also known as Capitol 

Square) with land set aside for the State Capitol building. 

 

In 1887, Wake county businessman and philanthropist Richard Stanhope Pullen donated a tract 

of the former Early Farm to the City of Raleigh.  Though still unfinished, the park was opened to 

the public in the spring of 1888 and named, in honor of its donor, Pullen Park.  Pullen boasts the 

city’s first public swimming pool, begun in 1891.  Originally only for men, the pool featured 
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nude bathing.  However, women were eventually allowed to swim on specific days, and with 

bathing suits.  According to Carson Dean, “[a]lthough in the first decades of its existence[,] 

Pullen Park functioned primarily as a recreational retreat for the capital's upper- and middle-class 

white citizens, it was open to anyone who possessed both a means of getting to the park and the 

free time to enjoy its scenery and attractions. Stanhope Pullen stipulated in the park's deed that 

his gift was to be "used perpetually for the recreation and pleasure of the in habitants of 

[Raleigh]." The document does not include any mention of race. From the mid-1890s well into 

the twentieth century, Jim Crow laws excluded African Americans from using some of Pullen 

Park's facilities, such as the swimming pool; yet, at no time were members of Raleigh's black 

community denied access to or use of the park's open spaces.”  However, given the exclusion 

from certain amenities and cultural norms and practices it is reasonable to assume that African 

Americans may not have felt welcome there and generally avoided the park.  In 1962, a group of 

African Americans attempted to use the Pullen Park pool prompting the city to close all city 

pools prematurely for the season. 

 

Private parks also proliferated in the city.  Brookside Park north of Oakwood Cemetery dates to 

the 1880s and in 1912 Carolina Power and Light opened Bloomsbury Park, then outside the city 

limits, at the end of the streetcar line on Glenwood Avenue near where Carolina Country Club 

currently stands.  These private parks were generally exclusive and discriminatory. 

 

In 1934, land was purchased west of Raleigh and the CCC and WPA built shelters and camping 

areas in what was to be Crabtree Meadows Recreation Demonstration Area (RDA).  The RDA 

program established by an executive order under Franklin D Roosevelt allowed federal funds to 

buy “marginal” lands, generally in proximity to population centers to be restored and re forested 

for use as recreation centers.  The park was designed with separate entrances and circulation 

patterns for whites and African Americans.  The Reedy Creek area was developed for African 

Americans.  The park was later renamed Umstead Park and remained segregated until 1966.  

WPA funding would also be used for Chavis Park. 

 

Segregation and Parks, Federal Issues 

 

Chavis Park was built with federal as well as local funds in an era when the national parks were 

struggling with the issue of integration in federally owned parks.  In the 1930s, with National 

Parks that previously were largely in the west opening in southern states, local Jim Crow 

legislation presented a challenge to the design and operation of national parks.  While private 

parks and recreation areas existed for African Americans, publicly funded parks were often 

discriminatory in their attendance policies.  These issues came to the forefront with the 

establishment of Great Smoky Mountains National Park in North Carolina and Shenandoah 

National Park in Virginia.  Generally the federal government attempted to respect local laws and 

customs; however, Jim Crow laws in the south limited the ability of African Americans to use 

and enjoy these parks funded by tax revenue.  In 1935, T. Arnold Hill of the National Urban 

League wrote the following to the Secretary of the Interior:  “Few needs of the great mass of 

Southern negroes are so completely underserviced as those of recreation.” He noted that because 

state and local parks in the south denied African Americans equal access, then federal parks 

should consciously admit/include them.  In 1937, the NAACP protested separate 

accommodations in Shenandoah National Park. 
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In 1938, William J Trent, Jr. of Greensboro, NC became Secretary of the Interior Harold Ickes 

advisor on Negro affairs, and he fought not only for the ability of African Americans to use 

National Parks, but also to do so in an integrated fashion.  Movements to integrate parks drew 

the ire of the state politicians throughout the south, perceiving them as a threat that could 

undermine the existing Jim Crow model.  Federal actions focused on separate but TRULY equal 

accommodations though a demonstration of a non-segregated picnic area in Shenandoah 

National Park was the start of a cautious movement towards quietly integrating some facilities.  

The entrance of the US into WWII and concerns at the federal level about “negro morale” fueled 

initial attempts to integrate parks, and in June 1942 the director of the NPS informed 

superintendents of southern parks that National Parks would no longer be segregated. 

 

Interestingly in Raleigh, two parks that were largely funded by the federal government, The 

Crabtree NRA and Chavis Park were not subject to the integration directive as Crabtree was 

turned over to the state and became Umstead Park and Chavis was operated by the city on land 

owned by the state and later transferred to the city. 

 

Segregation in Raleigh 

 

It has been noted that traditionally Raleigh has had an interesting history of race relations.  

Historically African Americans were not concentrated into a single residential area but lived in 

multiple areas scattered throughout the city.  Hargett Street downtown was a hub of African 

American businesses.  However, the Fusion movement in North Carolina, where Populists and 

Republicans united to elect candidates to challenge the Democratic stronghold on elected office 

in 1894, resulted in a backlash of voter intimidation, and racial violence with the rise of the Red 

Shirts.  The 1898 elections restored Democrats to power.  Emboldened by the Supreme Court’s 

Plessy v. Ferguson ruling of 1896, state and local governments began enacting Jim Crow laws 

that among other things provided for separate accommodation for blacks and whites.   

 

Raleigh was not immune to Jim Crow legislation.  A 1996 article in the News and Observer 

addressed the physical and emotional remnants of segregated accommodations in the region—

separate water fountains in the Wake County courthouse, the State Theater’s separate balcony 

entrance for African Americans, among others.  While Pullen Park was “open” to African 

Americans one day a year until Chavis Park was open, they were always prohibited from using 

Pullen’s swimming pool.
3
 

 

Changes at Chavis 

 

There have been many changes at Chavis Park.  The history of disinvestment in traditionally 

African American resources following integration is not unique to Chavis Park.  The effort to 

identify and restore Rosenwald schools, schools built for African Americans in the south during 

the Jim Crow era, is a good example.  Once the pride of their communities, these schools were 

                                                 
3
 The North Carolina Guide for the WPA Federal Writers’ Project published in 1939 notes Chavis Park.  While it 

does not describe it at length, in the list of amenities at the head of the Raleigh section it notes that swimming for 

“negroes” is available at John Chavis Memorial Park. 
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shuttered and allowed to deteriorate upon integration.  Similarly, once Raleigh’s park system was 

integrated in the 1960s, there is a marked disinvestment in Chavis Park, well documented by 

newspaper articles of the era.  

 

A 1970s master plan directed large changes to the landscape that were not universally embraced 

by the African American community.  And the relocation of the carousel from its historic 

carousel house prompted a petition drive to prevent the change. 

 

In addition to articles from the 1960 and 1970s, a News and Observer article of 2008 documents 

disparities into this century. “The comparison with Pullen on Western Boulevard stings residents. 

Built in the 1880s, Raleigh's oldest park, Pullen still draws a huge regional crowd, especially 

schoolchildren in big yellow buses.  Compare the money either approved or planned for each 

park out of Raleigh's last two park bonds in 2003 and 2007: $9.5 million for Pullen and $1.4 

million for Chavis. A review of budgets going back to 2000 shows that Pullen regularly gets 

more than $1 million a year, much of it for the palatial aquatic center, while Chavis hovers closer 

to $100,000.”   

 

While there are many factors in developing a system-wide park budget for both operating and 

capital expenses, a history of neglect at Chavis only tends to color the facts, providing fuel to 

those who would claim racism, real, implied or imagined. 

 

The current master planning effort, of which this study list application is a part, has as its core a 

discussion about the identity of Chavis Park as a neighborhood park with strong connections to 

the African American community and as an element in a larger regional parks system.  How the 

park is ultimately defined will play a large role in determining what changes may come to Chavis 

in the future.  Designation may also influence those decisions. 

 

 

Role of Chavis Park in the African American Community 

 

In conjunction with this Study List application, ten oral history interviews were conducted, 

videotaped and transcribed.  The interviews focused on the role of Chavis Park in the African 

American Community in Raleigh.   

 

Though it has been noted that African Americans historically in Raleigh have lived throughout 

the city, it is important to remember that the presence of the historically Black Shaw University, 

the coordination of federally funded projects for African Americans in Chavis Heights and at 

Chavis Park, and the close proximity of locally funded segregated schools all helped to reinforce 

a strong sense of community among the African Americans who lived, played and studied in the 

community surrounding Chavis Park. 

 

The interviewees related a long list of activities that happened at Chavis Park: Shaw and Saint 

Augustine University football games; the post Christmas Parade party; the WRAL TV teen 

dance show Teenage Frolics; Easter Egg Hunts; appearances by Angela Davis, H. Rap Brown 

and Stokeley Carmichael; church picnics; school reunions for Ligon and Washington High 

Schools; Washington High School football games; family reunions; Ligon High School 
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homecoming parade; Shriners parades; Civil Rights marches and meetings; outdoor gospel 

shows; African American sorority events; church homecomings; and Raleigh Greys Baseball 

games.  Many interviewees spoke of their learning to swim in the Olympic sized pool and having 

access to tennis facilities which at one point was considered a sport for whites and people of 

privilege.  

 

Interviewees spoke of the park as a place where they were allowed to use all the facilities--that 

restrooms and water fountains were not designated by race.  They spoke the park’s regional draw 

with African Americans travelling from as far as Virginia and South Carolina to use the park as 

there were so few resources of this size and quality open to African Americans. 

 

In 2004, the Chavis Heights housing project was demolished and redeveloped using HOPE6 

funding from the Department of Housing and Urban Development.  Despite, or perhaps because 

of, the displacement of long time residents, and the destruction of a traditional African American 

neighborhood, reunions of former Chavis Heights’ residents are now regularly held at Chavis 

Park.   

 

Interestingly, while other physical reminders of segregation can be painful, to a person, none of 

the interviewees had any response to the park that was not positive.  Rosia Butler described it-- 

“And that’s how I grew up, during segregation.  And when this thing, when the park came, it was 

like freedom.  That you could come and enjoy, and know that you were safe, that you had a place 

where you didn’t have somebody to tell you, you couldn’t come over here or whatever.”   

 

Conclusion 

 

Though constructed to contain African American recreational activities and to distance them 

from whites, the park was embraced by the African American community and became, and 

continues to be, a key focal place for recreation and cultural events for Raleigh’s African 

American community. For this reason, it should be considered for nomination to the National 

Register as a traditional cultural place. 
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A Chronology of the Physical Evolution of Chavis Park 

 

1930s 

The original land set aside for Chavis Park was leased to the City of Raleigh by the State of North 

Carolina in 1935. Only July 4 of 1937 the “Negroe’s park” was opened.  The park was dedicated in May 

of 1938 as Chavis Park.  Early photographs of the park show the carousel at the northwest, a pool 

complex south of the carousel (and Worth Street) a playing field to the northeast and a cleared area used 

as a baseball field to the southeast.  

 

1940s 

Temporary housing for African American troops was constructed at the park in 1941-1942 and 

subsequently removed. 

  

In 1945, the War Mothers Memorial bench was installed at the north entrance of the park near Lenoir 

Street. 

 

In 1949, the City of Raleigh released a portion of the park for construction of a baseball field for nearby 

Shaw University with reversionary language that would return the land to the park if it were no longer 

used by Shaw. 

 

1950s 

In 1951, the City purchased the park land from the State of North Carolina for $1,500 with reversionary 

language that the land would return to the state if it were no longer used as a public park. 

 

In 1952, the bids for trains at Chavis Park (and Pullen Park) were accepted and miniature trains were 

installed.   

 

In 1954, the construction of a grandstand was approved.  It had bleachers, dressing rooms, lighting and 

concessions stands, and in the following year funds were approved for installation of a hard surface (for 

concerts and dancing) and further changes, such as closing of a portion of Worth Street, were considered. 

 

A 1959 aerial photograph shows the carousel, pool complex and playing fields still in their original 

locations; the miniature train south of the pool complex; and what appear to be the tennis courts east of 

the train and Chavis Way. 

 

1960s 

In 1961, a 22,664 square foot community center was built at the park. 

 

 In 1969, funds were appropriated for a study of the park by the North Carolina State University 

Department of Landscape Architecture. 

 

1970s 

Throughout the 1970s, there is much discussion about conditions at Chavis Park.  Responding to Dora 

Savage, a Chavis Heights resident, the city prepares a report on park maintenance in 1970.  In the same 

year a second portion of the park is conveyed to Shaw University.   

 

Complaints about upkeep and maintenance are documented in 1971, and the city hires Jerry Turner to 

conduct a master planning process and a Chavis Park Study Committee was formed.   
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A 1971 aerial photo shows the carousal, pool, playing fields, tennis courts and train as well as the new 

community center.  At this point the basic circulation pattern of roads in around the park is that same as it 

was when constructed. 

 

In 1972, the master plan was adopted with partial funding in place through a bond issue of the previous 

year.  The plan proposed property acquisition that roughly mirrors the park’s current footprint.  It makes 

recommendations about vehicular circulation that have been largely implemented (diverting Chavis Way 

east to Holmes Street and terminating Worth Avenue to the west) save for recommendations at the south 

end of the park which were made irrelevant with the introduction of Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard.  

Those master plan changes limited car traffic by eliminating a north/south corridor, and also curbed 

vehicular access from the west. 

 

The study cited new and improved athletic facilities at the nearby Ligon School as a reason to abandon 

the tennis courts and to return the major playing field to a “commons area” (i.e. less intensive uses).  It 

advocated for a new pool (demolishing the original) and the introduction of play areas for younger 

children, all of which were implemented.  The teen center, amphitheater and lake suggested in the plan 

were not implemented. 

 

In 1973, Shaw University returned two previously acquired tracts, spurred by recommendations of the 

plan adopted the previous year.   A 1973 topographical map produced by the Department of Central 

Engineering, City of Raleigh shows the outdoor swimming pool, train track, playing field with bleachers, 

community center, baseball field, tennis courts, picnic shelters, two stone bridge as and a set of stone 

steps as well as the carousel in its original location. 

 

In 1974, demolitions including that for the train track commence.  The city receives over $250,000 in the 

same year from the Land and Water Conservation Fund for new construction. 

 

In 1974, the current pool was built. 

 

1980s 

Most of the work on the park in the 1980s concerned the restoration of the carousel 

 

1990s 
In 1990, Boundary Street, which had formed the southern boundary of the park, was absorbed into Martin 

Luther King, Jr. Boulevard.  Boundary Street had extended only as far west as the terminus of Chavis 

Way while Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard continues forming an east/west arterial road in the southern 

part of the city. 

 

In 1994, A new master plan was adopted that focused on large maintenance and repair programs as well 

as landscape changes to provide for visibility and security within the park.  Throughout the decade 

renovations and improvements are made to the existing facilities. 

 

2000s  

In the first decade of the 2000s the carousel was again the focus of attention with the construction of a 

new carousel house located south of the original. 

 

In 2006, an original sculpture by Mike Roig entitled, “Glimpses of the Promised Land” was installed in 

the park. 
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