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A   Cultural Background for Pope AFB 
 
 
 

A.1  Prehistoric Framework 
Five prehistoric archeological sites have been identified on Pope AFB, but none are eligible for 
listing on the NRHP.  Nevertheless, the potential for the future identification of prehistoric sites 
always exists.  The following text outlines the prehistory of the coastal plain region of North 
Carolina, and discusses the types of sites and artifacts that might be encountered from each 
period and the context for interpreting them.  The descriptions of prehistoric periods are drawn 
extensively from various sources, and these sources are cited directly within the text or 
referenced in the bibliography.   

A.1.1 Prehistoric Overview 
Archeologists have divided the prehistory of North Carolina's coastal plain region into three 
periods (Paleo-Indian, Archaic, and Woodland) based for the most part on inferred economic 
adaptations, and in the case of the Woodland period, ceramic traditions.  A fourth possible stage 
of development, the Pre-Clovis period, allegedly predates the Paleo-Indian and is a highly 
contested unit of cultural division within North and South America.  The chronology for the 
coastal plain presented in Table A-1 is partly derived from Phelps (1983:17) and partly from 
other sources, such as Coe (1964) and Goodyear et al. (1979).  
 
Table A-1 Cultural Sequence of the North Carolina Coastal Plain 

Dates Period Sub-Period 

Regional Phases 
North Coast South Coast 

Tide Water 
Inner Coastal 
Plain  

1650 AD Historic Early Carolina 
Algonkians 

Meherrin 
Tuscarora 

Waccamaw 

800 AD Woodland Late Colington Cashie Oak Island 
0 Middle Mount Pleasant Cape Fear 
1,000 BP Early Deep Creek New River 
3,000 BP Archaic Late Savannah River 

Halifax 
Stallings 

5,000 BP Middle Guildford 
Morrow Mountain 
Stanly 

 

8,000 BP  Early Kirk 
Palmer 
Hardaway 

 

10,000 BP 

12,000 BP Paleo-
Indian 

Late Hardaway-Dalton  
Early Clovis  

Source:  Partially adapted from Phelps 1983: Figure 1.2. 
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The Paleo-Indian Period represents the first generally accepted, widespread human occupation in 
the New World.  Paleo-Indian adaptations are characterized by local hunting economies, low 
population densities, and large territorial ranges.  The following Archaic Stage evidenced a 
gradual shift toward hunter-gatherer adaptations involving secondary resource (i.e., nuts, seeds, 
fish, shellfish, etc.) exploitation.  Territorial ranges appear to have contracted and population 
levels seem to have increased.  Willey and Phillips (1958) identify the Woodland period as 
representative of their Formative Stage of culture.  Horticulture and other intensive forms of 
subsistence technologies were developed during this stage and provided the basis for semi-
sedentary and sedentary village life.  Population levels were greater than those of the Archaic 
and territorial ranges continued to contract.  Lack of an adequate archeological sample of proto-
historic and historic aboriginal sites has always inhibited the incorporation of these cultures into 
the evolutionary scheme of the prehistoric cultures.  A major area of study is whether proto-
historic cultures were following along a trajectory of complexity established by prehistoric 
groups or had “degenerated” prior to European contact.  
 
“Pre-Clovis” Occupation in the Eastern United States 
The existence of a pre-Clovis occupation in North America south of Alaska is an extremely 
controversial and contested topic (Adovasio et al. 1978; Haynes 1980, 1988; Adovasio et al. 
1990).  Pre-Clovis sites, if real entities, would extend from approximately 11,500 years before 
present (B.P.) to an unknown date in the more distant past.  Despite the undisputed position of 
the fluted, lanceolate Clovis projectile point as the oldest documented tool form south of Alaska, 
older cultural materials have been reported from several archeological sites (Krieger 1964; 
Wormington 1962; Adovasio et al. 1978).  Few sites interpreted as containing such occupations, 
have withstood close examination by scholars of various disciplines.  One of the best known sites 
reputed to contain a pre-Clovis occupation is that of the Meadowcroft Rockshelter in 
Pennsylvania (Adovasio et al. 1978) but, even this site is subject to question (Haynes 1980, 
1988).  Haynes reveals the need for objectivity when evaluating potential pre-Clovis sites: 
 
“Only when scholars can point to replicated findings at two or more sites with similar cultural 
traits and similar pre-Clovis radiocarbon dates, all in a pre-Clovis stratigraphic context that is not 
isolated will we be able to say for certain that there were pre-Clovis inhabitants in the New 
World” (Haynes 1988:12). 
 
Haynes has addressed this problem by investigating sites in Alaska that predate 11,500 B.P.  He 
has looked at the 500 years prior to the first positive identification of Clovis in geological 
context.  In Alaska, the Nenana Complex produced unfluted projectile points and scrapers 
similar to those representing Clovis groups in regions further south, which dated from 11,000 to 
12,000 B.P.  In addition, an upper Paleolithic site of Mal'ta in Siberia revealed a human burial 
with red ocher, bone points, and lithic bifaces which dated to 14,750 B.P.  The materials 
recovered at Mal'ta bear remarkable similarity to the Anzick Site in Montana where bone points, 
lithic bifaces, Clovis points, and other tools were found in association with a child burial covered 
with red ocher.  However, Haynes found little undisputed evidence for occupations in Alaska 
that would have resulted in colonization of areas south of Alaska before the Clovis Period.  This 
notion has recently gained support from work in the Brooks Range of Alaska at the Mesa Site 
(Kunz and Reanier 1993).  Investigations at the Mesa Site suggest that Paleo-Indian groups 
arrived on the North American mainland with their Clovis cultural traditions intact between 
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9,730 ± 80 to 11,660 ± 80 B.P.  The fact that no Paleo-Indian sites have been located in Siberia 
still remains somewhat of a mystery that is confounded by the probability that many of the 
important sites lie buried beneath the Bering Sea.  The suggestion of an intact Clovis “first 
migration” has recently been discussed by Whitley and Dorn (1993) in light of recent discoveries 
in South America of the Monte Verde Site in Chile (Dillehay 1989) and Pedra Furada Site 
(Guidon and Delibrias 1986) in Brazil.  Whitley and Dorn conclude, “That there is still plausible 
support for a Beringian first entry, albeit only for one that occurred in pre-Clovis but not Clovis-
Nenana times” (1993:641).  This topic is likely to remain a subject for debate for years to come.  
No sites or data on file within the area surrounding Pope AFB appear to relate to the pre-Clovis 
question.  
 
The Paleo-Indian Period  
The Paleo-Indian period is commonly dated between 12,000 and 10,000 B.P. throughout North 
America (Haynes et al. 1984).  Paleo-Indian sites are identified by the presence of a fluted 
lanceolate-shaped projectile point known as the Clovis point.  Gardner and Verrey (1979) 
suggest that the Paleo-Indian period in the Southeast can be divided into three phases.  The 
earliest phase is represented by the Clovis point; middle phase sites contain small, Bull Brook-
like, fluted points; and the late phase is characterized by Dalton and Hardaway points.  Oliver's 
(1981, 1985) proposed revision of the North Carolina Piedmont sequence extends the temporal 
range of the Paleo-Indian Period back to 14,000 B.P. Hardaway Side Notched and Palmer Corner 
Notched points are considered to date to a terminal phase, although they are more commonly 
recognized as Early Archaic (Goodyear et al. 1979).  This is the perspective adopted in this 
overview.  However, it should be noted that viable arguments can be raised to support either 
position.  A beginning date of 14,000 B.P. appears to be too early, as the earliest accepted 
radiocarbon dates for fluted points extend only to about 11,500 B.P. (Haynes et al. 1984).  
 
Although Paleo-Indian assemblages associated with late Pleistocene megafauna (i.e., mammoth, 
mastodon, ground sloth, and Pleistocene bison) have been documented in western North 
America, the same is not true for the eastern woodlands (Goodyear et al. 1979:91).  Only modern 
species such as caribou have been recovered at Holcombe Beach, Michigan (Cleland 1965) and 
Dutchess Cave Quarry, New York (Funk 1977).  Moreover, at Meadowcroft Rockshelter, 
Pennsylvania, which may contain Pre-Clovis occupations, only white-tailed deer and wapiti have 
been positively identified (Adovasio et al. 1978).  Many researchers in the Southeast, noting the 
proclivity for Paleo-Indian sites to be located in prime megafauna habitats (i.e., major river 
systems) still argue that Paleo-Indian in the east may have significantly exploited now extinct big 
game (Gardner 1974; Goodyear et al. 1979; Michie 1977; Williams and Stoltman 1965).  
Certainly, there are documented cases in eastern North America of the association of extinct 
megafauna and humans (Cockrell and Murphy 1978; MacDonald 1983).  Regardless of the exact 
affiliation of the animals exploited, the characterization of Paleo-Indian subsistence economy as 
one focused on big game hunting still remains viable (Cleland 1966; Willey 1966).  Plant 
remains from Meadowcroft Rockshelter, Shawnee-Minisink (McNett et al. 1977), and Dutchess 
Cave Quarry, however, indicate that secondary resources such as fish, bird, hawthorn, and nuts 
were also incorporated into various Paleo-Indian subsistence systems.  
 
Due to the paucity of information available in North Carolina, Paleo-Indian settlement models 
have not advanced to the point of generating predictive statements.  There is a general suspicion 
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that base camps will be located along major streams; and special activity loci and possibly short 
term camps, should be situated in the uplands (Mathis 1979; Phelps 1983).  Following Williams 
and Stoltman (1965), Gardner (1974) has proposed what is perhaps the most explicit Paleo-
Indian subsistence model in the Southeast.  Based on his research in and around the Flint Run 
Complex in Virginia, he argues that the highly mobile pattern of the Paleo-Indian subsistence-
settlement system created a dependence on highly siliceous lithic resources to maintain 
technological “readiness.”  Consequently, base camps were tied to rare, high-quality lithic 
quarries.  
 
In situations where regional productivity was high, Paleo-Indian groups could exploit a smaller 
area in a foraging radius pattern, while in areas of low productivity (relative to megafauna), like 
the inter-riverine Piedmont, settlement was restricted to river valleys and movement would have 
been linear, involving extremely long distances.  Gardner and Verrey (1979) suggest that the 
Paleo-Indian settlement system centered on Morrow Mountain in the North Carolina Piedmont 
and may have extended as much as 130 miles up and down the Pee Dee River.  The “central 
quarry” model is in part based on raw material distributions which Gardner uses to link sites into 
systems.  Phelps (1983:21) has criticized this approach, arguing that such distributions can result 
from trade networks as well as mobility patterns.  
 
Perkinson's (1971, 1973) fluted point distribution study suggests that Paleo-Indian site densities 
may have been higher in the Piedmont than in the Coastal Plain.  In fact, his numbers indicate 
that Paleo-Indian occupation in the Coastal Plain was very limited, as only 15 percent of the 
points (13 of 83 points) came from Coastal Plain counties.  Interestingly, Michie's (1977) fluted 
point distribution study of South Carolina shows an overwhelming association with fall-line and 
Coastal Plain counties.  Whether these differences are the result of data collection biases or 
reflect actual differences, cannot be determined at present.  The absence of fluted points in the 
extensive surveys of the South Carolina Piedmont carried out by the Institute of Archaeology and 
Anthropology, barring the effects of extensive upland erosion, indicates that Michie's 
distributions are possibly representative (Goodyear et al. 1979:95).  Nine Paleo-Indian sites are 
known on Fort Bragg, including four identified on the Overhills tract near Pope AFB: 31HT239, 
31HT401, 31HT161, and 31HT310 (Benson 1997).   
 
These finds demonstrate the potential for a significant Paleo-Indian occupation in the study area 
and suggests that further archeological investigations of the Coastal Plain may yet produce a 
fluted point distribution pattern similar to that described by Michie for South Carolina. 
 
The Archaic Period  
The Archaic Period has been traditionally divided into three phases: Early (10,000-8,000 B.P.), 
Middle (8,000-5,000 B.P.) and Late (5,000-3,000 B.P.).  A deeply stratified site containing an 
Archaic sequence of occupations, such as that described for the Piedmont by Coe (1964), has not 
yet been excavated in the North Carolina Coastal Plain.  However, the projectile point styles 
recovered during surveys are identical to those of the Piedmont where Coe's (1964) chronology 
has withstood continual scrutiny (Claggett and Cable 1982; Ward 1983; Oliver 1985).  By 
extension, this chronology is relevant to the Coastal Plain (Phelps 1983:22).  
In general, the Archaic Period is viewed as a lengthy period of adjustment to changing 
environments brought about by the climatic warming at the end of the last glacial period and the 
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accompanying rise in sea levels.  Caldwell's (1958) model of wide-niche hunter-gatherer 
adaptations continues to succinctly define the period for most archeologists.  However, the 
differences between the cultures at either end of the sequence are immense, and indicate that 
major cultural and adaptation changes occurred during the Archaic.  
 
Early Archaic assemblages exhibit a number of similarities with those from the Paleo-Indian 
Period.  Projectile points remain stylistically formalized and show evidence of curation 
strategies, hafted end scrapers continue to be well represented, and there is an emphasis on the 
use of cryptocrystalline raw material such as chert and high grade metavolcanics.  Cleland 
(1976) has suggested that these attributes suggest a continued focus on the hunting and 
processing of big game animals.  In support of this, Goodyear et al. (1979:104) note that plant 
processing tools such as grinding stones are extremely rare in Early Archaic deposits.  Chapman 
(1977:95, 116) reports the presence of eight grinding slabs in Kirk Corner Notched deposits at 
Ice House Bottom in Tennessee, but he was unable to demonstrate the reliance on or even 
presence of “weed seeds” in the flotation samples from these levels.  However, acorn and 
hickory nut shells were abundant.   
 
Faunal remains from Early Archaic associations in the Southeast indicate a widespread emphasis 
on white-tailed deer, but a variety of smaller game, including gray squirrel, raccoon, turkey and 
box turtle, have also been identified (Goodyear et al. 1979:105).  Subsistence data suggest that 
hunting was a major element of Early Archaic economies, as was true for the Paleo-Indian Stage.  
However, there was also significant energy devoted to nut gathering, possible trapping of smaller 
terrestrial animals, and aquatic resources.  The widespread occurrence of Early Archaic sites 
throughout the Southeast, in both riverine and non-riverine settings (Goodyear et al. 1979:105; 
Ward 1983), further suggests increasing population densities and perhaps a greater emphasis on 
foraging strategies.  At least fifty-eight Early Archaic sites have been recorded near Pope AFB 
(on Fort Bragg), supporting the general observation of increasing population levels (Benson 
1997).  Some of these are located on benches and terraces adjacent to the margins of swamps and 
small first and second order streams.  Others are located in the uplands overlooking drainages 
and illustrate the widespread occurrence of these sites.  
 
Middle Archaic lithic technologies exhibit major changes in relation to the Early Archaic 
assemblages discussed above: end scrapers are discontinued (Cable 1982; Kimball and Chapman 
1977); raw material frequencies tend to reflect local availability (Goodyear et al. 1979:111); 
cryptocrystalline materials are de-emphasized as distance to raw material sources increases; and 
mortars begin to appear (Coe 1964).  Storage pits are associated with Middle Archaic levels at 
Russell Cave (Griffin 1974) and prepared burials begin to occur frequently (Chapman 1977:112-
114).  Goodyear et al. (1979:111) argue that these lines of evidence point to increased sedentism 
and a reduction of mobility.  Alternatively, Cable (1982) has suggested that Middle Archaic 
groups adapted to the Holocene warming trend through increased residential mobility.  These 
two positions are not necessarily incompatible.  The drastic increase in Middle Archaic sites 
documented throughout the Southeast suggests that population levels were continuing to expand, 
which would almost certainly entail a contraction of local group territories.  This in turn would 
have created pressures to more intensively exploit foraging radii by moving more frequently.  It 
is unlikely that territories would have been small enough to exploit the entire home range from a 
single residence, until more intensive subsistence technologies such as horticulture developed.  
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Thus, increased residential mobility under such conditions may actually represent a common 
stage in the development of sedentism.  Others have noted a similar tendency toward increased 
residential mobility in the Middle Archaic, especially during the earlier phase (Anderson and 
Hanson 1986; Anderson and Schuldenrein 1985; Blanton and Sassaman 1989; Cantley et al. 
1984; Sassaman 1988).  
 
At least ninety-five sites with Middle Archaic components have been recorded around Pope AFB 
on Fort Bragg (Benson 1997).  Coe (1964:122-23) and Phelps (1983:23) have argued that the 
groups responsible for the manufacture of Morrow Mountain and Guilford points were intrusive 
into the area, and therefore are contemporaneous with other groups identified with Stanly and 
Halifax points.  This would suggest that population levels of the indigenous groups remained 
stable in the area around Pope AFB.  However, the high frequency and the widespread 
distribution of the Morrow Mountain projectile points throughout the Southeast, makes this 
position somewhat less probable.  
 
The Late Archaic is transitional to the horticulture-based economies found in the Woodland 
Period.  Large shell middens along the coast and interior rivers suggest extensive secondary 
resource exploitation and the establishment of semi-sedentary villages (Claflin 1931; Stoltman 
1972).  Steatite vessels are widely distributed along the Atlantic Slope (Coe 1964:112-13; South 
1959) and steatite net-sinkers have been found along the coast.  Fiber-tempered pottery was also 
initially produced during the Late Archaic and is now known to have a similar distribution to that 
of steatite vessels (Phelps 1983; South 1976).  Polished or pecked stone artifacts and mortars are 
common, as are subsurface storage pits.  The remnants of a prepared clay floor and scattered post 
holes at Rabbit Mount, South Carolina, provide further evidence of more stable habitations 
(Stoltman 1972).  
 
Seventy-one Late Archaic components have been recorded on Fort Bragg (Benson 1997).  Cable 
and Reed (1990) record an equal number of Middle and Late Archaic components, eight each, a 
short distance east of Pope AFB.  Twelve of those sites are associated with stream and swamp 
margins; while only four components occur in upland settings.  Fifty-six Middle and Late 
Archaic sites were found on the Overhills tract of Fort Bragg to the north of Pope AFB (Benson 
1997).  In contrast to data from other regions in the Sandhills, there is an apparent decline in the 
number of sites from the Middle to Late Archaic on Fort Bragg.  An increase in the number of 
late Archaic sites is more usual.  In particular, there is a notable lack of Terminal Archaic, 
ceramic-bearing sites (Benson 1997).  This may provide some counter evidence to Phelp's 
(1983:25) contention that Archaic population levels in the North Carolina Coastal Plain 
stabilized during the Morrow Mountain phase. 
 
The Woodland Period  
Cultural differences between groups occupying the North and South Coastal regions first become 
archeologically discernible near the end of the Late Archaic period (Figure A-1; Phelps 
1983:26).  This is marked by the advent of fiber-tempered pottery, which is concentrated south 
of the Neuse River.  During the Woodland period, differences between the two regions continue 
to be expressed in ceramic taxonomy (Table A-2).  The presence of Thom's Creek and Deptford 
wares in the South Coastal Plain suggests ties to the classic Southeast ceramic tradition (South 
1976) during the Early Woodland period, while the North Coastal Plain ceramic assemblage is 



Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan  APPENDIX A 
Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina  CULTURAL BACKGROUND FOR POPE AFB 
 

A-7 

Figure A-1 Cultural Divisions of the North Carolina Coastal Plain 
 

Piec'hr.ont 

SOUTHEAST SUBAREA 
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Table A-2 Ceramic Taxonomy for the South Carolina Coast 
Date Ware Group Temper Type 
1800 Colono-Indian  Shell Sand 

Fiber 
Non-
Tempered Imitation of European forms, burnishing, 

painted decoration  
Late Catawba 
Colono-Indian 
Painted 
Brunswick 
Cambridge 

1000 York Ashley 
(carved paddle stamped with enlarged 
motifs, carelessly applied decorative 
motifs, burnishing, finer punctuated rims, 
sloppy incising, corncob impressed type 
present)  

Catawba 

500 Chicora Charles Towne Sand 
Tempered (increase and elaboration of applied 

decorative motifs, carved paddle 
complicated stamping, burnishing, 
rosettes, reed punctuations and 
punctuated rim strips)  

Mulberry 
Fort Watson 
Adamson 
Pee Dee 
Irene  
Savannah 

Wilmington Hanover 
Wilmington 

Sherd Tempered 

Cape Fear  Cape Fear Sand 
Tempered 

Non-
Tempered (north coastal area) sand tempered, cord 

and fabric 
 

Depford (south coastal area) carved 
paddle stamped, primarily check stamped 

Depford 

2000 Thom’s Creek (sand tempered with 
Stallings decoration) 

Thom’s Creek 
Refuge 

Stallings Stallings Fiber 
Tempered (fiber tempered, punctuated and incised) St. Simons Bilbo 

Source:  South 1973 
 
representative of the cord-marked and fabric-impressed tradition of the Middle Atlantic (Phelps 
1983:28-29).  However, by the end of the Early Woodland, the ceramic assemblage in the South 
Coastal Plain is also dominated by cord-marked and fabric-impressed types.  Phelps (1983:27-
28) explains the presence, especially of Deptford types, as a consequence of the ripple-effect.  
Another trait that appears to distinguish the two regions in the Middle to Late Woodland is the 
sand burial mound.  These features also seem to be limited to the South Coastal Plain region 
south of the Neuse River (Figure A-2).  The following discussion will focus on the sequence in 
the South Coastal Region, since it encompasses the study area.  In the South Coastal Plain, the 
Early, Middle, and Late Woodland periods are identified with the New River, Cape Fear, and 
Oak Island Phases, respectively.  Unfortunately, the limited amount of archeological  
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Figure A-2 Distribution of Burial Mounds in the North Carolina Plain 
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investigation in this region results only in a very sketchy picture of developments during the 
Woodland Period.  The New River Phase is derived from Loftfield's (1979b) Onslow County 
locality but very little is actually known about the phase.  The ceramic assemblage consists of a 
cord-marked, fabric-impressed tradition with a veneer of Southeast tradition types.  Phelps 
(1983:31) likens the New River ceramic series to that of the Deep Creek Phase in the Northern 
Coastal Plain.  Here, a coarse-sand-tempered, cord-marked type dominates, while minor 
quantities of net-impressed, fabric-impressed, and simple stamped types are also present.  The 
“small” Savannah River or Gypsy Point (Oliver 1985) and the large triangular Roanoke Point 
(Coe 1964) also appear to be associated with the Early Woodland of the Coastal Plain.  Phelps 
(1983:35) places both Cape Fear ware (sand-tempered) and Hanover ware (sherd-tempered) in 
the Cape Fear Phase.  South's (1976) shell-tempered ware characterizes the Oak Island Phase.  
Surface treatments, in order of popularity, include cord-marking, net-impressing, plain, and 
fabric-impressing.  Phelps (1983:48) suggests that the increase in fabric-impressing and the 
presence of simple stamping may align the Oak Island Phase with the Colington Phase.  
 
The most distinctive feature of South Coastal Region Woodland cultures, and the only feature 
that provides any effective means of definition at the present time, is the sand burial mound.  
Characteristically, these mounds are low-lying, ranging between two and four feet in height.  
They are circular to oval in shape and vary between 20 and 60 feet in diameter.  A geologist with 
the Department of the Interior, J. A. Holmes, was the first to investigate and report on 
excavations into several of these mounds in 1883 (MacCord 1966).  His major area of 
concentration was in Duplin County to the east of the study area.  Charles Peabody (1910) also 
excavated one of these features in Cumberland County in the early twentieth century.  A number 
of other mounds including the McFayden Mound in Brunswick County (South 1966), the 
McLean Mound in Cumberland County (MacCord 1966), and the Red Springs (Keel 1970) and 
Buie (Wetmore 1978) mounds in Robeson County have been the subject of more recent 
investigations.  Three types of burials commonly occur in a single mound: cremations; bundle 
burials of varying degrees of completeness; and flexed inhumations.  Mound size tends to 
correlate with burial population.  Stewart (1966:69) estimates that the McLean Mound, which 
was about 60 feet in diameter, contained about 500 individuals.  In Duplin County, Holmes 
reported only eight skeletons from the excavation of one-half of a mound measuring 22 feet in 
diameter.  According to Stewart (1966), despite being mounded, these cemeteries appear to 
exhibit burial patterns not unlike those of Iroquois and Algonkian ossuaries in the Middle 
Atlantic states.  The burial populations from the sand mounds and the ossuaries reveal an under-
representation of children, especially of infants.  Moreover, both contain smaller numbers of 
adult males than females.  Cremation is also a shared trait, although no ossuary has yet produced 
as many as the 32 identified at the McLean Mound.  Stewart’s cranial measurements also suggest 
that the McLean Mound population is more closely aligned with the Middle Atlantic physical 
type than that of more southerly groups.  
 
Similar burial mound features have been reported in extreme south coastal South Carolina and 
north coastal Georgia (Caldwell 1952; Moore 1898), but none have yet been reported from the 
rest of the South Carolina coast (Phelps 1983:35).  As this region of South Carolina has seen 
very little archeological research, it is probable that sand burial mounds will be discovered in the 
future.  The temporal distribution of the mounds is also in need of further delineation.  On the 
basis of a very broad correlation of the burial mound trait in the eastern woodlands, Phelps 
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(1983:35) has associated them with the Middle Woodland Period.  The single radiocarbon date 
of A.D. 970 ± 110 from the McLean Mound (MacCord 1966:17) suggests a very late Middle 
Woodland time range for this particular mound.  However, Wetmore's (1978) ceramic seriation 
of the Buie Mound clearly suggests a Late Woodland date for this Robeson County burial 
mound.  Furthermore, the burial mound at Irene, Georgia, which is very similar, if not identical, 
to those in North Carolina, is dated to the Savannah and Irene Phases (Caldwell and McCann 
1941:22-24).  Again, this represents a time span that correlates with the Late Woodland Period of 
North Carolina.  
 
Over 50 percent (143 of 280 components) of the recorded sites on the Overhills tract of Fort 
Bragg contain Woodland ceramics (Benson 1997).  Measured in these terms, it could be argued 
that population increase occurred sometime during the Woodland Stage, as only 27 percent (76 
sites) of the sites on this tract exhibited evidence of Paleo-Indian or Archaic components.  
Certainly the presence of burial mounds indicates increasing sedentism and it can be argued that 
the moist sandy soils of the Coastal Plain may have provided an advantage for prehistoric 
horticultural technology.  

A.1.2  ProtoHistoric and Historic Period 
The North Carolina Coastal Plain has been characterized as a zone of culture contact during the 
later phases of prehistoric occupation (Phelps 1983).  This notion is heavily influenced by the 
known distribution of historic tribes in the area, but archeological differences are also discernible 
in the ceramic phases of the prehistoric occupation.   
 
Ethno-historians recognize three distinct linguistic groups in the region based on early historic 
accounts (Figure A-3).  The Iroquoian-speaking Tuscarora inhabited the Inner Coastal Plain 
north of the Neuse River (Boyce 1978), while the Carolina Algonkian tribes occupied the 
Tidewater region to the east (Feest 1978).  Both of these groups were linguistically affiliated 
with other Iroquoian and Algonkian groups to the north in Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, and 
New York.  The region south of the Neuse River was inhabited by the Waccamaw and Cape Fear 
Indians whose linguistic affiliations are obscure, but are generally assigned to the Siouan-
speaking group that extended over a large part of the South Carolina Coastal Plain (Hudson 
1976; South 1976; Swanton 1946).  These northern and southern cultural contrasts extend 
backward into prehistory, although the distinctions become less clear when only material culture 
traits are available for comparison.  Willey (1966), for instance, draws the boundary between the 
Middle Atlantic and Southeast cultural subareas along the Pee Dee River in South Carolina, 
while Trigger (1978) suggests a division along the Neuse River.  Phelps (1983:15) follows 
Willey's boundaries, but divides the North Carolina Coastal Plain into North and South Coastal 
regions based on linguistic and archeological differences.   
 
Pope AFB is located on the extreme northern perimeter of the South Coastal Region and is 
adjacent not only to the Northern Coastal Region but also the Piedmont.  This would indicate 
that the habitation to be found here will be culturally and ethnically diverse and may exhibit 
significant shifts in orientation from one period to the next.  Indeed, South (1976:46) has referred 
to the whole southern Coastal Plain of North Carolina as an “aboriginal Basin Street” where 
northern and southern cultural elements mixed.  
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Figure A-3 Distribution of Historic Aboriginal Linguistic Groups in the Coastal Plain 
 

, 
" 0' 

~",=====~ • • -! ! -



Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan  APPENDIX A 
Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina  CULTURAL BACKGROUND FOR POPE AFB 
 

A-13 

Specific references concerning the Native American tribes that inhabited the South Coastal 
Region of North Carolina at the time of earliest European contact are rare and vague.  Three 
Siouan-speaking tribes are reported to have occupied portions of this region: the Cape Fear 
Indians, the Waccamaw, and the Woccon.  Swanton (1946) groups all three under the Catawba 
division of the Siouan linguistic stock, but further assigns the former two to the Pee Dee branch.  
The Cape Fear Indians were observed at the mouth of the Cape Fear River in Brunswick County 
in 1665.  They were living in a village, probably the town of Necoes identified in the same area 
in 1661 by a colony of New England settlers.  After the Yamasee War of 1715, they were 
removed to a location near Charleston, South Carolina.  Swanton (1946:203) speculates that the 
Waccamaw may have shown up as the “Guacaya” on Francisco of Chicora's list of provinces in 
1521.  By the time the English had established themselves in South Carolina, the Waccamaw 
were inhabiting the Waccamaw, and lower Pee Dee rivers near the coast.  The Woccon were 
encountered by Lawson in 1701 inhabiting an area near the lower Neuse River in two separate 
villages.  Swanton suggests that both the Woccon and Cape Fear Indians may have been 
divisions of a larger Waccamaw tribal unit.  
 
All of these sightings occurred along the Tidewater division of the Coastal Plain and it is quite 
possible that none of these groups extended inland as far as Pope AFB.  A number of other 
Siouan-speaking groups inhabiting the fall-line and eastern Piedmont also could have occupied 
the area prior to European contact, including the Cheraw, Keyauwee, and Waxhaw.  However, 
South (1972) has eloquently argued that too much is sometimes made of the cultural unity of 
linguistic groups, a point he makes by drawing on historic accounts of various Siouan tribes of 
the Carolina lowlands.  Observing that the distribution of the South Appalachian Mississippian 
platform mound system crosscuts the historic Muskhogean-Siouan linguistic boundary, he has 
shown that similar contrasts existed which might indicate residual cultural differences 
originating from this system.  The interior Siouan tribes exhibited great variability in social 
organizational complexity, while both Siouan and Muskhogean coastal groups appear to have 
had similar house forms that starkly contrasted with those of the interior.  The distribution of 
burial mounds discussed earlier may also hint of such crosscutting cultural affiliations.  
 
During the first half of the eighteenth century, increasingly generalized contact with Europeans 
brought about the demise of indigenous Native American cultures.  Diseases common among 
Europeans (e.g., measles and smallpox) were devastating to Native Americans, greatly 
decreasing their populations, often before actual contact.  In addition, Euro-American 
expansionism, warfare, and general acculturation quickly erased many recognizable native 
cultures.  Most groups either moved, or were killed, enslaved, deported, or assimilated by Euro-
American or Afro-American populations.  By 1750, nearly all Native American groups were 
decimated or displaced. 
 
There is a notable absence of proto-historic or contact sites in the vicinity of Pope AFB (Benson 
1997), despite the fact that neighboring counties to the east were home to Native Americans 
during the colonial era.  Sampson County (which borders Cumberland and Harnett Counties to 
the east of Pope AFB) is the locus of a remnant group of Native Americans known as the 
Coharie Indians (Gray 1981; Hudson 1976; Wilkins 1980).  A popular legend links the Coharie 
with John White's lost colony of Roanoke Island and the Croatian tribe with which the colonists 
purportedly intermarried.  Hudson (1976:493) has observed that the larger amalgamation of 
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Native Americans in Duplin, Sampson and Robeson counties, referred to as Lumbees, share 
more than twenty surnames associated with the Roanoke colonists.  Another possibility proposed 
by Rights (1957) is that the Coharie represent an amalgamation of a number of dislocated proto-
historic tribes who collected in these low country counties as other, more economically 
exploitable areas were settled by Europeans.  
 
Chronologies 
In the event that prehistoric archeological sites are identified on Pope AFB, Table A-3 
summarizes the general chronology and contexts for North Carolina and can be referenced to 
help determine whether the site would be considered eligible for the NRHP.  The chronology and 
contexts in Table A-3 derives from the North Carolina Comprehensive Statewide Historic 
Preservation Plan (North Carolina Historic Preservation Agency 1995).  
 
Table A-3 Prehistoric Chronology and Contexts for North Carolina 
Date Classification Contexts 
10000 B.C. to 9000 B.C. Paleo-Indian  The Early Peopling of North America 

 Early man and Late Pleistocene Environmental 
Adaptations 

 Human Factors in Terminal Pleistocene Extinctions 
 The Big Game Hunters 
 Human Osteological Evidence of Early Inhabitants 

9000 B.C. to 2000 B.C. Archaic  Archaic Adaptations of the Southeast 
 Archaic Adaptations in Riverine Zones 
 Domestication of the Dog 

A.D. 2000 to A.D. 1600 Woodland  Post Archaic Adaptations of Riverine Zones 
 Post Archaic Adaptations of Eastern Coastal Regions 

A.D. 1000 to A.D. 1600 Mississippian  New Native American Alliances 
 Trade Relationships 

A.D. 1600 to Present Historic  Helping Foreigners Survive 
 Transfer of Technology to Native Peoples 
 Native Adaptations at Contact 
 Forced and Voluntary Populations Movements 
 The New Demographics 
 Changing Settlement Type 

Source:  North Carolina Historic Preservation Agency 1995 
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A.2  Historic Framework 
The historic period generally commences with the onset of European contact in 1662.  At this 
time, the region was controlled by the Cape Fear, Waccamaw, and Sissipahaw Indians on the 
coastal plain near Cape Fear; the Carolina Algonkian tribes in the Tidewater region to the east; 
and the Tuscarora to the north and east along the Neuse and Tar rivers.  What follows is a very 
brief description of the early exploration and settlement of the region and an account of the major 
historical events since that time. 

A.2.1 Age of Exploration 1524 – 1663 
Giovanni da Verrazano, an Italian explorer sailing under the French flag, is believed to be the 
first European to discover the mouth of the Cape Fear River in 1524 (McLean and Sellon 
1979:7).  Two years later, Lucas Vasquez de Ayllon also visited the area, and one of his ships 
went aground on the shoals around Cape Fear (Braley 1987:18).  That same year, Ayllon 
established a colony of some 500 persons on the Carolina coast somewhere near the modern 
boundary between North and South Carolina.  The colony was a failure, and the settlers were 
removed a few months later. Hernando de Soto's monumental expedition (1539-1542) never 
reached the area, but it is believed that a part of his group may have come within about 100 miles 
of the area when they were sent by the main body to get corn from the Native American town or 
province of Ilapi (Braley 1987:19).  De Soto's expedition solidified Spanish claims to Florida, a 
name that then referred to most of the Southeast.  
 
Between 1562 and 1564, French Huguenots settled in what is now Florida and on Parris Island, 
South Carolina.  Both settlements were seized by the Spanish in 1565 (Braley 1987:19).  The 
French threat to Florida spurred the Spanish to establish their own viable settlements.  
 
In 1566 and 1567, Juan Pardo established a colony at Santa Elena (Port Royal/Parris Island), and 
explored into the interior as far as the foothills of the Appalachians.  By the 1570s, the Spanish 
Franciscans out of Santa Elena were establishing contacts with Native American groups as far 
north as the Chesapeake Bay.  Those contacts ended when Native Americans revolted and killed 
a number of missionaries.  Santa Elena was abandoned in 1586 due to similar problems with 
local Native American groups (Braley 1987:19).  
 
Also at this time, the first English settlement was attempted on Roanoke Island.  The area was 
explored in 1584 and the following year a colony was established.  The colony was short-lived as 
most of the settlers returned to England with Sir Francis Drake in 1586.  In 1587, a second 
colony was sent out and was left to fend for themselves because of the Spanish Armada.  When 
supply ships finally returned to Roanoke Island in 1590, the colony had been abandoned, leaving 
only the word “Croatian” carved on a post within the palisaded area (Stick 1983).  The fate of 
this “Lost Colony” is unknown.  As mentioned previously, “Croatian” was the name used by the 
Lumbee Indians of Robeson County when referring to themselves at the turn of the century 
(Myrover 1905:21-23). 



Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan  APPENDIX A 
Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina  CULTURAL BACKGROUND FOR POPE AFB 
 

A-16 

A.2.2.2  Early Colonial Period 1663 – 1729 
In 1660, Charles II was restored to the English throne after the collapse of Cromwell's 
Protectorate.  Charles was generous to his supporters, making eight “Lords Proprietors” in 1663 
and giving them control of the newly created colony of Carolina.  Much had happened since the 
failed settlement on Roanoke Island.  Jamestown had been established in 1607 and by 1660, 
there were almost 50,000 English colonists living in the colonies of Virginia and Maryland.  The 
new colony of Carolina was established south of Virginia, on land that was still claimed by 
Spain.  
 
The first Carolina settlements sponsored by the Lords Proprietors were in an area of lower Cape 
Fear and designated “Clarendon County.”  In 1662, a colony from Charlestown, Massachusetts, 
established itself along the lower Cape Fear, 60 miles from the mouth, also calling it “Charles 
Town,” only to abandon it a year later (Corbitt 1975: xxiv; Braley 1987:19-20; Powell 1989:56).  
 
Also in 1663, a set of commissioners from Barbados, then the foremost English sugar cane 
colony in the Caribbean, explored the Cape Fear River.  They are believed to have traveled as far 
as what is now Cumberland County (Loftfield 1979:19).  In 1664, a colony from Barbados was 
sent out under the command of John Yeamans.  The Barbadans settled in the abandoned 
settlement of Charles Town.  In January of 1665, Yeamans was made governor of Clarendon 
County, which reached a peak population of 800 by year's end (Corbitt 1975: xxiv).  Almost 
immediately, the Barbadans ran into trouble.  The local Native Americans  became hostile after 
the colonists sold several into slavery.  Food became scarce and the settlement was finally 
abandoned by 1667 (Braley 1987:19-20; McLean and Sellon 1979:7).  
 
After two consecutive failures, the Cape Fear area was not seriously considered for settlement 
for a number of years.  In 1670, John Lederer traveled through the upper reaches of the Cape 
Fear, and was probably the first Englishman to explore the Sandhills area, which he described as 
a “great desert” (Loftfield 1979:19).  Within a few years, another Charles Towne was well-
established on the Ashley and Cooper Rivers in what is now South Carolina, and this became the 
destination of English settlers and planters leaving overcrowded Barbados.  
 
At the same time, settlers from Virginia began to move into the Albemarle area of northeast 
North Carolina.  The coastal area around Albemarle Sound and then Pamlico Sound soon 
became the focus of North Carolina settlement, establishing a pattern there of small land 
holdings and small towns.  By the early 1700s, North and South Carolina were effectively 
different colonies, with Cape Fear as the buffer zone between them.  
 
This buffer zone remained in place partly due to the presence of powerful  Native American 
groups that would have to be eliminated or removed before European settlement could expand 
beyond the lower coastal plain.  At the time of the first European encounters, the Cape Fear 
Indians are believed to have numbered around 500, followed closely by the Waccamaw with 
450.  Both of these groups lived on the coastal plain, on or close to the Cape Fear.  The 
Sissipahaw, who also numbered about 500, occupied the Piedmont area of the Cape Fear, above 
the fall line.  All of these groups were Siouan-speakers (Braley 1987:10).   More powerful than 
these, however, were the Tuscarora, who lived to the north and east.  Centered along the Neuse 
and Tar rivers, the Tuscarora were an Iroquoian-speaking people with connections to groups in 
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the eastern Great Lakes region (Braley 1987:10).  English settlement could never expand beyond 
the coast as long as the Tuscarora blocked their way.  
 
A conflict was almost inevitable.  The founding of New Bern at the mouth of the Neuse by Swiss 
and German settlers in 1710, led to the Tuscarora War of 1711-1715.  Although the war was 
closely contested, the Tuscarora were finally defeated and removed from the Neuse basin, 
opening up vast new areas for English settlement (Lee 1968:21-22).  
 
The Tuscarora War closely paralleled the Yamassee War in South Carolina, after which there 
were few local Native American groups left on the coastal plains of the Carolinas to impede 
European expansion.  Those that remained, like the groups along the Cape Fear, had been 
decimated by disease.  The Waccamaw and Cape Fear Indians soon moved to South Carolina 
(Braley 1987:20; Lee 1968).  After the Tuscarora and Yamassee Wars, the area between the 
North and South Carolina colonies began to be settled and by 1725, the town of Brunswick was 
established on the west bank of the lower Cape Fear.  
 
In 1729, after years of dissension and mismanagement, North Carolina was finally bought back 
from all but one of the Lords Proprietors and their heirs, and was turned into a royal colony (Lee 
1968:46; Powell 1989:86).  With the close of proprietary rule, the Cape Fear was ready for a 
wave of new settlement.  

A.2.2.3  Late Colonial Period:  Royal Colony 1729 – 1775 
European settlement along Cape Fear was just becoming established by the time North Carolina 
became a royal colony, but royal governors often favored the area for a number of political 
reasons.  The older settlements along the Albemarle and Pamlico Sounds usually controlled the 
colonial assembly, which was often at odds with the governor.  To complicate matters, the shares 
of one of the original Lords Proprietors were never bought out, and his heir, John Carteret, later 
the Earl of Granville, collected quitrent from the northern portion of North Carolina until the 
very end of colonial rule.  For all these reasons, royal governors gravitated to the lower Cape 
Fear settlements, an easy task since there was still no permanent capital.  It was only in 1765 that 
New Bern was finally made the permanent seat of government as a geographic compromise 
between Albemarle and Cape Fear (Powell 1989:146).  
 
River transportation was also easier along the Cape Fear than in the northern sound area.  
Settlement in the lower Cape Fear began with the founding of Brunswick Town in 1725, but it 
escalated with the establishment of Wilmington in 1733 (Robinson 1986:28).  By this time, the 
lower Cape Fear was organized into New Hanover County.  In 1733, a map of North Carolina 
depicted the new settlements along the Cape Fear.  English settlements were located close to the 
coast, and Welsh settlements were found further inland; however, the sand hill area was virtually 
unoccupied (Figure A-4).  In fact, the only group depicted in that area was a “Palatine 
Settlement,” located north of Rockfish Creek (Moseley 1733).  These colonists came from the 
Palatinate, a section of the German Rhineland. 
 
As a result of continued settlement along the lower Cape Fear, Bladen County was carved out of 
New Hanover in 1734 (Loftfield 1979:18).  For two decades, Bladen County encompassed the 
entire Cape Fear valley from the Welsh settlements in the south to the fledgling Palatine  
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Source: Moseley 1733 
 
Figure A-4 New Settlements along Cape Fear (Detailed Map) 
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community far in the interior.  By the early 1730s, Highland Scots had begun to settle on “Old 
Bluff,” the rise on the east side of the Cape Fear and opposite what would later be Fayetteville 
(Parker 1990:9).  Soon, Scottish enclaves were springing up on the west bank, covering the 
shores from Rockfish Creek in the south to the Lower Little River in the north.  The geographic 
center of this settlement came to be the Cross Creek area, located between the two streams 
(McLean and Sellon 1979:8; Powell 1989:106).  
 
The colonial government supported this development.  In the 1730s and 1740s, Royal Governor 
Gabriel Johnston actively promoted the immigration of Highland Scots as part of his plan to  
attract foreign Protestants to North Carolina by exempting them from taxes for ten years 
(Meyer 1961:72-73; Powell 1989:106).   
 
To facilitate this settlement, the Highlanders received land grants of up to 640 acres, with most 
falling in the 200 to 400-acre range.  The grants were based on the assumption that each family 
should get 50 acres per person, including servants (Lautzenheiser 1993:12; Meyer and Reed 
1993:22). To obtain a land grant, settlers disembarked at Wilmington, then traveled upriver in 
small boats propelled by oars and long poles (McLean and Sellon 1979:8).  Settlers would claim 
the land and then appear at the local courthouse, where a warrant for the land was issued.  The 
settler paid for the land and received a grant after the land was surveyed (Meyer and Reed 
1993:22).  
 
Highland Scot immigration continued along the upper Cape Fear from the 1730s until the 
outbreak of the American Revolution in 1775.  The forces propelling this immigration were 
complex.  Contrary to popular belief, only a few, if any, came as a direct result of being expelled 
from Scotland after Bonnie Prince Charlie was defeated by the Duke of Cumberland at the Battle 
of Culloden in April of 1746.  This defeat resulted in clan holdings being divided up, forcing an 
exodus which became so great that many people feared the Highlands would be permanently 
depopulated.  
 
According to a tradition common in the 1800s, most of the Highland Scots on the Cape Fear 
were pardoned rebels, who were forced to take an oath of allegiance to George II.  This probably 
became a popular myth because it explained why many of the Cape Fear Scots remained loyal to 
the British Crown during the American Revolution.  However, modern research shows that the 
migration of Highland Scots was much more gradual and not directly the result of pardoned 
rebels seeking land.  In fact, most Highland Scots migrated out of the Western Islands, 
specifically Argyll and Inverness.  Argyll was home of the Campbell clan, which supported the 
ruling House of Hanover (Meyer 1961:18-59, 151). 
 
The only eighteenth century reference to disloyal Highlanders in North Carolina came from the 
unfortunate Palatines, who had settled on the upper Cape Fear in the early 1730s, but were now 
overwhelmed by the influx of Highland Scots.  In 1747, they complained to the British Board of 
Trade that Governor Johnston favored the rebel Scots at their expense.  This appears not to have 
been true, at least the part about the rebels.  Johnston was not tarred with this accusation by 
anyone else, and he had many enemies throughout the colony (Meyer 1961:23-24).  
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By the 1750s, Scottish settlement was large enough to justify the creation of another county, 
which was split off from Bladen in 1754.  The new county was named Cumberland, in honor of 
William Augustus, Duke of Cumberland, son of George II, and the victorious general at the 
Battle of Culloden (Corbitt 1975:79; Meyer 1961:81).  It may not have been irony that led to its 
name, but a calculated insult on the part of the colonial assembly, which was dominated by the 
English (Powell 1989:106).  
 
The following year, the population of Cumberland County was pegged at 302 white males 
(taxable), 63 blacks, and 11 mulattoes (Parker 1990:8), with at least 30 more males or heads of 
families that were not formally listed on this tax roll.  By the 1750s, Scottish settlement was 
dense along the Cape Fear between Rockfish Creek and Lower Little River, and it was 
expanding along the larger tributaries that drained the sand hills to the west (Figure A-5; Meyer 
1961:98-99). 
 
By the 1750s, the mouth of the Lower Little River was well-settled.  Hector McNeill had 200 
acres on the north side of the Lower Little River, while the rest of the McNeill family was 
scattered along the same stream (Jones and Roberts 1993:10).  The first county seat for 
Cumberland County was established here, at the confluence of the Lower Little River with the 
Cape Fear.  The courthouse was established at the mouth of the Lower Little River on lands that 
belonged to Thomas Armstrong.  A small community grew around the county courthouse, which 
was built with logs similar to its surrounding structures (Parker 1990:9; Oates 1972:454). 
 
The courthouse community soon became known as Chofferington, sometimes written 
Choffington, or even Choeffington (Jones and Roberts 1993:10; Parker 1990:9; Oates 1972:454; 
Hairr and Powell 1992:1).  It was originally known as “Chaffering Town,” after the old English 
word, “chaffer,” meaning “to bargain or haggle over price.”  The town did not prosper.  A fever 
epidemic between 1759 and 1761 led to demands that the county seat be relocated to a less 
swampy location (Hairr and Powell 1992:1).  After the county seat was removed in 1763, the site 
of Chofferington was soon abandoned.  Remarkably, the remains of the town were still visible as 
late as the 1880s (Oates 1972:454).  
 
The Cumberland County seat was moved to “Campbellton,” a community established in 1763 at 
the juncture of Cross Creek and the Cape Fear River.  Campbellton was designed to be a river 
port and was close to the older community of “Cross Creek,” situated on Cross Creek one mile 
upstream or to the west, above the river's floodplain (Robinson 1986:30; Parker 1990:9; McLean 
and Sellon 1979:8).  Even though Campbellton was the designated county seat, it did not grow as 
fast as Cross Creek, which was soon a bigger town, as well as, the premier trading center for the 
whole area (McLean and Sellon 1979:9).  By 1770, Cross Creek contained some 100 buildings, 
making it the largest town within the upper Cape Fear (Robinson 1986:30).  
 
Cross Creek grew at the expense of Campbellton, due to Scottish expansion out of the river 
bottoms and into the sand hills.  This was accomplished first by moving along the larger streams, 
then establishing communities along the ridge lines that soon became roads leading much further 
into the interior.  This inland area funneled trade into Cross Creek, which then had access to 
Wilmington by way of Campbellton on the barge and light boat traffic that plied the Cape Fear  
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Figure A-5 Highlander Settlement along the Middle of Cape Fear (1733 – 1775) 
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River.  Soon Campbellton and Cross Creek were effectively merged into a single community that 
was usually referred to as Cross Creek.   
 
Cross Creek was also the eastern terminus of an overland route established with the new 
settlements along the Yadkin River in west central North Carolina.  This development occurred 
very quickly in the 1750s, as the Yadkin valley was settled almost simultaneously by Moravians, 
Germans, Quakers, and Scots-Irish, all moving down the Appalachian valleys from Pennsylvania 
into the Carolina Piedmont (Oates 1972:1).  In 1753, the Moravians set up a sizable community 
at Salem that quickly became the economic focus of the region. 
 
Since the Yadkin River flows into South Carolina (where it is known as the Pee Dee River), 
efforts were soon underway to connect the Yadkin with eastern North Carolina in order to 
prevent loss of its trade to another colony.  This led to the Yadkin Road, which was established 
 by 1756 between Salem and the Cross Creek area (Parker 1990:57; Jones and Roberts 1993:11).  
Cross Creek profited from the Yadkin Road, as Moravian merchants established a presence in 
the area (Meyer 1961:111).  The connection between Cross Creek and Salem quickly developed 
into one of the most important east-west routes in North Carolina and remained important well 
into the nineteenth century.  
 
In part because of the Yadkin Road, and partly due to their own population crush, the 
Highlanders soon moved onto the sandy ridges that often served as road beds.  This led to the 
development of crossroads communities along the east-west ridge line.  In the Fort Bragg-Pope 
area, the most important of these were Argyle (later known as Longstreet), Inverness, Monroe's 
Crossroads, and Campbell's Crossroads (Figure A-6).  The oldest and largest of these 
communities was Argyle (Loftfield 1979:30; Braley 1987:21).  
 
Argyle was established in the 1750s along the Yadkin Road, about ten miles west of Cross Creek 
and roughly 5 miles southwest of what is now Pope AFB.  The site of Argyle is located in the 
eastern half of present-day Fort Bragg.  One of Argyle's first settlers was Alexander McKay, who 
set up a Presbyterian church.  Reverend James Campbell, preached in both English and Gaelic at 
this church (Loftfield 1979:21).  By the 1760s (sources differ as to the date), the church had 
become the Longstreet Presbyterian Church (Parker 1990:10).  Although the original structure no 
longer stands, a second-generation building, erected around 1847, is listed on the National 
Register (Loftfield 1979:30-31).   Even earlier, John Smith and his son, Malcolm, may have built 
a residence in the Argyle area as early as 1735 or 1736.  Supposedly, Malcolm built his own 
house around 1740 (Loftfield 1979:30-31).  If these dates are correct, the Smith houses were 
among the oldest built within the general area.  Years later, Lord Cornwallis is reported to have 
visited the Malcolm Smith House, which survived all the vicissitudes of the nineteenth century, 
only to be consumed in a forest fire in 1925 (Loftfield 1979:25). 
 
None of these crossroads communities appear on colonial maps dated to the 1770s.  The Collett 
map (Figure A-7) depicts Rock Fish River, the Cross Creek settlement, the road and bridge 
across the Lower Little River, and the unidentified road along the crest of the sand hills west of 
Cross Creek that was almost surely the Yadkin Road.  Figure A-7 also shows the county 
courthouse on the banks of the Lower Little River, which was moved to the Cross Creek area 
years prior to 1770.  The Mouzon map of 1775 is almost identical.  



Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan  APPENDIX A 
Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina  CULTURAL BACKGROUND FOR POPE AFB 
 

A-23 

 

Figure A-6 Historic Roads and Communities in the Fort Bragg-Pope Area 
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Figure A-7 Cross Creek Area, Detailed Collett Map 1770
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By the 1770s, the Highland Scots had spread from the banks of the Cape Fear to scattered 
settlements north, west and south, occupying an area that today would encompass the counties of 
Cumberland, Harnett, Lee, Moore, Hoke, Richmond, Scotland, and Robeson (Meyer 1961:100).   
Although the Scots formed the majority within this area, it was never to the exclusion of other 
groups.  English settlers moved into the area from the south and the east, just as some Scots-Irish 
moved in from the Piedmont and up the Cape Fear.  Relatively few Highlanders lived in the 
commercial center of Cross Creek since most Highlanders preferred rural life and small 
communities (Meyer 1961:117). 
 
Almost all of these groups learned to build log houses which remained the norm well into the 
1800s.  As a rule, log homes were small and were chinked with clay (Traver 1990:I.21).  Most 
people lived by farming and stock-raising.  Farming was most common along streams, where the 
soil was less sandy.  In the 1700s, settlers were poor and most used hoes rather than plows.  
Among the staples commonly grown were Indian corn, wheat, oats, peas, beans, flax, and sweet 
potatoes.  Because this sort of agriculture was so labor intensive, and because the soil was often 
poor, it was more common, especially in the uplands, to raise animals.  Although a variety of 
livestock was raised, ranging from cattle to sheep to horses, the most common livestock was the 
hog which could thrive on almost any kind of vegetation (Meyer 1961:103-105; Meyer and Reed 
1993:24; Loftfield 1979:23).  
 
While agriculture and stock-raising were the norm during the colonial period, naval stores also 
became important.  Pine products like tar and pitch were essential for the maintenance of wooden 
ships, and the British government offered bounties to ensure the production of naval stores for 
the Royal Navy.  By 1768, an estimated 60 percent of all naval stores products came from the 
American colonies, and North Carolina and the Cape Fear valley led in that production 
(Powell 1989).  
 
Agriculture, stock-raising, and even naval stores production were common activities in the 
vicinity of the Lower Little River.  An additional enterprise, made possible by the Lower Little 
River and the presence of Cross Creek just ten miles to the southeast, was the maintenance of 
roads and toll bridges.  All of these elements played a role in colonial life along the Lower Little 
River.  
 
Years before the establishment of Chofferington, there was another settlement along the Lower 
Little River.  As early as 1735, Richard French received a grant of 640 acres that stretched from 
Beaver Dam Swamp to the mouth of the Lower Little River.  Two years later, Geoffrey Dawson 
received 640 acres on the Cape Fear opposite the mouth of the Lower Little River.  Around 
1740, Dawson was operating a ferry across the river (Hairr and Powell 1992:1-2, 15), and 
perhaps it was the strength of this activity that made the mouth of the Lower Little River the site 
for the first seat of Cumberland County.  
 
Although the county seat was moved to the Cross Creek area in 1763, the Lower Little River was 
still important as a crossroads.  Initially not as significant as the Yadkin Road, the route crossed 
the Lower Little River and connected Cross Creek with all points to the north.  Later, as this 
route became more significant, it would also connect Cross Creek with Salem, over 100 miles 
away to the northwest. 
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The first bridge over the Lower Little River was built by Richard Treadway in the early 1750s, 
close to where US Highway 401 now crosses the stream.  In addition to a bridge, Treadway also 
had a tavern license.  By the 1770s, Treadway's bridge was in bad repair, and when he died in 
1777, the bridge was destroyed.  It was replaced by a second bridge, built by Malcolm McNeill 
between 1778 and 1780.  Known as the “McNeill's Bridge” and later as the “William's Bridge,” 
it too was situated near US Highway 401.  Another early bridge in the same general area 
belonged to the Hodges family, and this bridge is believed to have been located where State 
Highway 217 crosses the Lower Little River, between US Highway 401 and the Cape Fear (Hairr 
and Powell 1992:38-40).  
 
Both highways cross the Lower Little River almost 15 miles downstream from Pope AFB and 
are much closer to the site of Chofferington and the mouth of the Lower Little River than they 
are to Pope AFB.  Unfortunately, the available sources are contradictory as to the location of the 
Daniel Monroe Bridge, which is believed to have spanned the Lower Little River immediately 
north of what is now Pope AFB.  One source, “Where Choeffington Once Stood” (Hairr and 
Powell 1992), is very specific about the locations of the Treadway, McNeill, and Hodges 
Bridges, but this source much vaguer about the location of the Monroe Bridge.  Their text 
suggests that the Monroe Bridge was located near State Highway 217, but all other sources and 
maps suggest that the Monroe Bridge was located immediately north of Pope AFB and not in the 
vicinity of Chofferington.  This impasse could be resolved if there were in fact two Monroe 
bridges: one inherited by Monroe near Chofferington, and the other located further upstream, 
where Monroe actually lived.  Even Hairr and Powell suggest this, discussing what could be 
considered two different bridges located in totally different portions of their report (Hairr and 
Powell 1992:39-40, 61-62).  
 
The first discussion of the Monroe Bridge (Hairr and Powell 1992:39-40) identifies it as the 
Stephen Phillip's Bridge, which was built in the 1750s and passed to Daniel Monroe (or Munroe) 
after the decline of Chofferington.  This is the bridge thought to be near State Highway 217.  
Monroe was allowed to collect bridge tolls, but there was a ford nearby for those who could not 
pay.  Bridge access became free in 1776.  In 1790, it was noted that the bridge was still valued at 
£160.  After both Monroe and his wife died, the bridge fell into disrepair.  
 
The second discussion of Daniel Monroe notes that Monroe was born March 8, 1728, and died 
58 years later, on December 10, 1786.  Monroe was reported to have owned a bridge over the 
Lower Little River, as well as a tavern, which was in operation as early as 1758.  He also 
operated a grist mill on the stream.  Monroe was apparently a man of some means, since he 
served as constable during the 1760s.  He was buried at the Old Scottish cemetery by 
McKeithan's Ferry on the west bank of the Cape Fear (Hairr and Powell 1992:61-62).  
 
While this information is not proof that Monroe operated two bridges, literally all other sources 
refer to a Monroe Bridge immediately north of Pope AFB.  Certainly all available sources 
indicate that Lord Cornwallis crossed a “Monroe Bridge” in this area in 1781.  Although the 
original bridge probably did not survive into this century, there was a Monroe Bridge in that 
same area when Fort Bragg was established.  
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A.2.2.4  The War of Independence 1775 – 1783 
The French and Indian War (1756-1763) eliminated the French and Spanish threat to Britain's 
colonies along the eastern seaboard, leaving the British in control of eastern North America.  To 
help defray the enormous war debt, the British government began a policy of taxing the 
American colonies.  This taxation was highly unpopular since the colonists had no say in the 
matter.  A break with Britain was formally proclaimed on July 4, 1776, in the Declaration of 
Independence.  
 
The first year of the war saw the retreat of the British from Boston and a largely internecine 
struggle between Patriots and Loyalists.  In the Cape Fear area, Royal Governor Martin tried to 
foment a loyalist uprising.  Already expelled from the colonial capital at New Bern, Martin 
operated out of a British warship moored at the mouth of the Cape Fear.  Martin hoped and the 
Patriots feared that the Highlanders would respond to his call (Rankin 1971:11-37).  
 
Many Highlanders answered the call, and the Cross Creek area became a staging point for 
loyalist elements throughout central North Carolina.  Many responded because they were 
relatively poor, without land, or were new to the area and had no attachments to the Patriot cause 
(Rankin 1971:35-37).  Many also knew first hand the power that the British government could 
bring to bear, and probably did not believe the Patriots could win (Powell 1989:108).  
 
For whatever reason, Loyalists began to congregate at Cross Creek in early 1776 for a march 
down the Cape Fear, where they would rendezvous with Martin's small British force at the 
mouth of the river.  Led by Donald McDonald, some 1,600 Loyalists began the march from 
Cross Creek on the west side of the river.  When confronted by a force of Patriots led by Colonel 
James Moore at the bridge over Rockfish Creek, McDonald's Loyalists returned to Cross Creek.  
Here they were ferried to the east bank and resumed their march on the opposite side of the river.  
This march line was finally intercepted on February 27, 1776, at Moore's Creek Bridge where the 
Loyalists were routed and much of their force was later captured.  After Moore's Creek, 
Highland Scot Loyalist activity subsided greatly (Rankin 1971:40-54; Braley 1987:21-22).  It 
was not until the invasion of Cornwallis five years later that most Loyalists dared to emerge from 
hiding.  
 
Lord Cornwallis's campaign through North Carolina was part of Britain's “Southern Strategy” for 
winning the war.  Inaugurated in December 1778 with the seizure of Savannah, the British soon 
re-established control over Georgia.  In 1780, Charleston was recaptured and South Carolina 
started to slip from Patriot control (McEvedy 1988:62).  In early 1781, the British commander, 
Charles Cornwallis, began the invasion of North Carolina, only to win a Pyrrhic victory at the 
battle of Guilford Courthouse on March 15, 1781.  After the battle, Cornwallis was determined to 
leave the Piedmont and make his way to Wilmington via Cross Creek for new supplies.  
Cornwallis left the Guilford Courthouse area and began his move toward Cross Creek on March 
18.  When the British reached Ramsey's Mill on Deep River, along what is now the south border 
of Chatham County, Cornwallis had to pause to build a bridge.  This gave Nathanael Greene, the 
American commander, a chance to trap the British.  Cornwallis, however, learned of this 
maneuver and crossed the Deep River ahead of time, on March 28.  Greene did not pursue the 
British any further with his main army because he too was short on supplies and because 
Cornwallis had entered “vile Toryish country” (Rankin 1971:313-315).  



Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan  APPENDIX A 
Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina  CULTURAL BACKGROUND FOR POPE AFB 
 

A-28 

 
According to local sources, Cornwallis's army crossed the Lower Little River at Monroe's Bridge 
just north of present-day Pope AFB around March 28, 1781.  The army passed what is now Fort 
Bragg's water filtration plant and crossed Pope AFB from north to south on the Monroe Road 
toward Cross Creek.  Local tradition maintains that Cornwallis visited the home of Daniel 
Monroe and his son Malcolm, which was located on the south side of the Lower Little River 
within what is now Pope AFB.  It is also held that Cornwallis left the route of the army to visit 
the community of Argyle, where he was entertained by Duncan Ray, a prominent Tory who then 
occupied the house of Malcolm Smith (Loftfield 1979:25-26).  
 
Cornwallis's route through Pope AFB is corroborated by a sketch map of Cumberland County 
compiled the following year.  According to this map, Cornwallis almost surely took the Hillsboro 
Road (“Road to Hillsboro”), which was the most direct route between Deep River in Chatham 
County and Cross Creek (Figure A-8).  The Monroe Road was just a small part of this overall 
route.  Cornwallis's presence brought a brief resurgence of Loyalist or Tory activity.  Loyalists 
who had been hounded for years were now able to exact revenge on their Patriot neighbors (also 
called Whigs).  One such incident occurred on what is now the west side of Fort Bragg Military 
Reservation.  On August 4, 1781, in an incident called the Piney Bottom Massacre, a group of 
local Tories led by John McNeill surprised and killed a similar group of local Whigs (Loftfield 
1979:26).  
 
Though the killings were later avenged (Braley 1987:22), the Piney Bottom Massacre was one of 
the last encounters of the War of Independence within North Carolina.  By August, Cornwallis 
was already engaged in a new offensive in Virginia, where he met with initial success.  By fall, 
however, he had become trapped by a French and American army and the main French battle 
fleet.  On October 17, 1781, Cornwallis and his army of 8,000 were forced to surrender at 
Yorktown, which effectively ended the War for Independence (McEvedy 1988:62).  Ironically, 
one of the townships of Cumberland County, “71st Township,” was named for the Highland 
Scots regiment that served under Cornwallis and surrendered with him at Yorktown (Parker 
1990:21).  

A.2.2.5  Early American Period 1783 – 1830s 
In the late 1700s and early 1800s, Cumberland County developed beyond subsistence farming 
and stock-raising, and the Cross Creek area continued to develop as a commercial and trading 
center.  However, the War of Independence left a permanent mark on the area, as Cross Creek 
became known as Fayetteville, in honor of the Marquis de Lafayette, George Washington's 
friend and Patriot commander.  Years before the end of the war, in 1778, the North Carolina 
General Assembly combined the communities of Cross Creek and Campbellton into a single 
entity called “Campbellton,” often referred to as Upper and Lower to distinguish the two 
settlements.  In 1783, the name was again changed from Campbellton to Fayetteville, the first of 
several communities throughout the United States to be so designated (McLean and Sellon 
1979:10).   
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Figure A-8 Sketch Map of Cumberland County, 1782; Route between Deep River and 
Cross Creek  
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Despite any lingering Tory associations, the community of Fayetteville was too important and 
too centrally located to be ignored.  For a number of years (1786, 1788-1790, and 1793), 
Fayetteville was the capital of North Carolina, with Market House serving as the state capitol 
building.  It was at Market House, on November 21, 1789, that North Carolina became the 
twelfth state to ratify the United States Constitution (McLean and Sellon 1979:10).  Years later, 
on March 4, 1825, General Lafayette came to visit the city during his last visit to the United 
States (McLean and Sellon 1979:13).  
 
By that time, Fayetteville was one of the principal cities of the state and could boast of a number 
of newspapers and schools.  The newspaper, “The Fayetteville Observer,” began in 1817 as the 
“Carolina Observer.”  The Fayetteville Academy opened its doors in 1799, and was followed by 
the Fayetteville School Association in 1818, the Ravenscraft Academy in 1831, and the 
Donaldson Academy the following year (McLean and Sellon 1979:13-14).  
 
By the early 1800s, clapboard constructions began to replace log houses as general wealth 
increased and the plantation system began to take hold, especially in the river valleys.  An 
unfortunate corollary of this development was the further spread of black slavery, which was 
well-established in the bottomlands by the end of the eighteenth century.  More common along 
the upland streams were the grist mills and saw mills that ground grain and planed the wood 
needed for the new clapboard houses (Loftfield 1979:21; Meyer 1961:103-105).  
 
The big agricultural staple in the Fayetteville area during this period was tobacco.  In the late 
1700s and early 1800s, Fayetteville competed successfully for its share of the tobacco market 
against the larger cities of Petersburg and Richmond in Virginia.  The city had three or four large 
warehouses, each one capable of handling thousands of hogsheads of tobacco.  There was even a 
chewing tobacco factory that operated from 1816 to 1826, after which the local tobacco trade 
went into decline (McLean and Sellon 1979:11-12).  
 
The local tobacco market had shrunk drastically by 1830, partly due to poor management at the 
state level.  The quality of North Carolina's tobacco inspection declined, while Virginia's 
improved, driving the best trade north (McLean and Sellon 1979:11-12).  The tobacco industry 
was in the doldrums, but it had already helped establish Fayetteville as one of the hubs of south 
central North Carolina.  
 
Tobacco also helped strengthen the tie between Fayetteville and the Piedmont, maintaining a 
connection that had existed since the mid-1700s.  During the heyday of the tobacco era, 
hogsheads were put on wheels and driven to the Fayetteville market from western North 
Carolina.  Fayetteville became the eastern terminus of much of the overland trade out of the 
North Carolina Piedmont.  Beyond that point, there was river transportation to Wilmington, with 
access to the sea (Myrover 1905:8, 10-11).  
 
Steamboat transportation became common on the Cape Fear between Wilmington and 
Fayetteville and attempts were soon made to extend river transportation even further upstream.  
The Fayetteville Canal, started in 1819 along the west side of the river, was projected to extend 
from Strodes Creek in the north, through the city, and back into the river downstream.  The 
Fayetteville Canal was one of North Carolina's first water improvement projects.  Though plans 
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Figure A-9 Fayetteville Road Network, MacRae and Brazier Map, 1883  
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were completed by 1819 and construction work was begun, it appears that the project was never 
completed (McLean and Sellon 1979:12; Robinson 1990:28).  
 
The development of the road network in and out of Fayetteville was far more important.  It can 
be seen on North Carolina maps that date to this era (Figure A-9).  Almost all roads west of 
Fayetteville funnel into the city, whereas there are far fewer connections with points east.  The 
number of roads west of Fayetteville is far greater than the number on the east side of the Cape 
Fear.  
 
Within the general area, the number of local roads increased during this period.  In addition to 
the Yadkin Road (also referred to as the Longstreet Road), there was a roughly parallel route 
called the Morganton Road, located just to the south and believed to have been blazed around 
1796 (Loftfield 1979:26).  The 1808 map depicts a crossroads community or possibly a single 
residence called “Campbells,” located along the Monroe Road just south of Lower Little River.  
Virtually nothing is known about this designation.  
 
When the local tobacco trade declined in the late 1820s, there was another agricultural staple 
waiting to replace it.  Cotton began to achieve local dominance in the 1830s, much as it had 
already done in South Carolina and other parts of the Deep South.  There, cotton had been pre-
eminent for decades, based on the invention of the cotton gin in the 1790s and the almost 
insatiable demand for the fiber in English factories.  
 
There had long been a demand for cotton clothing, which was both comfortable and easy to 
clean.  However, until the end of the eighteenth century, it was usually too expensive for 
common use.  Before the Industrial Revolution, it took at least twice as many man-days to 
produce a pound of cotton thread as it did for a comparable amount of silk, and at least six times 
as many as for wool (Johnson 1991:309).  
 
Starting in the 1770s in England, this situation was turned on its head.  First, there was 
Arkwright's spinning machine and Hargreave's jenny.  By the end of the 1700s, all English 
cotton was spun by machine and there was an increasing demand for it.  Another revolution in 
cotton manufacturing occurred when high-velocity gearing first went on line at a factory built in 
1818 by Fairbairn and Kennedy in Manchester.  By 1830, finished cotton accounted for more 
than half of Britain's export trade (Johnson 1991:309).  

A.2.2.6  Zenith of the Antebellum Era 1830 – 1861 
Countries around the world scrambled to supply Britain's demand for raw cotton.  Traditionally, 
cotton came from Egypt or India, but more accessible markets were soon developed.  The 
greatest of these were the plantations of the American South, where the cotton gin revolutionized 
the processing of raw fiber, beginning in the 1790s.  In the early 1800s, Southern cotton grabbed 
the lion's share of the market.  By 1830, Britain was importing 248 million pounds of cotton for 
its factories, 70 percent of which came from the southern US.  By 1860, 92 percent of the more 
than 1 billion pounds of cotton came from the South (Johnson 1991:310-311).  
 
The phenomenal rise of cotton brought on the heyday of the plantation system throughout the 
South, including Cumberland County.  Slavery, already entrenched, became common.  The 1850 
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Federal Census indicates that Cumberland County contained 12,447 whites, 7,217 black slaves, 
and 946 free blacks.  By 1860, 28 percent of white families had slaves, even though most of 
these (67%) owned fewer than 10 (Braley 1987:23). 
 
Fayetteville was largely reshaped during this era.  Much of the city was destroyed in the fire of 
May 29, 1831, when over 600 structures including Market House were burned.  The historic 
structure was rebuilt on the same spot.  Five years later, in 1836, the Federal government 
constructed a US Arsenal on Haymount Street, which became the storage center for arms in the 
Fayetteville area.  The Arsenal quickly became the pride of the city (McLean and Sellon 
1979:14).  
 
In the general area, of more immediate importance than cotton cultivation was the presence of 
cotton mills, most of which were small and used water power provided by sand hill and fall line 
streams.  Cotton mills became an important component of the local economy during the 1840s 
and by the time of the Civil War, the most prominent cotton factories were Blount's Creek, 
Mallett's, Rockfish, Beaver Creek, and Little River (or Murchison's).  All of these mills were 
wooden structures that produced ordinary cloth, cotton sheeting, and yarn (Myrover 1905:15). 
 
The first cotton mill was established in the Fayetteville area in 1824, but it later folded.  By about 
1840, it was reorganized as the Cross Creek Manufacturing Company.  Merchant's Mill on 
Blount's Creek was spinning cotton as early as 1836.  The Mallett (or Mallet) Cotton Mill began 
operation by mid-century, while the Rockfish-Melbane Manufacturing Company on Rockfish 
Creek was one of the oldest textile mills in the state (McLean and Sellon 1979:12-13, 15). 
 
Although cotton was the mainstay of most mills, there also were other mills.  Most of these were 
grist mills, but a few manufactured nails, linseed oil, and paper.  The largest of these was 
probably the paper mill on Rockfish Creek, which was in operation during the 1850s, but was 
destroyed by Sherman in 1865 (McLean and Sellon 1979:13).  
 
By far the largest mill in the area was the Manchester Factory (also known as the Murchison 
Mill) on the Lower Little River.  The Manchester Mill contained between 1,900 and 2,800 
spindles, depending on the source, and 55 plaid looms (Oates 1972:440; Parker 1990:103-104).  
Originally established around 1840, the water-power machinery was set up by Berry Davidson of 
Alamance County, who was active in the area between 1845 and the outbreak of the war (Oates 
1972:807).  At some point before it was burned by Sherman, it is believed to have made at least a 
partial switch to steam power (Parker 1990:103-104).  
 
The mill became the impetus for the growth of the Manchester community on the Lower Little 
River, about one mile northeast of present-day Pope AFB.  This soon led to the Manchester 
Bridge and a new road to Fayetteville, all of which quickly eclipsed the older Monroe Bridge and 
crossing area.  After the 1840s, the Monroe Bridge crossing would never again be as popular as 
that of Manchester.  As a rule, cotton cultivation could not be supported in the sand hills.  
However, the one industry thrived in this setting made a comeback around 1840: the naval stores 
industry.  From around 1840 to the Civil War, cotton in the bottomlands and naval stores in the 
uplands formed the core of regional antebellum prosperity.  
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During this period, the naval stores industry reached its height in the Cape Fear area.  Making 
use of the vast stands of long-leaf pines that still covered the sand hills, the industry was based 
on gum collection from live trees; the distillation of turpentine and rosin from the gum; and the 
manufacture of tar and pitch from dead wood and stumps.  Gum collection was the most 
essential aspect of the industry, and local naval stores expanded in the antebellum era with the 
development of semi-portable copper stills that could be set up in the interior.  This made some 
local processing possible, as well as cut down on the bulk that had to be transported to the large 
distilling centers on the coast, such as Wilmington and New Bern (Robinson 1991:12).  
As manufacturing and commerce increased during the first half of the nineteenth century, faster 
means of transportation became popular all over the Western world.  On the open sea, there was 
the development of the clipper ship, while steam became popular on river courses.  On land, 
transportation was much more costly, but even here there were turnpikes and “Macadamized” 
roads.  The most popular mode of land transportation was the railroad, perfected in Britain in the 
1810s and 1820s, and brought to the United States almost immediately thereafter.  By the late 
1830s, railroads were being laid throughout the United States, tying major cities together, but 
most importantly, providing reliable land transportation between inland areas and seaports.  
 
In the late 1830s and 1840s, when the first rails were being laid in North Carolina, Fayetteville 
worked hard to attract a local railroad.  For whatever reason, the city failed in this effort (Parker 
1990:57).  Raleigh and the cities of the Piedmont were connected to Virginia, New Bern, and 
Wilmington, as well as points in South Carolina, but not one of those lines passed through 
Fayetteville.  To compensate, by the late 1840s, Fayetteville began building “farmer's railroads” 
(Robinson 1986:32), more commonly known as plank roads.  
 
Constructed at a fraction of the cost of a railroad, plank roads originated in Canada in 1836, and 
soon became popular in various parts of New England, New York, and Pennsylvania.  Plank 
roads were constructed by preparing a road bed, then laying stringers along the edges and the 
middle of the bed.  Wooden planks were placed across the stringers.  These planks were covered 
with a thin layer of sand to hold the construction together (Fort Bragg n.d.; Braley 1987:24).  
 
There was a wave of support for plank roads in the North Carolina legislature: during the 1848-
1849 session, money was appropriated for the state's first farmer's railroad.  The “Fayetteville 
and Western Plank Road,” was to be between 10 and 20 feet wide, with a right of way of 100 
feet (Fort Bragg n.d.).  Plank roads were ideal for the Fayetteville area because pine wood was 
plentiful and the soil was sandy.  
 
The Fayetteville and Western Plank Road began construction in October 1849 in Fayetteville and 
progressed to the northeast, toward the Yadkin Valley.  The first 11 miles of construction took 
the line along what is now Murchison Road to the Manchester Mill on the Lower Little River, 
one mile east of what is now Pope AFB.  The final destination was to be Salisbury, but after a 
railroad line was laid through that town, the destination was shifted slightly north to Salem (Fort 
Bragg n.d.).  By completion in 1854, the Fayetteville and Western Plank Road was 129 miles 
long.  Often referred to as the Western Plank Road, it was the longest ever constructed in North 
Carolina (Loftfield 1979:32; Parker 1990:57).  
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During the 1850s, Fayetteville became the center of plank road construction in the state.  A total 
of six plank roads were either constructed or planned in the Fayetteville area.  While most of 
these were probably never built, the Western Plank Road was soon augmented by the Centre 
Plank Road between Fayetteville and Richmond County (Braley 1987:24; Parker 1990:57; 
Loftfield 1979:32).  
 
In the 1850s, Fayetteville had its first railroad, a local rail line connecting the city with the Egypt 
Coal Fields near Cumnock in present-day Lee County.  Built by the Western Railroad Company 
and known as the Western Railroad, this relatively short rail line crossed the Lower Little River 
west of Manchester.  After the Civil War, this rail line was incorporated into the much larger 
Cape Fear and Yadkin Valley Railway (Parker 1990:57; Loftfield 1979:32; Myrover 1905:19).  
This rail line's right-of-way formed much of the eastern boundary of what is now Pope AFB, 
clipping the northeast corner of the base.  Internal real estate records at Pope AFB indicate that 
this 4.95-acre rail line right-of-way, known as Tract 120, was obtained by the Western Railroad 
Company from D. Murchison on October 15, 1853.  
 
From all indications, the Manchester cotton mill dominated the area in the years before the Civil 
War.  Despite this dominance, cotton cultivation and the plantation system was not as prevalent 
in the general area as in some other portions of the state, largely due to the relatively poor sandy 
soil (O'Steen 1992:5).  Communities in the sand hills remained small.  Argyle, now often 
referred to as Longstreet after the local church, rarely had more than fifteen residents, while 
Inverness had approximately only ten residents (Loftfield 1979:31).  All of these local features, 
including the railroad, appear (somewhat inaccurately) on an 1861 Colton map of the area, which 
was one of the last local maps made before the Civil War (Figure A-10).  Unfortunately, virtually 
nothing is known about the Daniel Monroe house or any other settlement in the vicinity of 
Monroe Bridge.  

A.2.2.7  The Civil War 1861 – 1865 
While the plantation system of the Southern states reached its apogee in the 1840s and 1850s, the 
South itself felt increasingly threatened by national developments over which it had less and less 
control.  As the country expanded westward, the Missouri Compromise of 1821 promised parity 
between free states and slave states, based on the 36 degree 30 minute Parallel.  The compromise 
effectively divided the country into two spheres of influence.  Almost all national events that 
occurred between 1821 and 1861 can be viewed in that light.  
 
The “Cotton South,” led by South Carolina, left the Union shortly after Abraham Lincoln was 
elected the first Republican president in November of 1860.  Wilmington and much of the lower 
Cape Fear, similar to South Carolina with its cotton and a well-developed plantation system, 
vigorously campaigned for a similar response in North Carolina, but the rest of the state was not 
yet ready for secession.  Only after Fort Sumter and Lincoln's call for troops did North Carolina, 
Virginia, Tennessee, and Arkansas join the Southern Confederacy, which quickly moved its 
capital to Richmond. 
 
The middle and lower Cape Fear valley was strongly pro-Confederate, and unlike much of the 
rest of North Carolina, remained so throughout the war (Robinson 1990:8).  In Fayetteville, the 
US Arsenal, seized shortly after secession, was turned into a factory for making small arms.   
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Figure A-10 Colton Map of North and South Carolina, 1861
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Over 200 people worked there making rifles, pistols, ammunition, knapsacks, and artillery 
carriages (Parker 1990:70-75).  According to one source, even blast furnaces were being 
developed, although they were not finished before the war ended (McLean and Sellon 1979:13).  
 
Within the general area, it appears that the Manchester Mill was still the predominant feature.  
The Manchester community appears on a Confederate map of Cumberland County, dated to 
1863.  Though fragmented and in poor condition, the map clearly shows Manchester and the 
Western Railroad (Cumberland County 1863).  In 1863, the Manchester factory was owned by a 
D. L. Kivett, who used the plant to manufacture bobbins (Oates 1972:747).  
 
After four years of war, the Confederate government in Richmond was sorely pressed by Grant 
and the Army of the Potomac.  To the south, Sherman's army of 60,000 men was on the verge of 
marching into South Carolina from Savannah.  In mid-January 1865, Fort Fisher, the enormous 
sand embankment that protected Wilmington, fell to an amphibious assault.  By the end of 
February, both Charleston and Wilmington had fallen, and Sherman's troops had cut a line 
through South Carolina to Columbia and beyond.  
 
In early March 1865, Sherman was on the border of North Carolina.  A desperate Confederate 
government had placed General Joseph Johnston in charge of the state's defense, with orders to 
prevent Sherman from linking with Grant in Virginia, or even the much smaller Federal force 
under General Scofield, then in New Bern.  In the next month, on the march from the North 
Carolina line to a rendezvous with Schofield in Goldsboro, Sherman's troops would have to fight 
three engagements with the retreating Confederates, considerably more resistance than they had 
experienced in the four months since leaving Atlanta. 
 
The three engagements were Monroe's Crossroads (March 10), Averasboro (March 16), and 
Bentonville (March 19-21).  The first two were stings, and the last one a bite at the exposed left 
wing of Sherman's army, headed by Henry Slocum, and protected by General Hugh Judson 
Kilpatrick, the Federal cavalry commander (Figure A-11).  Kilpatrick was assigned to protect 
Slocum's exposed left flank and provide him with cover.  This had been rather easy during the 
South Carolina campaign, if only because the army had been marching in more or less a straight 
line, due north.  Above Columbia, however, Sherman's army began a broad arc to the east, in 
order to approach Fayetteville.  Situated on the outside track of this turn, Slocum's left wing had 
to move faster than the rest of the army, and Kilpatrick, on the left side of Slocum, had to move 
faster still.  As Sherman's army approached Fayetteville, the situation became even more 
confused, as units were funneled toward the city from the west and south.  There were even 
instances where retreating Confederates found themselves marching beside advancing Federal 
troops, all en route to Fayetteville (Belew 1994).  
 
By the evening of March 9th, Kilpatrick and at least one brigade of his cavalry division were at 
Monroe's Crossroads along the Morganton Road, just south of the Yadkin Road and about six 
miles west of Argyle.  Kilpatrick had set up camp on the grounds of two plantations, Rocky 
Mount and Green Springs, using the home of Charles M. Monroe as headquarters (Loftfield 
1979:27; Belew 1994).  Earlier that day, Kilpatrick had learned that his forces occupied ground 
between the Confederate Infantry Corps commanded by William J. Hardee, already passing 
through Fayetteville, with the Confederate cavalry riding hard to close the distance.  Kilpatrick 
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then sealed off three of the four parallel roads that led into Fayetteville from the west: the 
Morganton, the Yadkin immediately to his north, and the Chicken Road to his south 
(Figure A-11).  
 
Kilpatrick had baited the trap, but due to a mistake or misunderstanding, the trap had no teeth.  
The pickets that should have been west and north of the Morganton Road were in fact positioned 
to the south.  Incredibly, no one was in position to warn of the approach of the Confederate 
cavalry that would be riding in from the west (Belew 1994).  
 
To make matters worse for Kilpatrick, the Confederate cavalry approaching from the west was a 
united command comprised of Butler's cavalry division and Wheeler's corps, all under the 
command of General Wade Hampton.  When the Confederate commanders realized the 
opportunity that awaited them on the Morganton Road, they decided to attack at daybreak the 
next day.  
 
Based on Shelby Foote's (1986:822) estimate of Hampton's combined troop strength in early 
March, the Confederates probably numbered around 4,000, while Kilpatrick's cavalry division 
had twice that number.  The numbers that would be involved in the engagement were smaller 
than that on both sides.  The Confederates could not bring their full strength to bear, just as 
Kilpatrick was camped at Monroe's Crossroads with just one-third of his command. 
 
At dawn on March 10th, Butler's cavalry division, supported by Wheeler, led a surprise attack 
against Kilpatrick's camp.  Their initial assault drove the unprepared Federal cavalry off the 
plantation clearings and into the surrounding woods.  Kilpatrick would have been captured, 
except that he had just gotten out of bed and was not in uniform.  He too escaped into the woods 
(Belew 1994).  Although surprised, the Federal troopers soon recovered, while the Confederates 
wasted precious time by looting Kilpatrick's camp.  As the Federal cavalry regrouped and 
counterattacked, the Confederates were soon forced to withdraw.  By late morning, the 
Confederate cavalry was once again on the Morganton Road, heading for Fayetteville, having 
left the field to Kilpatrick's command.  However, Kilpatrick had learned his lesson.  The next day 
he moved his cavalry division off the left flank of the army and into the midst of an infantry 
column.  The next evening, instead of pickets, he threw up defense works (Belew 1994).  
 
For the infantry, any embarrassment for the cavalry was fuel for gossip, and Monroe's 
Crossroads soon became known throughout Sherman's army as “Kilpatrick's Shirt-tail 
Skedaddle” (Barrett 1956:130; 1963:301-311).  In his official report, Kilpatrick excused the 
engagement by claiming that he was attacked by three divisions of cavalry, representing the 
flower of Southern chivalry under the command of Wade Hampton (Davis et al. 1895:857-863).  
 
The site of the battle of Monroe's Crossroads, now located near the center of Fort Bragg, in what 
is now Hoke County, has been designated a historic archeological site, 31HK249 (O'Steen 
1992:6).  Considering that the close outcome of the engagement, it is remarkable that the battle is 
relatively unknown.  Shelby Foote's magisterial narrative of the Civil War does not even mention 
it in passing.  One reason is that Kilpatrick and Sherman both downplayed the engagement in 
their correspondence and subsequent reports.  Kilpatrick's near-capture by Confederate cavalry  
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Figure A-11 Locations of Monroe’s Crossroad, Averasboro, and Bentonville Battlefields, 
Civil War Era Map 



Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan  APPENDIX A 
Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina  CULTURAL BACKGROUND FOR POPE AFB 
 

A-40 

was just too embarrassing to allow a full disclosure (Ken Belew, personal communication 1994).  
Despite the delay at Monroe's Crossroads, Sherman's troops began their entry into Fayetteville 
on March 11th.  The city had already been vacated by the retreating Confederates.  Ironically, the 
breastworks that had been thrown up back in February to defend the city had been placed on the 
north side, on a bluff above the Cape Fear, apparently with the expectation that Sherman would 
approach from that direction (Robinson 1990).  
 
Once in control of Fayetteville, Sherman sent details throughout the area to burn most of the 
cotton factories including the Manchester Mill, which was later rebuilt.  Before Sherman pulled 
out of Fayetteville on March 14, he destroyed the Arsenal with explosives and battering rams 
(McLean and Sellon 1979:13; Junior Service League 1970; Parker 1990:70-75).  A few days out 
of Fayetteville, at Averasboro, 11,000 Confederates under Hardee fought a successful delaying 
action against Kilpatrick's cavalry and Slocum's divisions (Foote 1986:827).  This action cost 
Slocum's wing of the army a full day's advance, offering enough of a separation between Slocum 
and the right wing under Oliver Howard, for Confederate Commander Joe Johnston to hatch the 
battle plan of Bentonville, fought between March 19th and 21st. Originally conceived as a trap for 
Slocum, the battle was soon joined by the rest of Sherman's army.  Finally it was Johnston who 
had to escape from a trap.  Johnston retreated toward Smithville, while Sherman kept his 
rendezvous with Schofield in Goldsboro.  
 
A month later, the war in the East was over.  The Confederates abandoned Richmond in early 
April, and General Robert E. Lee surrendered at Appomattox on April 9, 1865.  As a 
consequence, Johnston felt he had no alternative but to do the same, provisionally surrendering 
to Sherman at Durham Station on April 17th and again on April 26th after the terms were 
tightened.  The last hold-out, Kirby-Smith, surrendered the Trans-Mississippi Department one 
month later and the Civil War was at last concluded.  

A.2.2.8  Old Ways and New 1865 – 1917 
The collapse of the Confederacy brought in its wake Reconstruction, which in some states lasted 
until 1877.  After the election of President Hayes, the Southern states were allowed to sort out 
their own internal affairs, which in most cases meant a restoration of the old regime.  Slavery 
was gone forever, but an elaborate system of tenant farming was erected in its place.  The planter 
class, however, was never again as powerful as it was before the war.  Small farming became 
more important, and organizations like the Grange and the Farmers' Alliance secured a place for 
small farmers in the political constellation of the South by the late 1800s.  
 
Politically, this was a period of considerable flux, as different groups jockeyed for power.  It was 
also a period of considerable poverty.  For this reason, the rest of the 1800s saw a continuation of 
older economic trends that had already been established before the Civil War.  Only in the early 
years of the twentieth century did new economic trends become apparent in the general area.  
 
The collapse of the plantation system led to serious dislocations throughout the lower Cape Fear 
valley.  For those who had formerly been slaves, sharecropping and tenancy became the norm.  
Most others continued the tradition of small farming, which had always been strong in the sand 
hill area (O'Steen 1992:6; Braley 1987:24).  Another tradition that continued into the post-war 
era was the naval stores industry.  However, by the 1880s, the best stands of pine had been 
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depleted and the bulk of the industry moved south (Robinson 1991:12).  Even so, remnants of the 
industry remained behind and survived for many years.  Foremost of these hold-outs within the 
area was the “turpentine plantation” of Daniel McDiarmid, who owned large tracts along the 
Lower Little River, mostly on the north side (Hood 1992).  
 
This continuation of older trends can be seen in the series of maps that depict the general area in 
the late 1800s.  The first of these is the McDuffie Map of 1868 (Figure A-12), which shows that 
the general area had changed little since before the war.  The Manchester community is still 
shown, as are the Plank Road, the Western Railroad, and the Munroe (Monroe) Road.  The next 
map, dated to 1882 (Figure A-13), also shows Manchester, but the old Western Railroad has 
been incorporated into the Cape Fear and Yadkin Valley line, with its links to other railroads to 
the northwest (Kerr and Cain 1882).  
 
The most detailed of the late nineteenth century maps is the 1884 McDuffie map of Cumberland 
County (Figure A-14).  It shows the full range of small farming and milling in the general area in 
the late 1880s.  In addition to the Manchester cotton factory, small mills dot the Lower Little 
River and most of the small creeks that feed it.  McDiarmid's place is shown on the north side of 
the river.  The Cape Fear and Yadkin Valley Railroad is clearly shown, but it appears that the old 
plank road was either no longer in service or was no different from any other local road.  Within 
the area of present-day Pope AFB, the Monroe Road was still intact and remained one of the 
most direct routes into Fayetteville from the north.  Adjacent to the Lower Little River is the J. 
D. Williams Mill, rated at 198 horsepower.  Much smaller and on the south side of what would 
become Pope AFB, was the McFadyen (or McFayden) Mill, rated at 20 horsepower.  The 
McFadyen Mill was located on what is now called Tank Creek.  
 
In 1884, most of the smaller mills were grist mills (Loftfield 1979:24).  Within the area of the 
Lower Little River, the McDuffie map indicates that the soil was gray sand with clay subsoil that 
commonly produced corn, cotton, wheat, rye, and tobacco.  The ridge tops south of the Lower 
Little had light sandy soil, suitable for long leaf pines, wire grass, and sheep herding.  The 
agricultural yield of the ridge top area was more restricted than the bottom lands: peas, sweet 
potatoes, and grapes.  
 
By 1896, Fayetteville was relatively well-connected to surrounding areas by further extensions 
of the Cape Fear and Yadkin Valley Railroad (Figure A-15).  The original line to the northwest 
was now augmented by other lines that radiated out of the city in three other directions, tying 
Fayetteville with Wilmington, Smithfield and Raleigh, and Bennettsville, South Carolina.  
Argyle, Inverness, and Manchester are still depicted as small communities.  
 
It was toward the end of the nineteenth century that Manchester probably reached its height as a 
mill town.  The community was incorporated in 1895, and by the turn of the century had attained 
a population of 1,000 people (Parker 1990:91).  The zenith of Manchester was characteristic of 
economic development throughout the general area in the late 1800s, where old economic trends 
reached their peak, if only because there was nothing yet available to replace them.  By the turn 
of the century however, this would no longer be the case.  In the early 1900s, the local economy 
began to reflect changes that were already occurring in other parts of the country, and the old 
economy, not that strong anyway, began to fade away.  Manchester was one of the first victims,  
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Figure A-12 McDuffie Map of Cumberland County, 1868
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Figure A-13 Kerr and Cain of North Carolina, 1882 
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Figure A-14 McDuffie Map of Cumberland County, 1884  
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Figure A-15 North Carolina and South Carolina Post Route Map, 1896 
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as the improved transportation network in and out of Fayetteville made its mill obsolete.  In the 
early 1900s, Manchester entered a period of decline, and by the 1920s, its town government was 
dead (Parker 1990:91). 
 
A new transportation network tied Fayetteville more fully into the regional and even national 
economic network.  Electric lights were introduced into Fayetteville in the 1890s (McLean and 
Sellon 1979:15).  In the rural areas, new agricultural ventures were made possible by the 
expanded market for truck farming.  In the early years of the 1900s, it was discovered that the 
sand hills were suitable for the cultivation of peaches and dewberries (Stephenson 1991:7). 
 
Despite the advance of truck farming, the sandy soil was still better suited to forest products than 
to agriculture.  Even the pine stands, however, were on the decline.  After the demise of large-
scale naval stores activity in the late 1800s, those left behind engaged in the occupation of last 
resort: clear-cut timbering.  Since there was no forest regulation, most pine stands were denuded.  
By the late 1910s and 1920s, most pine forests had been cut-over, making the land cheap and 
relatively useless for other agricultural pursuits (Loftfield 1979:23-24).  Clear-cutting literally 
paved the way for the establishment of Fort Bragg and Pope Field in the closing days of 
World War I.  
 
Improved transportation also brought another asset to the sand hill area: people with money to 
spend on recreation.  By the early 1900s, railroads west of the area were bringing people to 
Pinehurst and Southern Pines, where they could take advantage of the traditional Scottish game 
of golf.  Just north of Pope AFB was the development of Overhills, established on the old 
turpentine plantation of Daniel McDiarmid (Hood 1992).  
 
Established at the turn of the century, when the “country-club movement” was in full swing, 
Overhills comprised some 15,000 acres on the north side of the Lower Little River, 13,000 acres 
of which had been McDiarmid's old turpentine plantation.  McDiarmid's land had been bought by 
William Johnston, a Liverpool ship owner, who used the land as a hunting preserve.  
 
Johnston and his friends formed the Croatian Club of Manchester, which was a hunting club 
(Hood 1992:8.1).  In the 1920s, most of this hunting preserve was bought by Percy A. 
Rockefeller.  By 1922, the area was organized into the Overhills Land Company, with 
Rockefeller drawing in other investors, such as W. Averell Harriman.  The Overhills Land 
Company reached its height with the construction of the polo barn and “Croatian,” Rockefeller’s 
second winter home (Hood 1992).  The Rockefeller family kept ties to Overhills until the 1940s, 
and even today it is a remarkable environment of lakes, golf-courses, stables, and residences 
(Stephenson 1991:13).  
 
Though remarkable, Overhills was a small development compared to what was happening on the 
south side of the Lower Little River.  Driven by the need for vast training areas for troops and 
artillery crews during the First World War, this area was soon acquired by the Federal 
government and was turned into Camp Bragg and its airstrip known as Pope Field.  Both were 
the early precursors to modern Fort Bragg and Pope AFB.  
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A.3  Brief History of Pope Air Force Base  
The history of Pope Air Force Base begins in the World War I timeframe.  The United States 
(US) entered World War I in April of 1917.  The US was largely unprepared for the struggle, so 
until early 1918 much time was spent raising, equipping, and training an army, which then had to 
be transported to Europe.  Only by the summer of 1918 were American forces present in 
sufficient numbers to tip the scales in favor of the Allies.  By September, the Germans were in 
unstoppable retreat, which led directly to the Armistice of November 11, 1918.   

A.3.1 Creation of Camp Bragg 1918 
A number of grizzly innovations came out of the war.  Artillery fire was raised to an art form, 
with rolling barrages and sophisticated long-range cannons that could project shells enormous 
distances.  Using a special gun, the Germans could even shell Paris from behind their trenches 
over 50 miles away.   
 
No less amazing were the developments in aviation.  America's proto-air force, the Aeronautical 
Division of the Signal Corps, was organized in 1907 but was hardly a fighting force at the 
beginning of the war (Junior Service League 1970).  An American Air Corps had to be created 
largely from scratch.  It was the drastic improvement in artillery, essential to trench warfare, 
which was the impetus for the creation of a large military reservation in the sand hills west and 
north of Fayetteville.  A new and enormous range was needed for modern artillery practice and 
training.  The War Department in Washington, D.C. began considering different locations for 
such a range in the spring and summer of 1918 (US GPO 1924).  
 
In June, General William J. Snow, Chief of Artillery for the US Army, sent Colonel Edward P. 
King out in an automobile to find a suitable site for a new artillery training camp.  The only 
stipulations were that it had to be south of Washington, D.C., for the weather, close to rail 
transportation, and on land that would not otherwise be taken out of cultivation.  Traveling with 
King was Dr. T. Wayland of the US Geological Survey.  After coursing through Virginia and the 
upper part of North Carolina, they crossed the Lower Little River around Manchester and 
encountered the sand hill region west and north of Fayetteville.  Even the initial examination told 
them that their search was at an end (Markham and Roberts 1993:13; Parker 1990:115).  In July, 
the Fayetteville newspapers learned that the sand hills north and west of town had been selected 
for an enormous artillery range (Winters 1918).  On August 21st, the War Department authorized 
the acquisition of the new military reservation.  The site was named “Camp Bragg,” after 
Captain Braxton Bragg, commander of Battery C of the 3rd Artillery at the Battle of Buena Vista 
during the war with Mexico (Fort Bragg c.1967:26; US Army 1988:814; Markham and Roberts 
1993:13).  Of course, Braxton Bragg is better known as the Confederate commander of the Army 
of Tennessee, but apparently the installation was not named for that distinction.  
 
Construction of the Camp Bragg cantonment began in early September 1918, with initial 
construction costs pegged at $7 million.  To save on manpower during war-time, the work force 
was composed mostly of Cubans and Puerto Ricans imported for the task (Braley 1987:24-25; 
Markham and Roberts 1993:13).  Initially, the Army planned to build a six-brigade field artillery 
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center.  As a result of the Armistice, these plans were scaled back in December to allow for just 
two brigades (US Army 1988:814).  
 
Initial construction was completed in February of 1919 (Markham and Roberts 1993:13).  At that 
time, Camp Bragg's first garrison was brought from Camp McClellan, Alabama.  These included 
artillery forces, the 32nd Balloon Company, the 84th Photographic Section, the 25th Radio 
Detachment, and the 1st Air Squadron (Fort Bragg c.1967:31).  In March, the Field Artillery 
Brigade Firing Center was established, and by April contained some 101 officers and 977 
enlisted men (US Army 1988:814).  In July of 1919, Camp Bragg was officially designated an 
Army post (US Army 1988:814), and Congress voted to make it permanent in December of that 
year (Markham and Roberts 1993:13-14).  
 
Before construction work could begin, the area first had to be surveyed.  This was done by the 
US Geological Survey in 1918.  Within the area that would become Pope Field, the survey map 
showed the Monroe Bridge and the Monroe Road, trending northwest-southeast.  The map also 
depicted the local rail line, now referred to as the Atlantic and Yadkin Railroad.  Also shown 
were the Manchester Bridge and Community (Figure A-16).  Aside from Manchester, perhaps 
the most historical feature on the map was the Monroe Bridge and Road.  While the 1918 bridge 
almost certainly did not date to the 1700s, it is reasonable to assume that this location was the 
site of perhaps several bridges.  
 
The construction of Camp Bragg began the removal of the local civilians throughout much of the 
upland area between the Lower Little River and Rockfish Creek.  As cantonment construction 
progressed, the government compensated the small farmers that were displaced.  At that time, an 
estimated 170 families were affected within the boundaries of Camp Bragg (O'Steen 1992:6; 
Loftfield 1979:22).  A compilation of the pre-military property owners followed closely on the 
heels of the original mapping work.  This information has been preserved on at least two early 
property maps, dated to 1919 and 1920.  Some of the individuals or families that held land within 
present-day Pope AFB were N. W. Ray, Fannie R. and Charles H. Clark, Isaac Murchison, Fred 
and James Monroe, A. D. McKenzie, the Clarks, Carters, and the Fairleys (Figure A-17). 
 
According to a military map dated to 1943, there was a cemetery located near the center of the 
soon-to-be Pope Field.  This was the “Monroe Burial,” said to contain, “three white and 17 
Negro,” graves.  According to the map and a tradition still preserved at Pope, this cemetery was 
located at the center of the base, underneath the main runway.  While this grave site has been 
identified as a Monroe Family plot, it appears that it does not include the grave site of Daniel 
Monroe, who reportedly was buried near Chofferington.  
 
One potential home site survived until at least the mid-1940s.  An untitled aerial photograph, 
dating to around 1946 and showing the property lines of Pope Field, shows a home site 
immediately east of Reilly Road in the vicinity of Tank Creek (often referred to in pre-military 
days as McDuffie Creek).  This area is depicted as private property, sandwiched between the 
sub-depot area and base squadron (Figure A-18).  Virtually nothing is known about this potential 
house site, except that the property was part of Parcel 12, which belonged to D. M. Fairley just 
before Camp Bragg was established (Figure A-17).  Unfortunately, this area was bulldozed in 
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Figure A-16 Camp Bragg Artillery Training Center Map, 1918 
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Figure A-17 Fort Bragg Property Map, 1920
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Figure A-18 Aerial Photograph of Pope Airfield, 1946 
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later years and now lies underneath the northern end of the northeast-southwest runway (Richard 
Roller, personal communication 1994).  At present, it is not known whether this potential house 
site had any affiliation with the Monroe family.  However, the whole area around the modern 
landing strip can boast a connection.  In recognition of the Monroes, the Army and the Air Force 
erected a plaque at the edge of a Pope Park on the north side of the runway.  This plaque 
commemorates the “Monroe Land Grant” on which Pope is now situated:  
 

In memory of the pioneers from Scotland and many other lands who settled this 
area in the eighteenth century, raised their families and built the American 
nation.  Buried nearby are members of the Monroe family who received their land 
grant from the British Crown in 1770.  Departments of the Army and the Air 
Force, September 5th, 1993. 

A.3.2 Creation of Pope Field 1919 
The establishment of Pope Field in 1919 is inextricably linked to Camp Bragg.  From the 
beginning, the land was part of the original Camp Bragg military reservation, just as the air 
service itself was a part of the US Army.  Pope and Bragg developed together and it is almost 
impossible to separate one history from the other.  In the early days, “Pope Field” was an Army 
airstrip that served Camp Bragg; there was no clear division between Bragg and Pope.  
 
Pope Field began about the time that the initial Bragg construction was nearing completion.  In 
early January of 1919, the 276th Aero Squadron, after a year in France, was being readied for 
transfer from Camp Jackson, near Columbia, South Carolina, to their new facilities at Camp 
Bragg.  First Lieutenant Harley Halbert Pope was the advance officer in charge of the transfer 
and was responsible for charting the best flight course between the two camps (Junior Service 
League 1970).   
 
On January 7, 1919, Harley Pope and Sergeant Walter W. Fleming took off in a “Jenny” for 
Camp Bragg (Junior Service League 1970).  Apparently the weather was bad and they got lost, 
which cost them precious fuel.  According to one source, they flew along the railroad tracks to 
Raleigh, and then backtracked to Fayetteville.  When their plane ran out of fuel, they tried to 
make a landing in the Cape Fear but hit a railroad bridge on the approach (Oates 1972:426).  
Another source claims that they hit tree tops on their approach to the river (Junior Service 
League 1970).  Either way, both Pope and Fleming were killed in the crash.   
 
The following month, the air strip began operation as the Camp Bragg Flying Field.  In March, it 
was formally designated a base and on April 1, 1919, it was named Pope Air Field or simply 
Pope Field, in honor of First Lieutenant Harley Pope, who was posthumously made first base 
commander (Junior Service League 1970; US Air Force 1989:479).  Although the Air Force did 
not at the time exist as a separate branch of the service, Pope is generally considered one of the 
oldest installations in the Air Force (Drucker and Jackson 1987a:8.1; US Army Corps of 
Engineers n.d.).  Like the rest of Camp Bragg, the original facilities at Pope Field were 
constructed between September 1918 and early 1919.  The original constructions were simple, as 
befit a branch of the Army that was considered better suited for reconnaissance and weather 
observation than serious fighting (Figure A-19).  
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Figure A-19 Field Artillery Training Center Map 
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The core of Pope Field was a single dirt airstrip that was oriented more-or-less north-south 
(Drucker and Jackson 1987c).  Monroe Road was re-routed to the northeast to accommodate the 
landing field.  At the north end of the field, adjacent to Monroe Road, were four wooden hangars 
that served the field (Figure A-20).  Further to the south, along Monroe Road east of the landing 
strip, was a small encampment labeled “Military Aeronautics.”  Most of the other cultural 
features depicted were holdovers from an earlier time: McFayden's Pond, the railroad tracks, the 
Western Plank Road, which was now just a name rather than a real plank road (Lea 1919).  Tank 
Creek, also apparently known as McDuffie's Creek, had not yet been re-routed and channelized.  
Northwest of the airstrip, along Lower Little River, was the Camp Bragg water treatment and 
pumping plant, located beside Monroe Bridge (Camp Bragg c.1919).  Today, the plant is just 
outside the boundaries of Pope AFB; still operational, this facility is believed to be one of the 
oldest standing structures on Fort Bragg.   
 
In addition to these general maps, the original structures of Pope Field were also drawn in more 
detail by J. E. Sirrine in 1918 and 1919.  The four-hangar area was known as Aviation Field 
(Figure A-21).  It was precisely in this area that Building 708 (Hangars 4 and 5) would be 
constructed in the 1930s to replace at least one of the original hangars.  The encampment, 
identified as “Military Aeronautics,” was the cantonment for the 276th Aero Squadron, stationed 
at Pope Field beginning in 1919 (Figure A-22).  This Aero Squadron cantonment has been gone 
for decades, but it was located south of what is now Fleming Hall and immediately east of 
present-day Reilly Street.  
 
The layout of the first Pope Field cantonment area appears to have been typical for a World War 
I encampment, when most buildings were arranged in quadrangular blocks, set off by streets that 
were 50 feet wide (Garner 1993:62-65).  During this time, the smallest administrative line unit of 
the Army Air Corps was the “squadron,” which was comparable to a company in the regular 
Army.  Each squadron had its own compliment of buildings: a command post, Camp Bragg 
supply room, day room, mess hall, and between one and four barracks.  Other buildings were 
optional and less likely in a small cantonment: theaters, assembly halls, dispensaries, depots, 
arsenals, warehouses, post exchanges, and bakeries (Garner 1993:19).  It would appear that the 
Pope Field Squadron had few, if any, of these amenities.  
 
Most World War I mobilization buildings were based on standardized plans known as Series 
600.  The original plans were prepared by the Construction Division of the Army Quartermaster 
Corps around 1903, and were identified as Series 600 by the time of the war.  The cantonment 
buildings in Series 600 were designed to be temporary and cheap to build.  Most were unpainted, 
one-story, gable-roofed buildings with single sash windows, metal chimneys, and tar-paper roofs 
(Garner 1993:22).  The later Series 600 buildings, introduced in 1917, were often two-story, with 
stud frame construction.  They also had horizontal plank walls, not the earlier board and batten 
(Garner 1993:25, 35).  By the time of the world war, construction of these buildings was based 
on modules spanning 20 feet with 7-foot bay areas for windows.  Enlisted men's barracks came 
in three sizes: 20 x 63 feet (37 men), 20 x 70 feet (43 men), and 20 x 147 feet (97 men).  The 
buildings were heated by wood or coal-burning stoves placed in the middle of the barracks.  
Latrines and showers were located in separate facilities (Garner 1993:22-25).  Most World War I 
hangars for the Army Air Corps were temporary timber-framed structures that were designed in 
1917 by Detroit architect Albert Kahn.  Each hangar enclosed a 66 by 122 foot area and was 
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Figure A-20 Wooden Hangars, 1918 
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 Figure A-21 Aviation Field Construction Drawing of Four-Hangar Area, 1919
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Figure A-22 Pope Field Cantonment Area Site Map, 1919 
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designed to hold six to eight aircraft.  The gambrel-style roof was supported by a modified Pratt 
truss.  In 1918, similar designs for permanent steel hangars were introduced (Garner 1993:30), 
but it does not appear that these were constructed at Pope Field.  From all indications, the first 
hangars at Pope were wooden structures. 

A.3.3 Camp Bragg and Pope Field 1920 
In the 1920s, Pope Field was an integral part of the Bragg Army reservation, and its fate was tied 
to that of the Army post itself.  Throughout early 1919, the fate of Camp Bragg was secure, if 
only because, technically-speaking, the First World War did not end until the Versailles Peace 
Treaty was signed in June of 1919.  By 1921, though, the war was long over and a new 
administration was in power that promised drastic reductions in military expenditure.   
 
On July 27, 1921, Camp Bragg was ordered vacated by military authorities in Washington, D.C. 
Intense political pressure succeeded in getting the order reversed in September, but it was not for 
another year that Bragg's status was finally determined.  In September of 1922, Camp Bragg was 
declared to be a permanent installation for all Army artillery units east of the Mississippi River.  
It was at this time that the name was changed from Camp Bragg to Fort Bragg (US Army 
1988:814; Loftfield 1979:32; Markham and Roberts 1993:13-14; O'Steen 1992:6). 
 
Fort Bragg made a break with the past in the 1920s, though much of this break was 
unintentional.  In March of 1925, a fire on the north side of the Lower Little River got out of 
control, jumped the river, and consumed over 90,000 acres within the military reservation.  Most 
of the homes that had escaped destruction during initial construction were now burned to the 
ground (Braley 1987:25; O'Steen 1992:6).  The fire destroyed the Malcolm Smith house in 
Argyle, built around 1740 (Loftfield 1979:25).  According to another source, the 1925 fire also 
destroyed another historic house, possibly the Monroe house, where Lord Cornwallis supposedly 
paid his toll to use the bridge over the Lower Little River (Fort Bragg c.1967:57-61).  
 
Coincidentally, the 1925 fire preceded a new program of construction at Fort Bragg.  In 1926, in 
response to an outcry against substandard quarters for Army personnel, Congress passed a bill to 
improve Army housing.  Seven hundred eighty-seven thousand dollars was appropriated for 
Bragg, specifically for new barracks and officers' housing.  The new structures were designed 
with the aid of the American Institute of Architects (Drucker and Jackson 1987a:8.3; Braley 
1990: vol.  I:17-18).  As a direct result of this bill, the historic district of Fort Bragg, often 
referred to as “Old Post,” was established in 1927 (O'Steen 1992:6; Fayetteville Observer 1927).  
 
The 1927 construction was followed by another wave of construction that took place between 
1928 and 1930.  During this period, the older temporary constructions on the base were torn 
down and replaced by permanent buildings (Fort Bragg c.1967:65).  For this reason, the oldest 
extant military buildings on the reservation (with the possible exception of the pumping plant on 
the Lower Little River) are believed to date to this time.  
 
While Bragg got a facelift during the 1920s, there was relatively little new construction at Pope 
Field.  No new hangars were built and the airstrip was without a lighting system and beacon until 
1930 (US Air Force 1989:482).  As was common for that time, the landing strip was a large 
grassy field: pilots often had to buzz the strip before landing to chase away the deer (Junior 
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Service League 1970).  Almost all Pope Field construction was located along Monroe Road, 
which would later be renamed Reilly Road.  This was the main route to Pope Field from Bragg, 
and at least part of the course was actually laid out in cobblestones.  The back way into Pope was 
a dirt trail that later became Armistead Road (Louis 1989).  
 
While the decade of the 1920s was not a big construction era for Pope Field, the base was in the 
forefront of changes that would revolutionize the air service.  Known as the “Army Air Service” 
from February 1919 to 1926, and the “Army Air Corps” from 1926 to World War II, the air 
service was beginning its transformation from a relatively minor adjunct of the Army to an 
independent branch of the military (US Air Force 1989:482).  This change was rather slow at 
first.  The 276th Aero Squadron, and later the 22nd Squadron, was assigned to Fort Bragg and 
Pope Field primarily to provide aerial observation for artillery units on the ground.  Equipped 
with aerial balloons and biplanes like the Curtis JN4-D “Jenny” and the Boeing DH-4Ms 
“DeHaviland,” the air units at Pope Field generally performed support services like aerial 
photography, mapping, artillery spotting, forest fire observation, and even mail delivery 
(Drucker and Jackson 1987a:8.1; US GPO 1924; Louis 1989).  
 
Despite this adjunct role, Pope personnel made aviation history.  Lieutenants Leroy A. Walthall 
and Edward P. Gaines set a speed record on January 28, 1922, when they flew a DeHaviland 
from Montgomery, Alabama, to Pope Field.  On July 4, 1923, the first parachute jump was made 
at Fort Bragg and Pope Field from artillery observation balloons secured as floating platforms.  
At around this time, Pope Field was home to about 13 planes and was served by no more than 40 
officers and enlisted men (Fort Bragg c.1967:45, 51).  
 
Although observation continued to play an important role in the Pope Field mission, the late 
1920s saw the development of bombing techniques that would allow the Army Air Force to 
become a pivotal component of the war effort during World War II.  Aerial bombing had been 
practiced during the First World War, but the planes used were relatively primitive, had a short 
range, carried a small bomb load, and were notoriously inaccurate.  In most instances, it was 
assumed that precision bombing of a military target could not be carried out from the air.  
 
All of this changed in the early 1920s with William “Billy” Mitchell.  Using a captured German 
vessel and obsolete American ships, Mitchell demonstrated on at least three occasions that 
battleships could be sunk from the air.  Although Mitchell was court-marshaled for 
insubordination in 1925, his actions forced the Army brass to realize the military potential of the 
airplane.  
 
Following on the heels of Mitchell's success, was the work of Major Carl Spaatz.  In 1927, 
Spaatz led a squadron of 14 Keystone B-1 Bombers out of Pope Field on a bombing run over a 
condemned bridge on the Pee Dee River (Drucker and Jackson 1987a:8.1).  The success of this 
operation led to an enlargement of the Pope Field mission to include bomber training (US Air 
Force 1989:482).  

A.3.4 Pope Field Expansion 1930 
By the 1930s, Fort Bragg had been in existence for over a decade, and had developed a 
symbiotic relationship with the small communities that ringed the base.  The mill town of 
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Manchester was now joined by the community of Spring Lake, immediately adjacent to the base 
boundary.  Neither community was incorporated.  The local rail line was now designated the 
Atlantic Coast Line and the old Plank Road was now Highway 24 (North Carolina 1938).  
 
Pope Field was still an integral part of Fort Bragg during this period, but it was growing in 
significance.  It was also expanding.  In the early 1930s, for the first time, Pope Field grew out of 
its initial 1918-1919 layout with the construction of two new hangars, various administrative 
buildings, a new barracks, and a series of officers' quarters.  In 1933-1934, Pope went through 
the first of its three major periods of expansion (Drucker and Jackson 1987b). 
 
The expansion of Pope AFB in the 1930s was part of a national response to the Great 
Depression.  The expansion was not the result of New Deal legislation but rather had its origin in 
a Congressional attempt to cope with the economy during the last days of the Hoover 
administration.  This expansion was carried out under the auspices of the Emergency Relief and 
Construction Act of 1932 (Title III, Section 301).  The act provided for $300 million to be spent 
around the country for public construction.  Pope Field received a fraction of that sum for new 
hangars, a dispensary, a fire station, a new barracks (now Fleming Hall, Building 306), and 21 
housing units generally designated officer's living quarters (Drucker and Jackson 1987a; Junior 
Service League 1970).  
 
The most impressive of the new construction were the new buildings designed to house aircraft.  
Of those, only the Double Hangar, now referred to as Building 708 (Hangars 4 and 5) remains 
today (Figure A-23).  Built in the area of the original four wooden hangars, the Double Hangar 
replaced at least one of the original structures, and was somewhat set back from the line formed 
by the remaining hangars (Figure A-24).  
 
The surviving plans for Building 708 include the electrical layout, door details, ceiling and roof 
details, foundation plans, section details, and floor plans.  Most of these plans were drawn up and 
dated to August 1933, with a few auxiliary plans dated to October of the same year.  
Construction of the double hangar began in 1934 and was completed in November of that year.  
The total cost of construction was pegged at $175,590.97 (Pope Field 1934-1942).  
 
Even though the Double Hangar or Building 708 is the only aircraft building at Pope to survive 
from this period, it was not the only one constructed.  In 1934, a balloon hangar was shipped 
from California and constructed on Pope to house a weather and observation dirigible 
(Figure A-25).  Assembled in the area north of Fleming Hall, this balloon hangar was dismantled 
in the 1950s (Figure A-26).  
 
In addition to hangars for aircraft, money was also appropriated for new cantonment buildings in 
the area of the old Aero Squadron encampment.  This area, constructed in 1918-1919, was 
located immediately east of what is now Reilly Street.  Originally a part of the re-routed Monroe 
Road, this segment of street has been in existence since the early days of Pope Field.  The Aero 
Squadron area was probably bounded on the west by Maynard Street, even though that road did 
not exist as such in the early days.   
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Figure A-23 Photographs of Hangars 4 and 5, Building 708 
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Figure A-24 Aerial Photograph of Pope Field Hangars, 1940 
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Figure A-25 Photograph of Balloon Hangar at Pope Field, 1936 
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Figurer A-26 Photograph of Fleming Hall (Balloon Hangar in Background) 
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The 1930s cantonment buildings were constructed around the old Aero Squadron rectangle, 
bounding it in an irregular fashion on the north, east, and south sides.  Most of the new buildings 
reflected a Georgian classical style and were placed in a park-like setting that conformed to 
civilian landscaping standards (Drucker 1985:4; Drucker and Jackson 1987a:8.3).  The new 
administrative buildings and the barracks (Fleming Hall) were arranged in a straight northwest-
southeast line, on the north side of the old Aero Squadron complex.  The officers' housing units 
were laid out in two semi-circular patterns east and south of the complex.  
 
The northernmost of the 1930s administrative buildings was the Old Fire Station, now identified 
as Building 300 (Figure A-27).  Originally built to house two fire engines, this one-story 
structure was completed on November 5, 1934 at a cost of $6,690.  Immediately southeast of the 
fire station was the Dispensary, now known as the Old Medical Dispensary or Building 302 
(Figure A-28).  This building, originally constructed as a medical dispensary and flight surgeon's 
clinic, was erected in 1934 at a cost of $21,100.  
 
Located further to the southeast on the same line was the barracks building, known as Building 
306 or Fleming Hall (Figure A-29).  Completed almost a year after the fire station and the 
dispensary, the barracks building was begun in 1933 in a full-blown Georgian Revival style that 
was common throughout the Atlantic Seaboard during the 1930s (Drucker and Jackson 
1987a:8.3).  This three-story building was originally designated the “Air Corps Barracks,” and 
was completed on November 17, 1933, at a cost of $92,420.16.  The earliest diagram of the 
barracks is dated to February 7, 1931 (though most are dated a year later), making them the 
earliest plans for any extant building on Pope AFB.  Both as planned and as built, the building 
was designed to hold a total of 163 men (Pope Field 1931; 1933-1937).  Additions were made to 
the Air Corps Barracks building almost immediately upon completion.  In 1933, refrigerators, 
ovens, and a dishwasher were added to complete the kitchen facilities.  Cookers and toasters 
were added in 1937 (Pope Field 1933-1937).  At some point during World War II or shortly 
after, the men were moved into temporary housing and the building was made over into the base 
headquarters (Drucker 1985:4).  It was probably at this time that the building was named 
“Fleming Hall,” for Sergeant Walter W. Fleming, who was killed with Harley Pope in January of 
1919 (Junior Service League 1970).  
 
Located almost immediately southeast and south of Fleming Hall are two sets of housing units, 
now identified as Buildings 202-218 and 322-344 (even numbers only).  With the exception of 
Buildings 342 and 344, these 21 family housing units were arranged in two semi-circular 
patterns.  The set of housing units closest to Fleming Hall, Buildings 322-344, was built in 1934 
and consists of one-story residences (Figure A-30).  
 
The southern-most group (Buildings 202-218) consisted of nine two-story residences set aside 
for officers (Figure A-31).  According to the completion reports for Buildings 181 and 182 
(modern designations, Buildings 202 and 204), these residences were completed on September 
22, 1933, at a cost of just over $10,000 each.  Building 202 was constructed as a Field Officers' 
Quarters, while Building 204 was designated a Company Officer's Quarters (Pope Field 1933-
1942).  By 1942, all residences within this group were identified as “Officers Quarters” without 
further distinction (Pope Field 1942).  Various two- and five-car garages, located behind the 
residences, were built at the same time (Figure A-32). 
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Figure A-27 Photographs of Fire Station, Building 300
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Figure A-28 Photographs of Medical Dispensary
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Figure A-29 Photographs of Fleming Hall
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Figure A-30 Photographs of Married Officer’s Quarters 
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Figure A-31 Photographs of Non-Commissioned Officer's Quarters 
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Figure A-32 Photographs of Five-Car Garage
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The 21 residential buildings constructed at Pope in 1933-1934 were similar to others constructed 
by the Army in other areas during this same period.  In fact, there have been at least three 
recognizable periods in the construction of Army housing since the Civil War, and the 
construction on Pope was part of the third period, generally associated with the 1920s and 1930s.  
These periods have come to light in the wake of at least two studies of Army domestic 
architecture.  Although these studies operate at the level of trends, they place the expansion of 
Pope Field within its national and even regional context. 
 
The first of the two works is entitled “A Study of US Army Family Housing Standardized 
Plans,” compiled by Bethanie Grashof (1986).  After a thorough search of military archives, 
Grashof discerned three periods of standardization in Army family quarters:  
 
1. c. 1866-1890;  
2. 1890-1917; and  
3. 1917-1940.  
 
1866 – 1890.  In the wake of the Civil War, Federal military authorities recognized the need for 
minimum housing requirements for both troops and officers.  This led to the first period of 
standardization, which crystallized around plans drawn up under the direction of Quartermaster 
General Montgomery C. Meigs and issued in 1872.  These early plans standardized commanding 
officers' quarters, and provided a double set of quarters for two company officers and their 
families.  The latter became known as “double houses” and featured the use of an attic story.  
They could also be altered to use as quarters for line officers.  These plans became known as 
“Meigs Standard Plans” (Grashof 1986:14-15).  
 
1890 – 1917.  The second period of standardization was almost a period of no standardization.  
Between 1890 and 1917, many different designs were drawn up, and the range was quite diverse.  
In part, this was in response to changes made in the Army itself as the American frontier was 
officially declared settled and the country embarked on the Spanish-American War of 1898 
(Grashof 1986:I.29-40).  
 
The second of these Army housing reports was actually prepared by the Department of the Army 
and was more detailed (Department of the Army 1989).  It divided housing construction into four 
periods, rather than three.  The first period, pre-Civil War, is of little interest to this study, but the 
final three generally correspond to Grashof's periods which directly relate to the buildings at 
Pope AFB:  
 
1. 1870-1901;  
2. 1901-1917; and  
3. 1926-1939. 
 
Following World War I and throughout most of the 1920s, there was a severe cut-back of funds 
for the military.  By the time the Army embarked on a new program of housing construction in 
the late 1920s, plans and procedures had changed greatly.  The period of 1926-1939 was one of 
greater standardization of both designs and materials, more compact housing (more “modern”), 
and borrowings from architectural styles like Colonial Revival and Spanish Colonial.  This 
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period also saw the use of more outside consultants in the preparation and construction of 
buildings (Department of the Army 1989:11).  The buildings on Pope certainly seem to fit into 
this period with few qualifications.  
 
At some point in the mid-1930s, either during or shortly after the construction of the new 
administrative buildings and residential quarters, the old Aero Squadron cantonment itself was 
demolished.  The old cantonment had served as the center around which the 1930s permanent 
buildings were constructed.  By 1935 however, the area between Reilly and Maynard Streets was 
void of buildings (Utilities Plan, Area 1, 1935).  Replacing the old Aero Squadron cantonment 
was a new series of buildings behind (north of) Fleming Hall, on the northwest side of Virgin 
Street.  All of these buildings were designated temporary structures, and included nine barracks, 
two mess halls, and at least six auxiliary buildings.  These new temporary buildings were in 
place by the summer of 1935, when a new utilities plan was drawn up for Pope Field (Utilities 
Plan, Area 3, 1935) (Figure A-33).  
 
World War II 1941 – 1945.   
Even though Pope Field expanded during the 1930s, the growth was not extraordinary.  
Construction was still limited to the two areas of development established in 1918-1919: the 
hangars on the north side of the air field, and the Aero Squadron cantonment area east of the air 
field.  All this would change with the against Imperial Japan and Nazi Germany, the stakes were 
considerably higher than they were in the First World War, and the national war effort was a 
total commitment of personnel and economic resources.  The lingering effects of the Great 
Depression were finally erased by the production of war material and full employment.  Both 
Fort Bragg and Pope Field grew exponentially as a result of the war.  In 1940, Bragg had a 
population of less than 5,000; by 1942, the number was almost 100,000 (Parker 1984:158).  At 
its war-time peak, Bragg was home to 159,000 troops, and by the end of the war almost one 
million troops passed through the installation (Fort Bragg c.1967:98).  Training was also 
expanded from artillery and its support facilities, to airborne units that could take advantage of 
the increased power and range of aircraft in the 1940s.  The 9th Infantry Division, the 2nd 
Armored Division, 82nd Airborne Division, the 100th Infantry Division, the 13th, 22nd, and 34th 
Artillery Brigades, and the field artillery groups of the 13th, 22nd, and 32nd Corps spent time at 
Bragg (Fort Bragg c.1967:97).  Almost 3,000 new buildings, most of them temporary structures, 
had to be constructed to house these units and provide training facilities (O'Steen 1992:6).  
 
As Fort Bragg grew, so did Pope Field.  In fact, the air field went through a tremendous period of 
growth as a result of the war.  It became one of the top troop carrier training areas for the Army, 
with air and ground crews working with Army airborne units.  In 1941, Pope was the site of the 
Army's first mass paratroop drop, with more than 500 paratroopers, witnessed by Generals 
Marshall, McNair, and Clark.  The First Troop Carrier Command was established at Pope in 
October of 1942.  The 317th Tactical Airlift Wing, trained at Pope, was one of the first troop 
carrier units formed, and later served in the Pacific theater (US Air Force 1989:482-483; Drucker 
and Jackson 1987a:8.1).  Pope Field also played a more direct role in the war.  Planes based out 
of Pope patrolled the Atlantic coast during the crucial year of 1942, when German submarines 
almost crippled the United States merchant marine.  In February of that year, a squadron of A-
20s based out of Pope sank a German U-Boat off the North Carolina coast, believed to be the 
first submarine destroyed from the air (Drucker and Jackson 1987a:8.1).  
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Figure A-33 Temporary Cantonment Area Constructed North of Fleming Hall, 1935 
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To accommodate this extra work load, the landing field at Pope was improved and expanded.  
The original grass field was replaced by a series of paved runways, taxiways, and ramps.  By the 
end of the war, Pope Field had three intersecting runways, all located south of the hangar area 
(Figure A-34).  It was probably by this point, if not before, that Tank Creek was re-routed to the 
east to make way for the expanded air strip (Ehrenhard 1984:1).  
 
Along with the expanded air strip, there was an enormous increase in the number of new 
structures.  The hangar area was still in the same location, although it is likely that the original 
hangars were replaced by the end of the war.  The focus of this area was still the Double Hangar, 
constructed in 1934.  There were three other smaller hangars and at least 25 auxiliary structures 
and a utility yard (Figure A-34.)  
 
The 1933-1934 buildings located on the margins of Aero Squadron now formed the core of the 
expanded World War II cantonment area.  The cluster of temporary buildings constructed around 
1935 on the northwest side of Virgin Street, formed the core of a temporary encampment situated 
on the north side of Fleming Hall.  A much larger cantonment area was situated to the south and 
southwest.  The vast majority of these new buildings were designated temporary constructions.  
Among the 244 buildings at Pope Field in 1942, 204 were temporary structures, most built for 
the war effort.  The remaining 40 buildings were permanent structures, and the vast majority of 
these were built during the 1930s.  Foremost among this group of permanent buildings are the 
ones presently listed on the National Register.  In 1942, these buildings were identified in the 
following manner (Pope Field 1942):  
 

 Building 599, Operations Hangar (1934 Double Hangar; now Building 708) 
 
 Building 597, Fire House (now Building 300) 
 
 Building 596, Dispensary (now Building 302) 
 
 Building 381, 200-Man Barrack, Mess (Fleming Hall) (now Building 306) 
 
 Buildings 281-292, NCO Quarters (now Buildings 322-344, even numbers only) 
 
 Buildings 181-189, Officers' Quarters (now Buildings 202-218, even numbers only) 
 
 Garages associated with Quarters  

 
Most of the other buildings were designated temporary structures and were improved versions of 
the mobilization buildings erected during World War I.  In fact, there was a very clear carry-over 
in design from one war to the other.  The Series 600 from the first war led to another set of 
building plans that were first drawn up in 1917.  Modified throughout the 1920s and 1930s, a 
complete set of the new plans was finalized between 1937 and 1940.  Known as Series 700, these 
new plans formed the basis of Army cantonment construction in 1940 and 1941 (Garner 
1993:33-35).  
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Figure A-34 World War II Cantonment Area, 1942 
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Series 700 buildings improved upon Series 600 in a number of ways.  Unlike the World War I 
buildings, they were usually painted.  The exterior walls had ivory-colored enamel paint, while 
the doors were painted gray.  Plank frame construction was totally abandoned in favor of stud 
construction.  Concrete piers and footings replaced treated timber posts as building supports.  
Series 700 buildings were also equipped with plumbing and electricity, as well as forced-air 
heating (Garner 1993:33-35, 40).  
 
Perhaps the most conspicuous feature of the Series 700 was the skirt roof that projected beyond 
the walls to protect the windows.  These were constructed on both the first and second floors of 
each building.  Officially known as “aquamedia," these skirt roofs were also called canopies or 
eyebrows.  This distinctive feature was dropped from the next series of plans, the Series 800, 
which was brought out in 1941 and used in mobilization construction in 1941 and 1942 (Garner 
1993:19, 41).  
 
By the time the war ended, the cantonment area of Pope Field was four times the size of the pre-
war encampment and the airstrip had been increased in size to handle the new airborne capability 
of Fort Bragg.  And this was just the beginning.  In the years to follow, the physical facilities at 
Pope would be expanded yet again to meet the challenge of confrontation with the Soviet Union 
and its client states, a “cold war” that lasted from the late 1940s to the collapse of Soviet 
Communism in the late 1980s.  
 
Pope Air Force Base, Reorganization, and the Cold War 1946 – 1989 
The expansion of the air service during the World War II was phenomenal.  By the end of the 
war, developments in aviation and rocketry made it imperative that the Army's air force be 
unified as a separate branch of military service, on par with the more traditional Army and Navy.  
To that end, the Air Force was made a separate branch of the service in September 1947 when 
the War Department was reorganized into the Department of Defense.  In January 1948, Pope 
Field, a subset of Fort Bragg since its inception in September of 1918, was designated an Air 
Force base in its own right (Junior Service League 1970; US Air Force 1989:479).  
 
Even though Pope AFB officially became an entity separate from Fort Bragg in 1948, the ties 
that long bound the two remained in force and continue to this day.  Even though some of the 
real estate tracts on Pope AFB were permitted lands received from Fort Bragg in 1953, most of 
Pope AFB is situated on lands that still belong to Fort Bragg, granted to the Air Force through an 
indefinite permit (Pope AFB c.1994).  Even today, land ownership patterns reflect Pope AFB's 
long affiliation with the Army. 
 
This period was also one of reorganization, both at the national level and at Pope AFB.  A 
number of different commands were assigned to Pope AFB in the late 1940s.  In April of 1945, it 
was the Continental Air Forces, re-designated in March of the following year as the Strategic Air 
Command.  The very next month, the Tactical Air Command was assigned to Pope AFB, 
followed by the Continental Air Command two years later (US Air Force 1989:482-483).  
 
During this period, Pope AFB continued to support Fort Bragg operations, primarily the 82nd 
Airborne Division.  Between 1946 and 1950, the more than 15,000 officers and men of the 82nd 
comprised the only large unit of troops stationed at Bragg (Fort Bragg c.1967:115).  During the 
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1950s, these troops were joined by other airborne divisions, the Psychological Warfare Center, 
Special Forces, and the XVIII Airborne Corps.  In 1952, Bragg established its own airfield (later 
named the Simmons Army Airfield), to relieve some of the pressure on Pope AFB (O'Steen 
1992:6; Fort Bragg c.1967:124-125).  
 
As Fort Bragg expanded its range of operations in the 1950s, Pope AFB followed suit.  In 
October of 1954, the 464th Troop Carrier Wing was assigned to Pope AFB.  Four years later, the 
Wing switched from C-119s to the larger C-128s and C-129s.  This began the latest expansion of 
the installation facilities, which began in earnest in the 1960s (Drucker and Jackson 1987a:8.2).  
 
It was during this period that Pope AFB expanded its landing field, scrapping the three 
intersecting runways built during World War II in favor of one long southwest-northeast runway 
that now separated the hangar area from the cantonment.  The new runway, approved in the 
summer of 1956, cut across the Monroe/Reilly Road, which had been realigned in 1918-1919 to 
make room for the first air field.  The new Reilly Road (later Reilly Street) was again re-routed 
to the north around the new runway, as was Tank Creek (Basic Mission Plan, 2nd Phase 1956).  
 
The Pope Field Dirigible Hangar was also dismantled.  Originally erected on the installation in 
1934, the hangar appears to have been converted into a 916-man barracks and mess hall during 
World War II, assuming it is the same as Building 600 in the 1942 plan of Pope Field 
(Pope Field 1942).  In 1956, the structure was damaged by a tornado, and was dismantled two 
years later.  The usable elements were shipped to the Naval Air Station at Lakehurst, New 
Jersey.  
 
Pope AFB began to take a more active role in the Cold War during the 1960s, especially as that 
conflict began to expand into the Vietnam War.  During the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962, troops 
and supplies were airlifted from Pope AFB to potential front-line stations in Florida.  The 
following year, the 464th Troop Carrier Wing was increased in strength with the introduction of 
the first Lockheed C-130 “Hercules” aircraft, which made it possible to move US paratroopers 
quickly to almost any location in the world.  This capability would be put to the test in the years 
that followed, as airlifts from Pope AFB flew to Africa in 1964, the Dominican Republic and 
Puerto Rico in 1965, Korea and Cambodia in 1968, and Europe in 1970.  Throughout the 1960s, 
the 464th provided assistance to the air force of South Vietnam (Drucker and Jackson 
1987a:8.2).  
 
In 1971, near the end of the Vietnam War, the 464th Tactical Air Wing was de-activated and 
replaced by the 317th Tactical Air Wing.  The 317th tested the “Adverse Weather Aerial 
Delivery System” (AWADS) that was designed to permit accurate airdrops at night and under 
cloud cover.  In 1975, the USAF Airlift Center was established at Pope AFB for testing of new 
equipment and tactics for airborne troops (Drucker and Jackson 1987a:8.2).  The 317th Tactical 
Air Wing participated in military and civilian missions.  In late 1979, the 317th Tactical Air 
Wing airlifted personnel and hostages from Iran, and in 1983 the wing airdropped and landed 
Army Rangers onto Point Salinas, Grenada.  The 317th Tactical Air Wing airlifted troops and 
supplies to Honduras in 1987 and Panama in 1989.  The wing also provided relief to US citizens 
in 1989 after Hurricane Hugo (Lowe et al 1995).  
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All of this activity contributed to the third and last wave of construction on Pope AFB, which 
began in the late 1950s with work on the air strip, and was completed in the 1960s and early 
1970s when most of the temporary World War II structures were replaced with permanent 
buildings.  In 1964, some 280 new single-family housing units were constructed, and by the end 
of the decade, there was a new airman's dormitory (US Air Force 1989:482).  Even today, it is 
estimated that 70 percent of all buildings now standing on Pope AFB, were constructed during 
this period of heightened Cold War and Vietnam War activity (US Army Corps of 
Engineers n.d.).   By the 1970s, most of the terrain at Pope AFB was either under concrete 
runways or was seriously modified by cantonment construction and landscaping.  The only areas 
that had been spared extensive reworking were the buffer zones needed for the north and south 
approaches to the runway, the golf course, and a few isolated areas along the periphery of the 
base (Ehrenhard 1984:1).  
 
In the late 1980s, Fort Bragg began its first major territorial expansion since its inception in 
1918.  Known as the Northern Training Area, this section of Fort Bragg now extends into 
Harnett County, on the north side of the Lower Little River, immediately upstream from Pope 
AFB.  The Vass Road (New) Munitions Storage Area (MSA) was constructed in the Northern 
Training Area, and the MSA was permitted to the Air Force.  Fort Bragg also acquired the 
Overhills area in January 1997, a former rural resort. 
 
Building Materials, Construction Methods, and Architecture 
In the 1970s, planners and architects developed standards and guidelines for consistency in 
building design, color, and style throughout the installation to ensure that new construction and 
rehabilitation would focus on architectural compatibility and complement the existing 
architecture within the old main base (now the Pope Field Historic District).  All proposed 
construction and/or renovation to existing facility exteriors or landscaping requires prior review 
and approval by the Base Civil Engineer’s Architectural Compatibility Review Board (USAF 
2002).  The listings of approved landscaping items and screening techniques can be found in the 
Pope Air Force Base Architectural Compatibility Plan (USAF 2002) or can be obtained through 
base Civil Engineering, the base architect, or the Cultural Resources Manager.  
 
Pre – 1947 Construction 
The homes and garages associated with the Old Family Housing units at Pope AFB were built 
between 1933 and 1934, during a period of initial economic recovery from the Great Depression.  
Of the total $300 million appropriated by Congress under the Emergency Relief and 
Construction Act of 1932, $224,000 was spent at Pope Field to construct officers’ housing.  The 
Pope AFB Old Family Housing units display an early twentieth century application of Federal 
neo-classical construction designs and floor plans adapted to the Atlantic seaboard environment 
and usage.  In 1991, this portion of Pope AFB was officially entered in the National Register of 
Historic Places as the Pope Field Historic District.  Although the homes and garages in the Old 
Family Housing units have undergone architectural modification during the past 50 years, 
including replacement of the original Spanish tile roofs with asphalt shingles and later with 
barrel mission tiles, they still retain the core architectural and engineering components that 
define the basic elements of primary architectural styles and features associated with the Historic 
District:  
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 Hollow tile masonry walls 
 
 Painted stucco exteriors 
 
 Reinforced concrete foundations 

 
Historic Building Materials and Substitute Materials Used within Historic District 
To ensure architectural compatibility in the appearance of the Historic District, the following 
historic exterior building materials and substitute materials are used at Pope AFB: 
 

 Stucco that matches existing color, texture and finish for building renovations.  
 
 Use stucco beige for new construction.  
 
 Provide precast concrete with the same color as adjacent materials. 
 
 Maintain original roof pitch. 
 
 Straight barrel Spanish tile roofing for historic houses and garages. 
 
 Flat Spanish tile roofing in the northern Pope Field Historic District. 
 
 Formal landscaping for administration buildings and informal landscaping for residential 

buildings.  Native plants should be used as available and feasible. 
 
Post – 1947 Construction 
The 2002 Pope Air Force Base Architectural Compatibility Plan (ACP) specifies building design 
standards and building materials to create an integrated visual character throughout the 
installation, and these standards are applied to modern-day construction.  Historic settings are 
associated with the Pope Field Historic District and the Double Hangar.  The ACP divides the 
Pope AFB into three visually settings to define area character and promote architectural 
compatibility throughout the installation: 
 

 Community.  The majority of the installation, including structures of various functions 
and architectural style.  Includes the Entrance area, Administrative and Support area, and 
Airmen Community Center.  

 
 Flightline.  Mission related, industrial activities characterized by large single-massed 

facilities, including hangars for the A-10 and C-130 Aircraft of the composite wing at 
Pope AFB, storage buildings, flight stimulators, training facilities, and civil engineering 
facilities.  The Double Hangar within this area is a significant historical facility. 

 
 Family Housing.  Residential homes for personnel stationed at Pope AFB on east side of 

Armistead Street near the Armistead Gate.  
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B Repositories and Historic Preservation Directory 
 
 

Repositories 
Historic Preservation Information 

Sources 
Location 

Data Retained/ 
Available 

Pope Air Force Base 
Base Historian Office 
Real Property Office 
Base Environmental Engineering Office 
Base Cultural Resource Manager  
560 Interceptor Road 
Pope AFB, NC  28308 
(910) 394-1635 

Cultural resource 
management records for 
Pope AFB 

Alliance for Historic Landscape Preservation 
82 Wall Street, Ste. 1105 
New York, NY  10005 
 

Fort Bragg Cultural Resources 
Management Program 
Directorate of Public Works 
Fort Bragg, NC  28310 
 

Curatorial repository, 
Pope AFB artifacts* 
 
Cultural resource 
management records for 
Pope AFB* 

American Association for State and Local 
History 
172 Second Avenue South, Ste. 202 
Nashville, TN  37201 
(615) 255-2971 
 

National Archives 
7th Street and Constitution Avenue, N.W.  
Washington, DC  20408 
(202) 523-3000 

HABS/HAER/HALS 
historical records/ data 
(photographs, reports, 
drawings) 

American Association of Museums 
1225 I Street, N.W., Ste. 200 
Washington, DC  20005 
(202) 289-1818 

National Park Service  
National Register of Historic Places  
1201 Eye Street, NW (2280) 
Washington , DC 20005 
202-354-2226 (for appointments) 
(202) 354-2211 

National Register 
nomination packages, 
forms; National Register 
Database (NRIS) 

American Institute of Architects 
Washington Metro Chapter 
Committee on Historic Resources 
1777 Church Street, N.W.  
Washington, DC  20036 
(202) 667-1798 

Office of State Archaeology 
Raleigh (Central) Office  
Mailing Address: 
4619 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-4619  
Tel: (919) 807-6550 
Fax: (919) 715-2671 

Archeological site 
information; site forms, 
reports 

American Institute of Architects 
National Committee on Historic Resources 
1735 New York Avenue, N.W.  
Washington, DC  20006 
(202) 626-7300 

Deputy Secretary, North Carolina Office 
of Archives and History 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
4617 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh NC 27699-4610 
919-807-7280 

Architectural/ historic 
structures information; 
Section 106 consultation/ 
coordination 
correspondence; reports  

American Architectural Foundation 
The Octagon 
1799 New York Avenue, N.W.  
Washington, DC  20006 
(202) 638-3105 

  

American Planning Association 
National Capital Area Chapter 
Historic Preservation Committee 
1776 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.  
Washington, DC  20036 
(202) 872-0611 
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Repositories 
Historic Preservation Information 

Sources 
Location 

Data Retained/ 
Available 

  

Center for Historic Houses 
1785 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.  
Washington, DC  20036 
(202) 673-4025 

  

National Center for Preservation Law 
1333 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Ste. 300 
Washington, DC  20036 
(202) 828-9611 

  

National Park Service, Regional Office 
Rocky Mountain Regional Office 
12795 W. Alameda Parkway 
P.O. Box 25287 
Denver, CO  80225 
(303) 969-2875 

  

National Trust for Historic Preservation 
1785 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.  
Washington, DC  20036 
(202) 673-4000 

  

National Trust for Historic Preservation, 
Regional Office 
456 King Street 
Charleston, SC 29403 
(803) 722-8552 FAX (803) 722-8652 

  

North Carolina Archeological Society 
109 East Jones Street 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601 
(919) 733-7342 

  

North Carolina Main Street Center 
NC Department of Commerce 
P.O. Box 12600 
Raleigh, NC  27605-2600 
(919) 733-2850 FAX (919) 733-5262 

  

Preservation North Carolina 
P.O. Box 27644 
Raleigh, NC  27611-7644 
(919) 832-3652 FAX (919) 832-1651 

*  Records/items currently held by Fort Bragg 
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Pope Air Force Base Technical Reports (Copies Maintained at Fort Bragg as of January 2010) 

Project # 
Report 
Date Main Author Title 

Where 
Stored 

 
1985 

Drucker, Lesley 
M., PhD. 

Resource Studies Series 83, Architectural and 
Historical Documentation of the Original 
Cantonment Area and Hangars 4 and 5, Pope Air 
Force Base, North Carolina. Submitted to U.S. 
Department of Defense, Pope Air Force Base. 
Prepared by Carolina Archaeological Services. 
August 1985. 

Library 

1991-01[29] 
1991 
[Final] 

Jones, David C., 
and Marian D. 

Roberts 

Cultural Resources Survey for Construction Projects 
on Fort Bragg Military Reservation and Pope Air 
Force Base. Gulf Engineers & Consultants, Inc., 
Baton Rouge, and Brockington and Associates, Inc, 
Atlanta. Report submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers Savannah District, and the Directorate of 
Engineering and Housing Fort Bragg Military 
Reservation, Contract No. DACW21-89-D-0016, 
Delivery Order No. 0042, GEG Project No. 
22303243. 

Library 

1993-02[16] 1993 
Jones, David C., 
and Marian D. 

Roberts 

Phase I Cultural Resources Survey, Proposed A-10 
Munitions Storage Facility, Pope Air Force Base, 
and A Proposed Cumberland County School Tract, 
Fort Bragg Military Reservation. Brockington and 
Associates, Inc., Atlanta, and Gulf Engineers & 
Consultants, Inc, Baton Rouge. Report submitted to 
the Pope Air Force Base Fort Bragg Military 
Reservation Army Corps of Engineers, Savannah 
District, Contract No. DACW21-92-D-0013, Delivery 
Order No. 0016. 

Library 

1993-03[20] 
1994 
[Final] 

Markham, M. 
Virginia and 
Marian D. 
Roberts 

Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of the Bridge, 
Road, and Utilities Site for a Munitions Storage 
Area, Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina. Gulf 
Engineers and Consultants, Inc., Baton Rouge, and 
Brockington and Associates, Inc., Atlanta. Report 
submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
Savannah District, Savannah, Contract No. DAC21-
92-D-013. 

Library 

2001-07 
  

Pope AFB Runway Extension/Cultural Resources 
Survey. TRC Garrow Associates, Inc. 

Lateral Files 

2004-08 1999 Crane, Brian D. 

Pope Air Force Base, Cultural Resources Inventory 
Report, December 1999.  Air Mobility Command, 
Environmental Architect Engineer Services. Contract 
No. F11623-94-D0024. DO RL46 Cultural Resource 
Support to AMC. 

Library 

2006-07 
 

Fort Bragg 
Cultural 

Resources 
Management 

Program 

Pope AFB Housing Privatization, Architectural 
Survey  

Lateral Files 
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Pope Air Force Base Technical Reports (Copies Maintained at Fort Bragg as of January 2010) 

Project # 
Report 
Date Main Author Title 

Where 
Stored 

 
1995 
[Final] 

Joseph, J.W., 
PhD, et al 

Historic Preservation Plan Pope Air Force Base, 
North Carolina. Report submitted to U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers Savannah District. Prepared by 
Gulf Engineers and Consultants Baton Rouge, 
Louisiana and New South Associates Stone 
Mountain, Georgia. Contract # DACW21-92-D-0013, 
Delivery Order # 0046. 

Library 

 
2002 

 

Cultural Resources Management Plan Pope Air 
Force Base North Carolina.  Prepared by, New 
South Associates, Stone Mountain, Georgia. 
Revised by, Pope Air Force Base and Headquarters 
Air Mobility Command. Third Revision, Parsons, Inc. 
August 2002. 

Library 
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North CaroIlDa DeparImeat or CuIturaJ Resourca 

James B. Huat. Jr .. Ocmaor _ .... ---,. 

August 10. 1993 

Ronakt A. Lanier 
Assistant Chief. pjanning Division 
Corps of Engineers, Savannah District 
P.O. Box 889 
Savannah. Georgia 31402-0889 

Re: A-l0 Munitions Storago Facility Bnd Cumberland 
County School Tract. Pope Air Force Bose. 
Cumberland County. ER 93-8391. ER 94-7102 

Dear Mr. lanier: 

t»vI.Jioa 01 Arc::bf¥es aad HinoIy 
WlIUam ~ Price,. Jr •• Oitcclar 

Thank you for your letter of July 15, 1993. concerning the above project. 

We concur with the concJusions and recommendations of the above referenced 
report. Specifically, for purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the National 
Historic PreseNstion Act, we concur that the following properties are not eligible 
for the National Register of Historic:: Place. because of • lack of clarity and 
research potential: 31CD219. 31CD312. 31CD313. 31CD314. and 31CD315. 

We also agree that since no archaeological sites were identified at the Cumberland 
County School tract, the project does not involve potentially significant cultural 
resources as defined in 36 CFR 800. 

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Histork: 
Preservation Act of 1968 and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's 
Regulations for Compliance with Section 106. codified at 36 CFR Part 800. 

Thank you for your cooperation and conBidenrtion. If you have questions 
concernin" the above comment. pl ••• contact Renee GIodhill-Earlev. 
environmental review coordinator, at 9191733-4763. 

Q V. . .; r~ 
1tJdD~ 

Oavi Brook 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 

DB:slw 

cc; Omega Weeks, Pope Air Force Base 
William Kern, Fort Bragg 

bc: Fil 

~C agOStt/Oliver 
Ounty 

RF 
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, ... B. HtIDt Jr.. Gowa:oca 
~ Ray McQi .. -,. 

January 14, 1994 

Robert E. Heape. Jr. 

• 
Acting Chief. Planning OMlion 
Savannah District, Corps of Engineers 
P.O. Box 889 
Savannah, GA 31402-0889 

Re: Bridge, road, and utilities acc_ oIte, Pope AFS, 
Cumb.~and County, CH 94-E-OOOO-Ol00, ER 94-
8036 

Dear Mr. Heape; 

_at __ 1III1WIoIy 

W.-S._lr._ 

Thank you for your letter of December 13. 1993. concerning the above project. 

We have reviewed the draft report entiUed "Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of 
the Bridge, Road~ lind Utilities Site for 8 Munitiona Storage Area. Pope Air Force 
Base, Nonh carolina," by Brockington and AaaOcillt8S, Inc. In general the report 
meets our off tee's guidelines and those of Ule Secretary of the Interior. During the 
course of the survey four _chaeological sites and five isolated finds ware 
discovered. 

The foRowing properties were determined not eligible for listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places: . 

31C0387 
31C0368" 
31CD369" 
31CD370·· 
31C0371 
31C0372" 
31C0373 
31C0374 
31C037S" 

Lack of integrity 
Lack of integrity 
Lack of integrity 
lack of integrity 
Isolaled fmd 
Isolated find 
Isolated find 
Isolated find 
Isolated find 

The above comments are meete pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's 
Regulations for Compliance with Section 106. codified at 36 CFR Part 800. 

109 ___ • --. _ ~ 27<01-2807 
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Robert E. Heape, Jr. 
January 14, 1994, P_ 2 

Thank you for your cooperation Ind conaidonltion. tf you hive que.tions 
concerning the above comment, please contact Ranee Gledhill-Earley, 
environmental review coordinator. at 919n33-4763. 

Sincerely. 

. Q~ Wo.M;OU_~ 
L ./ David Brook . 
t>Li'I Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 

DB:slw 

cc: Brockington 6. Associates 

be: file 
...claggett/Oliver 

County 
Rf 



, 

.... B. BiIIIt. 1,. .. Go.-ar 
BetIy by WcO'n. Se H,. 

Mav 3. 1995 

Sang .. ta Sar.1 
Project Manager . 
Delta R .... rch Corporlltion 
1501 Wilton Boulevard. Suite 1200 
Arlington. VA 22209 

IA· 
~ 

Re: Military Famity Housing Sites,. Pope Air Force Base, 
Cumberland County. ER 93-7768. ER 95-8886 

Dear Mr. S.r.f: 

Dfdsiga; til AzQiYCt IDISIUItary 
W'.dba S. ftice,. Jr .. I)itedQr 

Thank you for your latter of April 21, 1996. transmitting the archaeological survey 
report by Thomas Hargrove concerning the above project. 

The foUawing properties were determined not eligible for listing in tho National 
Register of Historic ftacBS: 

31C0399 Lack 01 integrity 

31 C03901390·· .L.ack 01 integrity 

The report meets our office's guidelines and those of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The above comments ar. made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's 
Regulations for Compliance with Sec1ion 108. codified at 36 CFR Part 800. 

Thank you fOr your c.ooperation and consideration. If you have questions 
concerning the above comment, please contact Renee Gledhilt·Earley, 
environmental review coordinator. at 919n33-4763 . 

. SjneOrel\ 

~~~ 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 

OB:stw 

cc: 

be: 

Thoma. Hargrove 

File 1:1 
CI.9go~tir 
County 
RF 
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/ 
Shuman B. Civ - 43CES/CEV 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Robin: 

burgesrl@hqamc.safb.af.mil 
Somers B. Civ - 43CES/CEV 
SHPO Info Request 

Here is the status of the GSUs at Pope: 

1. Localizer «1 acre, permitted from Army) - SHPO coordination covered by the 1984 SHPO letter because it is 
within the fenceline. 

2. Middle Marker (1 acre AF owned, 1 acre easement from private owner) - Cleared SHPO in separate letter in 
1980s. 

3. Outer Marker - (1 acre AF owned, 1 acre easement from private owner) - Never coordinated with SHPO. 

4. MARS Station «1 acre, permitted from Army) - Off base, but touching the fence. Never coordinated with 
SHPO. 

5. Old Munitions Storage Area (Approx. 10 acres, permitted from Army) - Never coordinated with SHPO. 

6. Laketree MFH Area (111 acres, AF owned) - Two archeological sites found. No structures on site. 
Coordinated ineligible with SHPO. 

7. Railroad RIW between PAFB and Laketree «1 acre, half permitted from Army, half AF owned) - This is a 40 
ft strip of land. It has been cleared with SHPO because it was included in the study of Laketree. No archeological 
sites found. No structures on site. 

8. New Munitions Storage Area (173 acres, permitted from Army) - Five archeological sites found. No 
structures on site. Coordinated ineligible with SHPO. 

As far as buildings go, there are five buildings on base (WW2) that were not evaluated by the SHPO because they 
were not yet 50 years old when we coordinated our historic buildings with them in the 1980s. Finally, there are a 
few parcels on base that were purchased after the 1984 letter from the SHPO that says PAFB has no archeology. 
I just determined this today and will follow up at a later date to see whether the SHPO was made aware of them at 
the time of purchase or lease. 

When I got the SHPO letter clearing building 275 (the one I called you about that time), they responded that I didn't 
really need to ask because they see the historic district as the only real issue at Pope. They aren't interested in 
the remaining 5 buildings or the parcels purchased in 1985/86. I will have to do additional research to address 
these issues. 

I will be out until Monday if you have additional questions. 

Ben Shuman, DSN 424-1627 

Does this answer your questions? 

Page 1 



North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources 

James B. Hun! J r., Governor 
Beuy Ray McCain, Secretary 

September 23, 1999 

Pritpal S. Hans 
Chief, Environmental Planning 
43 CES/CEV 
560 Interceptor Road 
Pope Air Force Base, NC 28308-2314 

Division o f Archives and History 
Jeffrey 1. Crow, Direc10r 

RE: Draft Report, Pope Air Force Base Cultural Resources Inventory, Cumberland 
County, ER 00-7326 (ref. ER 99-7528) 

Dear Mr. Hans: 

Thank you for your letter of August 3, 1999, concerning the above proj ect. 

We have reviewed the draft archaeological survey report for the above referenced proje,~t. A 
single prehistoric archaeological site, 31 CD797, was identi fi ed by the survey and recommended 
as ineligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. We concur with thi s 
recommendation since this project will not involve significant archaeological resources. 

In general, the report meets our office's guidelines and those of the Secretary of the Interior. 

There are no known archaeo logical sites located within the proposed project area. Sinc4~ the 
proposed ground disturbance is to take place in areas where previous construction has occurred, 
it is unlikely that this project will invo lve signi fi cant archaeological resources. We have no 
preference concerning alternative se lection, and recommend that no archaeological invc,st igation 
be conducted in connection with the project . 

Sincerely, 
,-\ 

t ~A't:-~ 
David Brook 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 

109 East JOnes Street · Raleigh, North Caroli na 27601 -2807 



Pope AFB Archaeological Survey 

ABSTRACT 

This report presents the results of an archaeological survey designed to complete the 
identification of historic properties on Pope Air Force Base (AFB), North Carolina, as required 
by Sections 106 and 110 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 as amended (NHPA). 
A research design finalized in December 1998 found that all of Pope AFB had either been 
surveyed for cultural resources, or was too disturbed to merit detailed field investigation, except 
for the IO-acre Munitions Storage Area, and the ca. O.7-acre Outer Marker Site. Both of these 
locations were examined through a combination of systematic and judgmental shovel test pit 
(STP) sampling. No historic resources were identified in the Outer Marker Area. A single 
positive test with three prehistoric pottery sherds was identified in the Munitions Storage Area 
(Site 31 CD797). Close interval testing around the positive test failed to locate more cultural 
material. Site 31 CD797 is not considered to be eligible for the National Register of Historic 
Places. Pope AFB has completed the requirements of Section 110 of NHPA for all of the land 
currently under its jurisdiction. No further cultural resources identification or evaluation work is 
required within the 1998 bounds of Pope AFB. 



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS 43D AIRLlIT WING (AMC) 
POPE AIR FORCE BASE, NORTH CAROLINA 

25 FEB 1003 

MEMORANDUM FOR STATE IllSTORlC PRESERVATION OFFICER (SIll'O) 
ATTN: MS. RENEE GLEDIllLL-EARLEY 

FROM: 43 CES/CEV 
560 Interceptor Road 
Pope AFB NC 28308-2314 

SUBJECT: Section 110 Inventory for Acceptance of the Fil1tdings of the Systematic Study of 
Cold War Material Culture on Pope Air Force Base 

I. We request your concurrence on our findings regarding the Cold War significance at 
Pope Air Force Base. Our findings are based on the results "fthe Systematic Study of Cold War 
Material Culture in 1994 and 1995 by Air Comhat Command, our Major Command at the time of 
the study. The methodology, cultural context, inventory, summary, and recommendations are 
provided in the three volumes attached. The inventory covered the Cold War period of 1945 to 
1989. 

2. The study finds Cold War attributes in Fleming HaIl (Building 306), which served as the 
USAF Tactical Airlift Center (TALC) from 1966 to 1971. Heming HaIl was classified by the 
study as a Materiel Development Facility, sub-group Research Lab. While Fleming HaIl was 
important in the Cold War context, its primary historical significance was documented in its 
nomination to the National Register. The additional information concerning its Cold War 
significance will supplement the nomination data. We will continue to manage Fleming Hall based 
on its overall significance to the Air Force. 

3. The study also found other items of importance and classified them as Operations and Support 
Installations, sub-group Docwnentation One item was the Civil Engineering Vault Collection 
(denoted as resource number 20102) ofdrawiogsand photog,-aphs that cover the Cold War Era, 
including utilities, runways, topography, and landscaping. The drawings are still a part of the 
Vault Collection, but, to our knowledge, the photographs no longer exist. 

4. Also ideotified was the Photograph Collection, resource 20106, including aerial photographs 
that document the development ofthe base. We have photographs in the Base Planner's Office 
and the Environmental Flight that we believe are the subject resource. 

5. We have determined the Vault Collection and the Photograph Collection are not of 
themselves eligible objects, and therefore are not eligible for the National Register. We would 
appreciate your concurrence with this determination. 

6. We believe the as·builts for our current historic district and the old base photographs are of 
historic value. We are interested in documenting those cultw:al resources and preserving them for 

AMC-Global Reach lor Ame";ca 



future use. They provide useful, interesting information, and we would like direction on how to 
preserve them. For more information, please contact Ms. Viola Ritchie Walker at (910) 394-1633. 

Attachments: 

WENDELL K- WILLIAMS, OS-13 
Chief; Environmental Flight 

I. Volwne I: Historic Context and Methodology 
2. Volwne Il-24: A Baseline inventory of Pope AFB 
3. Volwne Ill: Summary Report and Recommendations 

• 



North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources 
State Historic Preservation Office 

David L. S. Brook, Administrator 

Michael F. Easley, Governor 
Lisbeth C. Evans, Secretary 
Jeffrey J. Crow, Deputy Secretary 

Division of Historical Resources 
David J. Olson, Director 

April 10, 2003 

Wendell K. Williams, Chief 
Environmental Flight 
43 CESjCEV 
560 Interceptor Road 
Pope AFB, NC 28308-2314 

Re: Section 110 findings for the study of Cold War material culture on Pope AFB, 
Cumberland County, ER03-0755 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

Thank you for your letter of February 25,2003, concerning the above referenced undertaking. We 
regret that staff shortages prevented us from replying in a timelier manner. 

We have reviewed the materials submitted,. including Volumes I, II-24, and-III of the Systematic 
Study of Air Combat Command Cold War Material Culture, which is a very impressive piece of 
research and synthesis. The information concerning the role of Pope Air Force Base and Fleming 
Hall is especially interesting and will be added to the National Register files for the base and the 
building. We suggest that you also except the sections relative to Pope AFB and include them in the 
cultural resource files for Fleming Hall so that this era of significance is not inadvertently lost to 
those working with the building. 

As to consern:tion of the photographs, plans, and ot..~er primary resource materials, we recommend 
that you contact the Historic Preservation Officer for the US Air: Force and request his assistance in 
determining how best to preserve these items. It may be that copies of much of the materials are on 
file in the US Archives. However, locating them may take some time and providing safe and 
appropriate storage for the materials at Pope AFB is likely to prove much more useful to you and 
your staff as they work with base planning and the actual buildings in the future. 

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 
codified at 36 CFR Part 800. 

ADMINISTRA nON 
RESTORATION 
SURVEY & PLANNING 

www.hpo.dcr.state.DC.us 

Location 
507 N. Blount St., Raleigh NC 
515 N. Blount St., Raleigh NC 
SIS N. Blount St., Raleigh NC 

Mailing Address 
4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617 
4613 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4613 
4618 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4618 

TelephonelFax 
(919) 733-4763 .733-8653 
(919) 733-6547 .715-4801 
(919) 733-6545 .715-4801 



April 10,2003 
. Page 2 

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above 
comment, please contact Renee qledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919/733-
4763. In all future communicatioh concerning this project, please cite the above-referenced tracking 
number. 

Sincerely, 

IJ-L~l®-Z~ 
avid Brook a 

cc: Viola Ritchie Walker 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Agreements 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

 

 



-C":;2:.:/..::",,1:../ :.20::;1:.:",-_,,12::c'c:4::S,-_.:.""';::..::.:STATE HI STOR I C PRESERVAT Ill'! -+ 919103941911 

North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources 
State Historic Preservation Office 

OIlVid L.. 5. Brook. Allmini' ITI!l;I r 

Mic"~l F, i!ule}' , OoYef'I'IIV 
Lisbc1h c. I::vw, Sccrt~l)' 
Je rrre~ J. Crow, O~PIIIY Sccrrtlry 

Oiv',,!on or Hislontll RtsOVl't(s 
David I . OISOfl. Dirtaor 

January 29, 2003 

Martha Catlin 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Suite 803 
Washington, DC 20004 

Re: MOA for the renovation ofFlenting Hall (Building ]06), Pope AFS, 
Cumberland County, ER02·8633 

Dear Ms. Catlin: 

Enclosed please find the Memorandwn of Agreement for the renovQtion of Fleming Hall . a 
propeny listed in the National Register of Historic Places and located at Pope Air Force Base in 
Nonh Catolina. PW'>WUlI 10 the Council's reglllations, we consulted with the staff at Pope Air 
Force Base to try and avoid an adverSe effect on the historic buildin8. However, program needs 
of the various offices housed in the building precluded means to avoid alterations to the historic 
plnn and required replacement of historic materials - actions that do not meet the Secretary oj the 
/merlor's Sumdards IDr RehabilitatiDn. Thus, we d.eveloped and agreed to the enclosed 
agreement to address the adverse effect oflhe proposed renovation on the historic property. 

The base has asked that we fOl'\vard the signed agreement to you for fil ing. We are pJeased to do 
so since they are on a r21ther tight deadti.ne and have already completed most of the recordation 
stipulated in the agreement. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. If you have questions concerning this matter, please 
contact our envirorunental review coordinator, Renee Gl edhill~Earley, at 919nJ3-476i 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey J. 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

A.OMINIS'TM TION 
RESTOKATION 

sURVn '" PlA-NNINCl 

www.bpo.dcr.ltata.nc.us 
unllofl 
sn, N. BlO\l(l1 SL. ltoleigh NC 
~ I' N. elQUfll St. rtQlejg~ NC 
5U N. BlountSI .. IhteLgII NC 

M'. it ' ~I"\ddr'iI 
46 I J MoilScrYlu Cenle •. RQlei, ... tole Z7699"'~17 
46 I) MAll Snvic-e Conllf. Rnle ilh NC 27&09-46 1] 
461 I Moll SfT'f' i" Center. 'hld,h we U699·~611 

T~lfphun~FIlI 

('1 111 )133416J .7JH65J 
(0 10) lJl·&j·J7 .1 ....... 01 

(9 1917)J·hHi .1 15-411(11 



MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN 

U. S. AIR FORCE, POPE AIR FORCE BASE 
AND 

THE NORTH CAROLINA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER 
SUBMITTED TO 

THE ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
PURSUANT TO 36 CFR 800.6(A) 

FOR 
RENOVATION OF FLEMING HALL, BUILDING 306 

WHEREAS, the U, S. Air Force, Pope Air Force Base (USAF/Pope APil) proposes to renovate 
Fleming Hall, a property listed in the National Register of Historic Places; and 

WHEREAS, the USAF/Pope AFB, pursuant to 36 CFR Pan 800, regulations implementing 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.s.c. 470f) and in consultation with the 
North Carolina State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). has detcnnined that the renovation will 
have an effect upon Fleming Hall; 

NOW THEREFORE, the USAF/Pope AFB and the North Carolina SH.PO agree that the 
renovation of Fleming Hall shall be implemented in accordance with the following stipulation in 
order to take into account the effect of the undertaking on the historic property. 

STIPULATION 

The USAF j Pope AFB will ensure that the following docmncntation measures are camed out: 

USAF/Pope AFB will submit the results of an initial recordation plan to the North Carolina 
SHPO prior to any demolition or construction at Fleming Hall. The USAF/Pope AFB will 
document Fleming Hall usir.g the Recordation Plan, attached to this Merno.t:andwn of 
Agreement as Appendix A, for entry into the pemlanent statewide inventory of historic 
buildings. 

Upon completion of the renovation, the USAF/Pope AFB will again photographically record 
Fleming Hall to document the changes that resUlted from the renovation. In addition to the 
photographs documenting the changes, the USAF/Pope AFB will also provide the North 
Carolina SHPO a set of as-built renovation plans to further document changes to the building 
caused by the renovation. 

1 



12:45 NC STRTE HISTORIC PRESERVATION ~ 919103941911 ><J . ?80 L _ .. ____ ___ _ 

Execution 1)( th is Mc:moranr.lum uf Agreernent by d,c U~f\F /Popc ,\ FU :"IOU the Noeth Camlin:l 
SrlI'O, :lnu its subsc"!ucm acccprancc by the Council :tnu. implcmcnt:'loon of it:; terms. is cviucnce 
tl1nt the USAf/ llope AfU ":IS 1tfardcd the Council 1n opportun iry to cumment on the renov:uion 
o( Fk:miog Hall :Iood th:u the USAF IPope AFB hilS t1kcn imo :lCCI)I.lflt the cffc:cr of the umlcrt:llcitlg 
on the histonc. property. 

U. S. AIR FORCE, POPE AIR FO RCE BASE 

JAl> E. WELTER, Lc Col. USAF 
B1se Civil Engineer 

>JORTH CAROLINA STATE iilSTORJC PRESERV .. \"Il0N OFFICER 

~ D"" ----l.j11l1!.i3 '4-!1 o'-"?'--__ 
D'.JEFF~ 
Sta.te Hisronc Plcservacon Office!, Noeth Ca.tOUn1 Department of Culrural R~soUlces 

.mVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERV.\TION 

By.- ___________ _ Date: _________ _ 
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Pope Air Force Base  

INVENTORY UPDATE AND FABRIC SURVEY 
2007-2008 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
In 2007-2008, Ecology and Environment, Inc. (E & E) prepared a building inventory update and fabric 
survey for Pope Air Force Base.  This document presents the photo-documentation record and 
describes the features and current conditions of 19 buildings, including close-up views of key exterior 
architectural features, finishes, and details.  Of the 19 buildings, 12 buildings, built between 1958 and 
1962, were evaluated based upon their age (50+ years by 2012).  One (1) building, Building 306, 
previously listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) as a contributing element of the 
Pope Field Historic District, was evaluated to determine whether there are specific attributes related 
to the Cold War era in addition to defining features identified in the original listing.   
 
In addition, six (6) buildings, built in the 1930’s and listed as contributing resources within the Pope 
Field Historic District (or, in the case of Building 708, individually listed), were analyzed with respect 
to physical condition.  For these six buildings, recommendations are presented regarding improved 
maintenance, repair, and replacement of architectural features and elements as a means of 
enhancing building integrity.   
 
 

1  EXISTING BUILDINGS INVENTORY AND FABRIC SURVEY 
 
Background 
 
Section 110 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 requires federal agencies to 
inventory historic resources and evaluate those resources that are potentially eligible for listing in the 
NRHP.   
 
In 1995, HQ ACC conducted an inventory of Cold War resources on several Air Force bases, 
including resources at Pope AFB.  A report was produced as a result of this inventory effort, entitled A 
Systematic Study of Air Combat Command Cold War Material Culture, Volume II-24: A Baseline 
Inventory of Cold War Material Culture at Pope Air Force Base (HQ ACC 1995).   
 
According to A Systematic Study of Air Combat Command Cold War Material Culture, Vol. III: 
Summary Report and Final Programmatic Recommendations, Nov. 1997, six specific criteria may be 
used to evaluate and prioritize buildings for their historic importance and preservation need, despite 
the resources not having achieved 50 years of age: 
 

 The strength of the relationship between the resource and the role the base played the Cold 
War 

 The association of the resource to Cold War the following four categories in order of 
importance: policy and strategy, technology, architectural and engineering design, and social 
impact. 

 The placement of the resource within the four temporal phases of the Cold War:  higher 
importance is placed on resources associated with the earlier phases. 

 The level of contextual importance to the Cold War. 

 The remaining historic fabric, or integrity, of the resource. 

 The severity of existing threats to the resource. 
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The report evaluated the base’s material culture from 1945-1989; one hundred and seven buildings 
and structures were inventoried.  Of these, Building 306, Fleming Hall was the only building at Pope 
Air Force Base found to be eligible for listing in the NRHP based upon Cold War associations.  
However, Building 306 (as well as several other buildings) were previously listed as contributing 
resources within the Pope Field Historic District (based upon their significance in the Pope Air Force 
Base Early Expansion Period, 1933-34).  No additional buildings were recommended based upon 
Cold War era significance.   
 
During the 17-18 September 2007 field visit, E & E representatives met with Olivia Westbrook, 
Natural/Cultural Resources, 43d Civil Engineer Squadron, to identify various buildings that could be 
added to the inventory of potentially eligible buildings because they were constructed between 1958 
and 1962 and have or will have reached the age of 50 years during the next five years (the dates 
encompassed by the updated ICRMP).  Based on historical information, fifteen (15) buildings were 
identified as constructed during the period of 1958 to 1962.  E & E representatives and Ms. 
Westbrook conducted a field reconnaissance at Pope Air Force Base to ascertain the condition, 
recent renovations, and integrity of these fifteen buildings and analyzed them relative to their potential 
period of significance.  Of the fifteen (15) buildings identified, twelve (12) buildings are extant.  These 
twelve (12) buildings were inventoried and photo-documented.   
 
In addition, though it was constructed in 1933 and previously listed a contributing resource within the 
Pope Field Historic District, Building 306, USAF TALC, Fleming Hall, was included in the current 
analysis to determine and evaluate its Cold War associations and attributes. 
 
Table 1-1: Buildings Inventoried Due To Their Construction Between 1958 - 1962. 

No. 
Bldg. 
No. 

Bldg. Name 
Year 
Built 

Street Address Comments 

1 238 Pool Bath House 1962 5504 Reilly St 
storage facility located on 
Bldg. 236 property 

2 239 Pool Pump House 1962 5504 Reilly St. 
storage facility located on 
Bldg. 236 property 

3 722 Nose Dock No. 1 1958 
273 Fortress 
St. 

 

4 723 Ground Equipment Repair 1960 
278 Fortress 
St. 

 

5 724 Nose Dock No. 2 1958 
277 Fortress 
St. 

 

6 726 
Maintenance Dock / Nose Dock 
No. 3 

1958 
283 Fortress 
St. 

 

7 729 Avionics Shop 1962 
2474 Surveyor 
St 

 

8 732 Maintenance Dock 1958 
289 Fortress 
St. 

 

9 734 Maintenance Dock 1958 
297 Fortress 
St. 

 

10 736 Nose Dock No. 6 1958 
301 Fortress 
St. 

 

11 757 Aircraft Maintenance Shop 1962 1031 Hurst Dr.  

12 759 Aircraft Maintenance Shop 1962 1033 Hurst Dr.  

13 400 Exchange Service Station 1960  Demolished 

14 754 Shop A/M Organization 1962  Demolished 

15 755 Aircraft Shop, General Purpose 1962  Demolished 
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Of the twelve (12) buildings constructed within the 1958-1962 timeframe, five (5) of the buildings were 
evaluated in the HC ACC 1995 Report:  

Building No. 722: Nose Dock No. 2 (1958) 
Building No. 729: Avionics Shop (1962) 
Building No. 736: Nose Dock No. 6 (1958) 
Building No. 757: Aircraft Maintenance Shop (1962) 
Building No. 759: Aircraft Maintenance Shop (1962)  

 
The majority of these buildings are part of the hangar complex of buildings, northwest of the airfield.   
The location of the twelve extant buildings and that of Building 306 are shown in a series of maps 
included in Section 2. 
 
 

2  STUDY LIST  
 
As of 2008, six buildings constructed in the 1958 to 1962 timeframe were identified as requiring 
inventory updates based on the minimum 50 year age criterion as well as their potential association 
with the Cold War era.  They are identified in Table 2-1.  A series of four (4) maps are provided in this 
section showing locations of the twelve (12) buildings under analysis.     
 
Table 2-1: Updated Inventory of Buildings Attaining the Age of 50+ Years by 2008 

No. Bldg. 
No. 

Bldg. Name 
Year 
Built 

Street Address Comments 

3 722 Nose Dock No. 1 1958 273 Fortress St. 

Determined not eligible 
based on HQ ACC Cold 
War Study (transmitted to 
SHPO 25 Feb 2003; 
SHPO concurrence 10 
April 2003) 

5 724 Nose Dock No. 2 1958 277 Fortress St. 

6 726 
Maintenance Dock / Nose Dock 
No. 3 

1958 283 Fortress St. 

8 732 Maintenance Dock 1958 289 Fortress St. 

9 734 Maintenance Dock 1958 297 Fortress St. 

10 736 Nose Dock No. 6 1958 301 Fortress St. 
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1.  Building No. 238 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 238 Pool Bath House 
 
2 Location:  43 SVS/SVB 
    5504 Reilly St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 

A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual Property 
 
B. Property use and construction date(s):  
 
  Original Construction Date: 1962 
  Date of Additions: no additions 
  Historic Use: pool bath house and concessions 
  Current Use: pool bath house and concessions 
 
C. Approximate Acreage: 0.25 acres 
 
D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 

 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable  
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-

sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639      
 
10 Supporting Information 
 

A. Description 
 

Building 238 serves as a bath house and concessions facility for the Pope Club and is 
located on the property of building 236, Officer’s Open Mess (Pope Club). It is single-story 
beige, masonry building constructed of concrete block, with a flat, slightly pitched, standing-
seam roof. Roof vents, fascia, doors and signage are dark brown. 

 
 The building appears to be in good condition.  
 
B. History 
 
C. Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 1, page 5. 
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D. Photographs: Refer to Figure 1 for images of Building 238.  
 

 
Figure 1: Building 238: Pool Pump House 

 
1-1 
 
Building 238: Pool Bath House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast 

 

 
1-2 
 
Building 238: Pool Bath House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast 

 

 
1-3 
 
Building 238: Pool Bath House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southwest 
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1-4 
 
Building 238: Pool Bath House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West 
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2. Building No. 239 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 239: Pool Pump House 
 
2 Location:  43 SVS/SVB 
    5504 Reilly St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
B. Property use and construction date(s): 
 
 Original Construction Date: 1962 
 Date of Additions: no additions 
 Historic Use: pump house 
 Current Use: pump house 
 
C. Approximate Acreage: 0.10 acres 
 
D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable  
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-

sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639      
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
 A Description 
 

Building 239, the Pool Pump House, contains chemicals, cleaning supplies and other 
equipment for the Pope Club’s pool and is located on the property of building 236, Officer’s 
Open Mess (Pope Club). It is single-story beige, masonry building constructed of concrete 
block. A new, single-gabled pitched roof has recently been installed, and is clad in brown 
asphalt roof shingles. The sides of the roof are constructed of T-111 plywood. The front 
façade is composed of two doors, equally spaced. There is a water fountain in between the 
two doors. Roof fascia and doors are dark brown. Pumps and other equipment are behind the 
building, and are enclosed by a nine (9) foot tall metal, shadow-box fence, painted dark 
brown. 

 
 B History 
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 C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 1, page 5. 
 
 D Photographs: Refer to Figure 2 for images of Building 239.  
 
 
Figure 2. Building 239: Pool Pump House 

 
2-1 
 
Building 239: Pool Pump House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East 

 

 
2-2 
 
Building 239: Pool Pump House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North 

 

 
2-3 
 
Building 239: Pool Pump House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast 
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3. Building No. 722 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 722: Nose Dock No. 1 
 
2 Location:  273 Fortress St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s): 
 
  Original Construction Date: 1958 
  Date of Additions: 01 May 1965 
  Historic Use: aircraft maintenance 
  Current Use: aircraft maintenance 
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 4.0 acres 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable  
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-

sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 

This building was inventoried for “A Systematic Study of Air Combat Command Cold War Material 
Culture” (HQ ACC, 1997) but was not evaluated for NRHP eligibility. 

 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M. 
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
A Description 
 

Building 722, Nose Dock No. 1 is a large, corrugated steel hangar. Two shed-type office additions 
have been added to the western façade of the hangar, on either side of and symmetrical to the 
central entrance extension (photos 3-2 / 3-3 / 3-8 / 3-9). The roof of the shed additions connects 
to the façade approximately four feet below the base of the clerestory (photo 3-2). The additions 
are sheathed in beige corrugated sheet metal, although it is a different pattern / texture from the 
original structure. Both additions contain windows and double doors, though these have not been 
located with any consideration for symmetry. The small concrete block compressor building 
located immediately adjacent to the northwest corner of the hangar was constructed at the same 
time as the main building and provides mechanical support to the main building (photo 3-3). The 
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interior finishes and character of the building has changed little since the date of construction 
(photo 3-1). 

 
B History 
 

Dock No. 1 was constructed while the 464th Troop Carrier Wing (TCW) was the host unit at Pope 
AFB. It was constructed during a major expansion period within the hangar area west of the 
principal runway to accommodate the unit’s C-119 Flying Boxcar aircraft. In 1958, the year Nose 
Dock No. 1 was constructed, the C-119 was replaced with the C-123 Provider. It is presumed that 
the hangar was constructed in anticipation of maintenance requirements for the C-123 Provider 
(the dimensions of which are: length: 79’-9”, wingspan - 122’, height - 34’).  

 
C Map / Site Plan:  Refer to the Context Map, and Map 2, page 6. 
 
D Photographs: Refer to Figure 3 for images of Building 722.  
 
 
Figure 3. Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 

 
3-1 
 
Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northwest (Interior) 

 

 
3-2 
 
Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North (1) 

 



16 

 
3-3 
 
Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North (2) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
3-4 
 
Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast 

 
 
 

 
3-5 
 
Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast (Interior) 
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3-6 
 
Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South 

 

 
3-7 
 
Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast (2) 

 

 
3-8 
 
Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West (1) 
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3-9 
 
Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West (2) 

 

 
3-10 
 
Building 722: Nose Dock No.1 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West (Interior) 
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5. Building No. 723 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 723: Ground Equipment Repair 
 
2 Location:  278 Fortress St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s): 1960 
 
  Original Construction Date: 1960 
  Date of Additions: no additions 
  Historic Use: ground equipment repair 
  Current Use: ground equipment repair 
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 0.50 acres 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable.   
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable. 
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No 
  
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-
 sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
 A Description 
 

Building 723, Ground Equipment Repair, was constructed in 1960. The building is an approx. 
120 ft long, narrow structure, with a single gable, standing seam metal roof, painted dark 
brown. Six (6) steel trusses, approx. 20 ft. on center provide structure for the walls and roof 
(photo 4-7). The building is clad in vertical standing seam metal, painted light tan. The 
southern façade has four (4) banks of three, three-over-three, clerestory windows, as well as 
two individual, three-over-three windows (photo 4-4). The northern longitudinal façade has a 
recent split-faced concrete block addition running the length of the building (photo 4-1). The 
addition’s standing seam shed roof follows the same pitch as the existing roof. The addition is 
composed of offices and a generous outdoor work / storage space under roof (photo 4-1). 
The building’s western facade has a single roll-up overhead garage-style door and a walk 
through office type door (photo 4-6).  The building’s eastern façade has an elaborate sliding 
shed door assembly composed of two pairs of ten (10) foot wide doors (photo 4-3). 
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The main function of the Ground Equipment Repair Building is to maintain motorized ground 
vehicles and large, stationary mechanized equipment. Within the building is constructed a 
two-bay, mechanized engine lift (photo 4-2). 

 
 B History 
 
 C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 2, page 6. 
 
 D Photographs: Refer to Figure 4 for images of Building 723.  
 
 
Figure 4. Building 723: Ground Equipment Repair 
 
4-1 
 
Building 723: Ground Equipment Repair 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North 

 

 
4-2 
 
Building 723: Ground Equipment Repair 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North (Interior) 
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4-3 
 
Building 723: Ground Equipment Repair 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South (1) 

 

 
4-4 
 
Building 723: Ground Equipment Repair 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South (2) 
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Building 723: Ground Equipment Repair 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast (Interior) 
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4-6 
 
Building 723: Ground Equipment Repair 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West 

 

 
4-7 
 
Building 723: Ground Equipment Repair 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West (Interior) 
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5. Building No. 724 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
 
2 Location:  277 Fortress St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s): 1958 
 
  Original Construction Date: 1958   
  Date of Additions: 11 July 1967 
  Historic Use: aircraft maintenance 
  Current Use: aircraft maintenance 
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 4.0 acres 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable 
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-

sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
 A Description 
 

Building 724, Nose Dock No. 2 is a large, corrugated steel hangar. Two shed-type office 
additions have been added to the western façade of the hangar, on either side of, and 
symmetrical to, the central entrance extension (photos 5-2 / 5-5 / 5-12). Within the interior, a 
modular, two-story building has been constructed within the central entrance extension 
(photo 5-8). The roof of the shed additions connects to the west façade at the base of the 
existing clerestory (photo 5-2). The additions are sheathed in beige corrugated sheet metal, 
although it is a different pattern / texture from the original structure. The additions are 
separated from the interior of the hangar by the existing wall, although it is penetrated by a 
door (photo 5-9). A shed-type addition spans the length of the north façade, from the sliding 
door closet the face of the west addition. This addition is also sheathed in beige corrugated 
sheet metal of the same pattern / texture as the west additions. The roof of the shed addition 
connects to the north façade at the base of the existing clerestory (photo 5-3). This addition is 
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also separated from the interior of the hangar by the existing wall, although it is penetrated by 
a door. The interior finishes and character of the building has changed little since the date of 
construction. The two sliding hangar doors that meet at the center of the bay have removable 
interior panels to enable the tail of the aircraft to extend outside (photo 5-7). Above the center 
of the bay is a panel that can be lifted vertically to provide room for the aircraft tail 
(photo 5-7). 

 
 
 B History 
 

Nose Dock No. 2 was constructed while the 464th Troop Carrier Wing (TCW) was the host 
unit at Pope AFB. It was constructed during a major expansion period within the hangar area, 
west of the principal runway, to accommodate the unit’s C-119 Flying Boxcar aircraft. In 
1958, the year Nose Dock No. 2 was constructed, the C-119 was replaced with the C-123 
Provider. It is presumed that the hangar was constructed in anticipation of maintenance 
requirements for the C-123 Provider (the dimensions of which are: length: 79’-9”, wingspan - 
122’, height - 34’). 

 
 C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 2, page 6. 
 
 D Photographs: Refer to Figure 5 for images of Building 724.  
 
Figure 5. Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
 
5-1 
 
Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East (Interior) 

 

 
5-2 
 
Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North (1) 
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5-3 
 
Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North (2) 
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Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast (Interior) 

 

 
5-5 
 
Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northwest 
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5-6 
 
Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South 
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Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast 
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Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast (Interior) 
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5-9 
 
Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South (Interior) 

 

 
5-10 
 
Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southwest (Interior 1) 
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Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southwest (Interior 2) 
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5-12 
 
Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West (1) 
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Building 724: Nose Dock No. 2 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West (2) 
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6. Building No. 726 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 726: Maintenance Dock / Nose Dock No. 3 
 
2 Location:  283 Fortress St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s):  
 
  Original Construction Date: 1958   
  Date of Additions: 21 September 1977 
  Historic Use: aircraft maintenance 
  Current Use: aircraft maintenance 
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 4.0 acres 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable 
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-
 sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
     Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
A Description 
 

Building 726, Maintenance Dock / Nose Dock No. 3 is a large, corrugated steel hangar. Two 
shed-type office additions have been added to the western façade of the hangar, on either side of 
and symmetrical to the central entrance extension (photos 6-2 / 6-3 / 6-4 / 6-6 / 6-7). The roof of 
the shed additions connects to the façade at the base of the clerestory (photo 6-2). The additions 
are sheathed in beige corrugated sheet metal, although it is a different pattern / texture from the 
original structure. Both front additions are two stories and contain windows, doors and access 
stairs to the second story entrance (photos 6-2 / 6-4). The addition to the north of the main 
entrance extends beyond and wraps around the northern façade (photo 6-2 / 6-3). A single-story, 
pre-fabricated, exposed aggregate concrete building has been erected at the southwest corner of 
the building (photo 6-7). 
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 B History 
 

Nose Dock No. 3 was constructed while the 464th Troop Carrier Wing (TCW) was the host 
unit at Pope AFB. It was constructed during a major expansion period within the hangar area, 
west of the principal runway, to accommodate the unit’s C-119 Flying Boxcar aircraft. In 
1958, the year Nose Dock No. 3 was constructed, the C-119 was replaced with the C-123 
Provider. It is presumed that the hangar was constructed in anticipation of maintenance 
requirements for the C-123 Provider (the dimensions of which are: length: 79’-9”, wingspan - 
122’, height - 34’).  

 
 C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 2, page 6. 
 
 D Photographs: Refer to Figure 6 for images of Building 726.  
 
 
Figure 6. Building 726: Maintenance Dock / Nose Dock No. 3 
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Building 726: Nose Dock No. 3 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East 

 

 
6-2 
 
Building 726: Nose Dock No. 3 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North (1) 
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6-3 
 
Building 726: Nose Dock No. 3 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North (2) 
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Building 726: Nose Dock No. 3 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northwest 
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Building 726: Nose Dock No. 3 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South 
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6-6 
 
Building 726: Nose Dock No. 3 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West (1) 
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Building 726: Nose Dock No. 3 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West (2) 
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7. Building No. 729 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 729, Avionics Shop 
 
2 Location:  2474 Surveyor St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s):  
 
  Original Construction Date: 1962 
  Date of Additions: no known additions 
  Historic Use: avionics 
  Current Use: avionics 
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 3.0 acres 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable 
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No. 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-

sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 

This building was inventoried for “A Systematic Study of Air Combat Command Cold War Material 
Culture” (HQ ACC, 1997) but was not evaluated for NRHP eligibility. 

 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
 A Description 
 

Building 729, Avionics Shop is a single-story, concrete block building, constructed in 1962. 
The building is beige. Window trim, doors, and roof fascia are dark brown. Presumably due to 
changes in interior function, several windows and doors have been sealed, using concrete 
block (photos 7-2 / 7-3 / 7-6 / 7-7 / 7-8). 

 
 B History 
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Building 729 has always used for avionics - testing and repairs to electrical systems used on 
aircraft, including communications, navigation, and the display and management of multiple 
systems. 

 
 C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 2, page 6. 
 
 D Photographs: Refer to Figure 7 for images of Building 729.  
 
 
Figure 7. Building 729, Avionics Shop 
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8. Building No. 732 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 732: Maintenance Dock 
 
2 Location:  289 Fortress St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s):  
 
  Original Construction Date: 1958 
  Date of Additions: 29 September 1986 
  Historic Use: aircraft maintenance 
  Current Use: aircraft maintenance 
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 4.0 acres 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable 
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No. 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-
 sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
 A Description 
 

Building 732, Maintenance Dock is a large, corrugated steel hangar. A single shed-type office 
addition has been added to the western façade of the hangar, on the south side of the central 
entrance extension (photos 8-4 / 8-6 / 8-9). The roof of the shed additions connects to the 
façade approximately four feet below the base of the clerestory (photo 8-4). The addition is 
sheathed in beige corrugated sheet metal, although it is a different pattern / texture from the 
original structure. The addition contains windows and double doors (photo 8-4). A small 
concrete block outbuilding has been erected immediately adjacent to the northwest corner of 
the hangar (photos 8-2 / 8-8).  
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B History 
 

This Maintenance Dock was constructed while the 464th Troop Carrier Wing (TCW) was the host 
unit at Pope AFB. It was constructed during a major expansion period within the hangar area, 
west of the principal runway, to accommodate the unit’s C-119 Flying Boxcar aircraft. In 1958, the 
year the Maintenance Dock was constructed, the C-119 was replaced with the C-123 Provider. It 
is presumed that the hangar was constructed in anticipation of maintenance requirements for the 
C-123 Provider (the dimensions of which are: length: 79’-9”, wingspan - 122’, height - 34’).  

 
C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 2, page 6. 
 
D Photographs: Refer to Figure 8 for images of Building 732.  
 
 
Figure 8. Building 732: Maintenance Dock 
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9. Building No. 734 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 734: Maintenance Dock 
 
2 Location: 297 Fortress St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s): 
 
  Original Construction Date: 1958  
  Date of Additions: 26 May 1983 
  Historic Use: aircraft maintenance 
  Current Use: aircraft maintenance 
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 4.0 acres 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable 
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No. 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-
 sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
 A Description 
 

Building 734: Maintenance Dock is a large, corrugated steel hangar. A single shed-type office 
addition has been added to the western façade of the hangar, on the south side of the central 
entrance extension (photo 9-6). The roof of the shed additions connects to the façade 
approximately four feet below the base of the clerestory (photo 9-6). The addition is sheathed 
in beige corrugated sheet metal, although it is a different pattern / texture from the original 
structure. The addition contains double doors. A small corrugated metal outbuilding has been 
erected immediately adjacent to the northwest corner of the hangar (photo 9-2).  

 
 B History 
 

This Maintenance Dock was constructed while the 464th Troop Carrier Wing (TCW) was the 
host unit at Pope AFB. It was constructed during a major expansion period within the hangar 
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area, west of the principal runway, to accommodate the unit’s C-119 Flying Boxcar aircraft. In 
1958, the year this Maintenance Dock was constructed, the C-119 was replaced with the C-
123 Provider. It is presumed that the hangar was constructed in anticipation of maintenance 
requirements for the C-123 Provider (the dimensions of which are: length: 79’-9”, wingspan - 
122’, height - 34’).  

 
 C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 2, page 6. 
 
 D Photographs: Refer to Figure 9 for images of Building 734.  
 
Figure 9. Building 734: Maintenance Dock 
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10. Building No. 736 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 736: Nose Dock No. 6 
 
2 Location:  301 Fortress St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s): 
 
  Original Construction Date: 1958 
  Date of Additions: 28 August 1967 
  Historic Use: aircraft maintenance 
  Current Use: aircraft maintenance 
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 4.0 acres 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable 
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No. 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-
 sponsored historic preservation project?  No 
 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
 A Description 
 

Building 736, Nose Dock No. 6 is a large, corrugated steel hangar. Two shed-type office 
additions have been added to the western façade of the hangar, on either side of the central 
entrance extension (photo 10-9). The northern addition appears to be two stories, while the 
addition to the south of the entrance is a single story (photo 10-9). The roof of the shed 
additions connects to the façade approximately six (6) feet below the base of the clerestory 
(photo 10-8). The additions are sheathed in beige corrugated sheet metal, although it is a 
different pattern / texture from the original structure. The interior finishes and character of the 
building has changed little since the date of construction (photos 10-2 /10-3 /10-4 /10-7). 
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 B History 
 

Nose Dock No. 6 was constructed while the 464th Troop Carrier Wing (TCW) was the host 
unit at Pope AFB. It was constructed during a major expansion period within the hangar area, 
west of the principal runway, to accommodate the unit’s C-119 Flying Boxcar aircraft. In 
1958, the year Nose Dock No. 6 was constructed, the C-119 was replaced with the C-123 
Provider. It is presumed that the hangar was constructed in anticipation of maintenance 
requirements for the C-123 Provider (the dimensions of which are: length: 79’-9”, wingspan - 
122’, height - 34’).  

 
 C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 2, page 6. 
 
 D Photographs: Refer to Figure 10 for images of Building 736.  
 
Figure 10. Building 736: Nose Dock No. 6 
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11. Building No. 757 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 757: Aircraft Maintenance Shop No. 1 
 
2 Location:  1031 Hurst 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s): 
 
  Original Construction Date: 1962 
  Date of Additions: 
  Historic Use: aircraft maintenance 
  Current Use: aircraft parts storage / maintenance 
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 1.0 acre 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable 
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No. 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-

sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
 A Description 
 

Building 757, Aircraft Maintenance Shop No. 1, is a single-story structure sheathed in 
corrugated sheet metal. The roof’s single gable runs the length of the building and is 
composed of the same sheet metal material as the walls, and is painted medium brown. A 
single vent protrudes from the roof. At both ends of the building there are large, sliding doors. 
On either side of the door there are two, three over three windows (four total). All but one set 
of windows have been painted beige.   

 
 B History 
 
 C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 3, page 7. 
 
 D Photographs: Refer to Figure 11 for images of Building 757.  
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Figure 11. Building 757: Aircraft Maintenance Shop No. 1 
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12. Building No. 759 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 759: Aircraft Maintenance Shop No. 2 
 
2 Location:  1033 Hurst 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s): 
 
  Original Construction Date: 1962 
  Date of Additions: no additions 
  Historic Use: aircraft maintenance 
  Current Use: aircraft maintenance, equipment storage   
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 2.0 acres 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable 
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No. 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-
 sponsored historic preservation project? No 
 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
 
10 Supporting Information 
 
 A Description 
 

Building 759, Aircraft Maintenance Shop No. 2, is a single-story structure sheathed in 
corrugated sheet metal. The roof’s single gable runs the length of the building and is 
composed of the same sheet metal material as the walls, and is painted dark brown. A single 
vent protrudes from the roof. At both ends of the building large, roll-up doors have replaced 
the original sliding doors. On either side of each roll-up door there are two, three over three 
windows (four total).  

 
  Building 759, Aircraft Maintenance Shop 
 
 B History 
 
 C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 3, page 7. 
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 D Photographs: Refer to Figure 12 for images of Building 759.  
 
Figure 12. Building 759: Aircraft Maintenance Shop No. 2 
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13. Building No. 306 
 
1 Historic Property Name: Building 306: USAF TALC Fleming Hall 
 
2 Location:  374 Maynard St. 
    Pope AFB, NC 28308 
 
3 General Information 
 
 A. Is this an individual property or a historic district? Individual property 
 
 B. Property use and construction date(s): 
 
  Original Construction Date: 1933 
  Date of Additions: no additions 

Historic Use:  Building 306 was originally built as barracks, but during World War II was 
converted in succession to the Wing Headquarters, Combat Group Headquarters, and 
Command Post.  During the Cold War, the building was used as Air Base Group 
Headquarters until 1967, and then housed planning and intelligence-gathering for the primary 
airlift mission at Pope AFB, and served as the USAF TALC. 

  Current Use:  Support Group Headquarters. 
 
 C. Approximate Acreage: 2.0 acres 
 
 D. Have any buildings on the property been moved? Yes ____  No _X_. 
 
4 Applicant or Contact Person Information (If other than owner): Not applicable 
 
5 This application is submitted by the owner. Not applicable 
 
6 Reason for Request: Not applicable  
 
7 Does the owner plan to seek rehabilitation tax credits? No. 
 
8 Has the property ever been surveyed by the State Historic Preservation Office or by a locally-

sponsored historic preservation project?  
 

Yes, Building 306 is already listed in the NRHP as a contributing element for its significance in the 
pre-World War II context, within the Pope Field Historic District.  The Historic District was listed in 
1991.   Building 306 was evaluated for its Cold War context and significance in “A Systematic 
Study of Air Combat Command Cold War Material Culture” (HQ ACC, 1997).   Of over 100 
buildings, structures, and other resources evaluated for potential Cold War era significance, only 
Building 306, Fleming Hall, was identified as eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
for its significance in the Cold War context.  However, asthe building is already listed and no 
additional architectural elements or attributes were identified that were specifically attributable to 
Cold War use, the building will not be relisted, nor will the existing nomination be amended.  Pope 
AFB coordinated the results of this inventory with the SHPO in 2003. 

 
9 Legal Owner of Property: Pope AFB 
 Name of Contact: Omega P. Weeks, YC-02, R.E.M.  
 Address: 43 CES / CEVP 
    560 Interceptor Rd 
    Pope AFB, NC  28308-2314 
    Daytime Telephone:  (910) 394-1639   
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10 Supporting Information 
 
 A Description (according to Pope AFB’s 2002 CRMP) 
 

 “Fleming Hall (Bldg. 306) is a three-story building with stone-and-hollow tile masonry, an 
attic, and a basement…It is Georgian Revival in style,  featuring a symmetrical façade, 
segmental arched dormers and quoins accenting the building’s corners.  Belt courses, also 
characteristic of Georgian architecture, visually separate the three stories on all elevation.   

 
The building was constructed in 1933 at a cost of $92,420.  Its exterior dimensions are 53.8 x 
129.9 feet.  The gabled roof, originally covered with what was described on the real property 
record as “slab shingle tile”, is now asphalt-shingled.  Color postcards indicate the roof was 
probably red in color.  Oculus windows occur in each gable.  A wood cornice adorns the roof 
line.  An exterior chimney is present on the northwest (rear) wing of the building.  The 
structure rests on a reinforced concrete foundation and has a stucco exterior.  The rear 
(north) elevation describes a C-shaped courtyard and porch surrounded by a stone-walled 
enclosure.  Originally, the first-floor porch had arched openings that faced the courtyard; 
above the porch were second- and third-floor balconies that likewise faced the courtyard.  
The rear entry forms a simple recessed foyer.  All exterior windows in Fleming Hall have 
stone sills.  The evenly-spaced window openings contain double-hung sash, 8-over-8 
windows.   

 
The front entry is embellished with a small, one-story arched porch overhang supported by 
two squared stone piers embedded in bonded brick.  The simulated keystone arch is topped 
by a stone lintel and stone balustrade balcony, which is entered by a French door with a 
transom.  According to as-built plans for Fleming Hall, it appears that the front porch piers 
and pilasters are formed of cut stone, although it would be difficult to distinguish cut stone 
from well-cast simulated stone.  Cast stone (concrete) was more widely used in Federal 
buildings during the 1930’s, due to the fact that it was cheaper and easier to work 
competently than was cut stone (John Wells, personal communication 1985).   

 
…The rear porch and balconies were enclosed to create more office space.  Other major 
architectural alterations to the building’s exterior include the replacement of roof tiles with 
asphalt shingles in 1957; subsequent roof repairs have occurred, most recently in 1983.  
Improper installation of copper flashing around the concrete and stone chimney at the rear of 
the building in 1957 caused leakage, which was corrected in 1974.  The west elevation 
reflects modification to accommodate the addition of an exterior fire escape and ventilation 
upgrade.  Several first-story windows on the rear of the building were boarded up and sealed 
with a stucco exterior in 1961.  Installation of hinged front and rear glass doors and storm 
windows on all facades complete the exterior modifications. 

 
 A number of structural improvements have also been made to the interior of Fleming Hall in 
order to accommodate the changes in function from living quarters to administrative offices 
after 1957.  Repair and maintenance of mechanical, plumbing, wiring systems were 
conducted between 1955 and 1982.   Central air conditioning was added in 1959, but 
architectural modifications associated with the HVAC system do not appear to have been 
major until 1970.  The building’s original steam boiler was demolished at this time and a new 
oil furnace was installed.”  

 
Based on a site visit on the 17th of September, 2007, Building 306 appears to be in excellent 
condition. 

 
 B History 
 

According to the ACC HQ 1995 Report, “the Cold War function of Building 306 was, until 
1967, the location of planning, intelligence-gathering, and implementation of the primary 
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mission of Pope AFB - to provide expedient air transport and logistical support for Fort Bragg 
Army Troops and their equipment to any location in the world. In addition, the resource 
served as the Tactical Airlift Center, a research and development facility concerned with 
improving troop and materiel delivery systems. The building was constructed in 1933 and 
served as a primary facility at Pope AFB prior to the Cold war.” The Building is named after 
the officer who died in an air crash with Lt. Harley Pope. 

 
 C Map / Site Plan: Refer to the Context Map, and Map 4, page 8. 
 
 D Photographs: Refer to Figure 13 for images of Building 306.  
 
Figure 13. Building 306: USAF TALC Fleming Hall 
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3  BUILDING CONDITION ASSESSMENT 
 

In addition to the inventory update, a condition assessment of six (6) buildings constructed 
between 1933 and 1934 was performed. The condition assessment provides recommendations 
for repair of deteriorated and/or missing building details and elements, improved preventative 
maintenance, and means of potentially increasing the integrity of the buildings by restoring key 
features / characteristics / elements that were extant during the building’s period of significance.  

  
Note: To aid in better understanding of the buildings’ significance, integrity and current use, 
excerpts from the Pope AFB CRMP (2002) have been included. 

 
A Building 342:  Non-Commissioned Officer (NCO) Quarters 
 Current Use: Area Defense Counsel 
 
 Description: 
 

Old Family Housing at Pope AFB consists of 21 one- and two-story dwellings on Etheridge, 
Maynard, and Virgin Streets.  These buildings were under construction in January 1933, and 
were completed in January 1934 at costs ranging from $5,616 to $11,172.  The two-story homes 
originally housed senior officers on Maynard Streets (Bldgs. 202, 204, 206, 208, 210, 212, 214, 
216, 218), while the one-story bungalows housed NCOs on Etheridge and Virgin Streets (Bldgs. 
322, 324, 326, 328, 330, 332, 334, 336, 338, 340, 342, 344).  Today the bungalows on Etheridge 
Street house NCOs and those on Maynard Street (Colonel’s Row) house commissioned officers.  
Bldgs. 342 and 344, the only bungalows on Virgin Street, have been converted for use by the 
Services Squadron.  

 
All family housing units were characterized by hollow tile masonry set on concrete foundations, 
with wood floors, painted stucco exteriors, tile roofs, small rear stoops/porches, and basements.  
Exterior dimensions of the two-story dwellings are 34.3 x 39.3 feet; exterior dimension of the one-
story bungalows are 32.3 x 32.5 feet.  Each house has both an exterior and interior basement 
access.   
 
Originally furnished with steam boilers, the family housing units were equipped with oil floor 
furnaces, air conditioning, and fans before 1956, when ownership was transferred from the Army 
Air Corps to the Air 0Force.  Subsequent improvements between 1956 and 1980 were mostly 
non-structural in nature, except for the installation of central ventilation and removal of some 
interior walls to expand living space (PAFB CRMP pg. 3-112). Building 342 is listed as a 
contributing resource within the Pope Field National Registered Historic District. 

 
 Recommendations: 
 

Building 342 appears to be in very good condition. The exterior stucco is solid but has suffered 
some significant cracking. The building appears to have recently received a terra cotta roof.  No 
foundational issues were apparent. 

 
 1 Replace all roof gutters with half-round gutters to match gutter detail on Building 300 - Fire 

House (refer to D-10) and paint white to match window trim. Paint downspouts white (A-1 / A-
2 / A-4). 
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A-1 
 
Building 342: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Area Defense Counsel) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East 

 
A-2 
 
Building 342: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Area Defense Counsel) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North (detail) 

 
A-3 
 
Building 342: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Area Defense Counsel) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northwest 

 
A-4 
 
Building 342: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Area Defense Counsel) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast 
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A-5 
 
Building 342: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Area Defense Counsel) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southwest 
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B Building 343:  Garage 
 
 Description: 
 

Several vehicle garages were built in conjunction with the Old Family Housing units.  Engineering 
specifications detail these as hollow tile masonry units.  Engineering specifications detail these as 
hollow tile masonry structures with concrete foundations and floors, stucco exteriors, and gabled 
roofs shingled with tile.  Two-car garages (Bldgs. 203, 207, 211, 215, 217) are shared by 
commissioned officers’ families living in the two-story quarters on Maynard Street.  These 
buildings measure 21.0 x 21.7 feet.  Five-car garages (Bldgs. 325, 337) were constructed behind 
the non-commissioned officers’ quarters on Etheridge Street; these buildings measure 21.7 x 
50.0 feet (Fig. 3.33).  A two-car garage (Bldg. 343) is also located behind Bldgs. 342 and 344 on 
Virgin Street.  Most of the garages still function today as vehicle or personal storage buildings 
(PAFB CRMP pg. 3-112). Building 343 is listed as a contributing resource within the Pope Field 
National Registered Historic District. 

 
 Recommendations: 
 
 1 Remove all vegetation from within two (2) feet of the building perimeter (B-1 / B-2). 
 
 2 Replace double doors and hinges. Construct weather-resistant threshold to prevent water 

seepage into building (B-3 / B-4). 
 
 3 Clean paint off of all windows or replace all windows within garage door. Repair window 

glazing as necessary. Replace missing window pane (light) and apply glazing compound (B-5 
/ B-6). 

 
 4 Remove vines / vegetation from chain link fence (B-7). 
 
 5 Inspect condition of roof. At the appropriate time, replace roof with terra cotta tile roof to 

match adjacent buildings within Pope Field Historic District (B-5). 
  
 
B-1 
 
Building 343: Garage 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East 
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B-2 
 
Building 343: Garage 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast 

 
B-3 
 
Building 343: Garage 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northwest (Detail A) 

 
B-4 
 
Building 343: Garage 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northwest (Detail B) 

 
B-5 
 
Building 343: Garage 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northwest 
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B-6 
 
Building 343: Garage 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South 

 
B-7 
 
Building 343: Garage 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast 
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C Building 344:  Non-Commissioned Officer’s Quarters 
 Current Use: Inspector General 
 
 Description: 
 

Refer to Building 342 Description. Building 344 is listed as a contributing resource within the Pope 
Field National Registered Historic District. 

 
 Recommendations: 
 
 1 Replace all roof gutters with half-round gutters to match gutter detail on Building 300 - Fire 

House (refer to D-10) and paint white to match window trim. Paint downspouts white (C-1). 
 
 2 Inspect foundation for cracking / damage. Repair cracks in stucco using synthetic / 

cementitious stucco compound / slurry (C-2). 
 
 3 Repair cracks in chimney. Inspect cracking beneath stucco finish to determine whether bricks 

require re-pointing. Repair cracks in stucco using synthetic / cementitious stucco compound / 
slurry (C-3).  

 
Interface between chimney and roof is severely deteriorated. Remove stucco finish and 
inspect flashing at connection. Repair stucco using synthetic / cementitious stucco compound 
/ slurry (C-7). 

 
 4 Clear around basement windows. Construct window well to prevent debris from gathering 

against windows. Replace windows as necessary (C-9). 
 
 
 
C-1 
 
Building 344: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Inspector General) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North (Detail) 
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C-2 
 
Building 344: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Inspector General) 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast (Detail A) 

 
C-3 
 
Building 344: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Inspector General) 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast (Detail B) 

 
C-4 
 
Building 344: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Inspector General) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast 

 
C-5 
 
Building 344: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Inspector General) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northwest 
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C-6 
 
Building 344: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Inspector General) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South 

 
C-7 
 
Building 344: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Inspector General) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast (Detail) 

 
C-8 
 
Building 344: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Inspector General) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast 

 
C-9 
 
Building 344: Non-Commissioned Officer’s 
Quarters (Inspector General) 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West  
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D Building 300:  Fire House 
 Current Use: Medical Logistics 
 
 Description: 
 

The Old Fire Station (Bldg. 300) is a one-story building at the corner of Maynard and Reilly 
Streets completed in 1934 at a cost of $6,690 (Fig. 3.28).  Exterior dimensions of this gable-
roofed structure are 20.5 x 53.7 feet.  According to as-built plans, it had a concrete and smooth-
faced tile floor, hollow tile masonry walls, tile roof, painted stucco facade, stone window sills, and 
multi-pane casement windows.  Circular, louvered vent openings occur in the gable ends of the 
roof.  The original floor plan was designed to house two fire trucks, an apparatus room, office, 
closet, toilet, and heater/boiler room at the rear.  The fire trucks entered the station through two 
overhung, garage-type bays.  The original garage doors each had 4 small single-pane windows. 

 
The major modification to the plan and exterior of Bldg. 300 was the addition of an asbestos-
sided wallboard (frame) pent roof building on the north (rear) side of the building ca. 1956.  This 
addition housed sleeping quarters and a lounge, toilet, and showers.  Space in the original 
building was converted to a kitchen and an additional office.  The heating system was also 
converted from steam boiler to oil at this time.  Asphalt shingles replaced the roof tiles in 1958.   

 
Major changes to the interior floor plan of Bldg. 300 were installed ca. 1979, when the fire station 
was converted to its present use as a medical supply and maintenance building.  These changes 
do not appear to have affected the exterior facade, however.  Under the use conversion, a 
medical warehouse was located in the former apparatus room, and a suspended ceiling was built 
in the warehouse area.  Technical services were located in the old office and kitchen, and storage 
and mechanical space replaced the old boiler room.  In addition, medical supply issue was 
located in the old sleeping quarters; administration was moved to the old lounge.  A new vault, 
mechanical room and security cages were built at the back of the warehouse, and new ventilation 
and fire protection systems were installed.  Storm windows were added to the building in 1978 
(PAFB CRMP pg. 3-114). Building 300 is listed as a contributing resource within the Pope Field 
National Registered Historic District. 

 
 Recommendations: 
 
 1 Multiple layers of paint on window frames make the hinges inoperable. Frames should be 

scraped before repainting.  All of the panes within the windows should be re-glazed with 
glazing compound (D-8 / D-9 / D-12). 

 
 2 A window on the southwest elevation of the addition has been boarded-up or replaced with 

plywood (D-14).  This window should be restored as a window if and when usage permits.   
 
 3 Southwest downspout has been crushed and should be replaced (D-15). 
 
 4 Four large utility cabinets on the southeast side of building detract from the building’s period 

of significance and could be screened with vegetation (D-13). 
 
 5 Roof flashing should be scraped and repainted with appropriate colored dark-brown paint to 

match existing (D-4). 
 
 6 Northwest façade may illustrate an internal moisture problem, or it may simply require 

cleaning with a mild soap and water (D-5). 
  
 7 Window panes on the north and northwest facades have been painted. This may be a 

functional requirement. If not, the paint should be scraped off the windows and the windows 
cleaned (D-5). 

 



79 

 
 
D-1 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East 

 
D-2 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North 

 
D-3 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast  
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D-4 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast (Detail) 

 
D-5 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northwest 

 
D-6 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West 

 
D-7 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South 
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D-8 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast (Detail A) 

 
D-9 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast (Detail B) 

 
D-10 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast (Detail C) 
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D-11 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast (Detail D) 

 
D-12 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast (Detail E) 

 
D-13 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southeast 
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D-14 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September, 2007 
Southwest 

 
D-15 
 
Building 300: Fire House 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southwest (Detail) 
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E Building 302:  Dispensary 
 Current Use: Resource Management Office 
 
 Description: 
 

The Old Medical Dispensary (Bldg. 302) is located between Bldgs. 300 and 306 on Maynard 
Street (Fig. 3.29).  It was originally built as a medical dispensary and flight surgeon’s clinic in 
1934 for $21,000.  This one-story structure with basement has hollow tile masonry walls erected 
on a concrete foundation, asphalt shingle (originally a flat tile) roof, evenly spaced window 
openings containing double-hung sash 6 over 6 windows, and painted stucco exterior.  Exterior 
dimensions are 60.5 x 32.8 feet.  Bldg. 302 has a truncated hipped roof with a central chimney 
and dormers on front and rear faces.  The front entrance, approached by a flight of stairs and 
topped by a transom, is outlined by an ornamental surround. 

 
No as-built plans could be located to detail the original interior arrangement of space.  The 
earliest structural modifications to Bldg. 302 appear to have occurred during the early 1950s, 
when plumbing and interior layout changes were made to accommodate expanded medical 
needs.  Flush panel doors of hinged glass were installed.  Pursuant to a change in use in 1971, 
alterations associated with medical equipment supply were made to the dispensary.  Another 
change in use appears to have occurred since 1982, involving repairs to the electrical, 
mechanical, plumbing, fire protection, and telephone systems.  Those involving architectural 
details have been mostly concerned with the addition of storm windows and replacement of 
hinged glass doors (PAFB CRMP pg. 3-115). Building 302 is listed as a contributing resource 
within the Pope Field National Registered Historic District. 

 
 Recommendations: 
 
 1 There is a growing mold / mildew problem on the building surface within the eastern stairwell, 

under the stairwell canopy. Inspect sealed connection between canopy and building. Clean 
mildew from surface using mild soap and water (E-2). 

 
 2 HVAC unit on north side of building could be screened with evergreen shrub massing (E-4). 
 
 3 Lower louver of northeast roof dormer is damaged and could allow avian / bat infestation into 

the attic of building. Louver should be replaced (E-5). 
 
 4 Consider replacing front glass door with a door that is more representative of the building’s 

Period of Significance (E-8 / E-9). 
 
 5 Basement windows have been in-filled with brick. Depending on the basement functionality 

and use, consider restoring windows and window wells to provide exterior light and ventilation 
(E-11). 
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E-1 
 
Building 302: Dispensary 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southwest  

 
E-2 
 
Building 302: Dispensary 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East (Detail) 

 
E-3 
 
Building 302: Dispensary 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South (Detail) 
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E-4 
 
Building 302: Dispensary 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast  

 
 
E-5 
 
Building 302: Dispensary 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast (Detail) 

 
E-6 
 
Building 302: Dispensary 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South 
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E-7 
 
Building 302: Dispensary 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
North (Detail) 

 
E-8 
 
Building 302: Dispensary 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southwest (Detail A) 
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E-9 
 
Building 302: Dispensary 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southwest (Detail B) 

 
E-11 
 
Building 302: Dispensary 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southwest (Detail C) 
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F Building 708:  Hangars 4 and 5 
 
 Description: 
 

Building 708 (Hangars 4 and 5), is the location for base operations, storage and the passenger 
aircraft terminal.  Constructed in 1934, the building features a bow roof, supported by a bowstring 
truss system.  The entire roof is covered with metal and asphalt, and the walls are stuccoed tile. 
There are four three-story towers defining the corners of each hangar building.  Beyond these 
towers the roof flattens, one bay wide the full width of the side elevation.  Towers have two 
elongated rectangular windows within a slender segmental arched well.  The two hangars are 
attached via a flat roof section in the center.  

   
Plans for the Double Hangar date to August 1933, with a few auxiliary plans dated to October of 
the same year.  They include the electrical layout, door details, ceiling and roof details, foundation 
plans, section details, and floor plans.  As originally constructed, the Double Hangar was a 
double-bay metal superstructure with exterior dimensions of 333.5 feet by 124 feet.  The south 
exposure faced onto a taxiway apron that accessed the landing strip (Drucker and Jackson 
1987b; Pope Field 1934-1942). 

 
The use of hollow tile, especially bake-molded red clay, was common in the southeastern United 
States in the years before 1950, since hollow tile was able to adjust to high humidity and allowed 
walls to expand and contract.  Of significance for the Double Hangar is the truss construction, 
which creates open space and vertical clearance with a minimum of superstructure.  Bowstring 
truss construction, a technique in common use between 1930 and 1950, was employed.  In the 
years that followed, other truss techniques would become more common:  the compression strut 
truss (1950-1955) and the bar joist truss (late 1950s and early 1960s).  The Double Hangar is the 
only existing example of bowstring truss construction on the base (Drucker and Jackson 
1987b:8.1) (PAFB CRMP pg. 3-115). Building 708 is listed as a contributing resource within the 
Pope Field Historic District. 

 
 Recommendations: 
 
 1 Clean paint from clerestory windows to enable indirect light to flow into interior (F-4). 
 
 2 Clean and replace windows along west façade to enable natural light penetration into interior 

(F-6 / F-9 / F-10). 
 
 3 Northeastern wall shows signs of cracking along concrete block mortar joints. Clean wall of 

cementitious surface layer to inspect condition and repoint as necessary, using mortar mix 
appropriate to the period. Replace surface layer (F-7). 

 
 4 Several window panes (lights) have been replaced with transparent, “see-through” glass 

rather than with conventional frosted glass. Replace clear panes with frosted panes to match 
existing (F-8). 

 
 5 Repair and make operable circular louvered vents within the north and south facades of both 

hangars (F-11 / F-18). 
 
 6 Several openings through west wall of Hangar 4 have been sealed with brick and concrete 

block. Research original circulation function and determine feasibility of restoring openings 
(F-19 / F-21). 

 
 7 Repair and paint doors as necessary (F-20). 
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F-1 
 
Building 708: Hangars 4 and 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South - 4 (West) and 5 (East) 
 

 
F-2 
 
Building 708: Hangar 4 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South  

 
F-3 
 
Building 708: Hangar 4 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East  
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F-4 
 
Building 708: Hangar 4 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East - Detail 

 
F-5 
 
Building 708: Hangar 4 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East  

 
F-6 
 
Building 708: Hangar 4 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West  
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F-7 
 
Building 708: Hangar 4 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northeast - Detail 

 
F-8 
 
Building 708: Hangar 4 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Interior Detail (North Wall) 

 
F-9 
 
Building 708: Hangar 4 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Interior Detail (West Wall) 

 
F-10 
 
Building 708: Hangar 4 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Interior Detail (West Wall) 
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F-11 
 
Building 708: Hangar 4 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Interior Detail (North Wall) 
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Building 708: Hangar 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South 

 
F-13 
 
Building 708: Hangar 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
West  
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F-14 
 
Building 708: Hangar 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Southwest (Detail) 

 
F-15 
 
Building 708: Hangar 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
East 
 

 
F-16 
 
Building 708: Hangar 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
South (Detail) 
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F-17 
 
Building 708: Hangar 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Northwest  

 
F-18 
 
Building 708: Hangar 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Interior Detail (North Wall) 
 

 
F-19 
 
Building 708: Hangar 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Interior Detail (West Wall) 
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F-20 
 
Building 708: Hangar 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Interior Detail  
 

 
F-21 
 
Building 708: Hangar 5 
Cumberland County 
Aaron Tuley 
18 September 2007 
Interior Detail (West Wall) 
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DAIM·ZA 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
ASSISTANT CHIEF OF :STAFF FOR INSTALLATION MANAGEMEN1' 

600 ARMY PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, DC 203 10-0600 

15 

MEMORANDUM FOR SEE DISTRIBUTION 

SUBJECT: JOint Guidance to Realign Pope Air Force Base, NC, to Fort Bragg, NC 

1 References: 

a. 2005 Defense Base Realignment and Closure Commission Report to the 
President, Recommendation #103. 

b. 00014000.19, "Interservice and Intragovernmental Support ," 9 AU9ust 1995. 

c , UFC 1·300·08, Unified Facilities Criteria (UFC), Criteria for Transfer and 
Acceptance of 000 Real Property, 16 April 2009. 

2. Purpose: To provide guidance by identifying roles and responsibilities, tasks. key 
milestones, and definitions for the Air Force and the Army to realign property and 
Installation support (IS) functions from Pope AFB to Fort Bragg under a common 
framework . 

3. Per reference a. above, the Air Force will transfer real property accountability at 
Pope AFB to the Army. Subsequent to this transfer, the 43'" Airlift Wing (43AW) will 
inactivate and the Air Force will establish the 43rd Airlift Group (AG) on newly. 
eslablished Pope Army Air Field (Pope AAF). The target date for real property 
accountability transfer is 1 March 2011, denoting completion o f transfer of functions , 
signature of Interservlce Support Agreements (ISSA). and conclusion of agreements 
conceming resource transfers. 

4. Airfield Operations. The Army and Air Force will provide airfield support based on 
the following: 

a. The Air Force, as a Fort Bragg "tenant, ~ will perform airfield operations 
functions in the following areas: air traffic control (ATC) operations. airfield 
management services. airfield/ATe systems maintenance, safety. and weather. 

b. The Army will provide general installation security lAW Army Common Levels 
of Support (CLS) standards. The Air Force will reimburse the Army for additional 
services required to provide Weapons System Security (WSS) and Restricted Area 
Security (RAS) according to Ai r Force security standard s. 



DAIM-ZA 
SUBJECT: Joint Guidance to Realign Pope Air Force Base, NC, to Fort Bragg, NC 

c. The Army will provIde airfield emergency services (e.g, crashffire rescue) with 
personnel and equipment transferred from the Air Force. 

5. Installation Support. Installation Management Command, Southeast Region 
(IMCOM-SE) and Air Mobility Command (AMC) are responsible to oversee 
development of ISSAs with all Air Force tenants addressing command/senior airfield 
authority, real property, and IS functions, Draft ISSAs will be published NLT 31 January 
2010, with final publication NLT 30 June 2010, 

a, The Army will provide IS to Pope AAF as defined in the published ISSAs and 
lAW reference b, above. The ISSAs will reflect services provided by the host 
installation (Fort Bragg) to Air Force tenant commands and reimbursements , as 
appropriate. Reimbursements will not be required for services that are provided for In 
Ihe agreed-upon Total Obligation Authority (TOA) transfer, The Army will begin to 
assume IS functions Identified for transfer from Pope AFB to Fort Bragg on 1 October 
2010. Upon completion of draft ISSAs, Fort Bragg will develop an implementation plan 
NLT 28 February 2010 for transferring IS functions. This plan will clea~y identify 
functions the Army IS able to accept on 1 October 2010; for functions the Army is unable 
to accept on that date. the plan will identify alternate transfer dates within the defined 
transition period . To accompany this plan, the Air Force will develop a synchronized 
bndging strategy for specific functions identified to transfer beyond 1 October 2010. 
Based upon this strategy, the Air Force wil l retain the resources necessary to continue 
execution of these functions until the Army assumes responsibility. 

b. Inlerservice Support Agreements will also include the following key 
milestones: 

1) Initial Operational Capability (IOC) on 1 October 2010 . This IS the 
beginning of the transition period to transfer real property accountability and IS 
functions. Execution of the implementation plan begins. 

2) Transition Period (Air Force to Army) from 1 October 2010 to 1 March 
2011, The period when individually identified IS functions and related resources 
transfer on a specified date or during a specified timeframe lAW the implementation 
plan, 

3) Full Operational Capability (FOC) on 1 March 2011, The end of the 
transition period when alliS functions and resources have transferred from Pope AFB to 
the Army and the Fort Bragg Garrison Commander/Senior Commander assumes 
responsibility_ Prior to this date, all real property transfer documentation (e.g., DO Form 

2 
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1354) must be executed and real estate permits amended to reflect changes affected by 
these RP transfers. Real property transfer will be executed lAW reference c. 

6. Total Obligation Aulhority Transfers: 

a . Airfield Emergency Services. The Air Force will transfer civilian authorizations 
and civilian pay for FY12-17 to the Army for airfield emergency services. The Air Force 
will transfer TOA for FY12-17 to the Army 10 fund base support vehicles and equipment 
(BSV&E) and personal property and plant equipmenl (PP&PE) supporting the crashlfire 
rescue mission . 

b. Facility Investment. The Air Force wililransfer TOA for FY12-17 for real 
property sustainment funding at 90% oftha Department of Defense Facilities 
Suslainment Model (FSM). per the Office of the Secrelary of Defense (OSD) program 
and funding guidance regarding FSM, for all non-Working Capilal Fund (WCF) facililies 
transferring to the Army that the Air Force wil l occupy, and for mutually agreed-upon 
common-use facilities. The WCF facilities will be sustained on a reimbursable basis. 
The Army will be responsible for maintaining Air Force-occupied and common-use 
facilities at the transferred Q-rating. The Air Force will be responsible for funding 
restoration and modernization for any future OSD-directed Q-rating increases for all AF
occupied facili ties By FOC, the Air Force will demolish or transfer funding 10 demolish 
all faCilities the Air Force identified for demolition in the FY09 Real Property Inventory 
Report (RPIR) submitted 10 OSD as of 30 Seplember 2009. 

c. Transfer Vehicle. No later than 1 March 2011, the Air Force will transfer 
funding via Military Interdepartmental Purchase Request (MIPR) for the remainder of 
FY11 . The Air Force will request OSD initiate a Resource Management Decision 
(RMD) 10 Iransfer the annual TOA. as agreed , for FY12-17 . 

d. After reaching an agreed-upon lOA transfer for the items in paragraphs 6.a. 
and 6 .b., the Army will assume programming responsibility for these items at Pope AAF 
beginning FY12. The Air Force will be responsible for programming for reimbursable 
costs Identified in ISSAs. 

7. Personnel. While upholding the principles of equal employment opportunily. 
workforce diversity. fairness. consistency, and equal pay for work of equal value, the 
Army will follow its SeNice policies and practices in hiring AF Civilian Personnel at Pope 
AFB presently performing IS functions. 

3 
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8, Army POC is LTC . ael McGinn, Plans Division, Operations Directorate, (703) 
604-2465, e-mail: cha .meinnconus.arm .mil. Air Force poe is Lt Col John 
Balzano, A7CI 0 14-0748, e-mail: john.balzano@pentagon .af.mil. 

Lieutenant General, GS 
Assistant Chief of Staff 

for Instaliation Management 

DISTRIBUTION: 

.-/-:'"--

YERS, B 9 Gen, USAF 
The Civil Engi eer 

CS/Logistics, Instaliat n & 
Mission Support 

Director. US Army Installation Management Command-Southeast Region 
Director of Installations and Mission Support, Headquarters Air Mobility Command 
Director of Strategic Plans, Requirements , and Programs, Headquarters Air Mobility 

Command 
Director of Programs, Headquarters Air Force Reserve Command 
Commander, US Army Garri son , Fort Bragg 
Commander, 43" Airl ift Wing, Pope AFB 
Commander, 440'" Airlift Wing, Pope AFB 

CF: 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installations and Environment) 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Installations. Environment and Logistics) 
Commanding General. US Army Forces Command 
Commanding General. XVIII Corps (Airborne) 
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F Department of the Interior/National Park Service 
Standards and Guidance 

 
 
F.1  Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines 
 
The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines are prepared under the authority of sections 
101(f) (g), and (h), and section 110 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended.  
 
The purposes of the Standards are to organize the information gathered about preservation activities; to 
describe results to be achieved by Federal agencies, States, and others when planning for the 
identification, evaluation, registration and treatment of historic properties; and to integrate the diverse 
efforts of many entities performing historic preservation into a systematic effort to preserve our nation's 
culture heritage. 
 
The Standards and Guidelines can be found online at:  
 http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_0.htm 
 
Specific Standards and Guidelines are provided for the following areas:   
 

 Preservation Planning, found at: 
http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_1.htm#guide 

 

 Identification of Historic Properties, found at:   
http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_2.htm 

  

 Evaluation of Historic Properties, found at: 
http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_3.htm 

  

 Nomination and Listing of Historic Properties in the National Register of Historic Places, found at:    
http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_4.htm 

 

 Documentation of Historical Properties, found at:    
http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_5.htm 

 

 Architectural and Engineering Documentation, found at:   
http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_6.htm 

 

 Archeological Documentation, found at:     
http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_7.htm 

 

 The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties, 1995, found at: 
http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_8_2.htm.  Standards are provided for Standards for 
Preservation, Rehabilitation, Restoration, and Reconstruction of historic buildings and structures.   
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 The Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards, found at: 
http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_9.htm 

 
The professional qualifications standards define minimum education and experience required to 
perform identification, evaluation, registration, and treatment activities, and are established for the 
fields of practice in History, Archeology, Architectural History, Architecture, and Historic 
Architecture.   

 
F.2  National Park Service (NPS) Resources 
 
F.2.1  National Register of Historic Places 
The National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) is administered by the National Park Service.  
Information regarding properties listed in the NRHP is found at: 
http://www.nps.gov/history/nr/research/index.htm 
 
Information regarding nomination for inclusion of properties on the NRHP is found at: 
http://www.nps.gov/history/nr/publications/#bulletins 
 
Detailed information on applying the NRHP evaluation criteria is found at:  
http://www.nps.gov/history/nr/publications/bulletins/nrb15/ 
and 
http://www.nps.gov/history/nr/publications/bulletins/pdfs/nrb15.pdf 
 
F.2.2  NPS Technical Preservation Services 
The NPS Technical Preservation Services (TPS) provides detailed information and guidance on the care 
of historic buildings. The Technical Preservation Services provides the tools and information necessary to 
take effective measures to protect and preserve historic buildings, ranging from historic masonry and 
window repairs to lead paint abatement to accessibility for people with disabilities.  The main page for 
TPS, which provides links to many useful sources of technical guidance related to historic preservation, is 
found at:  http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/index.htm 
 
A useful index, containing a comprehensive list of historic preservation technical guidance, is found at: 
http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/tax/download/tax_tech_index_2008.pdf 
 



 

F-3 

F.3  NPS Preservation Briefs   

The NPS Preservation Briefs provide guidance on preserving, rehabilitating and restoring historic 
buildings. 
   
NPS Preservation Briefs are available online at: http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/briefs/presbhom.htm. 
In addition, hard copies of the Briefs may be purchased from the Government Printing Office.  
 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE PRESERVATION BRIEFS 

NPS 
Brief 
No. 

NPS Preservation Brief 
Title 

Author(s)/Description 
Available 
online? 

1 

Assessing Cleaning and 
Water-Repellent 
Treatments for Historic 
Masonry Buildings  

Robert C. Mack, FAIA, and Anne E.Grimmer. Surveys a 
variety of cleaning methods and materials and provides 
guidance on selecting the most appropriate method and the 
gentlest means possible. Discusses water-repellent 
coatings and waterproof coatings together with the purpose 
of each, the suitability of their application to historic 
masonry buildings, and possible consequences of their 
inappropriate use. 16 pages. 27 illustrations. 2000. 

Yes 

2 

Repointing Mortar Joints in 
Historic Masonry Buildings  

Repointing Mortar Joints in Historic Masonry Buildings. 
Robert C. Mack, FAIA, and John P. Speweik. Provides 
general guidance on appropriate materials and methods for 
repointing historic masonry buildings. This publication 
revises the 1980 edition of Preservation Briefs 2.  
Repointing Mortar Joints in Historic Brick Buildings and 
includes guidance for all types of historic masonry. 16 
pages. 36 illustrations. 1998. 

Yes 

3 

Conserving Energy in 
Historic Buildings  

Conserving Energy in Historic Buildings. Baird M. Smith, 
AIA. Provides information on materials and techniques to 
consider or avoid when undertaking weatherization and 
energy conservation measures in historic buildings. 8 
pages. 8 illustrations. 1978. 

Yes 

4 

Roofing for Historic 
Buildings  

Sara M. Sweetser. Provides a brief historic of the most 
commonly used roofing materials in America. Presents a 
sound preservation approach to roof repair, roof 
replacement, and the use of alternative roofing materials. 8 
pages. 1978. 

Yes 

5 

The Preservation of 
Historic Adobe Buildings  

Provides information on the traditional materials and 
construction of adobe buildings, and the causes of adobe 
deterioration. Makes recommendations for preserving 
historic adobe buildings. 8 pages. 15 illustrations. 1978. 

Yes 

6 

Dangers of Abrasive 
Cleaning to Historic 
Buildings  

Anne E. Grimmer. Cautions against the use of sandblasting 
to clean various buildings and suggests measures to 
mitigate the effects of improper cleaning. Explains the 
limited circumstances under which abrasive cleaning may 
be appropriate. 8 pages. 10 illustrations. 1979. 

Yes 

7 

The Preservation of 
Historic Glazed 
Architectural Terra-Cotta  

de Teel Patterson Tiller. Discusses deterioration problems 
that commonly occur with terra-cotta and provides methods 
for determining the extent of such deterioration. Makes 
recommendations for maintenance and repair, and 
suggests appropriate replacement materials. 8 pages. 11 
illustrations. 1979. 

Yes 
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NPS 
Brief 
No. 

NPS Preservation Brief 
Title 

Author(s)/Description 
Available 
online? 

8 

Aluminum and Vinyl Siding 
on Historic Buildings -- 
The Appropriateness of 
Substitute Materials for 
Resurfacing Historic Wood 
Frame Buildings  

John H. Myers, revised by Gary L. Hume. Discusses the 
appearance of various types of historic wood siding and 
makes recommendations for repair and replacement. 
Outlines the very limited instances under which substitute 
siding may be an acceptable alternative. 7 pages. 5 
illustrations. Revised 1984. 

Yes 

9 

The Repair of Historic 
Wooden Windows  

John H. Myers. Provides useful information on evaluating 
and repairing historic wooden windows found in typical 
rehabilitation projects. Emphasizes practical methods for 
homeowners or developers. 8 pages. 10 illustrations. 1981. 

Yes 

10 

Exterior Paint Problems on 
Historic Woodwork  

Kay D. Weeks and David W. Look, AIA. Identifies and 
describes common types of paint surface conditions and 
failures. Provides guidance on preparing historic woodwork 
for repainting, including limited and total paint removal. 12 
pages. 14 illustrations. 1982. 

Yes 

11 

Rehabilitating Historic 
Storefronts  

H. Ward Jandl. Explores the role of the storefront in historic 
buildings and provides guidance on rehabilitation 
techniques for historic storefronts as well as compatible 
storefront designs. 12 pages. 12 illustrations. 1982. 

Yes 

12 

The Preservation of 
Historic Pigmented 
Structural Glass (Vitrolite 
and Carrara Glass)  

Provides information on the early manufacture, installation, 
and use of this decorative building product commonly found 
in 20th century buildings; reasons for its damage; and a 
general approach for its maintenance, repair, and 
replacement. 8 pages. 16 illustrations. 1984. 

Yes 

13 

The Repair and Thermal 
Upgrading of Historic Steel 
Windows  

Sharon C. Park, AIA. Presents brief historical background 
on the development, use, and styles of rolled steel windows 
popular in the first half of the 20th century. Explains steps 
for cleaning and repairing damaged steel windows; also 
provides information on appropriate methods of weather-
stripping and options for storm panels or the installation of 
thermal glass. 12 pages. 10 illustrations. 1984. 

Yes 

14 

New Exterior Additions to 
Historic Buildings -- 
Preservation Concerns  

Kay D. Weeks. Uses a series of examples to suggest ways 
that attached additions successfully serve contemporary 
uses as part of a rehabilitation project while preserving 
significant historic materials and features and the building's 
historic character. 12 pages. 30 illustrations. 1986. 

Yes 

15 

Preservation of Historic 
Concrete  

Paul Gaudette and Deborah Slation. Discusses the 
characteristics of concrete and causes of deterioration. 
Includes information on cleaning, maintenance, and repair, 
and on protective systems. 16 pages. 37 illustrations. 2007. 

Yes 

16 

The Use of Substitute 
Materials on Historic 
Building Exteriors  

Sharon C. Park, AIA. Includes a discussion of when to use 
substitute materials, cautions regarding their expected 
performance and descriptions of several substitute 
materials together with advantages and disadvantages. 
Summary charts included. 16 pages. 34 illustrations. 1988. 

Yes 

17 

Architectural Character - 
Identifying the Visual 
Aspects of Historic 
Buildings as an Aid to 
Preserving Their Character  

Lee H. Nelson, FAIA. Essential guidance to help property 
owners and architects identify those features of historic 
buildings that give the building its visual character so that 
their preservation can be maximized in rehabilitation. 12 
pages. 27 illustrations. 1988. 

Yes 

18 

Rehabilitating Interiors in 
Historic Buildings - 
Identifying Character-
Defining Elements  

H. Ward Jandl. Assists building owners in identifying 
significant interior spaces, features, and finishes so they 
may be preserved in rehabilitation work. The guidance 
applies to all building types and styles, from 18th century 
churches to 20th century office buildings. 8 pages. 11 
illustrations. 1988. 

Yes 
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NPS 
Brief 
No. 

NPS Preservation Brief 
Title 

Author(s)/Description 
Available 
online? 

19 

The Repair and 
Replacement of Historic 
Wooden Shingle Roofs  

Sharon C. Park, AIA. Discusses historic wooden roofing, 
expectations for longevity, and repair and replacement 
options. Identifies roofing material that duplicates the 
appearance of a historic roof, offers guidance on proper 
installation, and provides information on coatings and 
maintenance procedures to help preserve the roof. 12 
pages. 16 illustrations. 1989. 

Yes 

20 

The Preservation of 
Historic Barns  

Michael J. Auer. Identifies historic barn types, helps owners 
understand the historic character of their barns, and offers 
advice on the maintenance, repair, and rehabilitation of old 
and historic barns. 12 pages. 30 illustrations. 1989. 

Yes 

21 

Repairing Historic Flat 
Plaster - Walls and 
Ceilings  

Marylee MacDonald. Guides building owners on repairing 
historic plaster using traditional materials (wet plaster) and 
techniques. Suggests replacement options if the historic 
plaster is severely deteriorated. Useful chart on various 
plaster bases and compatible basecoats and finish coats. 
14 pages. 17 illustrations. 1989. 

Yes 

22 

The Preservation and 
Repair of Historic Stucco  

Anne E. Grimmer. Describes the evolution of stucco as a 
popular building material, beginning with a brief history of 
how stucco is applied, and how its composition, texture, and 
surface patterns have changed. Includes guidelines for the 
historic property owner or manager on how to plan for and 
carry out repair of historic stucco, with sample mixes for 
18th, 19th, and 20th century stucco types. 12 pages. 33 
illustrations. 1990. 

Yes 

23 

Preserving Historic 
Ornamental Plaster  

David Flaharty. Discusses ornamental plaster production, 
explaining the processes of run-in-place and cast 
ornamentation using three common decorative forms as 
examples: the cornice, ceiling medallion, and coffered 
ceiling. Guidance will help an owner identify deterioration 
causes and better understand complex restoration 
techniques. Useful advice on selecting and evaluating a 
restoration contractor is included. 12 pages. 34 illustrations. 
1990. 

Yes 

24 

Heating, Ventilating, and 
Cooling Historic Buildings- 
Problems and 
Recommended 
Approaches  

Sharon C. Park, AIA. Underscores the importance of careful 
planning in order to balance preservation objectives with the 
interior climate needs of the building. Useful charts 
included. 14 pages. 28 illustrations. 1991. 

Yes 

25 

The Preservation of 
Historic Signs  

Michael J. Auer. Discusses the history of sign types pre-
1800 to the 20th century, including symbol signs, flat signs, 
fascia signs, hanging signs, goldleaf signs, rooftop signs, 
and neon signs. Makes recommendations for their repair 
and re-use. 12 pages. 29 illustrations. 1991. 

Yes 

26 

The Preservation and 
Repair of Historic Log 
Buildings  

Bruce. L. Bomberger. Focuses on horizontally laid or 
vertically positioned logs, but the preservation and repair 
treatments are essentially the same for all log structures. 
Discusses traditional splicing-in techniques, the use of 
epoxies, and replacement, as well as guidance on the 
repair and replacement of chinking and daubing. 14 pages. 
32 illustrations. 1991. 

Yes 
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NPS 
Brief 
No. 

NPS Preservation Brief 
Title 

Author(s)/Description 
Available 
online? 

27 

The Maintenance and 
Repair of Architectural 
Cast Iron  

John G. Waite; historical overview by Margot Gayle. 
Discusses the role of cast iron in the industrial development 
of our country during the 19th century and the resulting 
advances in building design and technology and ornamental 
detailing. Provides essential guidance on maintaining and 
repairing architectural cast iron within rehabilitation projects. 
12 pages. 30 illustrations. 1991. 

Yes 

28 

Painting Historic Interiors  Sara B. Chase. Discusses wall paint and decorative surface 
treatments from the late 17th century to the 1950s. 
Describes the usefulness of a complete paint investigation 
for preservation and restoration projects. Provides guidance 
on the common causes of interior paint failure and 
preparing surfaces for repainting. Makes recommendations 
about paint with health and safety factors in mind. 16 
pages. 22 illustrations. 1992. 

Yes 

29 

The Repair, Replacement, 
and Maintenance of 
Historic Slate Roofs  

Jeffrey S. Levine. Describes the causes of slate roof failures 
and provides comprehensive guidance on their sensitive 
repair and, when necessary, their appropriate replacement. 
A useful Repair/Replacement Guideline is included to assist 
owners prior to work. 16 pages. 42 illustrations. 1992. 

Yes 

30 

The Preservation and 
Repair of Historic Clay Tile 
Roofs  

Anne E. Grimmer and Paul K. Williams. Reviews the history 
of clay roofing tiles and describes many types and shapes 
of historic tiles, as well as their method of attachment. 
Provides general guidance for historic property owners on 
how to plan and carry out a project involving the repair and 
selected replacement of historic clay roofing tiles. 16 pages. 
33 illustrations. 1992. 

Yes 

31 

Mothballing Historic 
Buildings  

Sharon C. Park, AIA. Describes process of protecting a 
deteriorating historic building from weather as well as 
vandalism when funds are not currently available to begin a 
preservation, rehabilitation, or restoration project. 14 pages. 
27 illustrations. 1993. 

Yes 

32 

Making Historic Properties 
Accessible  

Thomas C. Jester and Sharon C. Park, AIA. Introduces the 
complex issue of providing accessibility at historic 
properties, and underscores the need to balance 
accessibility and historic preservation. Provides guidance 
and many examples of successful projects. 14 pages. 43 
illustrations. 1993. 

Yes 

33 

The Preservation and 
Repair of Historic Stained 
and Leaded Glass  

Neal A. Vogel and Rolf Achilles. Gives a short history of 
stained and leaded glass in America. surveys basic 
preservation and documentation issues and addresses 
common causes of deterioration and presents protection, 
repair, and restoration options. 16 pages. 25 illustrations. 
1993, updated 2007.  

Yes 

34 

Applied Decoration for 
Historic Interiors -- 
Preserving Historic 
Composition Ornament  

Jonathan Thornton and William Adair, FAAR. Describes the 
history, appearance, and characteristics of this uniquely 
pliable material. Provides guidance on identifying compo 
and suggests appropriate treatments, depending upon 
whether the project goal is preservation or restoration. 16 
pages. 52 illustrations. 1994. 

Yes 

35 

Understanding Old 
Buildings -- The Process of 
Architectural Investigation  

Travis C. McDonald, Jr. Explains architectural investigation 
as the critical first step in planning an appropriate treatment-
-understanding how a building has changed over time and 
assessing levels of deterioration. Addresses the often 
complex investigative process in broad, easy-to-understand 
terminology. 12 pages. 23 illustrations. 1994. 

Yes 
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NPS 
Brief 
No. 

NPS Preservation Brief 
Title 

Author(s)/Description 
Available 
online? 

36 

Protecting Cultural 
Landscapes -- Planning, 
Treatment and 
Management of Historic 
Landscapes  

Charles A. Birnbaum, ASLA. Describes cultural landscapes 
as special places that reveal aspects of our country's origins 
and development through their form and features and the 
ways they were used. Provides a step-by-step process for 
preserving historic designed and vernacular landscapes to 
ensure a successful balance between historic preservation 
and change. 20 pages. 50 illustrations. 1994. 

Yes 

37 

Appropriate Methods of 
Reducing Lead-Paint 
Hazards in Historic 
Housing  

Sharon C. Park, AIA, and Douglas C. Hicks. Updated with 
current standards, provides a methodology for planning and 
implementing measures to reduce lead-paint hazards. 
Explains how to strike a balance between preserving 
significant materials and features and protecting human 
health, safety, and the environment. 16 pages. 35 
illustrations. 1995, updated 2006. 

Yes 

38 

Removing Graffiti from 
Historic Masonry  

Martin E. Weaver. Focuses on cleaning methods that can 
be used to remove surface-applied graffiti without damaging 
historic masonry. Emphasizes prompt removal as the key to 
preventing recurrence of graffiti, as well as the importance 
of developing a maintenance program in advance to be 
prepared when graffiti occurs. Includes "tips" for successful 
graffiti removal, a discussion of barrier coatings, and useful 
charts designed to guide the graffiti-removal process. 15 
pages. 23 illustrations. 1995. 

Yes 

39 

Holding the Line -- 
Controlling Unwanted 
Moisture in Historic 
Buildings  

Sharon C. Park, AIA. Outlines way to diagnose moisture 
problems and choose remedial treatments within a historic 
preservation context. Considers the five major sources of 
moisture, including the exterior building envelope, ground 
moisture infiltration, interior condensation, leaking pipes, 
and moisture from cleaning or construction. Provides 
guidance on managing moisture deterioration, repairing and 
maintaining historic building materials, and correcting 
problem areas. Includes charts on types of diagnostic tools, 
recommended treatments and treatments that should 
always be avoided. 16 pages. 30 illustrations. 1996. 

Yes 

40 

Preserving Historic 
Ceramic Tile Floors 

Anne E. Grimmer and Kimberly A. Konrad. Summarizes the 
historical use of glazed and unglazed ceramic tiles as a 
traditional flooring material, and describes different types of 
tiles, including quarry tiles, encaustic tiles and geometric 
tiles, and mosaic tiles. Provides useful guidance for 
maintaining and preserving historic ceramic tile flooring, on 
cleaning treatments, and on protective and code-required, 
slip resistant coatings. Also contains information on various 
repair options, as well as the selective replacement of 
damaged tiles. Useful sources for replacement tiles. 16 
pages. 25 illustrations. 1996. 

Yes 

41 

The Seismic Retrofit of 
Historic Buildings -- 
Keeping Preservation in 
the Forefront 

David Look, AIA, Terry Wong, and Sylvia Rose Augustus. 
Discusses the issues of protecting historic buildings in 
seismic areas from earthquake damage. Stresses the 
importance of working with a team of specialists familiar 
with historic building construction and the alternative 
approaches to seismic retrofit that make a building safe 
without destroying significant historic materials. Provides 
essential guidance on evaluating historic buildings, the 
extent of strengthening to consider, design approaches, and 
the visual impact of these changes. 16 pages. 37 
illustrations. 1997. 

Yes 
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NPS 
Brief 
No. 

NPS Preservation Brief 
Title 

Author(s)/Description 
Available 
online? 

42 

The Maintenance, Repair 
and Replacement of 
Historic Cast Stone  

Richard Pieper. Defines cast stone as a building material 
and provides a brief history of its manufacture and use. 
Discusses the causes of its deterioration, repairable 
conditions, and methods of repair. Also addresses the 
replication and replacement of historic cast stone 
installations, and the use of cast stone as a substitute 
replacement material for natural stone. 16 pages. 26 
illustrations. 2001. 

Yes 

43 

The Preparation and Use of 
Historic Structure Reports  

Deborah Slaton. Defines the historic structure report and 
provides a historical overview of its use. Outlines an entire 
procedure for preparing it taking a team approach. Topics in 
the Brief include historical/archival research, site inspection, 
evaluation, and treatment recommendations, the 
organization and contents of the report itself, and how the 
report is applied to the development of design and 
construction documents and implementation of work. 16 
pages. 25 illustrations.  2005. 

Yes 

44 

The Use of Awnings on 
Historic Buildings -- 
Repair, Replacement and 
New Design  

Chad Randl. Provides a comprehensive overview of the 
practical and aesthetic use of various types of awnings over 
time. Presents guidance for their maintenance, preservation 
and repair. Discusses the circumstances under which 
awning replacement is appropriate, as well as how to 
achieve a compatible design for new awnings on historic 
buildings. 16 pages. 25 illustrations.  2004. 

Yes 

45 

Preserving Historic 
Wooden Porches  

Aleca Sullivan and John Leeke. Explains how to assess the 
condition of historic porches; provides detailed procedures 
for proper maintenance and repair, and includes measures 
to address code issues. Provides a range of information 
from the selection of materials to guidance on contemporary 
alterations. 20 pages. 30 illustrations.  2006. 

Yes 

46 

The Preservation and 
Reuse of Historic Gas 
Stations  

Chad Randl. Provides guidance on assessing the 
significance of historic gas stations and encourages their 
preservation by providing information on the maintenance 
and repair of existing structures. Describes appropriate 
rehabilitation treatments, including conversions for new 
functions when the historic use is no longer feasible. 16 
pages. 27 illustrations.  2008. 

Yes 

47 

Maintaining the Exterior of 
Small and Medium Size 
Historic Buildings  

Sharon Park, FAIA. Discusses the benefits of regular 
inspection, monitoring, and seasonal maintenance work for 
historic buildings. Provides guidance on maintenance 
treatments for historic building exteriors. 16 pages. 18 
illustrations.  2006. 

Yes 
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REPI..'fTO 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQ U ARTE R S MILITA RY AIRLIFT COMMAND 

SCOTT AI R FORCE BASE . ILLINOIS 62225-500 1 

1 • fl' " tlld 
.nN~, DEV (Ms Geil, AUTOVON 576-5763) 

SUBJECT: 

TO: 

Pope AFB Nomination to the National Register 

HQ USAF/LEEV 

1 . We are resubmitting the Pope AFB nomination to the National 
Register of Historic Places. Correction of criterion B to 
criterion C and entry of national significance are accompl i shed . 

2 . After consultation with the southeast Region National Park 
Service (NPS) and the North Carolina state Historic Preservation 
Oficer (SHPO), it was agreed that they did not feel it was 
necessary to extend the period of significance. Though Ms Amy 
Federman, the NPS reviewer, is on vacation, Ms Kathryn Boonin 
agreed that the extension was a suggestion and not necessary for 
the nomination. As the contract let to write the nomination has 
been closed out and the contract firm is defunct, we are 
resubmitting the nomination with the original period of 
significance. 

3. Our POC is Ms Geil. 

F DER IN CHIEF 

MARKUS K. TRAUME, Colonel, USAF 
Dir, Environmental Management 
DCS/Engineering and Services 

2 Atch 
Nem-i-flact-i-G 

2. Background 

MAC--THE BACKBONE OF DETERRENC E 



NPS form 10·9O().b 
\Jan H197) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Multiple Property Documentation Form 

This form is for use in documenting mult iple property groups relating to one or several hisloric contexts. See instruct ions in Guidelines lor 
Completing National Register Forms (National Register Bulletin 16). Complete each Item by marking "x" in the appropriate box or by entering 
the requested informalion. For additional space use continuation sheets (Form 10-g00-a). Type all entries. 

A. Name of Multiple Property Listing 

POPE AIR FORCE BASE EARLY EXPANSION MULTIPLE PROPERTY GROUP 

B. Associated Historic Contexts 

(I) Military Expansion of Pope APB, 1933-1934 
(2) Economic Recovery Through Federally Spon'sored Public Works Programs , 

1933-1934 

C. Geographical Data 

Pope Air Force Base, Fayetteville, North Carolina (Cumberland County) 

D See continuation sheet 

D, Certification 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended , I hereby certi fy that this 
documentation form meets the National Register documentation standards and sets forth requirements for the listing of 
related properties consistent with the National Register criteria. This submission meets the procedural and professional 
requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60 and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Planning and Evaluation . 

Signature of certifying official Date 

Slate or Federal agency and bureau 

I, hereby, certify that this multiple property documentation form has been approved by the National Register as a basis 
for evaluating related properties for listing in the National Register. 

Signature of the Keeper of the National Register Date 



0" 1:0 ;, I ', ' , 
E. Statement of Historic Contexts 

Discuss each historic context listed in Section B. 

The Pope ~1~ ~o~ce B4se Multlple Prope~ty g~oup 16 o~g«nlzed «. two 
contributing properties : 4 contiguous district cOMposed of early hous i ng 
and 4d.lnistr~tive cantonMent bUildings, and « single hangar building 
e6socl«ted wlth e«rly elrbo~ne ope~«tlons et Pope Field. Property types 
ldentlfled include e ~epression-e~e h4nger (Bldg. 708> , Old FeMily 
Houslng unlts, end Oepresslon-e~e edMlnlst~4tlve end be~~ecks bulldlngs 
(Bldgs. 300, 302, 306>. ~ll of these bulldlngs ere essocleted with the 
first period of .ilttary eKp~nsion at one of the earlLest Air Force 
inst411~tions in the United States, and all were constructed using public 
Moneys allocated by Congress under the eMergency Relief and Construction 
~ct of 1932 (Title III, Section 301>, speciflcelly to eMploy othe~wlse 
unea ployed workers durLng the Great Depression (ArMstrong 1~?6). 

POPd Field wae .stablishdd in 2919 and presently contains runways, 
hangars, 4trcr4ft operations support, 4dMinistrattve suppor~, housing , 
«nd co.auni~y service L4cilities. No structures reM«in frOM the period 
1919 - 1932; the present bu!lt envlron~ent cons!sts of constructlon 
deting frOM 1933 to the Mid-1980s. The ~esou~ces included in the Pope 
~FB E~~ly Expens!on Multlple P~ope~ty g~oup ~~e the only 6u~vlvlng 
buLldlngs f~o~ the ee~ly growth pe~lod, 1933 - 1~~ ( ~non. 1983:2>. 
Uninterrupted use of these Depression-era buildings has cont!nued into 
the present . In «ddition, the original dirt airstrip was incorporat ed 
into the existing north-south ~unw6y, which wes p~ved during World We r II 
end expended du~ing the 1~60s (~rucKer 1985> ; the runwey, texlweys, end 
aprons now separ4te Hang~r8 ~ and ~ (Bldg. 708) frOM the reM«ining 
DepreSSion-era buildings included in th~s no_tnation. 

FrOM ita beginnings as 4 SMall airfield used for local aerial Mapp i ng , 
weather reporting, and .ail service, Pope Field has contributed to the 
developMent of the ~~e~lcen Milltsry forces. InLtlelly, Pope Fi eld con
tained a stngle dirt runway fl~nked by tents. During the 19208, four wooden 
henge~s were bullt. G~ephlc docu~ent~tion of the bsse durln~ the 1920s end 
early l~Os indicates t h«t these SM«ll hangars were replaced by More per
Manent structures 1n 1934. A new cantonMent was also COMpleted by 1~4 
(Fe~nung 1985; Pope ~~B CLvll Engineering Flles; D~ucker 1985> . 

Todey, Pope ~lr Fo~ce Bese cOMprlses e cOMpect instelletlon of 1,88~ 
acres in CUMber14nd County, Horth Carolin4. Virtually the entire 
reservation h4S undergone l4ndscape aodific4tton aSSOCiated With 4ir11£t 
and support ope~ations, Much of Which was coapleted during the l~Od and 
e4rly l~Os. ProJects COMpleted between 1940 end 19~3 , the second pe~iod 
of ~ilite~y expension et Pope ~ield, include housing , shops, s hosplt~l , 

end othe~ suppo~t fecillties . Kost of these st~uctu~es reMe1n stsnding 
tOdey. Kuch of the present centonMent w~s bullt e fter 1960. ~pproxl 

~etely 7~ of the bulldlngs stending todey were bullt between 1~0 snd 
1~82 . 

D See continuation sheet 



F. Associated Property Types 

I. N arne of Property Type _ --,D""eaou,r""ec.;,sJ>s-"i"ol!n -:cE",-r"-,a"-..!H"a!.!nu,g...,a,,,rJ>s-'!.4 L/d..S -'.!( B"'1"'d,ug;.,.'-'7..,O"'8CL) .... ,---'.P"oJ<p=.e -'A"'F"'B"-__ _ 

II. Description 

See Section 7, NRHP Nomination Form for Hangars 4/5 (Bldg. 70S), 
Pope AFB 

III. Significance 

~long with sever«l 4d.tn1.tr~tive dnd r~8ident1«1 c«ntonaent 
a~ruc~urea on ~he oppoai~e side of ~he eirfield. Bldg. 708 reflects the 
Govern.en~'s expenaion of the physicel inatellstion st Pope Field during 
~he eerly Depression years. Hangars ~ end 5 (Bldg. 70S) COMMeMorete this 
first period of Militsry growth end reflect the srchitecturel styles 
typicel of MUitary end aircraf"t hangar construction prior to 1'-"50. 

In eddition to its historicsl context, Bldg. 708 conteins the only 
eX«Mple of bowstring truss construction at Pope ArB, dnd thereby 
dOCUMents the ubiquity end dursbili~y of this Mode o f construction at 
Military eirfieloa belore 1~O. Truss construction was the origLnel type 
of roof support used in Aaeric«n airplane hang«rs, and was superseded by 
the cOMpression strut truss (l~O - 1~5) end the ber Joist truss (lete 
19508 snd early 1'-"6os). 

IV. Registration Requirements 

Although several aodifications have been .«de to the hangar 
building during the past 50 years, it atill retsina the core archi
tecturel and engineering COMponents Which define the bssic eleMents of 
this nOMination. The building therefore reflects a high degree of 
integrity. 

Since no sdditionel properties exist aeecing che registracion 
requtreaents of Dep~ession-era butldtngs essociated wtth the first pertod 
of MilicGry exp«nsion at Pope hir Force bdse, those docuaented in this 
noain4tton represent the only properttes which could be included in a 
aultiple property group. 

[j[] See continuation sheet 

UO See continuation sheet for additional property types 
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G. Summary of Identification and Evaluation Methods 
Discuss the methods use.d in. developing the multiple property listing. 

The Pope ~f8 Early Exp4nsion Multiple Property Group includes all 
buildings at Pope ALr Force 84se wnich were buLlt 1n 1~33 - 193~. Tnld 
ident1£Lc4~ion and «ssessaent o£ historical «nd «rchitectur~l contexte i6 

b4sed on 4 survey of the the installation which was conducted by Lesley 
H. Drucker ot CarolinG Arch«eologic~l Services, under contract with the 
Nattonal Park 5ervtce"on August 13 - 14, 1~85. The purpose of the 
survey was to photodoc~.ent dnd evaluate the oldest surviving buildLngs 
«t Pope Field according to their elisibility for listinS on the N«tlonal 
Re~ister of Historic Places. In addition to the field observations, 
hLstorical and docu.ent«~y sources consulted during the research included 
4~ri«1 Maps and photoqr«phs, «rchiv~l photogr4phs, real property records, 
«nd ensineerins records. Both .llitary and civilian lnfor.ants were «lso 
consulted concerning- « 'spects of the built environMent at Pope F.teld, «s 
well as chang4!!s in the, twentLeth century cul tur-al landscape. 

o See continuation sheet 

H. Major Bibtiographical References 

-'nony.oua 
1 '!I83 84se Guide for Pope ~~8, Horth C«rolina. 

~irlift Wins, Pope ~lr Force Bdse. 

Ms. on file, 31?th Tactical 

Ar.Btron~, Ellis L., editor 
1'!1?6 History of PublLC Works of the United States: 1??6-1'!1?6. A.erican 

PublLc Works ~asoci4tLon, Chicago. 

Drucker, Lesley M. 
1~85 Architectural and HistorLcal DoCUMentation of the OrIgInal CantonMent 

Area and Hangars ~ and 5, Pope Air Force Base, Horth Caroltna. 
Resource Studies Series 83. Carolina Archaeologicel Services, ColUMbia. 

Farnung, Leonard 
1'!185 Personal Co •• unication. Clvll En~ineerlns, Pope ~F8, Horth Carolina . 

Pope Air Force aase 
n.d. Clvil En~lneerlns Files. 

Primary location of additional documentation: 

o State historic preservation office o Other State agency 
IlD Federal agency 

o See continuation sheet 
~s. on file, Pope ~f8. Horth Carolina. 

o Local government 
o University o Other 

Specify repository: _--=P:..:0:Jp",e::-..:A~F:..::::B.!., ....::.F::a'2y~e~t~t::'e~v"i~l~l~e':.!.. • ...;N~C~ _____________ ___ _ 

I. Form Prepared By 
namellilie Lesl ey Drucker. Senior Archaeologist i 
organization Carolina Archaeol ogical Services 
street & number 1612 Westminster Drive 
city or town Columbia 

Susan Jac kson, ' Project s Coo rdinator 
date 11/87 
telephone 803/ 254 3996 
state SC zip code 29204 



HPS Form 10.e00. 
(HOI 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

Section number _F,,--_ Page _-'--_ 

(Depression-Era Hangars 4/5 Significance continued) 

Another noteworthy engin~ering f~«tu~ «sBoc1«ted With Bldg. 708 i« 
the use o£ hollow tLl~ Masonry, whLch forMS the core oL other Depression-
6ra bul1dinqs on the base ad well. This Btructur«~ core is untque to 
pre- 1~O construction tn the southeastern Untted States, where tt Gllowed 
lnterior walla to 6xp«nd a nd breathe under conditions or high hUMidlty. 



NP8 Form 10«104 
!NO) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

Section number _....!F,--_ Page _....::2,--

I. N8Me of Proper~y Type - Old FaMily Housing Uni~s, Pope AF8 

II. Descrip~ion 

See Sec~ion 7, NRHP No.ination for. for Pope AF8 Historic ~istrict. 

III. Significance 

The ho ••• and garages aasoCia~ed with ~he Old Fa.ily Housing units 
at Pope Ar8 were bUilt between 1933 and 1934, and represent SOMe o f the 
oldest standing buildings at the installation. These units were built 
during a period o f initisl econoMic recovery froM the Great DepreSSion, 
ustnq doll«r allocations £roM the only pre-Roosev61t ara Governaent 
prograM designed to put the country'6 populatLon back t o work. OL« 
total of $300 Million appropriated by Congress under the E.ergency Relief 
and Construccion Act of 1932, $224,000 was spent «t Pope Field to 
construct officers' housins_ The 1~3-1~4 houslnq «t Pope AF8 «Iso 
represents const~uction undertaken durLnq the first M«Jor expansion o~ 
the Military facilities a~ Pope Field, which has played a leading role in 
the developMent of AMerican air power. 

The Pope AF8 Old FaMily Housing units display an early ~wen~ie~h 
cen~ury application of More or less standard ~eder«l construction designs 
and floor plana, adapted to a specific, south Atlantic seaboard 
environMent and usage. Federal buildings during this period were 
stylistically restricted to classical and pseudo-classical designs which 
were easy to recognize and adapt for a variety of public uses. A broad 
range of architects Eound it easier to COMpose «nd det~Ll buildings 
within this general idiOM, «nd contracting Eor e£ficient use of space «ad 
.«teri~ls was 4180 .ade easier through repetitive use of b«slc desiqns 
and pl~ns throughout various levels of Federal governMent. 

IV. Registration RequireMents 

Although the ho.es and ~aragee in the Old F4.tly Housing units have 
undergone architectural aodiEtc«tton during the past ~O ye4rs r they still 
ret4in the core architectur~l and engineering COMponents which define the 
basic eleMents of this nOMin~tion. Tnese buildings tnerefore reflect a 
high degree of lntegrity. 

Since no additional properties ey.lst Meeting the re~lBtr4tion 
requireMents of Depression-era buildlngs associ~ted with the first period 
of .tlit~ry exp4nsion «t Pope Air Force 84se, those dOCUMented in this 
no.ln4tton represent the only propertles which could be included tn « 
.ultiple properties group. 



NPS Form 10«l0-e -
United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

Section number __ F __ Page ---,3,,--_ 

I. N.:rMe or Property Type - DepreBs~on-Er« ~dMlnistr~clve «nd B4rr~cks 
Buildlngs, Pope \'\lr Force B«se 

II. DeSCcLption 

See Sectton 7. NRHP NO.Ln~tLon £orM Eor Pope ~r8 HistoriC DLstrict:.. 

The b4rr<lcka <lnd .:rd~LnLBtr..:!t.t.ve bUlldin'3's (l6SOCL..:sted "-'ltn the .fi rst 
CantOnMent:. area at:. Pope Field: were I:)uilt oetc. . .'een 1'933 «na 1'93"'1, ..snd 
represent SOMe of the oldest et4ndLng bUlldings .:rt the lnst411<lt~on. 

These Units were bULlt durlng .:I period o£ lnlti.:r1 econOMlC recovery fra~ 
the Gre.st Depresaion. USln'!] .slloc.:rclons frolf( the only pre-Roosevelt er..s 
Federal pro':rr.sm; designed to put. the country' e POpul«tlon b«ck to _'ark. 
O£ .s tot..:!l or ~300 .11110n .:rpproprL4tea by Conqre88 under the E.ergency 
Relief ..sad ConstC"uction .\Ct of 1'932, ~l"iO,OOO w.ss spent 4t Pope Fiela to 
construcc Flemmin9 H411 ~nd the other cwo .sdm1n~str~t1ve bu~ldlnqe. 

The 1933-1934 c..sntonMdnt ..st Pope A~B ~iso represents construct~on 
undert.:rken durtn.; the first • .sJor e":po!l:ne~on of the a1lit4ry £ac1lLties. 
Pope Field h«s pl4yed « le.:lding C"ole in the develop~ent or A~erLc~n ..sLr 
power. 

'The Pope .'tF8 ddllinistr.st Lve .:rnd b.srr.:rcks butldin9's d~6pl.:ry 4n e.srly 
twentieth century ~pplic.:l:t.ton of more or less sc.:rnd<C.!rd Feder..11 con
struction designs 4nd £loor p14ns, .:rd.spted to .:I: specl£.tc, sauth ~tl.:l:ntic 

se~bo4rd environMent .snd us<C.!ge . Fle~Ming H.:rl1 <Bldg. 306> LB typic41 of 
4 b.:l:&iC p.:l:ll~~i.:l:n design Whlcn Cn4ro!l:CCerlZed public construction froM the 
e~rly co Middle t~'ent.tet.h century. Large p.sll.:rdi4n buildLngs designed 
for public use diep14Y £or.~l By~3etry, lmpo4Lnq entrles, .:rnd b4l.snced 
£l.snking eleMents. SM~ller bulld i nss, such 4S the Eire st.stLon <8ld~. 
300) .snd the old .edic.sl dLspeneo!l:ry (BId.;. 3Q2> .are ch.sracterized by 
utilit.srl..sn, lndLvldu411zed ..sd.spt.stions o£ these M4]Or deSL?" ele~ents. 
Feder~l bULldLngs dU~lng this perlod were styltst~c.slly restrLcted co 
Cl.:rSS1C4l 05nd pseudo-cl«sSlC.sl designs wtuch Coo'ere e.osy to recognize «nd 
..sd05pt Eor .:I v.:rriety o£ publlC uses. ~ broad range of 4C'ch1tects £ound It 
e~Sler to COMpose ~nd det.oi1 bULldings witnLn thiS geneC"al Ld10M . «oa 
contr.scting for effiCLent use of spcce and M.sterL.:rls c. ... ~s ..,.lso trt4de e(fBLer 

through repetIt1ve use o£ b4Sic desLgns ana pl«ns tnrougnout v4rlous 
l~velB of F~der(f1 govern~~nt. 



NP8 Form 10«»4 
(NO) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

Section number _--,F __ Page ---,4:!.-_ 

IV. RegLatrctLon RequLre~entB 

AlthQU~h ~h6 «d~LniGtr«c1ye ~nd b«rr«cks bUildin~B h«ve unaerqone 
«rchLtectural modLfLc~tion over the p~st 50 ye~rs, they ret~~n the core 
4rchi~ectur~1 ~nd en~ineering co~ponent6 whiCh derLne the b«sic ele~ent6 
of thiS no_Ln«tion. These buLldings therefore rerlect « nigh degree o~ 
J.nt.e'3'riCy· 

Since no ~dd~t1on~1 prop~r~~es eXIst meetIng che regls~r~tIon 
requLre~ents of DepreGS10n-er~ nuildlnqs ~Gsoci«tea WIth the first period 
or Rllit~ry ey.p~nsLon «t Pope ~ir Force 84se, those docu~ented In ChIS 
nOlkin«tion represent the only properties ~'nich could tle lncludea In oS 

.ultip~e properties group. 



REPLY TO 

ATTN 01": 

SUBJECT: 

TO: 

I OG··~: ; 
.;. ~. . 

I I ' 
! /' . J I' .-f I - / DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 

HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 

WASHINGTON , DC 20332-5000 

;. . . ~-.-

LEEV 
02 MAY 1990 

Pope AFB Nomination to the National Register 

HQ MAC/DEV 

We are returning the pope AFB nomination to the National Register 

of Historic Places (Atch 1) so that you can make the changes 

requested by the National Park Service reviewer (Atch 2). Please 

contact the reviewer, MS. Amy Federman, telephone (202) 343-9536, 

if you have questions on what is needed. Our point of contact is 

Dr. A. L. Clark, AUTOVON 297-3668. 

FOR THE CHIEF OF STAFF 

WR'Kffi. (~~G.G~ . . . , 
Deputy Chicl, Environmental Quality DIVISion 

Directorate of Epgr & Svcs 

2 Attachments 
1. Nomination 
2. National Register 

Evaluation 



PRELIMINARY 

,yASO_~orm - 177 
"R" Ju .. 1984) 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT DF THE INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

~----------------

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
EVALUATION/RETURN SHEET 

Pope Air Force Base Early Expansion 
MPS 
Cumberland County 
NORTH CAROLINA 

:::J . resubmission 
j nomination by person or local government 
:::J owner objection 
:::J appeal 

;ubstantive Review: o sample 

~ev iewer'$ comments: 

o request 

~omination ret urned for: ___ technical corrections cited below 
. __ subotantlve reasons discussed below 

I. Noma 

~. Location 

I. Clauification 

o appeal 

:ategorv OwnershIp 
Public Acquisition 

Status 
Acceaible 

I. Owner of Property 

i. Location of Logal Description 

I. Representation in Existing Surveys 

las this propeny been determined eligible? 

. Description 

onditJon 

J eXC8 l1ent 

Jgood 
] fair 

o deteriol'lted 

o ruin. 

o unexposed 

Dyes Ono 

Check OM 

o unaltered 

o altered 

!ascribe the present end original (if knownl physical appearance 

] summary paragraph 
] completeness 
] clarity 
] alterations/integrity 
] dates 
] boundary selection 

Working No. __ 1_1_3_1_1_9_0 ____________ _ 

Fed. Reg. Date : -.."--t.~::--r.",,,-----
Date Due: .3. /1 7 /7 0 

I 1 

Action: ~PT ---=--t~'-:-;-,.'::."...~-+ 
, ETURN 3- hit (/ 

~7 / 
_ REJECT -r1....-:;r-;:=-----

Federal Agency : _____ V--.:;J--'-'IfL....l..p ________ _ 

o NR decision 

Reviewer -.",,~,.e.o<.~~!f!oI""""'r-----
Dlscipllne-::;~~~~LiIlloE;:II:o~~=-----

Date ____ ~~~~~~------------
___ see continuation sheet 

PrlJl!!nt U5e 

CMdt on. 
D original lite o moved date _____________ _ 



8. Significance 

Period Areas of Significance-Check and justify below 

Specific dates Builder/Architect 
Statement of Significance (in on8 paragraph) 

o summary paragraph 
o completeness 
o clarity 
o applicable criteria 
o justification of areas checked 
o relating significance to the resource 
o context 
o relationship of integrity to significance 
o justification of exception 
o other 

9. Major Bibliographical References 

10. Geographical Dati 

Acreage of nominated property ______ _ 
Ck1adrangle name _____ _ 
UTM References 

Verbal boundary description and justification 

11 . Form Prepared By 

12. State Historic Preservation Officer Certification 
The evaluated significa~ce of this property within the slate is: 

national state local 

State Historic Preservation Officer signature 

title date 

13. Other 

o Maps 
o Photographs 
o Other 

Questions concerning this nomination may. be directed to ___________________________ _ 

-
Comments for.." ;,... may be continued on ., ettllChtld 6hHf. 



-v iewer's Comments 

lis multiple property form presents a comprehensive history of 
'pe Air Force Base from its founding through its later 
,velopment. It focuses on the earliest period, 1933-1934, for 
li ch there are tangible remains. There are two individual forms 
lr two properties developed during that period. The nomination 
les include additional documentation on later periods of growth 
: Pope in both the cover document and the individual forms. 

lere are several technical issues which need to be addressed in 
:der for the n omi nati on to be procesGed. First, the individual 
)r ms do not include any level of significance. The combined 
)cuments contain information on the r ole of pope AFB during the 
)30s and beyond, particularly during World War II in a national 
ramework. There are several statements indicating that Pope AFB 
3S one of the earliest Air Force installations in the United 
tates, and it may have had national significance as a training 
,se during World War II. We would assume, there fore , that you 
r e thinking of this property as nationally significant, and 
hould therefore check national. 

t appears that the period of s ignific ance for Pope AFB and for 
he two properties under nomination, as well as dthers on the 
ase, could easily be extended through 1945 to include the 
ontributions of Pope AFB to our national defense during World 
a r II. Later growth at pope AFB needs to be assessed in the 
o ntext of other post-war developments across the count ry (if the 
at i onal level of signif icance is to be continued; otherwise 
ithin a state or local context). 

'inally, the nomination s have Criterion B checked, although there 
s justification for Criterion C. We presume that since no major 
igure is mentioned (as required for Criterion B), that this was 
typographical error and will be easily corrected. 
~ ! :':':,_:t. :-,ST ~' : C,.r_ ...... "",...,..-oT \ "\~ .. v-Il l.A1\" f_ SL....r.~· ,.( .r-."(:-..... ,; ( '.,' ,. ' ~ ""-:' -\' ~" - '''' . ''' uu-.. ................ ) 

. 
f 



NPS Forni 11).800 
(Rio'l . &-86) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Registration Form 
ThiS form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations of eligibility for individual properties or districts. See Ins1rucUons In Guloollnes 
for Completing National Register Forms (National Register Bulletin 16). Complete each Item by marking "x" in the appropriate box or by entering 
the requested information. If an item does not apply to the property being documented. enter "N/A" for " not applicable." For functions. styles, materials, 
and areas of significance, enter only the categories and subcategories listed In the instructions. For additional space use conUnuation sheets 
(Form 10-900a). Type all entries. 

1. Name of Property 
historic name Hangars 4 and 5, Pope Air Force Base 
other names/site number Building 708, Pope Air Force Base 

2. Location 
street & number Bld g . 708 , Pope AFB 
city, town Faye tteville 
state North Carolina code NC county Cumberland 

3. Classification 
Ownership of Property 
o private 

Category of Property 
Q9 building(s) o public-local o public-State 

[RJ public-Federal 

o district o site o structure o object 

Name of related multiple property listing: 
Pope Air Force Base Early Expansion 

Multiple property Listing 
4 State/Federal Agency Certification 

o not for publication 
Uvicinity 

code NC 05 ) zip code 28308 

Number of Resources within Property 

Contributing Noncontributing 
I 0 buildings 

___ Sites 
___ structures 
_".-_ objects 

o Total 

Number of contributing resources previously 
listed in the National Register 0 

As the deSignated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this 
o nomination 0 request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the 
National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. 
In my opinion, the property Umeets Udoes not meet the National Register criteria. OSee continuation sheet. 

Signature of certifying official Date 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

In '!/II'ruIl i n, the ~perti-~ me ts 0 does not meet the National Register criteria. U See continuation sheet. c--
LV }\ t/'UU r\.1 /1.00',. A· '-/1- £6 

Si nature of commenting or other off(G · I. Date 

State Historic Preslrvation Officer 
State or Federal agency and bureau 

5_ National Park Service Certification 
I, hereby, certify that this property is: 

o entered in the National Register. o See continuation sheet. 

o determined eligible for the National 

Register. 0 See continuation sheet. o determined not eligible for the 
National Register. 

o removed from the National Register. 
Oothsr, (explain:) ________ _ 

Signature of the Keeper Dale 0' Action 



6. Function or Use 
Historic Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

Defense Milit a ry Facility 
Current Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

Defe nse - Military Facility 

7. Description 
Architectural Classification Materials (entor catugorla. from Instructions) 
(enter categories from instructions) 

No Style 
foundation Concrete 
walls Metal - Steel Aluminum 

Stucco (Non-Bay Areas) 
roof Asphalt 
other ___________________ _ 

Describe present and hlatorlc phYllcal appearance. 

H4ngars 4 and ~ (8Idg. 708) at Pope Air Farce aase currently house 
8ase Oper.tiona, as well dB s~orage and a passenger ai~r~£t tee.inal 
(F1g. 15). Bu1lt 1n 1~4, th1s bu1ld1ng h4S 4 double-b4Y aet4l super
structure restlng on 4 concrete foundation and Eloor. The .eta!-4nd-
4sph~lt shingle roo£ is supported by aet4l bowstring trusses (Fig. 16). 
The corners of the nang~r are reinforced by concrete pylons with brick 
and concrete heads; side walls along the east and ~est sides o£ the 
hangar bUilding are bUilt of hollOW tile Masonry. ~Kterlor di.ensLons of 

the hangar building are 333.5 x 124.0 feet. The front <south) exposure 
£«ces dL~ectly onto G t4xLway apron. ~cont closure Eor the two bays 
consists of rece56ed canopiea; b..sck cl.o.5ure consists ot "repe~t" p4nel 
slldLng doors (~lg. 17) . 

~ccord1ng to 1~4 4s-bullt p14ns, the h«ng4r bu1lding W4S des1gned 
for alr activity support, and contained storage, tOilets, « locker roo~, 
« shop, gunnery, and radio rOOMS £or a parachute departMent (Fig. 18). 
World W«r II Mod1£Lc«tions 1ncluded 4dd1tLon of « second story w1thLn the 
e4stern bsy <Hsng4r 1} 4nd shop 4re4S £14nking the outs1de of H4ng4r 5; 
~ddition of ~ir conditiontng in the control tower; and addition of 
aechanical ventilation ca. 1953. The glaBs cab control. tower was added 
4top the e4st-centrsl concrete pylon between 1934 4nd 1940 to support 
oper«tLons for airborne troop training. Base Operations, « one-story 
COMplex of offices, ticket counter, and passenger lounge, was added in 
l~a st the front of the h4ngsr buLld1ng between H4ng«rs 4 4nd ~ (cf. 
Fiss. 15 4nd 1S}. Rep41rs to the h4ng4r C4nopy doors, ~nel slLdLng 
doors, roo£, windows, and other doors were also Made at this tiMe. 

The .aJor archLtectural changes associated wLth construction of Base 
Ops involved reMoval of the exLstLng tranSOM, filling tn of the tranSO M 
area with Masonry, dnd inst«114tion of new .et«l double-door fraMes at 
the front of the new entrance . The ~xiating concrete was l~ft in place 
between the two central h«ng«r pylons, but the crown of the exLsting 
pedi.ent was re.oved. Hodlficdtions to 8«se OpS Cd. 1~O included 
fraMLng in of the tr«nso. above the central arch, replastering of the 
arch, closLng or Window openings, Gnd low~ring of the £inlshed ceiling. 
The exterior of thts a.«11 buLldlng w«s stuccoed in 1~2. A second story 
w~s added to Base Ope l«ter in the 19605, lncreasing ita square footage 
to 6~7 squ4~e feet. 

I!J See continuation sheet 
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Rep~ira to the hdng~r door cdbl~B, electrical and Mechanical 
systeMS, drainage dnd plu.bing, and beacon tower hdve continued since 
l~O. S.411 ~r.s stor~ge 1n 1~66. ~nd 4n 4ircr~ft engine and r epair shop 
in 1~?1. were added to th~ outside of the h4ng4r. ~ p4ssenger aircr4ft 
ter.tn«l, £lLqht cre~ loun~e, and Lnfor~dtion desk were added insLde 
Hdngar ~ a£cer 1971. Today, Hangar ~ houses the passenger terMin«l dnd 
crew operatLons on the interLor, and «dminLstr4tive, Gtor4~e, dnd repdir 
«re«s on the eKterlor. 



8. Statement of Significance 
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 

!Xl nationally 0 statewide 0 locally 

Applicable National Register Criteria [!J A 0 B [!J COD 

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) OA DB Dc OD DE OF OG 

Aroas of Significance (onter categorlos from Instructions) 
Architecture 
Engineering 
Military 

Significant Person 
N/A 

Period of Significance 
19 34 

Cultural AHiliation 
N/A 

Architect/Builder 
Unknown 

Significant Dates 
1931, 

State significance of property, and justify criteria, criteria considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted above. 

Gener~l 3t4te~ent 

H~nSdr6 4 dnd 5 (Bldg. 708~ is the oldest st~nding dircr~ft building 
dt Pope AFB, and is the only surviving, early airborne support building 
dating to the Depression era of .ilitary expansion at Pope Field. Bldg. 
70S was COMpleted Ln 1934 for $175,590.97. In conJunctLon with Pope 
F161d's orlqln41 (1~1~) Mission of loc~l reconn~is6~nce M4pp~ng. ~c4ther 
reportlng, 4nd *«il a~~VLce, tour woo4~n G!rcr4tt h4ng4rc ~ere bulle 
during thd 19208; however, th~Bd bULldings were deMollshea dur!n~ World 
!AIde" II to 4110'"' construct.Lon of h.sng.sra t.h4t CQuld 4cco"".od4t.e l.sC"ser 

«1rc.t"4£t. A b«lloon h4ng4r 4Bsoci.sted with the e.srliest airborne p~r1od 
W~d 41so dis.4ntled in the late 1~50s, leaving Bldg. 70d the only rep~
sent~tive of e~rly aircr~ft support ~t Pope field. 

Despite the addLtLon of d s~all ~odern additlon <Base O?er~tLona) 
bet~een the hang4rs in 1958, Bldg. 708 ~aintdlns Lts structur~l Lntegrlty. 
The double-boy sheet .eto1 £r4~e, bowstrIng truss, pylon corner supports, 
canopy front doocs, ond slldLng ponel reor doors ore typlcol of hong4r 
construct Lon and Military dLrcraft/dLrlLft support buildLngs at 
southeastern United St4tea Milit~ry installations prior to the l~Os. 

Historicol Context 

Pope FLeld W4S est~blished by the U. S. ~ar DepartMent in 191~ to 
conduct locol reconnaie84nce MappLng, oerLal photography, arttllery 
support, ~od other £uncticna in support of 00 Ar.y Artlllery reglM6nt 4t 
Ca.p BCdgg <Drucker l~e~~. Bldg. 70e, along with 4n ad.Lnl~tr4tLvc and 
restdentt~l CGnton~ent on the opposIte aLde o£ the aLr~Leld, W4B built 
during the fIrst of three MOJor perlods MllLtary exponsLon perLods 4t 
Pope Field: the flrst occurred durlnq the Great Depression (1~3-1~4), 
the second during World W4r II, and the third durLng the 19608. Hang~rB 

~ and 5 represent the only 4ircraft support bUilding ~h1ch survives £ro~ 

!Xl See continuation sheet 



9. Major Bibliographical References 

Drucker, Lesley M. 
1985 Architectural and Historical Documentation of the Original Cantonment 

Area and Hangars 4 and 5, Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina. 
Resource Studies Series 83. Carolina Archaeological Services, Columbia. 

Farnung, Leonard 
1985 Personal Communicution. Civil Engineerillg, Pope AFB. Nl)l"th CU1"olillu . 

Previous documentation on file (NPS): 
D preliminary determination of Individual listing (36 CFR 67) 

has been requested 
D previously lisled in the National Reglsler 
D previously determined eligible by the National Register 
D designated a National Historic Landmark 
D recorded by Historic American Buildings 

Survey # ________________ _ 

D recorded by Historic American Engineering 
Record *'--_______________ _ 

10. Geographical Data 

OSee continuatlon sheet 

Primary location of additional data: 
D State historic preservation oHice 
D Other State agency 
Q[] Federal agency o Local government 

D University 

DOther 
Specify repository: 

Pope AFB, Fayetteville, NC 

Acreageofproperty __ ~I~.~O,--_______________________________ _ 

UTM References 
A L!.J.1J 1618,018,2,01 

Zone Easting 

C LU LI LI ...L....J~~ 

Verbal Boundary Description 

13 ,819,413181°1 
Northing 
1 , 1 , 1 , I 1 

B Lt.J 1 1 I 1 I t 

Zone Easling Northing 

D Lt.J 1 1 , 1 1 1 

D See continuation sheet 

Bldg. 708 (Hangars 4/5) is surrounded on all four sides by asphalt pavement. 
The building corners define the boundaries of this property, which is situated 
just southwest of Surveyor Street and north of the major taxiway/apron areas 
adjoining the north side of Runway 23.05. See accompanying map for detail. 

D See continuation sheel 

Boundary Justification 

Architectural features defining Hangars 4/5 are bounded by the four corners 
of Bldg. 708 . 

o See continuation sheet 

11 . Form Prepared By 
namellitle Lesley M. Drucker, Senior Archaeologist/Susan 
organization Carolina Archaeological Services 
slreet & number 1612 Westminster Drive 

H. Jackson, Projects Coordinator 
dale 1 1 /87 
telephone 803/254-3 996 

city or town ___ .J.C.,o.l..lw,.1J'm"'bU.J,;"a __________________ state SC zip code 29204 
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tne e4~ly Ml1Lt4ry perlod ~t Pope Field. Thia building h«8 seen unin
terrupted use £ro~ th4t tiMe to the present. Its ~4Jor si~ni£ic4nce lies 
in its co.~e.or4tion of key 4irborne support oper«tLons flown Ero_ Pope 
Field during the Depression ec« 4nd World War II, 4B well as its the~4tic 
4ssoci«tlon with « pee-Roosevelt, Depresslon - era public works progr«a Eor 
reducing uneMploYMent. 

Engineering reatures 

In addltion to iCa other hlstorlC41 contexts, Bldg. 708 La che only 
surviving eX«Mple or bowstring truss construction 4t Pope hF8, dnd 
ther~by dOCUMents the dur~bility of this ~ode of construction at Military 
dtrrtelds. Bowstrtng truss is the ortgtndl type or roor support used tn 
A.eric~n ~irpl~ne h~ng~rs. Truss construction is ~ simple engineerLnq 
ae«ns of £ree!ng open sp4ce «ad 4chlevinq vertical clear4nce with 4 
.101_U. of superstruc~ure. This enq1neer1ng go«l W«8 «chieved 1n h«nqGr 
construction success1vely by the bowstring truss (C4. 1930 - 1~O). ~he 

cOMpressLon strut truss (l~O - 1~5), 4nd the bar Joist truss (14te 
1~08 «ad e«rly 1~608) (Len F4rnung, person«l co •• unic4tlon 1~8~). 81dg. 
112, another hdng4r 4t Pope ~F8, represents the only reM4ining exaMple or 
cOMpression strut truss construction at the lnet«ll~tion. All of the 

other hangars at Pope ~FB exhibit bar Joist trusses, which were typtcdl 
or hang4r constructton during the l4s~ .«Jor pertod or Milit4ry cons~ruc
tton and tratntng at Pope. 

Another noteworthy engineering fe~ture 4Bsoci~ted with construction 
of H«ngars 4 «nd 5 is the use of hollow tile M«sonry, Which foras the 
core wall eleMent o£ the non-.etal parts of the building. Si~i14r in 
fora and function to nollow concrete blocks, hollow tile is foraed of 
b4ke-aolded red C14Y. It is ~ structur«l core unique to pre-l~O 
construction in the southeastern United ~tates, where it allowed interior 
w~118 to exp4nd 4nd bre~the under condit!ons o£ high hu.id1ty (Len 
F~rnung, person41 co •• unic4tion 198~>. 
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Thlti form lti lor UtiO In nOllllnulino or ruquutilillO dulurmlndlliJllti ot uH1Jll.IlIlIV 'ur hU .. llvltlutti PfOI>df(lad 01 dlallllJl:., tiDa IlIdlrUc.;lIutld 111 UuJUalJnt1~ 
for Completing Nstlonsl RegIster Forms (National Register Bulletin 16). Complete each item by marking "x" In the appropriate box or by entering 
the requested information. It an item does not apply to the property being documented, enter "N/A" lor "not applicable." For functions, styles, materials, 
and areas of significance. enter only the categories and subcategories listed In the instructions. For addllional space use continuation sheels 
(Form t ()'900a). Type an entries. 

1. Name of Property 
historic name Pope Air Force Base Historic Dis trict 
other names/site number Pope Air Force Base Depression-Era Cantonment 

2. Location 
street & number Bldgs. 300, 302, 306, and Old Fanil linus ' Units 
city. town Fayetteville 
state No rth Carolina code NC county Cumberland 

3. Classification 
Ownership of Property 

Uprivate 
U public-local 
U public-State 
[RJ public-Federal 

Category of Property 

D building(s) 
~district 
Usite 
Dstructure 
Dobject 

Name of related multiple property listing: 
Pope Air For ce Base Early Expansion 

Multjpl e Property Gm~ 

U not for publication 
vicinity 

code NC 051 zip code 28 308 

Number of Resources within Property 

Contributing Noncontributing 
32 I buildings 

32 

___ Sites 
___ structures 

_-:-_ objects 
_ -,-_Total 

Number of contributing resources previously 
listed in the National Register _ -'0"--__ _ 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. as amended. I hereby certify that this 
D nomination 0 request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the 
National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth In 36 CFR Part 60. 
In my opinion. the property 0 meets U does not meet the National Regisler criteria. U Soo continuation shoel. 

Signature 01 certifying official Date 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

In ~ ~~~ets 171 does not meet the National Register criteria. 0 See conlinuation shoel. 
-_'.. -~ .~ i. . q-ttJ..-Er 

Signat;;re of commenting or ~er OH~'l 
".~ • ., u<~.~_<~ - 'inn ni'i'i ~DT 

Slate or Federal agency and bureau 

5. National Park Service Certification 
I. hereby. certify that this property is: 

o entered in the National Register . o See continuation sheet. 

U determined eligible for the National 
Register. 0 See continuation sheet. 

U determined not eligible for the 
National Register. 

o removed from the National Register. 
Uother. (explain:) _______ _ 

Date 

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action 



o. Function or Use 
Historic Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

Defense - Military Facility 
Current Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

Defense - Military Facility 

7. Description 
Architectural Classification Materials (enter categories trom Instructions) 
(enter categories from Instructions) 

No Style 
foundation _C;;o=n.::c.:r.::e"'t"'e'-___________ _ 
walls ___ S"-'-t"'u""c.::c"'o'--:::-:-:_...,.,. _________ _ 

Hollow Tile Masonry 
roof ___ ~A~s~p~h~a~l.:t ____________ __ 
other ___________________ _ 

Describe present and historic physical appearance. 

GENERAL STATEMENT 

The 32 buildings co.prising the Pope AFB HistoriC District were 
built in 1~33 and 1~31 during the first (Depression-era) period of 
ailLtary ey.pansLon at Pope FLeld. These buildings forM « contiguous 
dtscr!ct wtthtn the bound«rtea o£ pope AFB. Along with H«ng«rs ~/3 
(Bldg . 708), they 4re the oldeet surviving buildings ~t the lnstcl14tlon. 
The district includes two distinct p~?erty types: sin91e ~d~in18tr4tlve 
bUildings 4nd dwellings With 4ssocicted outbuildings. The CO_Mon 
4rchLtectur41 fe«tures which these buildings sh«re include use of hollow 
tile M4Bonry w411s, p4inted stucco exteriors, reinforced concrete 
foundations, and originally, Spanish tile roofing. 

BUILDING DESCRIPTIONS 

FleMing Hall is « Georgi«n Revlv~l, ~hree-Btory, bul1din~ with 
stone-«nd-hollow- ttle .«sonry, an attic, 4nd «boseMent. The building 
~a8 constructed 1n 1~ at « cost of $92,420.16. Its exterior diMensions 
are 53.8 K l~.~ feet. Thd gabled roof, originally covered with Spanish 
tile (Flg. 1), ia now asphalt-shingled. OculuB windowa occur tn each 
gable. A wood cornice «dorns the roof line. An exterior chiMney 1s 
p~esent on the northwest (~e~r) wing of the building (Fig. 2). The 
structu~e rests on G reinforced concrete found4tton and has « painted 
stucco exterior. The rear (north) elevation describes « C-shaped 
courtyard and porch surrounded by « stone-walled enclosure (Fig. 2). The 
re4C entry for.s a siaple recessed foyer. All exterior Windows in 

Fle.ing Hall have stone 8111s. The evenly-spaced window openlngs cont~ln 
double-hung B4Sh, 8-over-8 windows. The fronc entry ie eabell!ahed with 
4 SMall, one-story 4cched porch overhang supported by two squ4ced stone 
piers e.bedded in bonded brick. The si.ulsted keystone arch is topped by 
a stone lintel and stone b«lustraded balcony, which is entered by a 
French door With tr4nso. (F19. 3). According to as-bullt pl~ns for 
FIe.lng H411, It appe~r8 th4t the front porch piers 4nd pll~sters dre 
£or~ed of cue stone, 41though it would be dlfficult to d!stingulsh cut 
stone £ro. well-cast si.ulat~d stone. Cast stone (concrete) w~s More 
wldely used 1n Feder41 buildings during the 19308, due to the £4Ct that 
it W48 cheaper and easler to work cOMpetently than W4S cut stone (John 
Wells, personal co •• unlc~tion l~a~). [Xl See continuation sheet 
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Origin411y built d8 « b4cr«cka «nd _eBB Eor enlisted Men, FleMing 
Hall W~B converted to CO •• 4nd He4dquarters during World War II «nd con
tLnues to 8e~ve Ln that capacLty. K~Jo~ a~chLtectu~al alte~atLons to the 
butldtnq's extertor include the repl4ceMent of roof tiles with asph«lt 
shingles in 1~7: subsequent roof rep~irs h4ve occurred, Most recently tn 
1~a3. IMproper in8t~ll~tion of copper £l4shin~ 4round the concrete 4nd 
stone chLMney at the ~ea~ of the bULlding Ln 19~7 caused leakage, whLch 
was corrected tn 1~71. The west elev~tton reElects Mod1ftcation to 
accoMModate . the addLtLon of an eKte~Lo~ fi~e escape and ventLlation 
upgrade. Sever«l ftrst-story windows on the rear of th~ bUilding were 
boarded up «nd sealed with « stucco exterior in 1961 (see Fig. 2). 
Inst«ll~tton of hinged front 4nd rear gl«88 doors «nd star. windows on 
all facades COMplete the eKte~io~ Modifications. 

A nu.be~ of structur4l i.proveMents have «leo b.en Made to the 
in~erLor of FleMin~ Hall in order to accoMModate the changes in functton 
~roM ~LvLn9 qu~rtera co 4d.LnL8tr~tLve offices ~Eter 1~? Rep4ir 4nd 
_4Lntenance of Mech«nical, plUMbing, and wiring systeMS were conducted 
between 1~~ and 1982. Cent~~l ai~ conditioning was added in 1~~, but 
architectu~al Modifications associated with the KVAC systeM do not appea~ 
to have been .aJo~ until 1970. The bUilding'S original steaa bOile~ was 
deaolished at this tiMe and a new oil fu~nace was installed. 

Old Fire Station <Bldg. 300~ 

8ldg. 300, 4 one-story building «t the corner of Haynard ~nd 
Reilly streets, originally functioned 48 a fire station dnd is now 
Kedical Supply <Fig. 4>. It was coapleted in 2934 at a cost of ~6,690. 
Exterior dt_ensions o£ thLs gable-roofed structure a~ 20.~ K ~3.? feet. 
According to as-buLlt plans, it had 4 concrete 4nd SMooth-£4ced ttl~ 
floor, hollow tile Mason~y walls, Spanish tile ~oof, painted stucco 
t~c4de, 4nd stone window 8il1s. 
in the gable ends of the roof. 

CirCUlar, louvered vent openings occur 
The o~ig1nal floo~ plan was designed to 

hOUGO two ~J.re truck", <In apP<H"atuu rOOM, offLce, cloGut, toLl.t, Gnd 
heater/boLler rOOM at the re«r. The fire trucks entered the st4tion 
through two overhung, garage-type b4YS (Fig. 4). 

The MaJo~ ModificatIon to the plan and exte~io~ of Bldg. 300 was the 
4ddttlon of dO asbestos-sided wallboard <fraMe) building on the north 
<re«~) side of the building ca. 19~6 <FIg. ~>. This «ddition housed 
sleeping quarters «nd « lounge, toilet, «nd showers. Sp«ce in the 
ortgin41 butlding w«s converted to « kitchen «nd ~n «ddition41 o££ice. 
The he«ttng systeM ~«s «lso converted frOM ste~. boiler to oil 4t this 
tiMe • . Asphal t shingles ~eplaced the ~oof tiles In 19~8. 
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H«Jor changes to the lnterior floor plan of Bldg. 300 were insti
tuted C4. 1979, when the fire statlon was converted to its present use «s 
a .edical supply and .aintenance building. These changes do not appear 
t o have «£€ected the exterior facade, however. Under the use conversion, 
« aedfcal warehouse was located in the forMer apparatuB rOOM, 4nd a 
suspended ceilLng was built in the warehouse are4. Technic41 services 
were located in the old office and kitchen, and storage and Mechanical 
space replaced the old boiler rOOM . In addition, Medical supply issue 
~as located ' in the old sleeplng quarters; ada lnistr4tlon was Moved to the 
old loun~e. h new vault, .echanLcal rOOM, and security c4ges were built 
«t the back of the wa~house, and new ventll«tion and flce protectlon 
ayate.s were installed. 3tor. windows were added to the building in 
1~?8 . 

Old Medical Disoensary <Bldg. 302> 

Bldg . 302, originally 
clLnlc, Ls loc«ted between 
built in 1~4 for $21 , 000 . 

« MedLc«1 didpens~ry and flisht surgeon's 
Bldgs . 300 «nd 306 on Hayn«rd ~treec. It W4 G 

This one-story structure with b4seaent has 
hollow tile MGSOnry walls erected on 4 concrete £ound«tlon, 46ph4lt 
shingle (ori~!nally tile) roof, evenly spaced window openin~B containing 
double-hung s4sh 6 over 6 Windows, and p«lnted stucco exterior <Fig . 6) . 
Er.terior diMenSions are 60.5 r. 32.8 feet. 81dg. 302 has « truncated 
hlpped roof with 4 centr41 chianey (Flg. 7 > and dorMera on front «nd rea r 
faces . The front entrance, «ppro«ched by a £light of st«Lrs and topped 
by 4 transo., is outlined by an ornaMental surround. 

Ho as-built pl~ns could be located to detail the original interior 
arrange.ent of space. The earliest structural Modifications to Bldg. 302 
«ppear to have occurred during the early 19508, when plu~bing «nd 
interior layout ch4nges were Made to accoMMod«te eKp~nded Medlc«l needs . 
Flush panel doors of hinqed glaBB were inst«lled. Pursuant to « change 
in use in 1971, 41ter~tlon8 466ocl«ted wLth aedlc«l eqUipMent supply were 
.4de to the dispenB4cy. hnother change in use appears to have occurred in 
l~?a, when Bldg. 302 becaMe the base ~ental Health Clinic. ~aJor interi or 
repairs have occurred since 1982 involving electrical, aechanic41~ plu.b
ing, fLre protection, and telephone Byate.e. Those involvlnq Grchltectur41 
d~t4ils h«ve be~n Mostly concerned with the addition of storM wLndows and 
replaceMent of hinged gl4ss doors. 
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Old F«.ily Housing «t Pope AfB consists of 21 one- «nd t~o-story 
dwellings on Etheridge~ H4ynard, dnd Virgin Streets. These buildings 
were under construction in January 1933, and were co.pleted In January 
1~34 at costs ranging £ro. $~,616 to $11,172. The two-story hOMes 
ortgin«lly housed sentor officers on Koynord street (Bldgs. 202, 20~, 

206, 208, 210, 212, 21~, 216, 216>, while the one-story bungalows housed 
Juntor officers on Etheridge «nd Virgin Streets (81dgs. 322, 324, 326, 
328, 330, 332, 33~, 336, 338, 340, 342, 344). Todoy the bung«lows on 
Etheridge Street house non-ca •• tBstoned officers and those on K«ynard 
Street (Colonel~a Row) house co •• tastoned o££icecs. 81dgs. 342 and 341, 
the only bungalows on Virqin ~treet. have been converted to offices for 
HO~41e, Welfare dnd Recre~tion AdMlnistr«tlon ~nd the Area ~e£ense 
Counsel, respectively. 

All fG.tly housing units were chdrdcterized by hollow tile ~Gsonry 
set on concrete found4tions, wlth wood floors, palnted etucco exteriors, 
tile roaLa, a.«11 re«r stoops/porches, Gnd b«seMents. Exterior di.ensions 
of the two-story dwellings «re 34.3 x 39.3 feet; exterior di.ensions of 
the one-story bung«lows 4re 32.3 K 32.5 feet. E4ch house h«a both on 
exterior and interior Caceaent dccess. 

The one-story bung«lowB on Etheridge Gnd Virgin Streets 4re con
structed 1n a rect:dnguldr plGn. The front-faclng gable of the cross 
g4ble roofs is perpendtculor to the loter«l goble. Se.icircu14r «tttc 
vents «dorn GIl g4blea, Gnd the ey.t~rior chiMney is stuccoed. A 
screened-in porch, Gpproached by « short flight of st«irs, ch«racterizes 
the front fGc«de of edch house, whLle the redr entrGnce is recessed in an 
arched opening (Figs. 8, 9). The front porches on th~de hafted represent 
origin«l construction fedtu["'es; sc["'eening ~'GS ddded tn 1'964. 

The two-story hOMes on Hayndrd Street 4re G160 c~nstructed on d 
rect«ngul~r plan. An in-w«ll cnL.ney is present between the .«in block 
of edch house «nd the 86tbdck Bun porch extends to the side. Roofs Gre 
gabled and wtndo~d are dOUble-hung and evenly spoced on each £acade. The 
shed-roofed front porches were odded to these dwellings in 1~63 (Figs. 
10, ll}. 
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Origin«lly furnished with ste«. boilers, the f«.ily housing units 
vere equtpped with oil floor £urnacee, aLr conditioning, «nd f4ns before 
1~6, when ownership W48 tc«nsferred fro. the Aray ~lr Corps to the Air 
Force. Subsequent iMproveMents between 1956 «nd 1980 were Mostly noo
structur«l in nature, except for the inBt«ll«tion of centr41 venl1«tion, 
reaoval o£ soae interior walls to eKpand living space, and addLtion o£ 
screened porches to the front f«c«de of the two-story hOMes. 

Sever«l vehicle g«r«ges were built in conJunction with the Old 
F«ally Housing units. Engineering specific«tions det«il these «s hollow 
tile .asonry structures with concrete foundations and floors, stucco 
exteriors, and gabled roofs shingled with tile. Two-car garages (81dgs. 
20a, 207, 211, 21~, 217) are shared by co_.Lastoned o£~icera# ~4Mi1ies 
living in the two-story qu«rters on H«yn«rd Street (Fig. 12). These 
buildings MeGSUre 21.0 x 21.7 feet. Five-c«r gar«ges (Bldgs. 3~, 337) 
wQre conatruct~d b«hind the non-coaMissioned o££icerB~ qU4rters on 
EtheridgQ street: these buildings Measure 21.7 K ~O.O feet (Figs . 23, 
14). A two-c«r g«r«ge (Bldg. 343) is also loc«ted behind Bldgs. 342 «nd 
344 on Virgin Street . Host of the g~r~ges still function tod«y «s 
vehicle or person«l stor«ge buildings. 

The only non-contributing resource within the Pope AFB Historic 
district is Bldg. 308, Consolid~ted B«se Personnel Office, which w«s 
built in 1984. This rect«ngul«r .«sonry structure with tinted, inset 
windows is loc«ted between Bldgs. 302 «nd 306 on H«yn«rd Street. 



8. Statement of Significance 
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 

o nationally 0 statewide 0 locally 

Applicable National Register Criteria Q9 A [!] B 0 cOO 

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) 0 A 0 B 0 cOO 0 E 0 FOG 

Area. of Significance (enter categories from instructions) 
Military 
Architecture 
Economy 

Significant Person 
N/A 

Period of Significance 
1933 - 1934 

Cultural Affiliation 
N/A 

Architect/Builder 
Unknown 

Significant Dates 
1933-1934 

State significance of property. and justify criteria. criteria considerations. and areas and periods of significance noted above. 

The Pope AF8 D!Btricc, which lncludes Old F4.11y Housing untts and 
DepreSSion-era adMinistration and b~rrack8 buildings, co~~eMor«tes not 
onir the e4rliest. Mtl.Lt.sry expansion period <It Pope Field" but also lIt<lrks 
the pre-Public Works AdMinistration period of direct Federal effores to 
alleviate t~e .«salve uneMplOYMent which accoMpanied the Great DepressLon 
<ftr~strons 1~76:10/. Under the E~ersency Relief 4nd Construction ftct of 
1932 <TLtle III, ~ec. 301/, ~hich prOVided ~300 .illion n4t1on~1de for 
publiC const.ructLon, Congress authorized the expenditure of ~l~O,OOO to 
build ~ barracks (Bldg. 306 - FleMing H«ll>, dnd ~l~O,OOO «nd ~81,OOO_ 
respectively, Ear cOM.issioned «nd non-co.Missioned of£icers' qU4rters 
(Old F«.ily Housing un1ts on Etheridge, Virgin, «nd K4yn«rd streets). 
Thus, the butldinss included in the Pope ftFB Historic District 4re 4n 
endur1ns sy.bol of the few pre-Roosevelt erd 4tte.pts to put d n4tion 
back to work during its d«rkest econOMic hour. 

The housing structures built «t Pope AF8 In 1933 - 1~31 4re «Iso 
typtc«l o£ bUildings constructed «t .11Lt«cy bdG6U dcroae the Untted 
St«tes durtng th«t period to dllevidte the severe Milit4cy housing 
short«ge which occurred during the first qu«rter of the twentieth 
century. By 1927 Ml1tt4cy houBing in the United States WdS described GB 
« un«t.Lon4:1 dIsgr«ce," wIth More thdn one-h«l.f of the 81,097 Me.bers o£ 
the Milit«ry hous~d in World Wdr I-er« teMpordry housing or tents 
<L1terdry Digest 1~7:10-11: 3~4nbers 1~a2:71-73/. Legiti.4te concerns 
for the he41th 4nd s4fety of the country's .111tdry forces, 46 well 48 
the need to boost the econo.y, were therefore responstble for 19308 
congressional 4pprop~iations Ear ailitary construction proJects_ 
LncludLns tnose at. Pope ~F8. 

IX] See continuation sheet 
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10. Geographical Data 

I!J See continuation sheet 

Primary location of additional data: o State historic preservation office o Other State agency 
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Specify repository: 

Pope AFB, Fayetteville, NC 

Acreageofproperty_~15~.5~ ____________________________ ___ 
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C L!L2J 1 61 8, II 8, 81 01 131819131712101 D L.!.J.2J I 61 81 II 71 21 01 

(!] See continuation sheet 

Verbal Boundary Description 
The Pope Air Force Base Historic District is bounded on the south 
and west by Maynard and Ethridge Streets. It is bounded on the 
north and east by Reilly, Academy a nd Virgin Streets, and by the 
Pope Air Force Base golf course . See accompanying map for detail. 

o See continuation sheet 

Boundary Justification 

1 31 81 91 31 91 21 
Northing 
1 31 81 91 31 21 6, 

The buildings included within the bounds specified above represent the early 
cantonment at Pope AFB. All of the buildings, except Bldg. 308 , were built 
from 1933 - 1934 under specific appropr~a~ion from Congress , and all display 
similar architectural and functional fea.t,~i:.es . The built environment surround
ing the historic district reflects later ~~riods of construction. 
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Pope AF8 h4S played a le«dinq role 1n the developMent or Un1ted 
States aLr power. Established withLn is ye~rs ~fter the first successful 
powered fli~ht in l~Q3, Pope Field IS one of the oldest install~tions in 
the Air Force. Pope Fieid was officIally established on April 1, 1~1~ by 
the War Depart.ent with issu~nce of the following bulletin (Crouitz 
1977:6) : 

The · £lyin~ field to be established at Ca.p Bra~~, 
Nortn Carolina, is naaed Pope Field in nonor ot 
Lt. Harley Halbert Pope, who was killed in an 
airplane accident January 7, 1~1~. 

H16s10n oper~tion6 «t Pope Field began 46 « loc«l support unit for 
U. 3. ~r.y ~ctivlttes In the l~Os. The 276th Aero ~qu4dron W4S the 
first unit stationed at Pope Field, and M4ny of its Me_bers were veterans 
of World War I. Their priMary aission was to support the Artillery 
Re91.ent «t Ca.p Br«gq. Initl«lly, bel loons and h«nd-Made, stnqle-engtne 
biplanes were stationed at Pope Field. Until 1927 the aircraft at Pope 
Field were used in p«ssive roles, such «s «eri~l photography, .«pping of 
loc«l terrain, spotting for artillery, reporting forest £1res p 4nd 
c4rry1n~ the Mail. In 1927, Maj. Carl Spaatz led a flight of 14 Keystone 
8-1 bOMbers fro. Pope to deMonstrate the practicality of destroying 
bridges with aerial bo.bs. The destruction ot a condeMned brldge on the 
Pee Dee ~ivar confiraed his theoryp dnd its dpplicdtion during World ~dr 
II a1~nificantly shortened th4t war. 

FroM its birth in 1~07, Military aviation in the UnLted States has 
~rown fro. bein~ an experi.ental ara of the Si~nal Corps, throu~h 

expansion durLng two World W4rs and later ~aerican ailitary involveaents, 
to beCOMe G doain«nt co.paRent of United Stdtes allitdry strength 
(Goldberg 1~7). Tne growth and exp«nsion of .tlitacy avi«tton dre 

.ir~~ in the gro~th of Pope AF8, which hds seen dn intensi£tc«tion o£ 
COMbat and transport support operations durin~ the past SO years. 

Throughout World War II, air and ground crews tr4ined at Pope Field 
with Aray airborne unita In preparation for airborne and aerial resupply 
_lasions. In 1~11 Generals Harshall, HcNair , and Clark V!Bit~d Pope 
Field and witnessed one of the largest air Maneuvers in history up to 
that ti.e: th« tirst .«B6 pac4troop drop (over ~OO paratroop~ra~ 
undertaken in the western he.lsphere (Crou!tz 1977:6). In February 1~~2 
a squadron of A-20s based «t Pope Field loc~ted and B~nk the first Ger.~n 
8uba«rine off the shores of the Untted ~t4tee (Cape Hatter4S «nd C«pe 
Lookout). The 317th Tactical Airlift Wlnq at Pope Field, ~hlch saw 
extensive service in the Pacific during World W«r IIp ~as one of the 
~irBt troop carrier groups forMed. 
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AEt~r ~orld ~ar II, th~ Co ntinental Air Coaasnd took over Pop~ Field 
snd asintsin~d control until l~O, when the Tsctlcal Alr COasand asauaed 
control. In October 1~, the 464th Troop Csrrier ~ing wss trsnsferred 
to Pope Fleld, snd a aaJor period of facillty expansion enaued. In 1~8 
tnd W~nq convdrcdd £roa 0-119. to C-12S ~ircr.£~, dnablLng L~ to 
.at«bltah tnc~4aed tactic«l 41rlt£t CGP4bill~y (Croul~z 1~77:7). 

Durtng the 1960 .4rthqu4ke dlaacter, Pop. AFB wac one of two 
priaary staging area. used to provide aadicsl suppliea snd personnel 
a.Sistance to Chile. The Wing received the Air Force Ol'tatanding UnIt 
Award in 1961 and 1~3 for assistance to the Yietnaaese Air Force. 
Airlifts of aen and aateriala were sent froa Pope ArB to Florids In 
l~Z durlng the Cuban "lssile Crisis. 

An lncre«se in the Wing's oper4tton41 c«pactty occurred with the 
srrival at the flrat Lockheed C-130 Hercules alrcratt In 1~3, enabllng 
the Wlng to c«rry United 5t«tea Strike Co •• «nd p4r«troopera Gnd equip.ent 
to «ny w«r zone 1n th« world. Subsequent «irlifts fro. Pope AF8 lncluded 
Africa (1964), Do.inLc«n RepublLc «nd Puerto Rico (1~~), Kore« «nd 
C«.bodi« (1~8), 4nd Europe (1~70). HUMerous hUM«nLtorLon «nd akLll 
record «w4rda were prc .. n~.d to the 46.th Tactical ALrlift Wing betwe~n 
1'160 and 1970. 

In 1~71, the 464th TAW was de4cttvated and the 317th TAW adaLnla
trativaly aoved to Pope AF8. Under the 317th TAW, the sophLsticated 
AdverB. W.«ther Aerial Delivery SysteM was t~sted, and stll1 reaains in 

plGa. 4t Pop. AF8. AWAD5 allows for Gccurat. airdrops tn cloud cov.r Gnd 
at nL~h~, thereby gr~atly expanding the environMent Ln which atrborne 
operations are possible. The U~AF Airlitt Center wss sctivated at Pope 
~f8 tn 1~7~; this unit testa and evaluat •• new equip •• nt, tactics and 
doctrine for «11 «irlift forced. 

The .aJor featu~ of Pope rield~6 built environ.ent prior to World 
War II lncluded tne airstrip, hangars, and canton.ent area, including 
barr«cks, officers' housing, and ad.inistrative support facilities. The 
only buildings which SUrvive «t Pope Field today Era. the pre-World W«r 
II era ~nclude the old fire station (81dg. · 3OQ), the old aedlc al 
dlapen84ry and fllght Burgeon's cllnlc <Bldg. 302), Flealng Hsll (Bldg. 
306), old Essily houalng and garsge units (81dgs. 202, 204, 206, Z08, 
210, 212, 214, 216, 218, 322, 32~, 326, 328, 330, 332, 331, 336, 338, 
340, 342, 314, 203, 207, 211, 215~ 217, 325, 237 , «nd 313), «nd Hangars 
4 and ~ (81dg. 708). 
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The ad.inist~tive and do.estic buildings included in the Pope AFB 
Historic District were constructed between 1~33 and 1~34 during the firat 
ailitaryexpansion period at Pope Field. Fle.ing Hall (Bldg. 306~, a 
barracks and headquarters building, is typical of a basic palladian 
design which characterized publiC construction froa the early to .iddle 
~wen~teth c6ntury. Larqe p~114d14n buildlngs designed for public use 
display for_al sy •• etry, iMposinq entries, and b~l~nced flanking 
eleaents. Saaller buildings, such as the fire station (Bldg. 300~, old 
aedical dispenssry (Bldg. 302~, and raally housing units, are charac
terized by utilLt«rt4Rr indLvLdu41ized «daptations of these .«Jor deats" 

eleMents. 

These structures and the 1«ndsc4pe surrounding the. were designed to 
re~lect « civilian-influenced, pack-llke setting in which eleMents of the 
landscape were in haraony with one another. The ailitary buildings of 
this period followed « basic deslqn for .11it~ry tnst411«tlon p14nnt"~, 
which was developed 46 p4~~ of the HOUSing Progr«M of 1926 <Sw«nber~ 
1'982:6!)-'9!H.. In setttn9' Lorth the b.:rstc destgn eleMents or t.he '1-n6 

pro~r4., atltt4ry pl«nners «nd CLvili4n «rchitectural consultants M«de « 
conscious atteMpt to ensure th~t e~ch b48e reflected a sense of unLty and 
wholeness ot de6i9n~ 

In 4tteMpttn9' to give edeh Instdl~4tion .:t unique ch«racter, pl«nnecs 
region«lLzed 4rchLtectu~41 styles «nd buildIng M«terLals.. B4ses Ln the 
P4CL£ic Horthwest. and Atl.:rntlc Se«bo«rd were designed in the GeorqL«n 
style (Whe«ton 1928:11; SWdnberg 1982:80). hs h«B been deBC~ibed ~n 
Sect ton 7 ot this nOMtnatton, Fle.tn~ H«ll (ort9tn«11y ~ barraCKS', «nd 
to ~ lesser er.tent the SMaller adainistr4tlve bulldings inclUded in the 
Pope ~FB HLstoric District, sre built ln the Georgian Reviv~l style. 
Other dOCUMented late 19208 to early 1930s Military installatLonB WhiCh 
contain siMilar structural types «nd architectural styles include Fort 
Meade, Haryland; Fort Devens, H4ss«chusettB (Wheaton 1928:11-13>; and 
Fort LeWiS, W«shin9'ton (Sw«nberg 1~82'. 

Fa.ily housing at Pope hFB is si.il~r ln design to hOUSing units 
butl~ at .1Itt~ry b~Be8 4cross the country. According to plans develop~d 
in the l«te 19208 by the Qu«rterMGster Gener41 of the Ar.y, Married 
8~nior orLicecs ~nd non-coM.lssLoned o£ficers were to be provided with 
spacious Gnd "char.Lngo. hOMes set. 1n park-like surrounding-s. ThLS W~6 
designed to prOVide f4Millea with prlv~cy cOMp4r«ble to th4t av~il<lble in 
cLvLIL«n re8identl~1 neighborhoods <Ch~.ber8 1928:21-26; SW4nberg 1~82). 
Houstnq units BLMil«r to those included in the Pope AF8 HistorIC District 
h«ve been dOCUMented at ~4y.well Field, Al«bdMd <Robison 1984>. 
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f1gure 1. 

F~gure 2. 

FIgure 3 .. 

FIgure 4. 

fig ure 6 .. 

&uildlng 306, Pope AFB Hi3toric Discr~ct 
F~yatteville, North C~rolinv 
Phot.ographe." Un)<nown 
Late 19305 
C~rolina Archaeological ServIces. Columbia. South CarolIne 
Maynard Street., Pope ~f&, Late 1930s, showing Bldg. 30G, 

Bldg, 302, dldg. 300. View to che northwest. 
Fig. 1 

Building 306. Pope ~fB Historic D1str1ct 
Fayetteville. North Carolina 
Lesley D1~ucker 
~ugust 14. 1985 
Carolina Archaeolog~c41 ServIces. Columbia. South Carolina 
Rear elevat!on of Bldg .. 306. VIew to che sou~h. 
!'1g. 2 

BUIldlng 306. Pope AF& HIstorIC ulstrlct 
Fayetteville. North Carolina 
Pope AFB Rudio/Visual ueportment 
September 18. 1986 
00r01100 /lrch.:seologiccl Serv.lces, ColuJilbitl_ South Carolina 
Front elevation o£ dlcig. 806. View to the northeast. 
Fig. 3 

BUlldlng 300. ?ope AFB H1storic D1strict 
Foyettevllle. North Carolina 
foope IlFb Auaio/Visua l Dep(!rtmenc 
geptemoer 18. 1986 
Ctlroiina Archaeologicol Serv.lc~.s. Col.umb~(I. South Ccu·al.ln(l 
Front dnd side elevations oi dl~g. 300. View to the nortnedst. 
Fig. 4 

BUllding 300. Pope ArB HLstorlC U1SCr.lct 
Fayettevillta. North CaL~olina 
Pope A~B Aua~o/V~$uol Deptlrtment 
Sep~emoer 18, 1986 
C~rol~no ltrciloeolo~l.cal SoC'vlCal3. ~o ut: h CarQ.!.lna 
R~dr elevation oi &ldg. 360 , showln~ (ldd~tlon. View to 

~he south. 
f .g. 5 

Building 302, Po pe AFB Nlstoric D~$trlct 
Fayetteville, ;\'orth C4rol,inc3 
~ope ~fB Aud.o/Visua l Department 
September 18. 1986 
elSe-alina Archaeolog.lcal Servlces. Colulitbi.a, South Co!Irolino 
Rear elevation oi Dlcig . 362. Vlew to the south. 
Fio;!. 6 
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Figure 7. 

Figure 8. 

Figure 9. 

Figure 10. 

t lgure 11. 

Figure 12. 

Building 302. Pope AFB Historic Dlstrict 
Fayetteville. North Carolina 
Pope AFB Audio/Visual Department 
September 1tl. 19a6 
Cerol~n~ Archaeolog~ca! Services, Columb~a. South Carolina 
~ront end s~de eievetions of Bldg . 302. View to the northwest. 
Fi9_ 7 

Bu~lding 336, Pope Ares Historic District 
Fayetteville, Nort:.h C.orolin(l 
Pope hFa AudiolViaucl Department 
September 1<'1. 19B6 
Cdrolina IIrcnaeological Services. Columbiol!l, South CoI!Irolino 
Front elev4tlon of Bldg. 336. View to the northwest. 
Flg. B 

8uilding 336, F'ope AF8 Hist.oric Dlstrict: 
Fayetteville, North C.orolln~ 
Pope AFB Audio/Visual Department 
September 18, 1986 
C.orol~na hrchaeolog~cal Serv~ces. ColumbIa. South Cdrolin~ 
Slce and bacK elevoI!Iti ·.:ms of Bldg. 386. View to the southeast.. 
Figw -; 

BUllainq LiB. Pope ArB Historic D~strict 
Fayetceville. North Carolina 
Pope IIFll ltudio/Visual lJepartment 
September 1&, 1986 
C4rolin~ hrchaeologicoI!Il Serv~ces, Columbia, South Carolin.o 
Front elevat~on of Bldg_ LiB. View tc the east. 
Fig. 10 

BUllo1ng ~16. Pope Afb Hiscorlc ulstrlcc 
Fcyetcev~lle, North Carollna 
Pope Afa AudlO/V1SU~1 lJeparcmenc 
September la. 19b6 
C4rolina Archaeological ServLces, ColumDi~, Sout.h Carol~na 
Rear elevatLon oi Bldg. 218. View to the northwost. 
F i9. 11 

Building 217, ?ope AFB Historic Dlstrict 
Fayetteville, North Corol~n4 
Pope ArB Auaio/Visual Deportment 
September lB. 19B6 
Carolina Archaeological Services, Columbia, South Carolina 
Front elevation of Bldg. 217. Vlew' co the eaoSt. 
Fig. 1<: 
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Figure 13. 

Figure 14. 

r!gure 16. 

Figura 17. 

FJ.gure 1.0. 

Building 32~. Pope AFB H!storic D!strict 
Fayetteville. North Carolina 
Pope AFS kudio/Visual Deportment 
September 16. 1~a6 

Carolina Archaeological Services, Columbia. South C4rolino 
Front elevation of dldg. 325. V!ew to the southeast. 
Fig. 13 

Bu!lding 325. Pope ~Fd Historic DiBtr~ct 
Fayetteville. North Carolina 
?ope AFD Audio/V~su~l Department 
September 1a. 1986 
Carolina Ar~haeolog~cal Servlce~, Columbia, South Carolin8 
Ra~r elevaClon of Biag. 825. VIew to the north 
F l'J_ i"i 

H~n~~r6 4 and 5. Pcpe hFB 
Fayetteville, North Carolina 
Pope AFB ~udio/VisUQl Department 
Date Unknown 
Carolina Rrchaeoloqlcal Servlccs, Columbia, South Carolina 
Fron.: elevotlon of Hangars 4/5. View to the north 

Hangars 4 and 5. F'ope AFt! 
Fayetteville. North Carolina 
~ope ArB Audio/Visual Department 
vote Unknown 
Cdrolin~ ArchaeQlog~cal Serv~ces, Columbia, South Carolina 
Detail oi metdl bowstrlng truss construction in Hangar 4 

H4ngars 4 dnd 5, Pope AFB 
Fayetteville. No.th Carolina 
Lesley [)ruck~r 
AU9'ust 14. 19;;5 
Carol~nd ~rchaeolog1col Serv~caD, Columbia, South Cdrol~nd 
Rear dna side elevdtlonG of HdngClL~ 5, showlng L-epeat sll.dl.ng 

doors and structur~l ~ddition to west slde of build~ng. 
V1CW to tha G~utheatlt 

H4ngara 4 and 5, Pope hFB 
Fdyettev~lld, Nort~1 Corollna 
Photographer Unknown 
L" t" 1930s 
Carol~na Archaeolog~c41 Services. Columb~~. South C~rol~na 
Front el e vacLon oi Hangars 4 and 5. View to the northwest 
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Per the Archaeological Resources Protection Act, 16 U.S.C. 470hh, “… information concerning the 
nature and location of archaeological resources … may not be made available to the public.”   

Detailed information regarding archeological sites is on file in the offices of the Pope AFB cultural 
resources manager.   
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May 25 , 2007 

Gregory G. Bean 
Directorate of Public Works 

Preserving Americas Hentage 

US Army Instal lation Management Command 
Headquarters, United States Army Garrison, Ft Bragg 
2175 Reilly Road, Stop A 
Fort Bragg, NC 28310-5000 

REF: Programmatic Agreement, as Ame nded, Among Fort Bragg, North Carolina, North 
Caroli na State Hi storic Preservation Officer, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 
and Bragg Communities, LLC for the Pri vatization of Family Housing at Fort Bragg, 
North Carolina . 

Dear Mr. Bean: 

Enc losed is the executed Programmatic Agreement, as Amended for the referenced program. By 
carry ing out the terms of this Agreement, th e Army wi ll have fulfilled its responsibilities under 
Sect ion 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the Advisory Counc il on Historic 
Preservation's regulations, 36 CFR Part 800, implementing Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act. 

lfyou have any quest ions, please call Ke lly Yasaitis Fanizzo at 202-606-8583 . 

Enclosure 

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 809 • Washington. DC 20004 

Phone: 202-606-8503 • Fax: 202-606-8647 • achp@achp.gov • www.achp.gov 



PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT, as Amended 

AMONG 

FORT BRAGG, NORTH CAROLINA, 
NORTH CAROLINA STATE mSTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER, 

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON IllSTORIC PRESERVATION, 
AND BRAGG COMMUNlTIES LLC 

FOR THE 

PRIVATIZATION OF FAMILY HOUSING AT 
FORT BRAGG, NORTH CAROLINA 

WHEREAS, in 2003, Fort Bragg, the North Caroljna State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO). the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP). with Piceme Military 
Housing, LLC as a concurring party executed a Programmatic Agreement Among Fort 
Bragg, North Carolina, North Carolina Slate Historic Preservation Officer, Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation, and Bragg Communities, LLC (2003 Agreement) for 
the Privatization efFort Bragg's Family Housing and provided stipulations for the 
continued preservation and treatment of Fort Bragg's historic family housing; and 

WHEREAS, in 2007, Fort Bragg will accept the transfer of all family housing from Pope 
Air Force Base (AFB) to including those in the Pope AFB Historic District (Attachment 
A), listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP); and 

WHEREAS, this Agreement amends and supersedes the 2003 agreement; and 

WHEREAS, hereinafter, reference to Fort Bragg housing will include all family housing 
on the installation to include that which was previously part of Pope AFB ; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Bragg, pursuant to the Military Housing Privatization Initiative (P.L. 
104-106, I IO Stat. 544, Title XXVIII, Subtitle A, Section 2801), which amends IO 
U.S.c. 169 by addition of a new subchapter, IV- Alternative Authority for Acquisition 
and Improvement of Military Housing, has determined to privatize family housing at Fort 
Bragg, North Carolina, through the Residential Communities Initiative (RCI) 
(Undertaking); and 

WHEREAS, under the RCI, the Bragg Communities, LLC will implement the 
privatization of current and future family housing and ancillary facilities at Fort Bragg; 
and 

WHEREAS, Bragg Communities, LLC is a separate legal entity known as a Limited 
Liability Corporation that was formed after Congressional review of the Fort Bragg RCI 
project. The partners of Bragg Communities, LLC are the Department of the Army, 



acting through the Garrison Commander of Fort Bragg, and Piceme Military Housing, 
LLC; and 

WHEREAS, Bragg Communities, LLC, was granted a ground lease of the Fort Bragg 
housing areas and the stipulations of this amended Programmatic Agreement will be 
made an exhibit to the ground lease so that the stipulations become an integral part of the 
ground lease; and 

WHEREAS, Bragg Communities, LLC is an invited signatory to this Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, the privatization of the housing at Fort Bragg will result in the transfer of a 
long-term interest in the construction, demolition, renovation, rehabilitation, operation, 
and maintenance of housing and other ancillary facilities at Fort Bragg largely 
independent of direct government control, but intended for the use of soldiers and their 
rami lies; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Bragg has detennined that implementation of the Undertalcing has the 
potential to adversely affect properties eligible for listing or listed in the NRHP and has 
consulted with the North Carolina State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) in accordance with Sections 106 and 
III of the National Historic Preservation Act (the Act), as amended, (16 U.S.c. 470 et . 
seq.) and the implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800; and 

WHEREAS, the amended Area of Potential Effect (APE) for the RCI program at Fort 
Bragg includes e x.isting Fort Bragg housing areas, fonner Pope AFB housing areas, and 
any areas pro[X)sed for development of new housing and supporting amenities; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Bragg and Pope have conducted an inventory of historic properties and 
ha ve identified, within the APE, the Pope AFB Historic District, listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places, and on Fort Bntgg, the Old Post Historic District , comprised 
of historic houses, outbuildings, and landscapes known as Normandy Heights and 
Bastogne Gables (Attachment B); and there is no current anticipation that the 
Undertaking will result in a substantial alteration or demolition of the historic properties 
ljsted at Attachments A and B; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Bragg has completed its NRHP eligibility determinations for Fort 
Bragg housing assets in accordance with Section 11O(a)(2) of the Act and detemtined the 
Old Post Historic District eligible for listing in the NRHP, and the North Carolina SHPO 
has concurred with these determinations; and 

WHEREAS, all Capehart and Wherry Era housing on Fort Bragg is covered by an 
Army-wide! Air Force-wide Program Comment by the ACHP and no further consultation 
for these housing areas is required for this Undertaking; and 
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WHEREAS. all Capehart Era housing previously on Pope AFB is covered by an Air 
Force-wide Program Comment by the ACHP and there are no further preservation or 
consultation requirements for these housing areas pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800; and 

WHEREAS. Fort Bragg has provided the public an opportunity to comment on this 
Undertaking by publishing a news release in three local newspapers and on the internet, 
and by making this agreement available in three local libraries and via the internet; there 
were no public comments; and 

WHEREAS, Fort Bragg has notified federally recognized Indian tribes that may be 
interested in properties of traditional religious and cultural importance within the Area of 
Potential Effect for this Undertaking and invited those tribes to participate in this 
consultation (See Attachment C for a list of tribes notified); and 

WHEREAS, as stated in consultation with Fort Bmgg, the tribes had no comments 
relating to the execution of this agreement; and 

WHEREAS. Fort Bragg and consulting tribes have agreed to consult on any future 
inadvertent discoveries that may result from this Undertaking in accordance with 
consultation protocols that will be developed in separate agreements; and 

NOW THEREFORE, Fort Bragg, the North Carolina SHPO, the ACHP, and Bragg 
Communities. LLC agree that the Undertakjng shall be implemented in accordance with 
the following stipulations in order to take into account the effect of the Undertaking on 
historic properties. 

STIPULATIONS 

Fort Bragg wiU ensure that the following measures are canied out: 

I. APPLICABILITY, BASELINE INFORMATION, AND PROFESSIONAL 
QUALIFICATIONS STANDARDS 

A. Fort Bragg will provide an information package concerning the NRHP 
eligibility of the Old Post Historic District and the Pope AFB Historic District (Districts) 
to Bragg Communities, LLC. This information package will describe contributing 
(NRHP eligible) and non-contributing (not NRHP eligible) structures and buildings, 
historic landscapes, and archeological sites that may be present within or adjacent to 
existing housing developments and areas pro}X>sed for development of housing and 
supporting amenities. 

B. Based on analysis of the residential infrastructure, Fort Bragg has determined 
in consultation with the North Carolina SHPO that no other existing residential buildings, 
structures, objects. districts or landscapes affected by the Undertaking are now National 
Register of Historic Places eligible under NRHP criteria. Fort Bragg will conduct a 
periodic historic architectural survey of all buildings, structures, and landscapes on Fort 
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Bragg property that have reached fifty years of age since the previous survey. These 
periodic surveys wiIJ occur at five-year intervals. Any new NRHP eligible properties 
recognized through this process and administered or affected by Bragg Communities, 
LLC will be subject to the provisions of this Agreement. This stipulation does not limit 
any other evaluation and possible nomination that may occur at the discretion of the 
Bragg Communities, LLC, as long as the nomination includes only units administered by 
Bragg Communities. LLC. and Bragg Communities, LLC coordinates with the Port 
Bragg Cultural Resources Management Program (CRMP) staff in the preparation of the 
nomination. 

C. Future development of hjstoric property management plans and undertakings 
by Fort Bragg may result in changes to the list of contributing resources and boundaries 
of historic districts. [f so, Fort Bragg will consult with the North Carolina SHPO to 
revise the documentation set forth in I.A.. and notify Bragg Communities, LLC, of such 
changes. 

D. Fort Bragg shall document existing interior and exterior conditions at 
contributing (NRHP eligible) structures, buildings, and landscapes in the historic housing 
areas within three years of execution of this Agreement. Fort Bragg will provide the 
documentation to the signatories to this Agreement in a format that will remain functional 
throughout the term of this Agreement, including still photognlphs. Fort Bragg wiU 
supplement the documentation.to maintain accuracy and record modifications to historic 
properties. One copy of the documentation and any supplemental materials, as they are 
developed, shall be provided to Bragg Communities, LLC, and to the North Carolina 
SHPO. This documentation will serve as a reference throughout the tenn of this 
Agreement. 

E. The North Carolina SHPO may, at any time, request Fort Bragg provide an 
NRHP eligibility evaluation of a property administered or affected by Bragg 
Communities, LLC. Fort Bragg shall provide the requested NRHP eligibility evaluation 
to the North Carolina SHPO within 30 days of receipt of the request. 

F. For the purposes of this Agreement the Fort Bragg CRMP staff will, at a 
minimum, consist of an individual who meets 36 CPR 61, Appendix A, Professional 
Qualification Standards for ArchitecturaJ History, Historical Architect, or other 
appropriate profession. The Fort Bragg CRMP staff will serve as the point of contact 
with the North Carolina SHPO and ACHP. 

G. For the purposes of this Agreement, Bragg Communities, ILC, shall have 
access to and utilize "Qualified Staff," on an "as needed basis," for the development of 
rehabiJitation plans, to review and screen proJX)sed projects and work requirements that 
affect historic properties_ The quaJified staff will act on behalf of Bragg Communities, 
LLC in consultations between the Fort Bragg CRMP and the North Carolina SHPO when 
the Fort Bragg CRMP requests assistance from Bragg Communities, LLC in 
consultations with the North Carolina SHPO. For the purposes of this Agreement, 
"Qualified Staff' is defined as an individual who meets 36 CFR 61, Appendix A, 
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Professional Qualification Standards for Architectural History, Historical Architect, or 
other appropriate profession. 

[I. CONVEYANCE ACTIVITIES 

A. Fort Bragg may convey long-term interests in family housing units and 
ancillary improvements to Bragg Communities, LLC by real estate instrument. To ensure 
that the Ground Lease shall contain such terms and conditions as necessary and 
appropriate to meet the requirements of Sections 106 and til of the Act to provide for 
adequate consideration and treatment of historic properties that may be affected by the 
RCI program, this Programmatic Agreement in its entirety shall be incofJX>rated into and 
made part of the Ground Lease. 

B. Before execution of any conveyance or finalization of the Ground Lease for 
the Undertaking, Fort Bragg shall provide Bragg Communities, U.C all previously 
compiled information on any historic properties within the APE to guide Bragg 
Communities, LLC in the management and use of the properties. Fort Bragg shall 
indicate that the Districts are subject to alternate and roore stringent management 
requirements pursuant to Stipulation III. 

C. Renewal or any modifications to the Ground Lease shall be subject to 
consultation among the signatories to determine whether such renewal or modifications 
constitute a new federal undertaking subject to provisions of the Act. 

ill. HISTORIC PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 

A. Bragg Communities, LLC, shall confonn to the management standards and 
guidelines for treatment of historic properties established by the Secretary of the 
Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties, with Guidelines for 
Preserving. Rehabilitating. Restoring and Recollstrncting Historic Buildings (Treatment 
Standards). 

B. Bragg Communities, LLC, shall incorporate in landlord/tenant agreements for 
occupation of historic properties all pertinent conditions of this Agreement and allow Fort 
Bragg and the North Carolina SHPO an opportunity to review and comment upon the 
language of such agreements. 

C. Project Review and Consultation 

The Army will roonitor the activities of Bragg Communities, LLC and the 
activities of the property management agent, Picerne Military Housing, LLC, using the 
review process specified in C.l through 5, below. The Fort Bragg CRMP will be 
res{X)nsible for creating and keeping a record of each project review. The documentary 
record of each project review will be maintained with the Fort Bragg Historical 
Collection at the offices of the Installation Cultural Resources Management Program. 
The public will be notified that these project reviews are avai lable via notices on the Fort 
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Bragg Housing Office website and the website maintained by the Fort Bragg Cultural 
Resources Management Program. 

1. Bragg Communities, LLC will submit to the Fort Bragg CRMP all 
proposed projects. The CRMP will review the project and plans and respond to Bragg 
Communities, LLC within 15 working days with a detennination regarding the potential 
for an adverse effect on historic properties. If a determination of no adverse effect is 
made by the Fort Bragg CRMP, the project may proceed as planned. If a determination 
of adverse effect is made by the Fort Bragg CRMP, the CRMP will recommend 
alterations to the project plans to avoid or minimize the adverse effect. These 
recommendations will be made in accordance with the Treatment Standards. If Bragg 
Communities, LLC, does not accept these recommendations, the CRMP will consult to 
initiate the process to resolve the adverse effect pursuant to 36 CFR 800.6. 

2. To expedite the review of routine activities, certain actions may be 
considered "exempt" from the project review process outlined in C.l, above. Exempt 
actions are listed in Stipulation IV. 

3. In the case of an emergency, Bragg Communities, LLC will perform 
those actions necessary for the protection of the historic properties with on-site 
monitoring by Qualified Staff. Bragg Communities LLC is not required to consult with 
Fort Bragg in advance of emergency actions affecting historic properties. Where 
possible, such emergency measures will be undertaken in a manner that is consistent with 
the Treatment Standards. Bragg Communities LLC wiJl notify Fort Bragg CRMP, who 
will notify the North Carolina SHPO, foUowing execution of aJl emergency measures 
affecting historic properties. This emergency provision is limited to undertakings 
initiated within 30 days of the emergency. If the response to emergency conditions 
requires no Ground Lease modification, Bragg Communities, LLC must act in 
confonnance with contract terms previously reviewed by the North Carolina SHPO and 
there is no new federal undertaking as defined in this Agreement. 

4. If Bragg Communities, LLC proposes substantial alteration or 
demolition of a historic property, Bragg Communities, LLC shall perform an economic 
analysis to evaluate the economic feasibility for Bragg Communities, LLC to preserve or 
maintain specific historic properties in accordance with the Treatment Standards. Bragg 
Communities, LLC will submit the economic analysis and their recommended course of 
action for the historic properties in question to the Fort Bragg CRMP for review and 
consultation with the North Carolina SHPO. The North Carolina SHPO will be given 30 
days to review and comment on the economic analysis and recommended course of 
action. If the North Carolina SHPO agrees in writing with the economic analysis 
findings and the treatment recommendation, the Fort Bragg CRMP may infonn Bragg 
Communities, LLC that they may proceed with the action. If the North Carolina SHPO 
disagrees with the recommended course of action and an acceptable compromise cannot 
be reached between the Fort Bragg CRMP and the North Carolina SHPO, or a 
detennination of adverse effect is made, Fort Bragg will consult to initiate the process to 
resolve the adverse effect pursuant to 36 CPR 800.6. 
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5. The North Carolina SHPO may at any time request to review and 
comment on a project submitted to the Fort Bragg CRMP, pursuant to Stipulation m.C.l 
above. if it has reason to believe that a historic property may be adversely affected by a 
proposed undertaking, 

D. The Army will report to the North Carolina SHPO and the ACHP on the status 
of the Fort Bragg historic housing properties using the annual asset management report 
prepared by Bragg Communities, LLC annually in the roonth to be agreed upon by the 
North Carolina SHPO, the ACHP and Fort Bragg CRMP. This report will include 
information on the current condition of the historic properties, actions taken by the Bragg 
Communities. LLC, to maintain the properties. in accordance with the Treatment 
Standards and descriptions of unanticipated problems that could affect the integrity or 
upkeep of the historic properties, or any other activities or policies that affect or may 
affect the historic properties, including the documentation of project reviews carried out 
under Stipulation m.c, above. 

E. Tax Credits 

1. Fort Bragg shall encourage Bragg Communities, LLC, to explore 
federal and state historic preservation tax credit benefits via the established application 
process with the North Carolina SHPO and National Park Service (NPS) before the start 
of rehabiLitation projects involving historic buildings. 

2. In the event Bragg Communities, LLC determines to seek the historic 
preservation tax credits, the proposed project will, upon receipt of an approved Part II 
certification from the NPS, be exempt from Stipulation m.c, above. 

rv. EXEMPT ACTIVITIES 

A. The following activities wiU be carried out consistent with the Treatment 
Standards and are exempt from North Carolina SHPO consultations: 

1. General operation and maintenance, and new construction on land 
known to be free of historic properties outside the Districts, provided such construction is 
not visible from historic properties. 

2. Temporary instal1ation of facilities to provide access to historic 
properties by disabled persons provided these changes make no permanent modification 
to contributing (NRHP eligible) architectural or landscape elements. 

3. Any change to the mechanical systems and kitchen. bathroom or 
basement spaces of historic properties, as long as such change does not affect any 
significant exterior or interior historic character-defining elements in other rooms of the 
quarters. 
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B. Activities not listed above shall be completed as directed in Stipulation m.c, 
above. The replacement of existing windows is not ex.empt and must be reviewed using 
the process outlined in Stipulation m.c. above. Window dimensions must be maintained 
and windows may not be covered or in-filled. 

C. In the event that the signatories to this Agreement concur in writing that 
additional ex.emptions are appropriate. such ex.emptions may be enacted in accordance 
with Stipulation IX of this Agreement. 

V. ARCHEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

A. Prior to any new construction on previously undeveloped land. Fort Bragg 
will consult with the North CaroLina SHPO to determine the need for an archaeological 
survey. If a survey is recommended, Fort Bragg will undertake a survey of the Area of 
Potential Effect sufficient to determine the presence or absence of any National Register
eligible historic properties. The eligibility of the properties will be evaluated for National 
Register eligibility in accordance with 36 CPR 800.4. 

B. If NationaJ Register-eligible properties will be affected by the undertaking, 
Fort Bragg will consult with the North Carolina SHPO and federally recognized Indian 
tribes to detennine how to avoid or resolve an adverse effect on the property, in 
accordance with 36 CFR 800.6. 

C. In the event of discovery of archeologica l materials during any of its activities, 
Bragg Communities, LLC shall immediately stop work in the area of discovery and 
notify the Fort Bmgg CRMP point of contact. Bragg Communities, LLC. shall protect 
the discovery until Fort Bragg has complied with 36 CPR 800.I3(b) and any other legal 
requirements, including consultation with fedemUy recognized Indian tribes. 

VI. CONSULTATION WITH INDIAN TRlBES 

Fort Bragg shaU consult with any federaUy recognized tribe that expresses an 
interest in projects resulting from the Undertaking. 

Vll. FISCAL REQUIREMENTS AND SOURCES 

The stipulations of this Agreement are subject to the provisions of the Anti
Deficiency Act. If compliance with the Anti-Deficiency Act alters or impairs Fort 
Bragg's ability to implement the stipulations of this Agreement, Fort Bragg will consult 
in accordance with the dispute resolution and amendment stipulations as specified in 
Stipulations YUI and IX below. 

Residential Communities Initiative. Fort Bragg 8 



VIII. DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

A. Should the North Carolina SHPO. the ACHP. or a member of the public 
object within 30 days to any plans or other documents provided by Fort Bragg or others 
for review pursuant to this Agreement, Fort Bragg will consult with the objecting party to 
resolve the objection. If Fort Bragg determines it cannot resolve the objection, Fort 
Bragg shaH forward to the ACHP all dispute-relevant documentation and a recommended 
course of action. Within 30 days after receipt of documentation, the ACHP will either: 

1. Provide Fort Bragg with recommendations, which Fort Bragg will take 
into account in reaching a final decision regarding the dispute; or 

2. Notify Fort Bragg that it will or will not comment pursuant to 36 CPR 
800.7(c). Fort Bragg wiJI take into account any comment the ACHP provides in response 
to such request and do so in accordance with 36 CFR 800.7(c)(4) with reference to the 
subject of the dispute. 

B. Any recommendation or comment that the ACHP provides pertains only to the 
subject of the dispute. Fort Bragg's responsibility to carry out all other actions under this 
Agreement, other than those disputed. will not change. 

IX. AMENDMENT AND TERMINATION 

A. If a change occurs in the Undertaldng that creates new circumstances that Fort 
Bragg must address, or, if Fort Bragg is unable to carry out the terms of this Agreement, 
any signatory to this Agreement may request an amendment in accordance with 36 CPR 
800.6(c)(7). 

B. Should the signatories to this Agreement not agree on an amendment or in the 
event of Fort Bragg's failure to comply with the stipulations of this Agreement prior to 
execution of a Ground Lease, this Agreement shall be tenninated. In such an event, Fort 
Bragg shall not execute a Ground Lease that has the potential to adversely affect historic 
properties until applicable stipulations of the Agreement are met or it complies with the 
requirements of 36 CPR Part 800. 

C. A change in the Ground Lease that changes the Area of Potential Effect for 
this Undertaking constitutes a new · undertaking that will require consultation pursuant to 
36 CFR Part 800. 

X. EFFECfIVE DATE. END DATE. APPLICABILITY 

A. This Programmatic Agreement is effective on the last date that aU sjgnatories 
sign. The Army will comply with al1 terms and stipUlations from that date forward. 

B. This Programmatic Agreement will be incorporated into the ground lease as an 
exhibit and will become an integraJ part of the ground lease. The Programmatic 

Residential Communities Initiative, Fort Bragg 9 



Agreement wiU become applicable to Bragg Communities, LLC after Bragg 
Communities, LLC is formed and upon their execution of the ground lease. The Ground 
lease is expected to be a 50 year lease, with an option to renew that lease for 25 more 
years upon mutual agreement with the signatories. 

C. This Agreement will be in effect so long as the Ground Lease is in effect, 
unless previously terminated under the provisions of IX, above. If the parties to the 
ground lease agree to extend the ground lease, the signatories to this Agreement will 
consult on the need to renew or amend this Agreement at the same time as the ground 
lease is being considered for renewal 

Residential Communities Injtiative. Fort Bragg 10 



Execution of this Programmatic Agreement and implementation of its terms 
evidence that Fort Bragg has afforded the ACHP an opportunity to comment on the 
Undertaking to privatize family housing at Fort Bragg, and its effects on historic 
properties, and that Fort Bragg has taken into account the effects of the Undertaking on 
historic properties. 

FORT BRAGG, NORTH CAROLINA 

By: ---"""b:...=:=C)d~ti~_Date: .y ~ O'!-
David O. Fox 
Colonel, U.S. Army 
Garrison Commander 

NORTH CAROLINA STATE IllSTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER 

By: ---'7Fi ll...I\[:1.J..<a..g::;~- Date: ---"3'-/-'/1c..;:.5"i.p./0'-l7'---_ _ 

m'uWvation Officer 

ADVlSORY COUNCn.. ON IllSTORlC PRESERVATION 

By: ---,->dL~:1<-,-,--".L~~Date: ---=t-"'/'fJLt'~7'-----
John M. Fowler 1 
Ex.ecutive Director 

INVITED SIGNATORY: 
BRAGG COMMUNITIES, LLC 
~'1: ~ ~ P\C'V.,...E f'PriL"Nefl.'i,LtC I 1~>-kJWt6,·~ ""0"'\~ 

Bt.y: ~~:::="Q-.:..i~::""'_==--Date:_-----'4--', }=-1,-' 0=--1'---__ _ 
John Picerne 

I~S·. i»-tSn>9"T 
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ATIACHMENTC 

AMERlCAN [N])IAN NATIONS CONSULTING WITH FORT BRAGG 

Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma 
Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town 
Catawba Indian Nation 
Cherokee Nation 
Chickasaw Nation 
Muscogee Creek Nation 
Shawnee Tribe 
Thlopthlocco Tribal Town 
Tuscarora Nation 
United Keetowah Band of Cherokee 



From: Renee Gledhill-Earley [renee.gledhill-earley@ncmail.net] 
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 2:58 PM 
To: Walker Viola R Civ 43CES/CEVP 
Cc: Jeff Adolphsen 
Subject: Yesterday and garages 
 
Viola: 
 
Good job yesterday. Thought we would never get off the base. Sat at the 
end of the runway for 30mins after thinking that gate would be faster 
than the main. 
 
Checked on the garage doors at Maynard and Ethridge. The counts are 
these: 
 
Officer housing 9 garage doors and only 1 and part of another are 
replacements. Rest are original. 
 
NCO housing 10 garage doors and only 4 are original. 
 
You need to keep this number somewhere. If we go with the total number 
of doors -19 and only 7 are replacements that is less than half. Further 
the officer's doors are overwhelmingly original and should be repaired 
rather than replace. We will arrange an on-site workshop, if that's 
what's needed to keep them in place and looking good. 
 
Renee 
 

Page 1 of 1

1/20/2010https://private.amc.af.mil/a7/files/Number%20of%20original%20doors%20msg.txt
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