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Management Summary
This Cultural Landscape Report (CLR) for the 
Reynolda Historic District (RHD) in Winston-Salem, 
North Carolina, documents the landscape history 
and existing conditions of the Reynolda Estate. 
“Reynolda” commonly refers to the both the Estate 
home called “the Bungalow” and the surrounding 
Estate. At its peak in the 1920’s, Reynolda contained 
1,067.83 acres, including farm land, forests, a lake, 
athletic and recreational facilities, a farm village, 
formal gardens, a chapel, residences for workers, and 
the Bungalow. The primary goal of this document is 
to preserve the cultural and natural features of the 
RHD that contribute to its historical significance. 
The CLR will also provide guidance for the future 
development and management of the RHD. 

The guiding statement for the CLR effort is as 
follows: “to rediscover, reaffirm, and preserve the 
character defining aspects of the Reynolda Historic 
District while providing for the interpretation and 
contemporary use of this shared historic landscape.” 

Recognizing the importance of the historic 
resources contained within the district and the need 
for their protection, this study was pursued jointly 
by the Reynolda House Museum of American Art 
(RHMAA) and Wake Forest University (WFU). 
When the study commenced, three preservation 
efforts had been previously completed. The first, 
a National Register Nomination for the Reynolda 
Historic District, defining the district boundaries 
and Statement of Significance, was completed in 
1980. A CLR for the formal gardens of the Estate 
entitled, “Cultural Landscape Report for Reynolda 
Gardens,” was completed in 1996. A subsequent 
rehabilitation/restoration of the formal gardens 
took place from 1997 to 1999.  

The CLR provides an overarching framework within 
which management decisions will be made that fit 
both the preservation and educational goals of the 
RHMAA and WFU. The philosophical approach to 
managing the RHD is grounded in preservation, but 
recognizes contemporary use of the District that 
accommodates a range of uses, including public 
gardens, art museum, retail shops, offices, and open 
spaces for public enjoyment. The approach to the 
management of this shared landscape is to maintain 
the support of the caretakers of each individual area, 

to recognize the character of each individual area, 
but to treat the District as a single cultural landscape 
in effort to unify the resources.

On a broader level, this study strives to provide 
a shared knowledge base of the history and 
significance of the RHD, for those involved in the 
planning aspects of the District as well as the greater 
community. This increased awareness will foster 
education and understanding of decisions made 
while promoting continued and future stewardship 
of this shared historic property and the original design 
intent. Ultimately, the CLR’s recommendations for 
treatment and maintenance of the RHD and its 
resources will provide for economically viable use 
of the District in the future.

Historical Summary
Reynolda is a unique example of an American 
country estate conceived of and managed by a 
Southern woman in the early twentieth century. 
Katharine Smith Reynolds planned Reynolda to 
be a model farm and village as well as a private, 
family estate. The model farm and village expressed 
Katharine’s ambitious vision for a new South where 
diversified agriculture improved living conditions 
for rural people. Reynolda was her response to 
the real needs in the region surrounding Winston-
Salem. The farm demonstrated new, scientific 
farming practices; the farm village represented a 
modern physical plant that promoted new concepts 
of hygiene and sanitation. 

Katharine hired landscape architects, engineers, 
and architects to assist laying out the Estate and 
to design the individual buildings.  The village 
buildings combine styles that reference historic 
and vernacular architectural traditions from farm 
communities in Europe and in America. The village 
and farm layout also resembles a traditional English 
village. The placement and scale of each building 
reflects its use and its place in the hierarchy of the 
Estate. 

The Bungalow, a sixty-four-room mansion 
completed in 1917, occupies a hill overlooking the 
rest of the Estate. The Bungalow was the family 
residence of Katharine Smith and Richard Joshua 
Reynolds.  Mr. Reynolds died in 1918. Mrs. 
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Reynolds lived in the house with her children and 
was joined by J. Edward Johnston following their 
marriage in June 1921. Katharine Smith Johnston 
died in May 1924.

The Reynolda Barns occupied a secondary hill 
overlooking the rest of the farm Village, which 
included various agricultural buildings and 
residences for employees of the Estate. Reynolda 
Presbyterian Church was prominently placed 
within a park-like setting across the street and on 
axis with the village entrance and public courtyard. 
A greenhouse complex in the main courtyard opens 
onto formal gardens.

The house and majority of the Estate remained in the 
family’s possession until they were distributed by a 
series of gifts by Katharine’s descendents. Charles 
and Mary Reynolds Babcock began the dispersal of 
property in the 1940’s, most significantly donating 
350 acres to become a new campus for Wake Forest 
College (now Wake Forest University). In the 1950’s 
and 1960’s, Mr. Babcock donated pieces of the Estate 
to Wake Forest with specific instructions to preserve 
the spaces as community resources.  In 1965, Mr. 
Babcock created Reynolda House, Inc. to convert 
the historic house into a museum and art education 
facility. Over the subsequent decades, the different 
institutions maintained their property to support 
their own missions. Reynolda House, Gardens, 
Village, and Presbyterian Church were listed as a 
District on the National Register of Historic Places 
in 1980. In 2002, Reynolda House became affiliated 
with Wake Forest University, at which time all the 
property in the RHD, with the exception of the 
Church, was under the management of WFU.

Scope of Work
This CLR document is divided into two major parts. 
Part I consists of a research effort, to understand the 
developmental history of the landscape, as well as 
field inventory of the existing landscape features.  
The majority of the research was conducted at the 
extensive archives located in the RHMAA. Historic 
building plans, landscape plans and photographs 
were studied to understand the layers of landscape 
history, patterns of development, and to identify the 
cultural resources that remain and those that have 
been lost. Identifying these resources, understanding 
their historical significance and observing how they 
have changed over time, facilitated knowledge of 
the overall historic context of the property. The 
next step in Part I was to analyze and evaluate both 
the history and current condition of the resources 
to determine the integrity of the historic landscape.

Part 2 provides treatment recommendations 
for the cultural landscape analyzed in Part 1. 
Treatment is defined on a District-wide level and 
recommendations are founded on the goals of 
preservation according to the Secretary of Interiors 
Standards for cultural landscape projects. Adverse 
affect to the physical and visual character of the 
landscape, as well as the individual resources, are 
considered in recommending the appropriate 
treatment for each resource. 

Part 2 also includes a section, not found in all 
CLRs, which provides recommendations for the 
implementation of the treatment recommendations 
as well as appropriate maintenance strategies. 
Implementation provides a plan for prioritization 
the treatment recommendations and identifies 
specific projects to be implemented within the next 
five to seven years. 

Part 3 provides a place in this document for the 
owner to add information and specific details as 
recommendations from the CLR are implemented in 
the future. This section, titled Record of Treatment, 
is comprised of only a title page in the current 
document.

A companion to the CLR, under separate title and 
cover, is the Reynolda Historic District Preservation 
Maintenance Plan. Once the CLR Treatment Plan 
is implemented, the Preservation Maintenance 
Plan perpetuates the stewardship of the historic 
resources. The management/maintenance plan 
provides general guidelines for identified issues 
related to and the perpetual care of the cultural 
resources. The two documents are intended to be 
referenced and understood jointly.

Description of Study 
Boundaries (Illustration 1.1)

The study boundary of this report contains the 
179-acre Reynolda Historic District. The District 
boundaries correspond to deeds of gift recorded 
with the Forsyth County register of deeds.  The 
District includes Reynolda Gardens of Wake Forest 
University, which accounts for approximately 130.89 
acres, given on the behalf of the Mary Reynolds 
Babcock Foundation to Wake Forest College (now 
WFU) in the years 1958, 1961, and 1962. The 
District includes Reynolda Village, accounting for 
approximately 13.5 acres given on behalf of the 
Mary Reynolds Babcock Foundation to WFU in 
1965.  The District includes the Reynolds mansion 
and surrounding 19 acres, gifted on behalf of the 
Mary Reynolds Babcock Foundation to Reynolda 
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House Inc. in 1963 and which, as of January 2002, is 
affiliated with Wake Forest University. The District 
also includes Reynolda Presbyterian Church and 
surrounding parcel, which Katharine and Richard 
Joshua Reynolds gave to the congregation in 
November 1915.

For the purposes of this CLR study the District 
boundary has been extended beyond the original 
boundary included in the 1980 National Register 
Nomination to include all areas of the original Estate 
landholdings that currently contribute to historic 
context and the integrity of the District.

Summary of Findings
Katharine Smith Reynolds was the primary visionary 
for the development of the Reynolda Estate as 
a model farm and self-sustaining community. It 
was under her direction that notable architects, 
engineers and landscape architects fulfilled her 
vision from 1906, until her death in 1924. The 
level of documentation available for the design, 
construction and completion of the Estate provides 
a high level of insight into the original design intent 
that can inform implementation of preservation 
treatments. Original plans and historic photographs 
taken shortly after completion of the Estate are well-
organized in the archives, which is now housed in 
the restored Estate home.

Almost 100 years after the completion of the Estate, 
the majority of the structures and framework of 
the landscape are still intact and hold a high degree 
of integrity.  The original Estate house, called 
“the Bungalow,” is now a thoroughly restored 
house museum and renowned art museum. The 
agricultural buildings and dwellings associated with 
the Estate’s community have been adaptively reused 
as a retail center. The formal Estate Garden, which 
has been fully restored, has consistently served its 
original purpose for the past ninety-three years. 
The success of this adaptive reuse of the Estate is 
congruent with the historic function as the Village is 
busy with daily activity akin to its original bustle as a 
supporting village for the Estate. The fully restored 
Garden remains open to the public, as was originally 
intended, and continues to serve as a model for 
preservation. The creation of the WFU campus, 
which now occupies much of the original agricultural 
lands, was an appropriate means of sustaining the 
surrounding property. The WFU affiliation, along 
with Reynolda Gardens and RHMAA, have evolved 
in a manner that is in keeping with the original 
education and outreach mission that was so integral 
to Katharine Smith Reynolds vision.

Research to date has failed to recognize the full 
extents of existing Estate resources, focusing 
instead on the buildings within Reynolda Village, 
the Bungalow and the Garden. This study sought 
to better understand the historic landholdings, 
all extant resources and their contribution to the 
District. While some of these resources are not 
under purview of the current landholders of the 
Estate, they have been included as part of this study 
to provide a comprehensive perspective of findings. 
The division of the original landholdings began 
prior to Katharine’s death and continued thereafter 
to sustain the core of the Estate to the greatest extent 
possible. It is remarkable that the core of the Estate 
remains essentially intact within what is now a very 
developed residential area.
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Introduction
Reynolda is a unique example of an American 
country estate, conceived of and managed by a 
Southern woman in the early twentieth century. 
Reynolda is located approximately three miles 
west of Winston, on what was historically known 
as Bethania Road.� Winston joined with Salem 
to become Winston-Salem in �9�3; and Bethania 
Road is today called Reynolda Road.� “Reynolda” 
commonly refers to both the Bungalow and the 
surrounding Estate, which, at its peak, contained 
�,067.83 acres, including farm land, forests, an 
artificial lake, recreational facilities, a farm village, 
formal gardens, a chapel, residences for workers, and 
the Bungalow.3 The Bungalow is a sixty-four-room 
mansion completed in �9�7 as the family residence 
of Katharine Smith and Richard J. (Dick) Reynolds.  
R. J. Reynolds died in �9�8. Mrs. Reynolds lived 
in the house with her children and was joined by 
J. Edward (Ed) Johnston following their marriage 
in June �9��. Katharine Smith Johnston died in 
May �9�4. The house and majority of the Estate 
remained in the family’s possession until they were 
distributed by a series of gifts by Mary and Charles 
Babcock (Figure �.�).

The Reynolda Historic District was listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places in �980.4 The 
District encompasses approximately �78 acres; 
the District boundaries correspond to deeds of 
gifts recorded with the Forsyth County Register of 
Deeds.  The District includes Reynolda Gardens 
of Wake Forest University, which encompasses 
approximately �30.89 acres given on behalf of the 

� Camilla Wilcox calls it the “Elkin Highway” in her essay 
“Thomas Sears’ Design for the Barn, September �9�5,” 
Gardener’s Journal, Summer 2007.

2 For consistency, this document uses “Reynolda Road” and 
“Winston-Salem” throughout the history.

� The J. E. Ellerbe map of Reynolda titled “General Plan of 
Reynolda, Inc. Winston-Salem, N.C.” and dated February 
�925 lists land purchases, concluding with “Total Acreage---
�,07�.8�.” This figure is followed by a “Note: Total Acreage 
Includes Tract No. 9, �.00 Acres and Tract No. �9, �.00 
Acre—Both of These Tracts Were Deeded Away and Later 
Redeeded to the Property—This Makes Total Net Acreage 
4.00 … or �,067.8� Acres.”

4 LaRochelle, Peggy and Hellen Moses, “Reynolda Historic 
District,” National Register of Historic Places Inventory—
Nomination Form, June, �980.

Mary Reynolds Babcock Foundation to Wake Forest 
College (now Wake Forest University) in the years 
�958, �96�, and �96�. The District also includes the 
Reynolda Village, containing approximately �3.5 
acres given on behalf of the Mary Reynolds Babcock 
Foundation to Wake Forest University in �965.  In 
addition, the District includes the Reynolds mansion 
and surrounding �9 acres, gifted on behalf of the 
Mary Reynolds Babcock Foundation to Reynolda 
House, Inc. in �963 and which, as of January �00�, 
is affiliated with Wake Forest University. And finally, 
the District includes Reynolda Presbyterian Church 
and surrounding parcel, which Katharine S. and 
Richard J. Reynolds gave to the congregation in 
November �9�5.5 

This historical context narrates the physical 
development of the property, describing the 
evolution of the property from its inception 
to today. This narrative focuses on the cultural 
landscape, which the National Park Service defines 
as “a geographic area, including both cultural and 
natural resources and the wildlife or domestic 
animals therein, associated with a historic event, 
activity, or person or exhibiting other cultural 
or aesthetic values.” Of the four general types of 
cultural landscapes, Reynolda is a historic designed 
landscape, which “was consciously designed or laid 

5 Katharine Reynolds personally purchased and owned 
title on the church property (and all the other parcels that 
became Reynolda Estate), however this transfer of property, 
recorded in the Forsyth County Record of Deeds Book �44, 
Page 78 lists “Katherine (sic) S. Reynolds and her husband R. 
J. Reynolds” as the grantors.

Site History

Figure 2.1: The Bungalow (c. �9�7 by Thomas Sears)
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out … according to design principles.” 6  Reynolda’s 
landscape reflects aesthetics and styles associated 
with significant professional landscape architects 
and designers (Thomas Sears and Louis Miller) and 
several local professional engineers (J.E. Ellerbe), 
master gardeners (Robert Conrad), and a visionary 
owner (Katharine Smith Reynolds)7 (Figure �.�).

There were distinct periods of development in 
the history of Reynolda. The first period began 
with Katharine Smith Reynolds’ first purchase of 
land on which to construct a golf course and to 
develop a country estate.8 In the following two 

6 Birnbaum, Charles. “Protecting Cultural Landscapes: 
Planning, Treatment and Management of Historic 
Landscapes.” Preservation Brief �6. National Park Service, 
U.S. Department of the Interior. Access online on �/26/20�0: 
http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/briefs/brief�6.htm. 
Also refer to the Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural 
Landscapes, online at: http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/hli/
landscape_guidelines/index.htm.

7 Birnbaum, Charles. “Protecting Cultural Landscapes: 
Planning, Treatment and Management of Historic 
Landscapes.” Preservation Brief �6. National Park Service, 
U.S. Department of the Interior. Access online on �/26/20�0: 
http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/briefs/brief�6.htm. 
Also refer to the Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural 
Landscapes, online at: http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/hli/
landscape_guidelines/index.htm.

8 The initial land purchase was on the west side of Reynolda 
Road, the current site of Graylyn. The Golf Links was 
eventually developed on the opposite side of the road 
following additional land purchases.

decades, Mrs. Reynolds personally purchased 
and held title to approximately twenty-two more 
parcels and supervised the construction of scores 
of buildings. During this period, Reynolda was both 
a fully operational farm and family estate. After the 
death of Mr. Reynolds, Katharine Smith Reynolds 
married Edward Johnston in June �9��. Katharine 
S. Johnston died on May �3, �9�4, three days 
after giving birth to her sixth child, John Edward 
Johnston, Jr. 

The final construction projects directly associated 
with Mrs. Johnston were built in her honor. Mr. 
Johnston had the Katharine S. Johnston Memorial 
Circle and the Katharine S. Johnston Memorial 
Building constructed between �9�4 and �9�6.  After 
�9�6, there was a construction hiatus, as the property 
went into trusteeship as specified in Mrs. Johnston’s 
will. The property was shared by her descendants and 
managed by the Mercantile Safe Deposit and Trust 
Company of Baltimore. The family used the house 
intermittently during this period. Mr. Johnston and 
Nancy Reynolds, for example, occupied the house 
for a few years following Mrs. Johnston’s death. The 
Reynolds children often returned to the Bungalow 
for holidays; and both Mary and Nancy were 
married at the house in �9�9 and �930, respectively. 
Also Dick Reynolds and his bride Blitz lived at the 
house in the early �930’s  This period was further 
characterized by a scaling back of the agricultural 
activities on the Estate, as property managers, hired 

Figure 2.2: Reynolda Village and Garden (c. �927)
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by the Mercantile Safe Deposit and Trust Company, 
attempted to reduce operating expenses.  

Mr. and Mrs. Reynolds’ oldest daughter, Mary 
Reynolds Babcock, and her husband Charles Babcock 
bought the Estate from the other trust recipients in 
�934. This acquisition began a new, distinct period 
of development that concluded in �965. During 
the �930’s, the Babcocks resumed construction 
projects, making additions and alterations to the 
house to suit their needs. Following World War II, 
faced with rising taxes and rising maintenance costs, 
the Babcocks explored ways to reduce the amount 
of acreage attached to the house and reorganize 
the business management of the Estate to make it 
more sustainable. As a result, this period is further 
characterized by the Babcock’s philanthropic 
efforts to distribute the house and property to 
local institutions, thereby preserving the property 
by converting it to an educational use. During this 
period, the Reynolda Presbyterian congregation, 
which was given ownership of the property in �9�5, 
made significant additions to the original Chapel, 
adding a new sanctuary, administrative wing, and 
fellowship hall in �96�. This period concluded with 
Mr. Babcocks’ gift of Reynolda Village to Wake 
Forest University in �965.

From �966 to �00�, Reynolda Presbyterian Church, 
Reynolda Village, Reynolda Gardens, and Reynolda 
House operated independently, each with their own 
funding sources and management structures. Wake 
Forest University provided administrative oversight 
to the Village and Gardens, but each had their own 
staffs and supervisory boards. The Reynolda House 
Museum of American Art became affiliated with Wake 
Forest in January �00�, placing the management of 
the entire study area east of Reynolda Road under 
a single administrator of Wake Forest University.  
This period of development is characterized by 
the autonomous entities rehabilitating their own 
property and structures to support their own 
missions and programs. The Village implemented a 
master plan to convert the buildings to commercial 
use. The major changes to the landscape included 
new parking lots and pedestrian walkways. The 
Presbyterian Church added onto their building and 
constructed parking lots in the green space in front 
of the Chapel.  

During the final period, from �003 to �0�0, Reynolda 
House added an exhibition wing to the historic 
house and two parking lots to the historic landscape. 
The Presbyterian Church also made additions to its 
building and alterations to the landscape.

The five distinct periods of development in the history 
of Reynolda are graphically defined on Illustrations 
2.1, 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4, included at the end of this chapter, 
are described as follows: 

Period One: Katharine Smith 
Reynolds Era (1906-1924)
Katharine Smith, a native of Mount Airy, North 
Carolina, attended North Carolina State Normal and 
Industrial School in Greensboro and graduated from 
Sullins College in Bristol, Virginia.9 Approximately 
a year following her graduation in �90�, Katharine 
Smith accepted a position working for Richard 
Joshua Reynolds, a friend of her father’s and first 
cousin once removed.  Katharine Smith married 
Mr. Reynolds at her family home in February �905. 
After a four month European honeymoon, the 
couple returned to Winston-Salem, moving into 
Reynolds’ Queen Ann mansion on West Fifth Street.  
Mr. Reynolds was the founder and president of R. 
J. Reynolds Tobacco Company, which, in the first 
two decades of the twentieth century, introduced 
two of the most popular tobacco products of that 

9 Much of the biographical information on Katharine Smith 
Reynolds and information about the history of Reynolda are 
based on Catherine Howett’s book “A World of Her Own 
Making: Katharine Smith Reynolds and the Landscape of 
Reynolda.” 

Figure 2.3: Katharine Smith Reynolds
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time, Prince Albert in �907 and Camel cigarettes in 
�9�3. The R. J. Reynolds Tobacco Company became 
the most profitable tobacco company in the United 
States. Mr. Reynolds was the wealthiest man in 
North Carolina at the time of his death (Figure �.3).

Beginning in �906, Mr. and Mrs. Reynolds began 
planning for starting a farm on the outskirts of 
Winston-Salem. The property evolved over the next 
two decades into Reynolda.  Mrs. Reynolds’ vision 
for Reynolda embodies her personal ambition, 
her social consciousness, and her aesthetic values.  
Reynolda is also emblematic of its era, reflecting 
currents of popular ideas circulating in the early 
twentieth century, including the country Estate 
movement, popular notions of landscape planning, 
as well as the physical and psychological advantages 
of rural living.�0

Catherine Howett’s biography of Mrs. Reynolds 
examines the popular and personal sources for 
Mrs. Reynolds’ vision for Reynolda.  Mr. and Mrs. 
Reynolds visited country estates and picturesque, 
rural villages on their honeymoon in Europe. 
They were also aware of contemporary American 
estates, including George Vanderbilt’s Biltmore 
and Buck Duke’s Farm in New Jersey. Biltmore, 
additionally, incorporated scientific farming and 
forestry practices into its landscape program, likely 
influencing Mrs. Reynolds’ conception of the 
role Reynolda would have within the surrounding 
community. ��  Mrs. Reynolds subscribed to 
magazines, which promoted the latest architectural 
and landscape fashions, including Town & Country, 
Woman’s Home Companion, and Country Life in 
America. House Beautiful, for example, carried a 
�903 article on Biltmore entitled “A Millionaire’s 
Village: An Ideal Village in the Hills of North 
Carolina, Designed as a Whole and Built to Order.” 
Mrs. Reynolds not only absorbed these popular 
ideas, but also transformed them to reflect her own 
vision for how to improve rural North Carolina.��  
Catherine Howett writes that “the real meaning 
of the landscape of Reynolda has less to do with 
its beauty or modernity than with the values and 
moral force with which a gifted and ambitious New 

�0 Katharine’s vision for Reynolda as a model farm is 
discussed in Margaret Supplee Smith’s article “Reynolda: A 
Rural Vision in an Industrializing South” 

�� Smith 29�.

�2 Camilla Wilcox, curator of education at Reynolda 
Gardens of Wake Forest University, has written several 
essays examining contemporary sources of aesthetic and 
design concepts that appear in the Reynolda landscape. See 
for example her essay “Roads Through Reynolda” in the 
Summer 200� edition of Gardener’s Journal. 

Woman of the New South energetically invested it 
during her lifetime.” �3

Mrs. Reynolds’ personal history and beliefs found 
expression in the cultural landscape of the Reynolda 
Estate. When Mrs. Reynolds matriculated to State 
Normal and Industrial College, Charles D. McIver, 
the school’s president and charismatic proponent of 
progressive reforms and social activism, befriended 
Mrs. Reynolds and became her mentor. Catherine 
Howett speculates that a typhoid epidemic at the 
Normal College precipitated Mrs. Reynolds’ transfer 
to Sullins College and increased her awareness 
of infectious disease. Mrs. Reynolds’ subsequent 
commitment to new principles of hygiene and 
healthy living were apparent in the architecture and 
landscape of Reynolda. The residences featured 
open porches that provide access to fresh air. The 
grounds featured tennis courts, areas to swim, 
and athletic fields for out-of-door exercise. The 
farm was a model facility, equipped with the most 
modern technology and designed to exhibit the 
most progressive and scientific agricultural practices 
of the day.  

The Reynolds’ acquired the first parcel of land 
for their country estate in the summer of �906, 
when Mrs. Reynolds purchased �04 acres from 
E. O. Eaton, treasurer of the B. F. Hanes Tobacco 
Company.  In the following �8 years, Mrs. Reynolds 
made dozens more land transactions, including at 
least twenty-seven purchases, compiling a total of 
�,067.83 contiguous acres. 

In the summer of �909, R. J. Reynolds reported 
in a letter to Mrs. Reynolds that an engineer from 
Berckman’s Nursery in Augusta, Georgia, inspected 
the newly acquired Eaton property to evaluate its 
potential use as a golf course. The engineer’s report, 
entitled “Recommendations for the Development of 
Suburban Grounds,” concluded that the parcel was 
not large enough and did not have the appropriate 
characteristics for a golf course. �4  Mr. Reynolds 
wrote to Mrs. Reynolds describing two farms on 
the opposite (east) side of Reynolda Road which 
offered a more promising site for a golf course.  By 
the end of that summer, Mrs. Reynolds purchased 
six parcels totaling 473 acres, including what would 
become the core of Reynolda. This land included the 
future sites for the Bungalow, Lake Katharine, most 
of Reynolda Village—including the locations of the 
Barns and Gardens on the east side of Reynolda 
Road and of the Church, Cottages, and Manse 

�� Howett 25.

�4 Wilcox, Camilla. “The Golf Links” Gardener’s Journal, 
Winter 200�.
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property on the west side of Reynolda Road. Most 
of the property was open farm land, with scattered 
stands of hardwoods and numerous springs and 
streams, including Silas Creek (Figure �.4).

In �9�0, Mrs. Reynolds added five parcels totaling 
��� acres, most of which became fields of Reynolda 
Farm on the north and east sides of the Estate. Efforts 
to improve the conditions of the “farmed-out” soil 
commenced almost immediately, evidenced by Mr. 
Reynolds’ letter to Mrs. Reynolds on September �6, 
�9�0 recording peas growing “so high you could 
not see Dick [Jr.]….” �5 Mrs. Reynolds purchased 
poultry and livestock for the farm and had several 
fields under cultivation by the summer of �9�0. 
Workers built new roads across the property. The 
Golf Course, occupying a long meadow stretching 
between two farms purchased the previous year, 
was re-graded and seeded in ryegrass (Figure �.5). 
They hired John Ambler, a local civil and hydraulic 
engineer, to prepare a topographic survey and 
provide an analysis of the water supply on the 
property. In September, Mr. Reynolds wrote to 
Mrs. Reynolds recounting the progress on the 
farm. Writing of the Golf Course, R. J. mentioned 
that the first hole was close to “your bungalow.” He 
described Gray Springs, which, he wrote, “now has 
40,000 gallons of running water…. The water shoots 
out of a two-inch pipe ten feet above the level of the 
bank of the branch and can be piped to the lake and 
pumped two hundred feet high without any cost of 
operating the pump.”�6 Gray Springs became the 
source of potable water for the developing Estate 
and the early source of irrigation water. 

The mention of the Golf Course (which became 
known as “the Golf Links”), the lake, and the 
bungalow, as early as �9�0 provides evidence 
that Mrs. Reynolds had by this time formulated a 
substantial vision of her Estate.  During the summer 
of �9�0, Mrs. Reynolds hired a team of local and 
national architects, engineers, and land planners.  
She contracted a “landscape engineering” firm from 
New York City, led by Horatio Buckenham and 
Louis Miller, to develop a master plan for the entire 
Estate.  Mrs. Reynolds likely knew of Buckenham 
and Miller’s previous work laying out Buck Duke’s 
farm in New Jersey. Otherwise, she may have known 
their work for the Methodist Children’s Home on 
Reynolda Road between Winston-Salem and her 
burgeoning Estate. 

Buckenham and Miller’s June �9�� “Proposed 
Plan for the Mrs. K. S. Reynolds Estate” placed the 

�5 Howett �24.

�6 Howett �20.

Bungalow at the end of a circuitous road that passed 
through an entrance gate and wound its way through 
the woods, darting in and out between shade 
and light, before terminating in an oval forecourt 
entrance at the front façade of the home.�7 Existing 
woodlands and specimen trees were preserved and 
used as the foundation for this plan. A rectangular 
formal garden with a greenhouse complex was west 
of the Bungalow. The long axis of the garden was 
parallel to Reynolda Road. West of Lake Katharine, 
the plan showed a farm village consisting of several 
barns, animal pens, farmyards, and a cottage. The 
Bungalow was sited to take advantage of long views 
stretching to the south over the meadow containing 
the Golf Links. To the north, the house overlooked a 
boat house on the south shore of “Lake Katherine” 
[sic] (Figure �.6).

�7 The June �9�� Master Plan is in the archives of Reynolda 
House Museum of American Art, hereafter RHMAA 
Archives, accession number: �7-944-07. 

Figure 2.4: R. J. Reynolds and Children 

Figure 2.5: Reynolda Aerial (c. �927)
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Buckenham and Miller designed the structure that 
dammed Silas Creek creating Lake Katharine.  Their 
November �9�0 drawings for the dam showed a 
concrete core covered with a façade of local stone. 
When viewed from Lake Katharine, the dam 
appeared to be an arched bridge; but in reality, the 
arches were entrances into the spillway. (The original 
design had two arches. The bridge was modified 
during construction and has only one arch over 
two cascades.)  Water from Lake Katharine flowed 
through the arch and cascaded into a second lower 
pool. The water left this lower pool, returned to its 
original banks, and flowed west under Reynolda 
Road. Construction on the dam and grading of the 
lake began in June �9��. It was mostly completed by 
the following summer (Figure �.7).

An image of Lake Katharine appeared in a �9�7 issue 
of House Beautiful Magazine. The banks of Lake 
Katharine were planted in blooming shrubs and 
large drifts of daffodils set among groves of native 
shade trees. As Camilla Wilcox notes in her essay on 
Lake Katharine, the Lake and Bungalow were sited 
in tandem. The Lake was an important component 
of the picturesque landscape that Mrs. Reynolds 
desired. The Lake also had a practical function, 
impounding water that was pumped across the 
Estate for irrigation. Residents at Reynolda, both 
family and employees, also used the Lake as a place 
to swim, boat, and fish. The lower pond below the 
dam was also a popular place for employees to swim 
and fish.�8 

The Buckenham and Miller Master Plan had a piece 
missing from the middle of the Village because 
the Reynolds’ did not own all the property until 
October �9�� when the heirs of Luther Reynolds 
(no relation) agreed to sell their farmhouse and 
surrounding three acres. This parcel became the core 
of the future village (Figure �.8). Mrs. Reynolds kept 
Luther Reynolds’ house, a two story frame building 
facing Reynolda Road, as a boarding house for 
male workers. Other existing farm buildings across 
the Estate also housed workers and their families. 
Mrs. Reynolds also constructed new quarters for 
employees. The cottages received names based on 
their occupants. Upon completion of Reynolda’s 
Village there were cottages for the bookkeeper, 
dairyman, electrician, gardener, horticulturalist, 
plumber, poultryman, servants, stenographer, 
superintendent, and treasurer.�9 Workers at 

�8 See Camilla Wilcox’s articles “A Brief History of the Lake 
Katharine Wetland,” Gardener’s Journal, Winter 2002 
and “The Water System at Reynolda, Part I: Pure Water.”  
Gardener’s Journal, Winter 2009.

�9 The names of the various cottages for employees changed 
over the years depending upon who was living at the 

Reynolda lived in houses on both sides of Reynolda 
Road, in houses scattered across the farms north of 
the Estate, or in Five Row west of Reynolda Road.

house. For example, the Gardener’s Cottage later became 
the Treasurer’s Cottage; the Electrician’s Cottage became 
the Plumber’s Cottage; the Office became the Post Office. 
This section uses the names of the buildings that appear 
on Ellerbe’s �925 “General Plan of Reynolda, Inc. Winston-
Salem, N.C.”.  

Figure 2.6: Detail of Buckenham and Miller Plan of �9��

Figure 2.7: Lake Katharine Dam and Bridge (c. �9�7-2� by 
Thomas Sears)

Figure 2.8: Detail of early Farm Village Plan 
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The Reynolds family lived in a magnificent mansion 
built on a hill overlooking the Village and Lake in 
one direction and the expansive lawn with Golf 
Links in the other. Mrs. Reynolds hired Charles 
Barton Keen in �9�� to design her new home, which 
she and her husband referred to as the “Bungalow.” 
Keen, a noted Philadelphia architect submitted 
preliminary plans for the house to Mrs. Reynolds in 
early �9��. In July, Keen delivered a full set of plans 
to Mrs. Reynolds and advertised the blueprints in 
the Philadelphia Real Estate Record and Builder’s 
Guide. The advertisement claimed Keen was 
prepared to accept construction bids. During this 
period, in addition to designing the House, Keen 
also prepared drawings for various other farm and 
Village structures. The architecture for the Village 
structures, including the barns and houses for Estate 
employees, referenced the Bungalow’s architectural 
style and details. As Margaret Smith noted, the Village 
“express the ordered social hierarchy of Reynolda.” 
“The worker’s cottages and village buildings were 
smaller versions of the Bungalow, with scaled-down 
roofs, columns, and porches. Together, house, 
farm, and village resembled an English estate with 
its dependencies, an impression reinforced by the 
pastoral landscaping in the tradition of … Capability 
Brown and Humphrey Repton” �0  (Figure �.9).

As Miller and Keen submitted plans to Mrs. Reynolds 
from their offices in New York and Philadelphia, 
R. E. Snowden, a civil engineer hired to supervise 
construction at the Estate, staked out the locations 
of proposed buildings. Snowden began making 
weekly construction progress reports in the spring 
of �9��. His reports described a variety of activities, 
from erosion control planting to road construction. 
His May �9�� report recorded, for example, that the 
Lake Katharine dam was almost finished. 

In the summer of �9��, Mrs. Reynolds signed a 
contract with Lord and Burnham to construct 
a Greenhouse in the Village. She hired a local 
architect, Willard C. Northrup, to design additional 
workrooms to be added onto the Greenhouse. Lord 
and Burnham began the Greenhouse in June �9�� 
and finished in early �9�3. The Greenhouse was 
located west of the Bungalow, in the approximate 
location shown on the Buckenham and Miller Master 
Plan. The main entrance into the Greenhouse was 
through a portico-topped “florist’s workplace” that 
led to the main Conservatory.�� The Buckenham 
and Miller plan also showed formal gardens south 

20 Smith �00.

2� For an overview of the Greenhouse, see Camilla Wilcox’s 
article “A Greenhouse History” in Gardener’s Journal, 
Winter �997.

of the Greenhouse, carved into the hillside between 
the site of the Bungalow and Reynolda Road.  These 
gardens were installed over the next several years. 
The alignment and location of Greenhouse and 
Gardens respond to Reynolda Road and reflect 
Mrs. Reynolds’ intention to make them open and 
easily accessible to the surrounding community�� 
(Figure �.�0).

Louis Miller submitted planting plans for the formal 
Gardens in �9�3. Mrs. Reynolds apparently did not 
approve of the design because she hired Thomas 
Sears, a landscape architect from Philadelphia, to 
replace Miller in the spring of �9�5.�3  When Sears 
began work at Reynolda, many of the elements 
illustrated on Buckenham and Miller’s Master 
Plan were either completed or actively under 
construction. The roads were constructed, the 
large formal Garden was graded, the Golf Links 

22 Camilla Wilcox examines the historic use of the 
gardens and its place in the local community in her essay 
““Reynolda—A Model for the Community” Gardener’s 
Journal, Winter �997.

2� See Camilla Wilcox’s “Lessons from the First Garden Plan,” 
Gardener’s Journal, Summer 2005, and Howett �90.

Figure 2.9: The Bungalow and Barns (c. �927)

Figure 2.10: Reynolda Greenhouse (c. �92� by Thomas 
Sears)
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was completed, and Lake Katharine was full, and 
several of the farm buildings were finished. Sears’ 
contribution was to take a functioning landscape 
and make it beautiful. He developed planting plans 
for buildings and areas across virtually the entire 
Estate. He was responsible for the planting plans 
of the formal Gardens, changing what had been a 
Victorian-era inspired layout on Miller’s plans to 
the quadrants designs still extant today (Figure 
�.��). Sears also provided planting design for the 
landscapes around individual buildings, including 
the Bungalow and most of the Village cottages. He 
also provided planting plans for the Gateways into 
the Estate, the areas along the Estate roads, and the 
woodlands. He used a variety of native and exotic 
trees throughout the landscape, utilizing formal 
and informal compositions to unify the different 
areas of the Estate.�4 He manipulated forest edges, 
introducing evergreen trees and understory trees 
and shrubs, to frame views towards specific focal 
points. Sears was also an avid photographer who 
took numerous contemporary images of Reynolda. 
His photographs captured pastoral images of the 
Estate, providing evidence of the design intent 
behind his designs.�5

Thomas Sears delivered his plans for the formal 
Garden in �9�7, with planting beginning in the 
winter of �9�8. Sears’ plan for the Greenhouse 
Gardens used a line of five connected pergolas, called 
“shelters” on early plans and later “tea houses,” to 
divide the four-acre Garden approximately in half 
and to provide a shady spot from which to enjoy the 
Garden�6  (Figure �.��).  The “green house garden” 

24 Howett 2�4.

25 Camilla Wilcox discusses Sears’ design intent and 
inspiration in “Thomas Sears and the Trees of Reynolda,” 
Gardener’s Journal, Winter 2006. See also Howett’s 
discussion of Sears. 

26 Camilla Wilcox discusses the shelters in her essay “Heat 

included four symmetrical parterres divided by four 
perpendicular panels of lawn. The parterres were 
planted in perennial shrubs and flowers. A central 
lawn extended south from the Greenhouse and 
featured an allee of cryptomeria trees. There were 
also pergolas at either end of a second lawn panel 
that ran perpendicular to the main, central lawn.  
The larger pergola, on the east end of this secondary 
axis, was part of an upper parterre running parallel 
to the central axis, planted with border beds and 
weeping cherries. The cherries were added in �9�8 
(Figure �.�3).  The south half of the garden beyond 
the tea houses was a “nicer vegetable and flower 
garden.” �7 An arbor placed on the central axis at the 

Relief, Early Twentieth Century Style” in Gardener’s Journal, 
Summer �999.

27 Howett provides a  thorough examination of Sears’ design 
of the formal Gardens. See Howett pages 2�7-262. The 
Reynolda Archives has a full collection of Sears’ drawings of 
this Garden. See for example: Sears’ “Planting Plan for the 
Greenhouse Garden” including Plans A, B, C, and D dated 
September �9�7 ( �9-�07�-0�, �9-�07�-0�, �9-�07�-09, �9-
�072-�0)  and Sears’  “Planting Plan for Fruit, Cut Flower 
and Nicer Vegetable Garden, Estate of Mrs. R. J. Reynolds,” 
dated February �92� (�9-�072-0�).

Figure 2.11: Reynolda Gardens Aerial (c. �927) Figure 2.12: Reynolda Gardens (c. �92� by Thomas Sears)

Figure 2.13: Reynolda Gardens Pergola (c. �92� by Thomas 
Sears)
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south end of the Garden led to a “Cedar Walk” and 
to a log cabin that was the Reynolds boys’ clubhouse.  
A playhouse for the Reynolds girls overlooked the 
“nicer vegetable and flower garden” from the east 
bank of the Garden. Keen designed the building, 
which was constructed in �9�� (Figure �.�4).

The Greenhouse was completed and the Gardens 
were under development in �9�4 when the 
Reynolds’ filed papers officially changing the name 
of the Estate to “Reynolda.” By using the feminine 
form of their name, Mr. and Mrs. Reynolds may 
be signifying Mrs. Reynolds’ primary role in 
developing, designing, and implementing a vision 
for the Estate. The �9�4 legal papers also included 
an inventory of the Estate, providing a record of the 
physical development to that time.  

The Greenhouse forms the south side of a 
rectangular Courtyard space that served as the public 
entrance into the Village and functioned much like a 
traditional “village green” or “village square” where 
visitors to Reynolda congregated (Figure �.�5). The 
development of this central public space began in 
�9��, with the construction of the Greenhouse and 
Gardener’s Cottage, and continued until �9�9, with 
the construction of the Reynolda School Building 
(later known as the Administration Building). Mrs. 
Reynolds described the initial construction of this 
area in a letter to Louis Miller, writing that “we 
are starting at the farm this week, the Gardener’s 
Cottage and Superintendent’s House and Office. 
The plans complete for our Barns, Dairy, Garage, 
Bungalow and Servants Quarters are well under 
way and we hope to begin active operations about 
Oct. �.”�8 

The initial Main Office building at Reynolda was 
in the middle of the entrance Courtyard, opposite 
the Greenhouse. This building was converted to 

28 Howett, �5�.

the Reynolda Post Office before �9�6.  Historic 
photographs show the Courtyard was paved to 
serve as a parking lot for visitors to the Village. 
Records indicate that roads at Reynolda included 
unimproved dirt roads and bituminous asphalt 
roads with a top dressing of crushed, local stone.  
In �9�7 and �9�8, Mrs. Reynolds hired Atlantic 
Bitulithic Company to apply almost �0,000 cubic 
yards of mineral aggregate rolled into a layer of 
bituminous cement on the Estate roads.�9 The 
landscape surrounding the Superintendent’s Office 
was planted with a variety of evergreen trees and 
shrubs; and the perimeter of the Courtyard was 
planted with London plane trees during this early 
period.30 The Superintendent’s Office was relocated 
to the southeast corner of the Courtyard in the 
�960’s (Figure �.�6).The Gardener’s Cottage (later 
known as the Treasure’s Cottage) was built in �9�3 
on the north side of the Courtyard, prominently 
placed at the intersection of Reynolda Road and 
the main entrance into the Village. The Cottage’s 
front/west elevation faced Reynolda Road; its side/
south elevation faced the Courtyard. Willard C. 
Northrup provided architectural drawings of the 
Superintendent’s Office building (later the Post 
Office) and the Gardener’s Cottage. Northrup’s 
design incorporated the architectural vocabulary 
used in other Reynolda structures, including Tuscan-
inspired columns, white stucco exteriors, and green 
tile roofs. This architectural consistency with other 
Reynolda buildings suggests that Northrup was 
familiar with and referenced Charles Barton Keen’s 

29 The paved roads are denoted on the �925 Ellerbe plan. 

�0 Thomas Sears provided a “Plan Showing Revision of Green 
House Court” dated November �0, �9�7. The configuration 
of this space prior to Sears’ “Revision” is perhaps recorded 
on A. F. Dean’s “Property of Mrs. Kathrine S. Reynolds, 
Winston Salem NC,” which shows the entrance road 
forming an oval around the Office.

Figure 2.15: Reynolda Office and Courtyard (c. �92� by 
Thomas Sears)

Figure 2.14: Reynolda Playhouse
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plans for the Bungalow and Reynolda Barns  (Figure 
�.�7).

The northeast corner of the entrance Courtyard 
was formed by the Reynolda School, a Charles 
Barton Keen building constructed in �9�9. The 
Reynolda School occupied this building from �9�9 
to March �9�3, at which time it was converted to 
the “Administration Building” or “Main Office” 
for Reynolda, Inc., the company that ran the 
farming operation (Figure �. �8). Beyond the school 
building, the entrance road split.  The secondary 
branch continued east past the Servants’ Cottage 
and into the woods before it turned south towards 
the Bungalow. The main branch of the entrance road 
turned north towards the Barn Complex and the 
core of the agricultural section of Reynolda Village. 
This main Village road, which is roughly parallel 
with Reynolda Road, physically connects the two 
ends of the District. The Administrative and Public 
Buildings, including the Greenhouse and School, 
were primarily located in the south end, while the 
Agricultural and Industrial buildings were located 
in the north end of the Village. 

There was a cluster of farm buildings along the 

Village road. A frame Cattle Shed was on the west 
side of this road opposite another framed shed 
building for mules. Behind the Mule Shed, the Cow 
Barn, which was completed in �9�3, occupied the 
knoll between the Village and Lake Katharine. The 
Dairy Barn, completed in �9�6, was immediately 
north of the Cow Barn (Figure �. �9).  A �9�7 article 
described the farm as having “350 acres under 
cultivation,” the majority of which was located east 
of the Village beyond Lake Katharine.  The article 
also claimed that Reynolda had “the most modern 
dairy building to be found in the nation,”3� referring 
to the concrete and stucco Cow and Dairy Barns. 
Thomas Sears provided planting plan for the area 
around the barn. Sears added a spur road that 
linked the north side of the Barns to the Lake Road 
that led to the Lake Katharine Dam and beyond to 
the farm fields. This road passed massive clumps 
of flowering trees and shrubs that Sears added to 
the hillsides. The hillside beds were approximately 

�� An article entitled “Reynolda Farm: Splendid Country 
Estate of Mrs. R. J. Reynolds: Its Origin and Development, 
and the Aims of the Owner, An Experiment Station for this 
Area” appeared in the Winston-Salem Journal and Sentinel 
on July 7, �9�7.

Figure 2.17: Reynolda Village Entrance and Gardener’s 
Cottage (c. �9�6)

Figure 2.16: Courtyard, Greenhouse and Gardens (c. �954)

Figure 2.19: Reynolda Barn

Figure 2.18: Reynolda School Building
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�00 feet long and varied in depth from twenty to 
eighty feet. Sears used only nine species, including 
flame azalea, sumac, barberry, and beach plum, but 
specified 359 of them on his plan. There were eight 
other planting beds scattered around the barn road 
and smaller beds at the barns’ foundation.3�

Farm activities began almost immediately with the 
purchase of property for the Estate. Mrs. Reynolds 
hired a farm manager, named Fowler, in the summer 
of �9��, who oversaw initial efforts of planting, 
clearing, and soil improvements. In the fall of �9��, 
R. J. recommended that Mrs. Reynolds search 
for a trained agriculturalist familiar with more 
scientific farming methods.  Before the July �9�7 
article appeared, Mrs. Reynolds had selected A. C. 
Warton, “a scientific agriculturist [and] graduate 
of the North Carolina A. & M. College,” to be the 
Farm superintendent. Mrs. Reynolds also educated 
herself about best agricultural practices. She joined 
agricultural societies, subscribed to governmental 
agricultural bulletins, and actively set the agenda for 
the Farm to become a model for local farmers.  Mrs. 

�2 Wilcox, “Thomas Sears’ Design for the Barn, September 
�9�5.”

Reynolds provided public education programs at 
Reynolda, which demonstrated best practices of food 
production and preservation. As Margaret Smith 
suggests “Reynolda was conceived and designed 
in direct response to real needs in the surrounding 
rural region.”33  Mrs. Reynolds also allowed local 
citizens to use the equipment at Reynolda, as in the 
summer of �9�7 when local farmers used the dairy 
complex to preserve fruits and vegetables as part of 
a food drive in support of American troops during 
the First World War. In addition to growing row and 
cash crops on the Farm, Reynolda also had tracts 
dedicated to truck farming. For example, Ellerbe’s 
�9�5 map showed a vegetable garden in the flood 
plain north of Silas Creek. 

Several of the buildings constructed during this 
early development phase of Reynolda were cottages 
for employees at the farm and Estate. North of the 
Gardener’s Cottage, the Horticulturalist’s Cottage 
and the Dairyman’s Cottage were constructed 
fronting Reynolda Road (Figure �.�0). These 
buildings flank the Boarding House, a two-story 
frame farmhouse that was formerly the Luther 
Reynolds family’s farmhouse. The Horticulturist’s 
Cottage, the Boarding House, and the Dairyman’s 
Cottage all had concrete sidewalks connecting 
their front entrances to Reynolda Road, which 
functioned as the main street with residences on 
either side (Figure �.��).

The other residential cottages were located along 
the primary Village road, running north-south from 
the entrance Courtyard. These residences included 
the Servants Cottage, the Chauffeur’s Cottage, and 
the Stenographer’s Cottage.34 The Servants’ Cottage 
was at the south end of the entrance road opposite 
Reynolda School.  The Chauffeur’s Cottage was at 
the north slope of the knoll along with the barns. 
An early garage, where the cars of the Reynolds 
family were serviced and stored, was located in the 
basement of the Barn.  A later garage for employee’s 
vehicles was built on the west side of the Village road 
around �9��. The Chauffeur’s Cottage featured a 
terraced yard extending from its south elevation. 
The Stenographer’s Cottage was north of the 
Chauffeur’s Cottage. 

Other buildings in the Village on the east side of 
Reynolda Road included the Blacksmith Shop and 
the Power House. The location of the Blacksmith 

�� Smith �0�.

�4 The names of these residences changed over time, 
depending upon who was living in the house. The 
Stenographer’s Cottage, Chauffer’s Cottage, and Servants 
Cottage are the names that appear on Ellerbe’s �925 
“General Plan of Reynolda, Inc. Winston-Salem, N.C.”.

Figure 2.21: Boarding House

Figure 2.20: Dairyman’s Cottage
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Shop, constructed circa �9�5, and an attached 
Carpenter’s Shop reflects the important role tool 
and equipment repair would have on a working 
farm. Its location was also convenient for outside 
customers coming to Reynolda to have their 
equipment repaired (Figure �.��).

The �9�4 inventory of Reynolda assets lists several 
utility improvements, including a water and sewer 
system, and an underground electric and telephone 
system. Mrs. Reynolds contracted with the H. E. 
Fries Manufacturing and Power Company to run 
electricity to the Estate. All of the buildings in the 
Village, the Presbyterian Church, and the Bungalow 
were electrified.  The Heating Plant was built next 
to the Blacksmith Shop in �9�0. The Heating Plant, 
with boilers and a ��5 foot tall smoke stack, supplied 
heat to the Village buildings through underground 
steam pipes. Effluence from the Heating Plant was 
captured in a reservoir behind the plant.35

Reynolda Village also included buildings on the 
west side of Reynolda Road. In January �9�3, as 
construction continued on the earliest Reynolda 
buildings, Mrs. Reynolds wrote to Louis Miller 
about expanding the Village to that side of the road. 
“I would like to advise with you with regard to the 
best place for locating our small farm houses, namely: 
cottage for poultry man, dairyman, gardener, etc. I 
had an idea that they might be well placed if along 
the side of the hill on the other side of the highway, 
opposite greenhouses, gardener’s cottage and 
present farm buildings. The property on this side…. 
slopes down the road to a little brook, with the hill 
rising beyond. My idea was to run a road along the 
side of this hill beyond this brook… building the 
houses a little back from this road on the far side, 
leaving space in between for a small natural park.”36 
This side of the Village developed, much as Mrs. 
Reynolds envisioned, between �9�3 and �9�6, when 
the Katharine Smith Reynolds Johnston Memorial 
Building was finished  (Figure �.�3).

The main entrance into the west Village was directly 
opposite the entrance into the east Village. This 
entrance road crossed the small brook described in 
Mrs. Reynolds’ letter and led directly to the front 
elevation of the Reynolda Presbyterian Church.  
Mrs. Reynolds’ “natural park,” a green space 
on either side of the brook, extended north and 
south along Reynolda Road from the entrance to 
the Church.  Thomas Sears developed extensive 
planting plans for the area around the small brook in 

�5 Wilcox “The Water System at Reynolda, Part 2: Water 
from the Stream and Lake,” Garden’s Journal, Fall 2009.

�6 Howett �7�.

the vicinity of the Church. The road network in the 
west Village consisted of, in addition to the entrance 
drive, a secondary road paralleling the brook, a road 
leading behind the Church to orchards and fields, 
and a road leading north towards the poultry yards 
and beyond. 

Three employee cottages—the Superintendent’s 
Cottage, the Plumber’s Cottage, and the 
Electrician’s Cottage—were under construction 
in �9�3. These buildings faced the secondary road 
running parallel to the brook.  A fourth residence, 
the Gardener’s Cottage, was added between �9�6 
and �9�8. The road parallel to the creek originally 
terminated in a circular drive in the vicinity of the 
Superintendent’s Cottage; it was reconfigured to 
intersect with Reynolda Road after �9�0 when 
Mrs. Reynolds purchased the adjacent parcel. The 
Electrician’s Cottage was relocated to an adjacent 
lot up the hill towards the road to the poultry yard 
in approximately �9�8, when the Lower School 
was built. (The Lower School later became known 
as the Bookkeeper’s Cottage.) Between the Lower 
School and the Presbyterian Church, the Manse 
was constructed in �9�0. The Manse was originally 
designed as the residence for the minister of the 

Figure 2.23: West Reynolda Village (c. �927)

Figure 2.22: Blacksmith Shop and Barns (c. �9�9 by Thomas 
Sears)
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Presbyterian Church, but was initially used to house 
single teachers. 

Thomas Sears produced dozens of planting plans 
for the Village cottages. (Figure �.�4) Each cottage 
yard was richly planted in “interesting compositions 
of flowering plants, woody and herbaceous, in 
styles ranging from informal open lawns and 
borders to quite formal enclosed gardens.”37 The 
Superintendent’s Cottage had phlox, hollyhocks, 
lilies, candytuft, daisies, irises, peonies, and tulips in 
its front yard.  The Electrician’s Cottage next door 
had roses and Carolina jessamine climbing trellises 
flanking the front door.38 The yard of the Dairyman’s 
Cottage featured a grove of forty trees, including 
large shade trees, smaller flowering ornamentals, 
and fruit trees. Foundation beds and planting 
beds located around the perimeter of the yard 
had a variety of shrubs, perennials, and flowering 
vines.39 Sears’ planting plan for the Manse, on the 
other hand, featured geometric beds, with a formal 
quadripartite vegetable garden enclosed inside a 
neatly trimmed hedge40 (Figure �.�5). According 
to the son of Irvin Disher, longtime manager of the 
Greenhouse, residents of Reynolda were allowed 
to use the area near their homes for personal use. 
Historic photographs of the west side of the Village 
show the rear yards of the Superintendent’s and 
Plumber’s Cottages. The rear yards appear to 
be service areas with sheds, garages, and work 
buildings. The area behind the service yard is 
fenced, with small wood structures possibly related 
to raising domestic animals (Figure �.�6).

Charles Barton Keen designed the Reynolda 
Presbyterian Church and Thomas Sears prepared 
site plans for it and the adjacent cottages. The 
Church was completed in �9�5, when Mrs. Reynolds 
deeded the property to the Southern Presbyterian 
Church in November. Mrs. Reynolds built the 
Chapel to serve the First Presbyterian Church which 
organized in Winston-Salem in �9�3. The original 
Chapel was in the form of a Greek cross. The 
exterior style of the building was in keeping with 
the other Village buildings, with Ludowici Celadon 
roof tiles and white stucco walls (Figure �.�7).  An 
outdoor amphitheater, carved into the hill behind 
the Church, was the site of weddings and public 
events. The perimeter of the amphitheater had a 

�7 Howett �00.

�8 Camilla Wilcox, “The Panoramic View,” Gardener’s 
Journal, Winter 2007.

�9 Thomas Sears, “Planting Plan Dairyman’s Cottage, 
December 8, �920 (RHMAA: �4-7�8-0�).

40 Thomas Sears, “Planting Plan of Manse Garden,” 
(RHMAA: ��-7��-0�).

hedge of �66 Monterey cypress trees and a line of a 
dozen European lindens. Sears produced a “Plan of 
Planting around Chapel and Cottages” in �9�5 that 
shows the configuration of the amphitheater behind 
the Chapel and the elaborate plantings associated 
with adjacent cottages. Sears specified two groups 
of three red flowering dogwoods flanking the front 
entrance to the Chapel. English ivy and mountain 
clematis were planted to grow up the Chapel wall. 

Figure 2.25: Manse Garden

Figure 2.24: Horticulturist’s Cottage

Figure 2.26: Plumber’s Cottage and Superintendent’s 
Cottage (c. �9�9)
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The entrances into the amphitheater were decorated 
with large beds of peonies, and abelias.4� 

The open field behind the Chapel was planted in 
grape vines and peach trees. The Reynolda poultry 
complex was located on a wooded hill north of the 
orchards. Largely completed by �9�8, the poultry 
complex included a poultry house, pens, and a 
Poultryman’s Cottage. The road to the poultry 
complex continued north towards Silas Creek 
and beyond the creek to a community of African-
American workers at the Estate known as Five 
Row.  

Some of the African-American laborers at the 
Estate lived with their families at “Five Row,” west 
of Reynolda Road beyond the quarry. According to 
Flora Pledger, who lived there with her husband, a 
farm worker, the name referred to the early years 
of the community when a single row of five houses 
lined one side of the little community’s dirt road.4� 
Three of Five Row’s buildings appear in the �9�4 
inventory of improvements; and Ellerbe’s �9�5 map 
of the Estate showed Five Row having �0 houses, 
five on either side of the road, and a school/church 
building. Aerial photographs from circa �9�6 show 
a landscape similar in character as the rest of the 
Estate. The white frame houses have ancillary 
buildings located in the rear yards; pine trees are 
clumped in the south yards to shade the houses.  The 
road in Five Row was not paved. The houses did not 
have electricity or heating, but Mrs. Reynolds did 
have the homes connected to the Reynolda water 
system that supplied the houses with potable water. 
The Five Row Community was destroyed when Silas 
Creek Parkway was built in �96�. 

4� See Camilla Wilcox’s, “The Early Landscape of Reynolda 
Chapel, Cottages, and Park,” Gardener’s Journal, Winter 
2007.

42 Mayer 45

The Five Row road intersected with the road from the 
poultry complex. These roads led to a polo facility 
built beyond Five Row in the far northwest corner 
of the Estate. When Katharine Reynolds married J. 
Edward Johnston in June �9��, Johnston’s interest 
in polo resulted in the development of polo fields on 
the Estate. The first Reynolda polo field was located 
in the open area behind the Superintendent’s 
Cottage. Needing a larger facility, Katharine 
Johnston purchased additional land beyond the Five 
Row community on which she constructed a new 
polo complex that featured playing fields, practice 
fields, paddocks, stables and barns. 

The two sides of Reynolda Village were physically 
connected by the road network and visually 
connected by the architecture and layout of the 
buildings. The entrance roads into the east and 
west sides of the village are perfectly aligned.  The 
Village Office and the Church were located directly 
opposite each other before the Office was moved in 
the �960’s. On this axis, Mrs. Reynolds had a water 
fountain and water trough installed on the side of 
Reynolda Road in the middle of the entrance road 
to the Church before �9�4. The fountain remained 
in place through this period, appearing in an aerial 
photograph from �9�6. Stone piers with wrought 
iron lanterns flanking the entrance roads on both the 
east and west sides of Reynolda Road were installed 
by �9�4. Thick plantings of evergreen trees fill the 
space between the gateways and Reynolda Road, 
marking the entrances into the Village (Figure �.�8). 
Thomas Sears prepared a planting plan for the edges 
of the entrance drive leading from Reynolda Road 
to the Chapel. An evergreen hedge at the entrance 
gate transitions into a thicket of native and exotic 
ornamentals that flows down the sides of the road to 
the stream banks.43  A stone gateway and associated 
planting beds also marks the north entrance into the 
Village next to the Blacksmith’s shop.

4� Howett 2�4-2�6.

Figure 2.27: Reynolda Church Figure 2.28: Reynolda Village Entrance (c. �9�9-�92�)
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A fourth, much larger and ornamental gate 
marked the private entrance into the Estate about 
a half mile south of the public entrance into the 
Village (Figure �.�9). Mrs. Reynolds paid the State 
Highway Division to pave the section of Reynolda 
Road transecting her property in concrete. A �9�7 
article in the Twin-City Sentinel claimed that it 
was “the first concrete highway built in the state” 
(Figure �.30). Buckenham and Miller designed the 
massive stone piers and wrought iron gates. Thomas 
Sears designed later plantings for the gates, keeping 
existing cedar trees and adding a variety of evergreen 
and deciduous shrubs. The elaborate planting beds 
extended hundreds of feet along the east side of 
Reynolda Road, providing travelers along the road 
a sense of arrival when approaching Reynolda’s 
entrance.44 The view entering the property was 
across the front meadow, which was the location 
of the Golf Links installed in �9�� (Figure �.3�). 
When the road turned north, a visitor got a brief, 
distant view towards the Bungalow. The house was 
then concealed by woods and evergreen plantings 
as the drive extended in and out of the shade of the 

44 Sears and Wendell, “Planting Plan for Border Plantation,” 
(RHMAA: �8-0970-0�).

forested edge of the property. Approximately half 
way to the house, the entrance road split. The route 
to the house continued north; the “cross-drive” 
went east across the front meadow and continued 
towards the woods on the east edge of the meadow 
and beyond to the farms.  The grading of the cross-
drive puts it in a depression as it crosses the meadow 
so the pastoral vista from the Bungalow remains 
uninterrupted.  Buckenham and Miller initially laid 
out the entrance drive. A January �9�6 Thomas Sears 
study of the entrance drive is followed by a �9�7 plan 
showing that Sears made slight adjustments to its 
alignment.45  As the entrance road approached the 
west side of the House, a driveway diverted off the 
road towards a forecourt and porte-cochere on the 
south side of the House (Figure �.3�). Several yards 
farther north, another drive accessed the service 
facilities at basement level on the north side of the 
House. The entrance road then continued north 
towards the Village and Lake Katharine.

Sears used the landscape to carefully control views 

45 Sears, “Profile of Drives around Bungalow,” (RHMAA: �4-
768-05), Sears, “Plan Showing Revision of Drive, Estate of R. 
J. Reynolds Esq.,” (RHMAA: �4-768-0�).

Figure 2.29: Reynolda Gateway Figure 2.31: Entrance to the Bungalow

Figure 2.30: Reynolda Road Figure 2.32: Entrance Drive to Porte-cochere



22   Cultural Landscape Report

Chapter 2: Site hiStory

of the Bungalow along the approach road.  Sears 
preserved native woodlands along the roadside. 
The woods were cleared of underbrush, providing 
views through the woods and creating the feeling 
of an open grove.  A grouping of evergreen trees 
planted at the intersection of the cross drive and 
the entrance road blocks views of the Bungalow, 
saving views of the House until later in the entrance 
sequence (Figure �.33).  Sears often planted the 
edges of the woodlands with spring-blooming 
ornamental trees, including dogwood, redbud, and 
cherries.  Sears’ design aesthetic appears influenced 
by the English model of design, which developed 
picturesque views and park-like scenes intended to 
recreate the pastoral landscape of Europe 46 (Figure 
�.34).

Design and construction of the Bungalow took 
approximately five years, from �9��, when Charles 
Barton Keen began preparing construction 
documents, to �9�7, when the family moved in 
around Christmas (Figure �.35). Mr. and Mrs. 

46 Howett  200-209 and Wilcox, “A Distinctive American 
Landscape Philosophy.” See also Wilcox, “The Boathouse 
and Its Landscape” and Wilcox “The Roads of Reynolda.” 

Reynolds commonly referred to the house as the 
“Bungalow,” and it is labeled “Bungalow” on period 
plans. Keen served as general contractor, while 
local architects and engineers supervised the work 
on site.  Keen’s architecture is “characterized by an 
insistent horizontality and picturesque massing.”47  
Architectural elements that reduced the visual 
scale of the building included heavy columns, deep 
porches, and two wings projecting at angles from 
the main mass.  Keen and Sears selected a sloping 
site that allowed the four-story main section to 
be built into the hill reducing the height of the 
building’s elevations. Thomas Sears’ landscape 
plan, with tall columnar cedar and pine trees 
accentuating the horizontality of the structure and 
with large evergreen trees framing the main mass of 
the building and obscuring views of the full length 
of the building, helped reduce the overall scale of 
the building (Figure �.36).

Thomas Sears designed the landscape around the 
House. His general planting plan for the Bungalow 
is dated February �9�6. There are additional plans 
and extensive planting lists for specific garden areas 

47 Smith �00.

Figure 2.33: Entrance Drive at Cross Drive Figure 2.35: Bungalow Construction (c. �9�5-�6)

Figure 2.34: Reynolda Woodlands Figure 2.36: Bungalow Landscape
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adjacent to the house, including a “Planting Plan 
Around Den Wing of House.”48 In the front/south 
yard of the House, Sears used large quantities of 
large shade trees, evergreen trees, and ornamental 
shrubs around the House. Along the south/front 
elevation, Sears planted large pines, cedars of 
Lebanon, deodar cedars, red cedars, evergreen 
magnolias, and oak trees.  For example, five cedars 
of Lebanon appear on Sears’ “Planting Around the 
Bungalow,” planted amongst oak trees on either side 
of the forecourt. The tall evergreens focused views 
of the House towards the central mass of the House. 
Additionally, the tall red cedars planted close to the 
House, would shade the south façade.  Closer to the 
House dogwood trees and azaleas provided for a 
spring display of color (Figure �.37). Large drifts of 
evergreen shrubs and ground covers extend around 
the sides of the building, where slate paths provided 
access to the north side of the House.  The House 
had large open porches on the north and south 
elevations as well as on the two wings. The south 
porch opened up onto the front forecourt, where 

48 Sears, “Planting Plan Around Bungalow,” (RHMAA: ��-
7�4-0�); Sears, “Planting Plan Around Den Wing of House,” 
(RA: �4-749-0�).

views from the House extended across the front 
lawn to the Golf Links in the distance. The rolling 
topography of the front meadow and the carefully 
maintained forest edge accentuate long views, in 
keeping with the picturesque tradition of landscape 
design.

On the north side of the House, the porch opened 
onto a large semicircular terrace. Boxwood 
plantings define the perimeter of the terrace and two 
large boxwoods flank the stairs that lead from the 
terrace down to the north yard (Figure �.38). The 
north porch was called the “Lake Porch” because 
of the views down the sloping lawn towards Lake 
Katharine. Again, Sears used cedars, pines, and 
evergreen magnolia trees to frame views of the 
House and to punctuate the distant views.  Large 
cedars, likely eastern red cedars, were planted 
down the hillside, focusing the vista towards Lake 
Katharine (Figure �.39).  A. F. Dean’s �9�5 map 
of the property shows this hillside covered in 
uninterrupted “woods,” suggesting that Sears may 
have cut views through the woods to Lake Katharine 
during the construction of the Bungalow. 

An “irrigation pool” or “irrigation basin” to hold 
water for use at other places around the Estate 
was constructed east of the Bungalow at the creek 
that flowed into Silas Creek upstream from Lake 
Katharine. In �9�6, Thomas Sears presented a 
planting plan for the basin, renaming it “Freshwater 
Swimming Pool.”  (Figure �.40) Sears mapped 
the location of surrounding existing vegetation, 
evidence of his preserving existing plants and 
incorporating them into his planting schemes.49  The 

49 Wilcox, “Thomas Sears and the Trees of Reynolda.”

Figure 2.37: Bungalow Landscape Figure 2.39: View to Lake Katharine

Figure 2.38: Lake Porch
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woods north of the house, on the path from the 
house to the swimming pool. A stone bridge over 
the spring water flowing from Gray Springs led 
from the swimming pool to the Lake Road, which 
was a popular horse-riding route for the Reynolda 
children. Lake Katharine was used for fishing, 
swimming, and boating.

The Boathouse was completed between �9�� and 
�9�3, and soon after became the site of the R. J. 
Reynolds Tobacco Company’s annual Fourth of 
July celebrations (Figure �.4�). The Keen-designed 
Arts and Crafts-style Boathouse was built over 
the water with an arched foundation that allowed 
the Lake to flow under the porch. On the land 
side of the Boathouse, a terrace was dug into the 
bank. The terrace was enclosed by stucco-covered 
concrete walls, which featured inset light fixtures 
so the space could be used at night, and also 
featured a semicircular fountain fed by a spout in 
the form of a lion’s head.  Thomas Sears designed 
the terrace in �9�6 and provided sketches of the 
patio that illustrate the space almost exactly as it 
was constructed (Figure �.4�). The terrace paving 
was of brick laid in a basket weave pattern. The 
terrace planting beds featured a variety of spring 
blooming perennials and showy shrubs.5� Stepping 
stones led from the terrace to a path around the 
Lake. Several large existing trees were preserved 
during the Boathouse’s construction to help shade 
the structure in the summer.  The planting plan for 
the area around the Boathouse utilized native plants 
in an informal composition to provide a subtle 
transition from the more stylized and formal areas 
of the Estate into the native woodlands around Lake 

52 See Sears’ “Planting Plan for Vicinity of Estate of Mrs. 
R. J. Reynolds,” (RA �8-�0��-0�) and David Bare’s “Early 
Plantings at the Boathouse.” Gardener’s Journal, Summer 
2004.

“Freshwater Swimming Pool” plan also records the 
location of a “tan bark path” in place by �9�9.50 

Reynolda’s advanced irrigation system featured a 
series of wells, basins, pump houses, and reservoirs 
to move and store water around the Estate. During 
the early years of the Estate, Gray Springs was capped 
as an artesian well which fed water to the irrigation 
basin. Water was then pumped in underground 
pipes uphill from the irrigation basin to a location 
in front of the bungalow, where it then flowed 
downhill under the force of gravity. Water was 
needed to irrigate the plantings around the Estate, 
including the formal Gardens. The water system 
also supplied the barns and the dairy which had 
had an ice-making refrigeration plant. As demand 
on water increased, Mrs. Reynolds employed Wiley 
and Wilson engineers to design a new system. In 
�9�9 the engineers proposed pumping water from 
the irrigation basin to a reservoir at the high point of 
the Estate where it flowed downhill to the Bungalow. 
Overflow from the Bungalow was collected in a 
reservoir near the Greenhouses and then sent to the 
farm buildings.  Water from the irrigation basin also 
fed the steam boilers in the Heating Plant.  Water 
from Lake Katharine was pumped to reservoirs 
at the south end of the meadow (near present day 
Coliseum Drive.) From this reservoir, water flowed 
downhill in pipes along Reynolda Road. Water 
was diverted to the formal Gardens or joined with 
overflow from the Bungalow before travelling to the 
Village. This system was completed around �9�0.5�

Landscape amenities provided recreation for the 
family. The Golf Links stretched across the front 
meadow. A tennis court was added to the pine 

50 See Sears’ “Grading Plan for Swimming Pool,” (RA: ��-
726-02) and Wilcox’s “William Hollis Hatfield.“

5� Wilcox, Water System Part 2. Page �0

Figure 2.40: Fresh Water Swimming Pool Figure 2.41: Lake Katharine Boat House
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Katharine.53  The woods followed the banks of Lake 
Katharine past where the streams, Silas Creek and 
Bottom Branch entered. An orchard occupied the 
north side of the Lake, stretching from the edges of 
the Lake up the hillside. Between the orchard and 
the dam, there was a sandy beach on the shore of 
Lake Katharine, where the local children staged 
a pageant “Hiawatha, an Indian Passion Play,” in 
�9��.

The house was completed and furnished in time to 
greet R. J. and Mrs. Reynolds when they returned 
to Winston-Salem from Baltimore a few days before 
Christmas �9�7. R. J. Reynolds had been at John 
Hopkins Hospital, where he was being treated 
by his personal doctors. The family spent the 
holidays in their new house. R. J. Reynolds entered 
a Philadelphia hospital in May �9�8, where he 
remained until July �0th. He returned to Winston-
Salem and Reynolda, before he died on July �9th. 

Farm houses, existing on parcels the Reynolds 
purchased to be part of the Estate, were converted 
to laborer housing. The �9�5 Ellerbe map of the 
Estate marks the location of farm houses formerly 
belonging to the Holbrook, Nading, and Goins 
families. These houses were part of the farm 
landscape that occupied the majority of the north 
part of the Estate, which also included other 
agricultural buildings and spaces, such as sheds, 
barns, animal pens, fields, and orchards.  There were 

5� Wilcox, Camilla. “The Boathouse and Its Landscape.” 
Gardener’s Journal, Summer 2004.

also “boarding houses” for farm laborers, including 
a collection of five constructed along the former 
road to the Holbrook farm.

In the years following her marriage to J. Edward 
Johnston in �9��, while the pace of development 
slowed, Mr. and Mrs. Johnston continued to 
complete projects on the Estate. The Manse was 
constructed in  �9�0. Mr. and Mrs. Johnston 
continued to purchase property, adding parcels 
to the west Village which became the site of the 
Polo Complex. She met with Charles Barton Keen 
to discuss plans to build an auditorium. She also 
intended to construct another school building, to 
accommodate the overflow of students from the 
Reynolda school buildings. In �9�3 Charles Barton 
Keen was working on plans to expand the existing 
school building, when, in March, Mr. and Mrs. 
Johnston abruptly closed the School because the 
building was needed for administrative office space. 
The announcement suggested that a new building 
would be constructed “in the not distant future.” 
Thomas Sears also continued work at Reynolda, 
submitting site and planting plans for buildings 
under construction during this period, including 
the Manse, the relocated Electrician’s Cottage, and 
the Reynolda Park subdivision that Mrs. Reynolds 
developed on the south end of the Estate. 

Katharine Reynolds died of an embolism on May 
�3, �9�4, three days after giving birth to a son, 
John Edward Johnston, Jr. Mr. Johnston and his 
young son returned to Winston-Salem after Mrs. 
Johnston’s death and observed a year of mourning. 

Figure 2.42: Boat House Terrace
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Reynolds children did return to Winston-Salem for 
holidays and special occasions. Decisions regarding 
the administration and maintenance of the property 
fell to the Safe Deposit and Trust of Baltimore who 
oversaw the children’s trust. 

Following Katharine Smith Johnston’s death, most 
of the staff remained employed at Reynolda and 
the property was maintained for those occasions 
when the children returned to Winston-Salem. Safe 
Deposit and Trust Company of Baltimore hired 
a manager to oversee the property. Following the 
October �9�9 stock market collapse, the trustees 
of the Reynolda Corporation sought to reorganize 
the management of the Estate to control annual 
operating expenses.  The trustees scaled back the 
farm operation and began selling land and livestock 
to generate revenue.  The trustees sold eighty-
three acres on the west side of Reynolda Road 
to Bowman Gray, the president of R. J. Reynolds 
Tobacco Company, where he built a Norman-
Revival mansion known as Graylyn.  Reynolda farm 
products, including dairy and produce, continued 
to be sold but a much lower levels than during Mrs. 
Katharine S. Johnston’s lifetime. Thomas Sears 

Period Two: Reynolds/Johnston 
Trust Era (1925-1934)
Soon after Mrs. Johnston’s death, the construction 
of an obelisk began in the open space behind the 
Presbyterian Church. The obelisk was set in the 
middle of a circular landscaped area with walkways 
subdividing the space into lawn panels, its geometry 
reminiscent of the Chapel amphitheater (Figure 
�.43). Its location and orientation was aligned with 
the Reynolda Post Office and Reynolda Church, in 
line with the axis connecting the two sides of the 
Village. Large evergreen trees and shrubs, planted 
along the edges of the lawn panel east of the obelisk, 
framed the approach view of the memorial. Johnston 
deeded the Katharine Smith Johnston Memorial 
Circle to the Presbyterian Church in �93�. According 
to a church history, Johnston intended that the Circle 
be Katharine S. Johnston’s burial place. Johnston 
also constructed the Katharine Smith Johnston 
Memorial Building behind the Church on the other 
side of the amphitheater in �9�6. The Memorial 
Building was in keeping with Mrs. Johnston’s legacy. 
Mrs. Johnston had donated land for a new public 
school and funded a public auditorium in �9�8 in 
memory of her first husband R. J. Reynolds. The 
Katharine Smith Johnston Memorial Building served 
a similar function within the Reynolda community, 
as a large “Sunday School” building where residents 
and visitors would attend classes and presentations.  
Johnston gifted the building to the congregation in 
�9�754 (Figure �.44).

Katharine Smith Johnston’s will specified that “the 
home place shall continue to be kept for the home 
of my husband and children as herein provided…..” 
A map of the “Home Place,” drawn by Ellerbe 
and approved by Sears, was attached to the will 
illustrating a core of the property that would be 
preserved for the family.55 According to the will, the 
remaining property could be sold if it was in the 
best interest of Reynolda Corporation. Because all 
of Mrs. Johnston’s five children were minors, their 
inheritance, including the house and property, went 
into a trusteeship overseen by appointed guardians J. 
Edward Johnston and Will Reynolds, R. J. Reynolds’ 
brother. Johnston moved into a Keen-designed 
house he and Katharine built for his mother on the 
edge of the Estate. By �9�8, Johnston moved with his 
son to Baltimore. The four children from Katharine 
and Richard J. Reynolds’ marriage lived away from 
Winston-Salem for the majority of the year. The 

54 Mayer 98.

55 “The Will of Mrs. Katharine S. Johnston,” dated May 29, 
�924 is on file at the Forsyth County, North Carolina, Clerk 
of Superior Court.

Figure 2.44: Katharine Smith Johnston Memorial (c. �927)

Figure 2.43: Katharine Smith Johnston Obelisk
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was hired to revise the garden planting plans and 
to provide direction to the landscape maintenance 
staff led by Robert Conrad. Sears made comments 
on his earlier plans, noting plants to remove and 
listing plants to add.  His plans from October �93� 
called for renovating beds where plants had become 
overgrown. For example, the shrubs in front of the 
Play House were considered overgrown and were 
removed.56 His plans for the Greenhouse Garden 
and in the beds around the Bungalow replaced 
many of the ornamentals with less labor intensive 
perennials and groundcovers (Figure �.45). Sears 
also directed Conrad to remove trees that were 
seeding themselves in the meadow. He wanted 
clumps of native trees left as accents.  His plans for 
the south meadow around the Golf Links specify 
preserving native plants as accents while adding 
�00 “Japanese cherries and Flowering apples.”  The 
board of directors tried to reduce the maintenance 
requirements of the property, but the Estate 
continued to accumulate annual operation deficits. 
According to Mayer, Reynolda’s annual operation 
expenses exceeded its income by $47,687. Howett 
says that Reynolda’s operating deficit in �934 was 
$67,000.57 

The children returned to the house for occasional 
visits. Both of Mr. and Mrs. Reynolds’ daughters 
had their weddings at the Bungalow. Mrs. Katharine 
S. Johnston’s son, Richard J. Reynolds, Jr., lived in 
the house for about a year, while he was building a 
home near Roaring Gap, NC and prior to building a 
house in Winston-Salem.  In �935, when it was clear 
that the children would not establish residency at 
Reynolda and with the enormous annual operating 
deficit, the heirs decided to sell the house. The eldest 
Reynolds daughter, Mary, along with her husband 
Charles Babcock, agreed to purchase the house 
from the other heirs in October �935. 

Period Three: Babcock Family 
Era (1935-1965)
With the Babcock’s purchase of the property, a new 
period of development began as they rehabilitated 
the property and reorganized the management of 
the Estate. The family made significant additions to 
the House and modifications to the grounds to meet 
their own needs. The family also assumed financial 

56 Camilla Wilcox, “The Early Years of the Play House,” 
Gardener’s Journal, Winter 2004.

57 Howett ��4; based on Stewart Warnken, a farm manager 
hired by the bank, who filed a “Balance Sheet for Reynolda, 
Inc.” and “Comments on Operations at Reynolda During the 
Year �9�5.”

responsibility for the maintenance of the Estate, 
initially reimbursing the Reynolda Corporation 
for annual operating costs. According to Mayer, 
the Babcocks paid the Reynolda Corporation 
$53,000 in December �935 to cover that year’s 
annual maintenance expenses.58  The Babcocks also 
reorganized the business operations, continuing 
those that were profitable and phasing out ones that 
were operating at a deficit (Figure �.46). 

Several Reynolda employees, who originally worked 
for Katharine, continued to operate businesses 
in the Village.  As the Babcocks reorganized the 
business operations of Reynolda, they continued 
the profitable businesses, which included the 
landscape and plumbing and heating divisions.59 
Robert Conrad continued to oversee the landscape 
department and maintenance of the Estate grounds. 
The Babcocks kept the greenhouse operating by 
converting its emphasis from growing plants for the 
farm, as it had historically, to growing ornamental 

58 Mayer �04

59 Mayer �05. Reynolda, Inc. letterhead from �947 lists 
“Greenhouses, Farming, Landscaping, Plumbing and 
Heating.”

Figure 2.45: Reynolda Gardens (c. �950’s)

Figure 2.46: Reynolda Aerial (c. �954)
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plants for sale to the public. Irvin Disher continued 
as supervisor of the Greenhouse operations until 
�959. Disher’s son, Dennis Disher kept Reynolda 
Florist open for two more years.  The Greenhouse 
Garden was planted for public display and its 
flowers were not used in the floral arrangements sold 
through the florist business.60 Farming continued at 
a reduced scale.

Thomas Sears returned to Reynolda, meeting with 
Robert Conrad for two days in early July �937 to 
revise the planting plans and to design a new garden 
in front of the House.6�  Robert Conrad supervised 
several landscape renovation projects; including 
replanting the family entrance gate, rejuvenating the 
bulb plantings in the woodlands, and replacing lost 
maple trees along Reynolda Road (Figure �.47).

Under Mary Babcock’s direction, the family began a 
series of additions and alterations to the Bungalow.  
The Babcocks hired the New York architectural 
firm of Johnson and Porter to design a Guesthouse 
and pool which was added off of the east wing of the 
House between �936 and �938. Charles Barton Keen 
had died in �93�; but Mary expressed her desire 
to preserve the architectural integrity of Keen’s 
design, explaining that “in future, bungalow must 
keep present style.”6�  The Guesthouse had similar 
architectural details to the Bungalow to which it was 
connected by a breezeway. The pool, with art deco 
details, was connected to the Guesthouse on the 
opposite side from the Bungalow (Figure �.48).

The Babcock’s also hired Thomas Sears to redesign 
the entrance drive to the bungalow (Figure �.49).  
In an effort to increase privacy for the family, the 

60 Wilcox, “A Greenhouse History.”

6� See, for example, Sears’ planting plans from �9�7 
(RHMAA: �9-�0�6-0�, �9-�0�6-02, �9-�0�6-0�, �9-�0�6-04.)

62 Mayer �06.

original porte-cochere on the south façade of the 
Bungalow, front driveway and forecourt parking area 
were removed during this period. Sears replaced the 
forecourt parking area with a slate patio with planting 
beds spaced along the length of the front porch and 
a sunken garden (Figure �.50). The sunken garden 
was surrounded by a hedge of boxwood following 
the outlines of the original forecourt area. A water 
fountain featuring the Vuk Vuchinich sculpture 
“Kneeling Venus,” adorned the southern end of 
the Garden. The main entrance to the House was 
moved to the door into the east wing of the House 
(Figure �.5�).  The entrance drive was rerouted to a 
new parking area at this new entrance; an additional 
parking area was located at a lower lot near the new 
Guesthouse and swimming pool. The new entrance 
road used the existing drive crossing the meadow, 
and turned north towards the Bungalow at the edge 
of the woods on the east side of the meadow.63  Large 
evergreens were planted to fill the space when the 

6� Thomas Sears, “Study for New Forecourt, Reynolda,” 
April 29, �9�6 and “Grading Plan of New Driveway and 
Forecourt,  Reynolda Estate of Mrs. Chas. Babcock, Jr.” 
(undated)

Figure 2.47: Sears Planting at the Bungalow Entrance Figure 2.48: Babcock Guesthouse and Swimming Pool

Figure 2.49: Reynolda Bungalow Porte-cochere
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entrance drive was removed.64 Family photographs 
show a swing set for the children installed in this 
area during this period. 

From �936 to �94�, the Babcocks maintained their 
primary residence in Greenwich, Connecticut, 
visiting Reynolda during the holidays and in 
summer. When the United States entered into the 
Second World War, Charles Babcock volunteered 
for the Army, prompting Mary to move the family 
to Winston-Salem. She did not occupy the large 
Bungalow during the war years, but took residence 
in the Electrician’s Cottage on the west side of 
Reynolda Road, up the hill from the former Lower 
School building.  The Babcocks became full-time 
residents in the Bungalow in �948. 

Soon after purchasing Reynolda, faced with the 
rising cost of maintaining the House and grounds 
and the rising cost of property taxes, Mary and 
Charles Babcock began to investigate possibilities of 
selling portions of the Estate. In �939, �60 acres of 
farmland on the east side of the Estate became the 
nucleus of the Old Town Club, a private golf course 
and subdivision.65 According to the Old Town Club’s 

64 Stockton, The Cedars of Reynolda �2. 

65 The Old Town Club was incorporated in �9�9. An 
unpublished history of the course states that the land for 
the golf course was purchased from the Babcocks. The 
Forsyth County Register of Deeds shows that they purchased 
and leased additional land from the Mary Reynolds Babcock 
Foundation. 

website, Mrs. Babcock “built the golf course and 
clubhouse for Old Town Club on land she owned.66 
When Winston-Salem’s city limits were redrawn in 
�940 to include Reynolda, the family recognized 
that ““City Taxes will be heavy.”67 Mary wrote to her 
sister, Nancy, that “we all know that the day of big 
estates is passing. I’m planning to sell off the church 
side of the road right after the war in pieces, selling as 
much as the town can absorb. Property around the 
Old Town Club will be sold after that, probably �0 
or �� years later. But the big house and gardens etc. 
are what cause upkeep expense.“68 In �944, Mary 
donated 4.4 acres on the west side of Reynolda, land 
that was open recreational fields and tennis courts, 
to become the new campus of Summit School.  An 
aerial photograph of Summit from the �940’s shows 
the existing road network in place and new Summit 
School buildings constructed on the athletic fields.69 
The Babcocks also donated property behind the 
Polo Fields to the City of Winston-Salem for a new 
public elementary school.  Land between the Polo 
Fields and Reynolda Road, including the Five Row 
community, became the location of Silas Creek 
Parkway,  an arterial road looping around the west 
side of Winston-Salem. 

Wake Forest College, a small Baptist college outside 
of Raleigh, North Carolina, moved its medical school 
to Winston-Salem in �94�. Winston-Salem business 
leaders, including Will Reynolds, negotiated with 
the school to move the entire college to Winston-
Salem. In July �946, the Babcocks offered 350 acres 
of Reynolda farm land to become a new campus. 
The College accepted the offer and broke ground 
on their new site in �95�. 

66 http://www.oldtownclub.org/viewCustomPage.aspx?id=�4

67 Mayer ��8.

68 Howett ��8.

69 http://www.digitalforsyth.org/photos/6682

Figure 2.51: Babcock Era Garden by Thomas Sears

Figure 2.50: Babcock Era Forecourt Garden (c. �940)
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Mary Babcock died in �953; her will created the Mary 
Reynolds Babcock Foundation, which continued 
to make gifts of land and provide financial support 
to Wake Forest College (Wake Forest became a 
University in �967).   In the decade following Mary’s 
death, Charles Babcock made several more gifts 
to Wake Forest on behalf of the Mary Reynolds 
Babcock Foundation. Between �958 and �96�, 
Charles Babcock donated the Gardens, Greenhouse, 
and ��5 acres of woodland and fields to become the 
Reynolda Gardens of Wake Forest University.  The 
deeds stipulated that the property was to be used 
for “recreational and educational purposes.” The 
Reynolda Post Office was relocated from the center 
of the Courtyard in �96� to improve vehicular 
circulation at the entrance to the Greenhouse and 
Gardens. In �965, Charles Babcock gifted, for the 
sum of a dollar, the “major portion of Reynolda 
Village … bounded on the north, on the east and 
the south by The Trustees of Wake Forest College 
and on the west by Reynolda Road.” In total, the 
Babcock family donated approximately 605 acres to 
Wake Forest University.70  

Charles Babcock continued to live in the Reynolda 
Bungalow until approximately �963 when he 
constructed and moved to another home in 
Winston-Salem. That year, Babcock appointed a 
Board of Directors for Reynolda House, Inc. and 
gifted to them the house and the remaining nineteen 
acres surrounding the Bungalow. This includes the 
planting immediately around the house and the front 
lawn on the south side of the Bungalow extending 
to the cross drive. Mr. Babcock’s gift stipulated that 
Reynolds House, Inc. was to manage the property 
as a historic house museum and a center for the arts 
and arts education. 

Barbara Mayer highlights the historic significance 
of the Babcock family’s transformation of Reynolda 
from private estate to public institution in her book, 
Reynolda: A History of an American Country House. 
Mayer proposes that Mary and Charles Babcock’s 
gifts to Wake Forest and Reynolda House, Inc. 
perpetuated Katharine Smith Johnston’s original 
vision for the property by continuing its public and 
educational function. At the end of the Babcock 
period over half of the Reynolda Estate acreage was 
gifted to educational institutions, including Wake 
Forest, Forsyth County Public School, Summit 
School, and Reynolda House, Inc. The remaining 
property was donated for local highway projects, 
sold to individuals or had been disposed of prior to 
the Babcock’s acquisition. 

70 Camilla Wilcox examines the Babcocks’ gifts in her essay 
“Reynolda Gardens of Wake Forest College: The Deeds of 
Gift,” Gardener’s Journal, Summer 2008.

Period Four: Reynolda Village, 
Reynolda Garden and Reynolda 
House Era (1966-2001)

The Reynolda House Board of Trustees adopted 
a charter that dedicated the house to the 
“advancement of the arts and higher education.” 
The Piedmont University Center, a consortium of 
North Carolina colleges, used the historic Bungalow 
as its headquarters for twelve years, co-managing 
and sharing the operational expenses with Reynolda 
House, Inc.  The house museum opened to the 
public in �965. Its first exhibition displayed works 
of art from the Reynolds family private collection.  
Beginning around �966, the museum decided to 
develop a permanent collection of American art.  
Under the direction of president Barbara Babcock 
Millhouse, daughter of Charles and Mary Babcock, 
and Reynolda House director Nicholas Bragg, 
Reynolda House received accreditation from the 
American Association of Museums in �97�.

The administration responsible for maintaining 
Reynolda House made changes to the landscape and 
building to facilitate its new use as a public house 
museum (Figure �.5�). Planting beds adjacent to 
the south façade were removed, which were part of 
the �936 Babcock Garden, covering the beds with 
Vermont slate to match the existing patio (Figure 
�.53).  Several trees were replaced when they died 
or needed to be removed. Several of the evergreens 
shown on Sears’ planting plan in the yard around 
the Bungalow remained into the �980’s, including 
the red cedars and three of the cedars of Lebanon. 
Many trees from the �936 replanting also survived.  
A deep freeze in �985 killed several of the mature 
evergreens in the front lawn, some of which have 
been replaced7� (Figure �.54). The boxwood hedge 
around the �936 sunken garden was replanted in 
�99�. The small garden outside R. J.’s study was 
renovated in �99�.  

After Babcock donated the Village to Wake Forest 
University, several of the approximately sixty 
surviving structures were adapted into new uses for 
new clients.  Robert Conrad’s landscaping business 
continued into the �960’s and Reynolda Florist 
continued until �96� (Figure �.55). Many of the 
former employee cottages continued as residential 
properties, some rented by Wake Forest University 
faculty. The local Junior League opened the 

7� Stockton, Preston, “The Cedars of Reynolda.” Fall 2009
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Nature Science Center of Forsyth County in �964, 
converting the main barn into exhibition space and 
installing an asphalt parking lot in the grass field in 
front of the Barn. Some buildings were converted 
to office and retail space, including the Gazebo, one 
of the first retail shops which opened in �97�. Local 
artist Joe King converted the Blacksmith Shop into 
a painting studio. Other buildings fell into disrepair 
as they went unused. The Heating Plant and Cow 
Sheds, for instance, were described as in immediate 
danger7� (Figure �.56).

Dr. Ralph Scales, President of Wake Forest University, 
led efforts to revitalize Reynolda Village. Scales 
appointed a Village advisory committee, headed by 
Charles Allen.  In April �976, Wake Forest University 
and the Mary Reynolds Babcock Foundation hired 
Ron Fleming of Vision, Inc. to provide development 
recommendations for Reynolda Village. A visioning 
meeting between Fleming and members of the local 
community generated several general guidelines 

72 Charles Allen, “Report on Village Symposium,” April ��, 
�977.

regarding future use of the Village. The planning 
committee observed that “the Village can be an 
economically viable entity, an asset to the University 
and not a burden.” One of the recommendations 
was to “renovate the Village in the spirit it once had, 
but without any attempt to restore every detail.” The 
committee observed that “there is little vitality in the 
Village,” and success would largely depend upon 
attracting the proper mix of tenants to the shops.”   It 
was agreed that the Nature Science Center should be 
relocated.  The planning committee also expressed 
the need for additional parking facilities to support 
the mixed-use of the Village, which would include 
offices, retail, and restaurants73  (Figure �.57). 

In a letter to William Bondurant, executive director 
of the Mary Reynolds Babcock Foundation, Ron 
Fleming outlined four general recommendations 
for Reynolda Village. The first recommendation 
expressed the need for an overall master plan to 
convert the Village to a “mixed-use complex with 
increasing relevance to Wake Forest University.” 

7� Ibid.

Figure 2.53: The Bungalow Patio and Garden

Figure 2.52: Planting Beds in Forecourt Garden

Figure 2.55: Reynolda Village (c. �960’s)

Figure 2.54: The Bungalow front lawn (c. �985)
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The second recommendation addressed the need 
for design guidance for future development in order 
to respect design characteristics of the Village, 
including scale of buildings, spatial distribution of 
buildings, and blending contemporary additions with 
historic fabric. Of particular significance, according 
to Flemings report, was reestablishing historic open 
space, reducing pavement, and carefully locating 
parking. The third recommendation focused on 
the access, interpretation, and linkages with other 
cultural institutions. The fourth recommendation 
was to develop a work plan that defined immediate 
needs, including stabilizing buildings, selecting 
a local architect to prepare a master plan, and to 
seek outside funding sources to supplement the 
University’s operating budget. 

In May �977, Edward E. Bouldin, principal of E.E. 
Bouldin Architects received the contract to prepare a 
physical master plan for the Village. Bouldin worked 
with the Reynolda Village Committee to produce a 
plan that addressed “parking, circulation, graphics, 
landscaping, amenities, utilities, and building 
adaptability.” Bouldin also oversaw the relocation of 
the Plumber’s Cottage from the west Village, when 
the Presbyterian Church congregation planned to 
demolish it to make room for an addition to the 
Chapel in �979. Bouldin’s Master Plan, which won 
the �988 North Carolina Chapter of The American 
Institute of Architects Award for Excellence, was 
largely implemented within a few years (Figure 2. 
58 Reynolda Village and Garden c. �985).

Bouldin’s building use plan concentrated retail 
activities along the main north/south circulation 
route provided by the main Village road. Shops 
were located in the former Barns, Garages, Cattle 
Shed, Smokehouse, Power House and Blacksmith 
Shop. The Cattle Shed was deteriorated to the point 
where selected timbers were reused in a complete 
reconstruction project which added a second, 
upper story to the rear section of the building. The 
footprint for a reconstructed Corn Crib is noted 

on the plan as a future location for a shop. The 
remaining buildings are noted as office, storage, or 
museum spaces (Figure �.59).

Phase One of the parking and circulation plan 
provided for the removal of the existing parking 
lot in front of the Barns and a restoration of the 
“Village Green.” Bouldin provided parking in a 
large, forty-seven space parking lot in the open 
area behind the reconstructed Cattle Shed. Dirt 
excavated during the reconstruction of the Cattle 
Shed and the construction of the parking lot was 
used to create a berm to screen views of the lot 
from Reynolda Road. Bouldin also provided a new 
parking lot adjacent to the Village Green along the 
road that historically accessed the east side of the 
Barn. His plan called for grading and a low wall to 
partially screen this lot from the Village Green. A 
“summerhouse,” originally associated with a well 
next to Luther Reynolds’ house (which became the 
Reynolda Boarding House) was moved to the south 
in the greenspace behind the Horticulturalist’s 
Cottage. An employee parking lot shown on the 

Figure 2.57: Reynolda Barn c. �970’s

Figure 2.56: Cattle Shed and Chicken House

Figure 2.58: Reynolda Village and Garden c. �985
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Master Plan behind the garage and adjacent to the 
Chicken House was not constructed. The main 
entrance Courtyard, between the Greenhouse and 
Main Office, was redesigned to provide additional 
parking spaces. A square landscape island, which 
had been the original site of the relocated Post 
Office, was removed and replaced with a linear, 
landscaped median, which Bouldin described as 
a “lozenge”  (Figure �.60). The Master Plan also 
illustrated future phases of parking, calling for lots 
in the greenspace north of the Barns, in the lower 
field southeast of the barns, and in the greenspace 
north of the Dairyman’s Cottage. 

Automobile traffic was predominately two-way in 
the plan with bollards restricting traffic access to the 
north entrance of the Main Barn and directing traffic 
from Reynolda House into the entrance Courtyard.  
Pedestrian traffic was accommodated with new 
walkways connecting parking lots to offices and 
shops. The main pedestrian walkway followed the 
west side of the north/south Village road. Bouldin’s 
landscape improvements included new patio spaces 
next to the Blacksmith’s Shop and between the two 
Barns.  

The Babcock Deed of Gift of the formal gardens 
specified that they were “for the operation and 
maintenance of a botanical garden having an aesthetic 
and educational value.” The horticultural staff of 

Reynolda Gardens of Wake Forest was responsible 
for maintaining approximately ��5 acres including 
the formal gardens, the front meadow, and much of 
the woodlands surrounding the Reynolda House 
and extending to Lake Katharine. Babcock also 
established an endowment to finance its operation.74  
Reynolda House, Inc. remained responsible for the 
nineteen acres immediately surrounding the house, 
approximately following the line of woods around 
the house and stretching south to the cross drive. 
Paul McGill served as superintendent of the gardens 
in the �970’s before becoming superintendent of the 
Village. Preston Stockton became superintendent of 
the gardens in �980, replacing Ann Cathey. 

In the �970’s, Reynolda Garden staff improved 
walking paths through the property, creating a 
woodland trail that followed portions of the historic 
Lake Road and connected to the Wake Forest 
campus. A portion of the “Fruit, Cut Flower, and 
Nicer Vegetable Garden” was converted to an All-
American Rose Selection exhibition garden in �97�. 
Historic structures in the garden were periodically 
refurbished or restored. The Greenhouses were 
reglazed in �98� and �000.75 The Play House was 
reroofed in the �970’s and again in �999.76 New 
structures were added to the complex over the 
years to support the public use of the property. A 
bathroom building and horticulture staff building 
were added in the vicinity of the Greenhouse 
during this period. A large equipment building was 

74 For a discussion of Reynolda Garden’s programs and 
funding, see Camilla Wilcox’s “An Invitation to Come In,” 
Gardener’s Journal, Winter 2000.

75 Preston Stockton, “Restoration of the Conservatory,” 
Gardener’s Journal, Winter 2004.

76 John Kiger, “Preservation of hardscape features 
continues,” Gardener’s Journal, Winter �999,

Figure 2.59: Reynolda Village c. �985

Figure 2.60: Reynolda Courtyard c. �970
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constructed in the �980’s. 

By the early �990s much of the formal Garden had 
lost its original character.  Evergreen plants in the 
formal gardens had become severely overgrown; 
original grass paths within garden quadrants had 
been paved to accommodate intense pedestrian 
traffic; and garden walls had repeatedly deteriorated 
due to drainage issues. In an effort to bring the 
original Garden back to its original design intent, 
a major restoration project was undertaken in the 
mid �990s and completed in �998 (Figure �.6�). 
A Cultural Landscape Report was first developed 
to guide the $�.� million restoration project with 
the years �9��-�936 selected as the period of 
significance. The Jaeger Company assisted the 
University and the Gardens staff in this effort.

Across the entire Estate the landscape retained 
many of its original features. The front meadow 
retained its historic spatial form. The woods around 
the Bungalow, which were largely pine groves during 
the early years of the Estate, had transitioned into a 
mixed forest with large deciduous trees replacing 
the pines. Many of the ornamental and specimen 
plants shown on Sears’ planting plans survived 
and were approaching maturity. Exotic plants, in 
particular English ivy, from Sears’ planting plans 
have invaded the woodlands and spread through 
landscape. English ivy is carpeting the woodland 
edges and climbing up the trunks of many trees77 
(Figure �.6�).

As Camilla Wilcox observes in her article on the 
water system, the landscape changed over time as 
the use of the property changed. In discussing the 
irrigation system, she notes that “the exact date of 
the demise of each component of the stream and 
lake water systems, and other related structures 
are unknown.”78 The smokestack on the Heating 
Plant was removed. The underground irrigation 
pipes failed and were cut off. The irrigation basin or 
Freshwater Swimming Pool was filled with soil. 

Lake Katharine was filled in with silt, becoming a 
wetland; but the outlines of the sixteen-acre lake are 
still visible today. Silt has been a historic problem. 
The Lake was first dredged in �9�4, only eleven years 

77 See Camilla Wilcox’s “Native and Exotic Plants in 
Reynolda’s Gardens and Landscape: A Legacy and a 
Challenge,” Gardener’s Journal, Summer 200�.

78 Wilcox, “Water System Park, part 2.”

after it was finished.79 The construction of Wake 
Forest College, located on the hills upstream from 
Lake Katharine, accelerated the silting as erosion 
run off poured into Silas Creek and Bottom Branch. 
Trees have invaded the lakebed, taking root in the silt 
which is estimated at twenty-five feet deep in places. 
Black willows, alders, red maples and sycamores 
grow along the banks and along the channels which 
Silas Creek has cut across the former lakebed. 

The east side of Reynolda Estate experienced 
dramatic changes during this period, as Wake Forest 
University expanded its campus and residential 
subdivision development spread along the boundary 
with the Reynolda Garden and Reynolda House 
property lines. The Reynolda landscape on the west 
side of Reynolda Road experienced similar changes 
as Summit School and the Presbyterian Church 
expanded and private property owners made 
alterations to the historic cottages. The Presbyterian 
Church and Summit School made property transfers 

79 Wilcox, Camilla. “A Brief History of the Lake Katharine 
Wetland.” Winter 2002.

Figure 2.61: Reynolda Gardens

Figure 2.62: Reynolda Woodland
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during the period to allow Summit land on which 
to construct athletic facilities and parking lots. The 
Presbyterian Church added onto their building in 
the �960’s, �970’s, �980’s, and again in the �000’s. 
The Church demolished the Manse in the �970’s. 
The Church had plans to demolish the Plumber’s 
Cottage, but Ed Bouldin supervised its relocation 
into the east Village in �979. The Church moved 
the Katharine Smith Johnston Memorial obelisk 
in �967 to the outdoor auditorium between the 
Chapel and the Johnston Memorial Building. The 
Church took the obelisk down in �00�, when local 
preservationists “claimed it for the community.”80  
The obelisk was relocated in �005 to a site near the 
R. J. Reynolds Auditorium that Mrs. Johnston had 
built in memory of her first husband. 

Period Five: Wake Forest 
University and Reynolda 
House Museum of American 
Art Era (2002-present)
On January �5, �00�, Reynolda House President 
Barbara Babcock Millhouse and Wake Forest 
University’s President, Thomas K. Hearn, 
announced that the Reynolda House board of 
directors had agreed that the Reynolda House 
Museum of American Art would become affiliated 
with the University. On April �, �005, Reynolda 
House Museum of American Art opened a new 
30,000 square foot education and exhibition wing. 
The Mary and Charles Babcock Wing was designed 
by the architectural firm of Beyer Blinder and Belle 
of New York City. The architects sensitively sited the 
wing behind the Guesthouse and swimming pool, 
making the addition practically invisible from the 
front lawn of the Bungalow. A Summerhouse that 
was historically located on the north side of the 
Bungalow near the tennis courts was relocated to 
the south side of the Bungalow, near a new parking 
lot built in conjunction with the new Babcock 
Wing (Figure �.63). Associated with addition of 
the museum wing, landscape plants were added 
in the newly constructed portions of the site. The 
Jaeger Company served as landscape architects 
in the museum expansion project. The landscape 
maintenance staff for Reynolda House have also 
replaced and relocated plants when necessary. 

Reynolda Village maintenance staff have removed 
and added plants and trees as necessary to the 

80 Plaque on the obelisk installed by the Friends of Reynolds 
Auditorium. 

Village landscape, many reflecting wishes of 
current tenants.  Site furnishings have been added 
in locations and signs are periodically updated as 
tenants change. Walkways have been repaired and 
new walkways have been added in the Village. Wake 
Forest has enlarged the parking lot at the far north 
end of the Village and recently added a path and 
stairs to facilitate access between the Village and the 
Wake Forest Campus. 

Reynolda Gardens staff have removed and added 
plants as necessary to maintain the “restored” garden 
landscape. Gardens staff supervised renovations to 
the Boathouse in �003, installing a new water line 
and making repairs to the foundation.  A suggestion 
from members of the Wake Forest University 
Sustainability Committee led the Gardens staff to 
transition the south field, the site of the original Golf 
Links, into a meadow. Beginning in the summer of 
�008, the Gardens staff allowed the existing plants 
to grow and have introduced meadow seed mixtures 
with appropriate plant species that are adapted to 
the growing conditions and will provide habitat for 
local fauna.8�

In keeping with Mr. Babcock’s original gift of 
Reynolda Gardens, the Gardens continue to serve 
the community as a center of science education. The 
Gardens—which include both the formal Gardens 
and Greenhouse—the majority of the woodlands 
in the RHD, Lake Katharine and the front meadow, 
are used as the site and subject of studies by Wake 
Forest University classes. The meadow and Lake 
Katharine wetlands currently serve the educational 
mission of the Gardens as living laboratories that 
support and exhibit biodiversity within the RHD. 

8� Preston Stockton, “To Mow or Not to Mow, That is the 
Question.” Gardener’s Journal, Summer 2008.

Figure 2.63: The Bungalow with Reynolda House Museum 
of American Art wing addition
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Introduction
The current National Register of Historic Places 
boundary for the Reynolda Historic District (RHD) 
includes a smaller area than was studied during 
the creation of this Cultural Landscape Report 
(CLR). The study area for the CLR was chosen 
based on the extent of extant resources from the 
Katharine Smith Reynolds Era of development. 
Three component landscapes have been identified 
within the project area, the Bungalow, the Garden 
and the Village. These component landscapes are 
defined as individual landscapes within the larger 
study area that are individually eligible for listing 
on the National Register of Historic Places. Figure 
3.1 graphically defines the boundaries of each 
component landscape. Much of the project area 
will be described from a District-wide level, while 
the component landscapes section of this chapter 

will cover the balance of the information for the 
project area.

Natural Systems and Features

Topography and Hydrology (Figure 3.2)

The rolling topography of the RHD is characteristic 
of the Upper Piedmont of North Carolina. 
Topographic elevations range from approximately 
832 to 932 feet above sea level. The highest points of 
the property are along a ridge line that runs roughly 
south-north for approximately three-quarters of 
the length of the site. The Bungalow is sited along 
this ridge. Shorter segments of ridges are contained 
within the site boundaries, parallel with the primary 
ridge but at lower elevations. The lowest elevations 
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Figure 3.1: Component Landscapes Map
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of the site are associated with Silas Creek, which 
bisects the property flowing east to west near the 
north end of the RHD. Silas Creek is part of a larger 
watershed, including the Wake Forest University 
campus and other areas east and north of the site. 
A large wetland of approximately sixteen acres 
extends out from both sides of the creek. This 
wetland is the former Lake Katharine, a dammed 
lake constructed in the early twentieth century, 
which has since silted-in. Three small tributaries, 
between the ridges, flow into the creek. One of the 
tributaries, Bottom Branch, along the eastern site 
boundary has an earthen dam with a small half-acre 
pond. 

Modifications of the topography during site 
development do not appear to have been significant 
and were limited to agricultural practices, the 
creation of the formal gardens, and individual 
building and road construction.

Soils  (Figure 3.3)

Fairview is the dominant soil series at the site, with 
fine sandy loam, clay loam, and urban land complex 

versions present. It tends to be deep and well-drained. 
The Tomlin series has similar characteristics and is 
also extensive on the site. Pacolet is also very similar 
to Fairview and is found at Reynolda, though to a 
lesser extent. All of these series are commonly used 
for agricultural purposes. They are fine, kaolinitic 
and derived from igneous and metamorphic rocks 
of the Piedmont uplands. The floodplain soils on 
site include Cordorus loam and Hatboro Loam. 
They are deep and poorly drained.

Naturalized Vegetation  (Figure 3.2)

Three basic categories of vegetation coverage 
exist on the site: 1) maintained landscapes, which 
include formal landscapes, lawn and/or meadow, 2) 
woodland, and 3) wetland. 

The formal landscapes and open lawns are 
described in more detail elsewhere in the report. 
The large open area at the south end of the site, 
the former Golf Links, is currently maintained as a 
meadow containing a mix of grass species and native 
perennials. Its boundary is determined by mowing. 
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Wooded areas on the site consist of two general 
types, evergreen and deciduous. The evergreen 
woodlands, called out as Pine/Hardwood mix 
in Figure 3.4, are dominated by loblolly pine 
(Pinus taeda) with white pine (P. strobus) in some 
locations, and may also contain a mix of understory 
and younger hardwood species. The deciduous 
woodland is typical of mature hardwood forests 
in the region. The woods are dominated by red, 
white, and post oaks (Quercus rubra, Q. alba and Q. 
stellata), and hickory (Carya sp.) species, along with 
sugar and red maples (Acer saccharum, A. rubrum), 
tulip poplar (Liriodendron tulipifera), and American 

beech (Fagus grandiflora).  Understory species 
include dogwood (Cornus florida) and redbud 
(Cercis canadensis). These deciduous forest areas, 
keyed as Hardwoods in Figure 3.4, exist primarily on 
the north and east sides of the site, and in addition 
buffer the property along Coliseum Drive and 
Reynolda Road. The pine woodlands are primarily 
in the immediate surroundings of the Bungalow, 
between the Bungalow and Reynolda Gardens, and 
portions of the east side of the meadow.

All of the wooded areas have been impacted by 
invasive exotic plant species, with the greatest 
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impact in areas closest to formal landscapes due 
to ornamental plants that have spread from their 
original location.  English ivy (Hedera helix) has made 
significant inroads into the existing woods over the 
past several decades. Other exotics in the wooded 
areas include autumn olive (Eleagnus umbellatum), 
heavenly bamboo (Nandina domestica), mahonia 
(Mahonia bealei), periwinkle (Vinca minor), 
Chinese wisteria, (Wisteria sinensis), Japanese 
wisteria (W. floribunda), turquoise vine (Ampelopsis 
brevipedunculata), Morrow honeysuckle (Lonicera 
morrowii), Belle honeysuckle (L. x bella ‘Albida’), 
and Amur honeysuckle (L. maackii podocarpa).

Other invasive plants found on the site, probably 
not due to ornamental planting, include African 
bushkiller (Caryotia japonica), Chinese privet 
(Ligustrum sinense), Japanese honeysuckle 
(Lonicera japonica), Oriental bittersweet (Celastrus 
orbiculatus) and kudzu, (Pueraria lobata), which is 
particularly a problem along Silas Creek.

The Lake Katharine wetland contains a variety of 
microhabitats and ranges from small areas of open 
water to grasses, forbs, and woody species. Its 
transition from lake to silted wetland was gradual, 

though aerial photographs confirm that much of the 
change occurring during the 1950s, concurrent with 
the construction of Wake Forest University.

Climate

Winston-Salem is in a temperate region with a 
moderate climate of warm to hot summers and cool 
to cold winters. Annual precipitation is 43 inches 
with measurable rainfall occurring 116 days per 
year. July is the warmest month with an average high 
temperature of eighty-seven degrees Fahrenheit. 
January is the coldest month with an average low 
of twenty-seven degrees. The overall average 
temperature is fifty-eight degrees Fahrenheit.

Cultural Features – District-
Wide
Illustration 3.1 maps the existing conditions of the 
project area.
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Land Use

The primary land uses of the RHD are educational 
and commercial. Both Reynolda Gardens and 
the Reynolda House Museum of American Art 
(RHMAA) are charged by their deed of gift with an 
educational mission. These institutions make use of 
both the buildings and surrounding landscape to 
educate their visitors about art, the environment, 
and the history of the estate.  The other primary land 
use within the District is commercial. As a means for 
preserving the Estate’s Village, the buildings on the 
east side of Reynolda Road were rehabilitated for 
commercial use in 1979.  Today nineteen buildings 
from the Katharine Smith Reynolds Era make up 
Reynolda Village and are used for shops, restaurants, 
and offices. Other land uses associated with the 
Historic District include: single family residences, 
a church and recreation. Historically the Estate was 
also focused on progressive agriculture. This is the 
one use that is no longer apparent in the District.

Vegetation

RHD contains a variety of vegetation types including 
formal gardens, lawns, meadows, wetland and 
woodlands. While all of these landscapes have been 
influenced by some level of human intervention, 
the meadow, wetlands and woodlands have been 
described in the Natural Resources section of this 
chapter due to their current naturalized conditions. 
Vegetation that is relative to cultural practices and 
traditions will be discussed in this chapter. 

Evidence of years of design, implementation and 
on-going maintenance are evident in the District 
today. Original landscape plans for the Garden, 
the Bungalow and many of the Village buildings 
are available in the RHMAA archives. These plans 
focus on plantings and lawn surrounding the 
District’s buildings, at entrances and within the 
Garden. The landscape plans combine regionally 
native plant material with exotic species to produce 
lush and romantic plantings. Remaining vegetation 
from these plans and more recent plantings will be 
discussed below in the vegetation sections of the 
component landscapes portion of this chapter.

Buildings and Structures

Fifty-one buildings and fourteen structures are found 
within the study area. Most date to the Katharine 
Smith Reynolds Era (1906 to 1926). Buildings 
from this era include: the Bungalow, Reynolda 
Presbyterian Church (RPC), farm buildings and 

worker’s cottages, a school, heating plant, florist’s 
workplace, and the memorial circle. During the 
Babcock Family Era (1935 to 1965) the Guesthouse 
and indoor pool were built, the earliest building in 
the Summit School campus was constructed, the 
first addition to the Church was completed and 
several new homes in the western section of Village 
were built.  Between the years 1966 and 2000, 
Summit School was greatly expanded, as were many 
of the homes in the western portion of the Village. 
The eastern portion of the Village was converted 
into a commercial and office center. To accomplish 
this, some buildings were enlarged, many porches 
were enclosed and new buildings were constructed. 
An addition to the Church and construction of the 
Museum Wing are the largest projects undertaken 
in recent history.

Circulation

Vehicular and pedestrian circulation is provided 
within the RHD via a system of roads, trails and 
sidewalks. Road and trail systems will be discussed 
in this section at a District level, while sidewalks 
and parking lots will be discussed in the circulation 
sections of the component landscapes portion of 
this chapter.

Roads. 
Reynolda Road- The road system at RHD totals 
three and one-quarter miles of asphalt driving 
surface. The system includes a combination of 
one and two-way roadways, which comprise a 
state route and local roads that are confined to the 
District. Reynolda Road is a primary artery in the 
local road system which travels along the western 
edge of the RHD. Within the project area, Reynolda 
Road is composed of two travel lanes and a central 
turn lane (Figure 3.5). The roadway is controlled 
on the south by a traffic light at the intersection of 

Figure 3.5: Reynolda Road
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Coliseum Drive and at the north by a traffic light at 
the entrance to the Village and RPC. Concrete curb 
and gutter define the road edge. Since the early days 
of the Reynolda Estate, Reynolda Road has become 
a much busier thoroughfare and roadway standards 
have evolved. To accommodate increased traffic, the 
roadway was widened from two to three lanes with 
concrete curb and gutter in place of the original 
open drainage swales. The original road surface, 
concrete, has been replaced with asphalt. Other 
roads in the system provide circulation within the 
District on either side of Reynolda Road.  

Roads West of Reynolda Road- On the west side 
of Reynolda Road, Ken Way Street begins at the 
southern-most entrance to the West Village. Ken 
Way Street arches west to access Summit School and 
the Katharine Johnston Memorial Building. Ken Way 
Street continues to arch to the east and terminates 
at Brookfield Drive north of RPC. Thornfield Road 
originates at the western-most portion of Ken Way 
Street west of the Katharine Johnston Memorial 
Building (Figure 3.6). Thornfield Road then travels 
west to encircle the former location of the Katharine 
Smith Johnston Memorial. The road once terminated 
at the circle, but has been extended to provide access 
to an adjacent residential neighborhood. Audubon 
Drive also originates at Ken Way Drive west of the 
Electrician’s Cottage. The road arches northeast 
providing access to several residences.  When 
originally constructed, Audubon Drive continued 
north then west to Silas Creek. This portion of 
the road has been abandoned. Brookfield Drive 
connects the northern-most entrance to the western 
portion of the Village with Ken Way Street on the 
south. Brookfield Drive arches west from Reynolda 
Road to access the front of RPC. A short section of 
road, Byway Street, connects the central entrance 
of the western portion of the Village to the front of 
RPC. All of the road alignments in the west section 
of the Village except for a small portion of Ken Way 
Street in front of Summit School date to the earliest 
development period of the Estate. The surface was 
originally composed of macadam, a precursor to 
asphalt. All are now paved with asphalt.

Roads East of Reynolda Road- Byway Street creates 
a strong axis that connects the eastern and western 
sections of the Village. Byway Street extends from 
the façade of the RPC east to cross Reynolda Road 
and enters the eastern section of the Village. The 
eastern portion of the road provides vehicular 
access to Reynolda Gardens and Reynolda Village. 
A long lozenge-shaped median was constructed in 
the center of the road in 1979 when circulation and 
parking were reengineered. In an effort to maximize 
parking for the Village and Reynolda Gardens, 

the median was offset from the axis created by the 
roadway. East of the median, the road narrows 
providing one-way access from RHMAA into the 
Village. Also at this point a two-lane road connects 
to Byway Street at a ninety degree angle. This 
road travels nearly a quarter of a mile forming a 
central spine or “Main Street” in Reynolda Village 
(Figure 3.7). The Road provides access to many 
of the Village’s stores and parking areas. A third 
Village road connects the northeastern entrance to 
Reynolda Village with Lake Katharine and several 
parking lots on the northeastern side of the Village.

The most scenic road in the system is the original 
entrance road to the Bungalow (Figure 3.8). This 
road originates at Reynolda Road in the southern 
portion of the study area. The road passes through a 
stone entryway where the first view of the Bungalow 
is revealed. The road follows a gentle curvilinear 
alignment passing along the eastern edge of the 
meadow to the western side of the Bungalow and 
then continues into the Village and Lake Katharine. 
This road is a one-way asphalt lane which varies 
from 13-16’ wide. Midway between the entrance at 
Reynolda Road and the west side of the Bungalow, 
the “cross drive” leads east along an original road 

Figure 3.6: Thornfield Road in the western Village

Figure 3.7: “Main Street” in Reynolda Village
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alignment known as the Lake Road. After several 
hundred feet the “cross drive” joins a road created 
by Thomas Sears in 1936 to access the east side of 
the Bungalow. This road currently connects with 
visitor parking, a service area for the museum and 
a drop off at the museum. The original service area 
for the Bungalow, located on the eastern side of the 
house, is also accessed from the entrance road via a 
short asphalt drive.

Trails.
A total of two and a quarter miles of trail are found 
within the project area. The system was developed 
in the 1970’s and continues to be a very popular 
amenity.  The system connects to a multiuse 
concrete-paved path that leads to Wake Forest 
University on the north side of Lake Katharine. 
This path is composed of a section of the original 
Lake Road on the west and a former farm road on 
the east. Because the path connects Wake Forest 
to the trail system, the trails are frequently used by 
students and staff of the University. Two loops, the 
Woodland and Perimeter Trails, make use of sections 
of the original Lake Road and a newly constructed 
trail to create the trail system. An earthen surface 
is most common, although some areas are covered 
in woodchips. Wooden timbers line the trails in 
several locations east of the Bungalow (Figure 3.9).  
Portions of the loops are composed of sections of 
the asphalt entrance drive. Descriptions of the loop 
routes follow.

Woodland Trail- This loop accounts for three 
quarters of a mile of the overall trail system. The 
description of the loop begins at the Boat House, 
where the trail follows the edge of Lake Katharine. 
It then turns south to follow the south bank of the 
stream which runs parallel to the eastern study area 
boundary until reaching the junction with Lake 
Road. At this juncture, the trail follows the Lake 
Road north and then west to the entrance road 
where the trail crosses the entrance road. From 
here the trail heads into the woodlands south of 
Reynolda Gardens. Just before meeting Reynolda 
Road, the Woodland trail turns north and ends on 
the south end of Reynolda Gardens.

Perimeter Trail- The loop totals one and a half miles 
in length. The description of the route begins at 
the Boat House where the trail follows the edge of 
Lake Katharine to the east. At the outdoor pool, the 
trail crosses a stone bridge and continues east to the 
property boundary where the trail then heads south 
along the boundary to the meadow. The trail then 
loops around the southern edge of the meadow. 
When the trail reaches the entrance to the Estate on 

Reynolda Road, the trail makes use of the entrance 
drive to connect back to the Boat House.

Utilities

The majority of utilities within the study area are 
buried. During development of the estate, Katharine 
Smith Reynolds worked with her engineers to 
create an elaborate underground network for 
utilities. These utility corridors continue to be used 
today. Exceptions include: overhead electrical and 
telephone lines along Reynolda Road and a short 
section of overhead electrical lines along the west 
side of the entrance drive west of the front lawn at 
the Bungalow. This line provides electricity for a 
system of roadway lights adjacent to visitor parking 
spaces. Overhead utilities along Reynolda Road can 
be seen in photos of the road during the KSR Era.

Heating and cooling units are located at the rear 
of buildings throughout the project area. These 
are screened by walls and/or vegetative screens to 
diminish their visual impact.

Figure 3.8: Entrance drive to Bungalow

Figure 3.9: Typical section of the trail system
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Small-scale Features

Small-scale features are those elements in the 
landscape that provide detail and diversity for both 
functional and aesthetic concerns. Signage and 
lighting will be discussed at a District-wide level, 
while other elements will be described within the 
component landscapes portion of this chapter.

Signage.
A variety of sign types make up the current signage 
system in the RHD. Historically, signs were not a 
part of the landscape at the Reynolda Estate. Today 
there is a great need to mark entrances, speed limits, 
direct visitors and post regulations. The following 
is an account of the various sign types that are 
currently found within the RHD.

Entrance signs- Entrance signs to the Reynolda 
Village, RPC, RHMAA and Reynolda Gardens are 
prominent in the landscape. Each entity currently 
has a different standard for entrance signage. The 
Reynolda Village entrance sign is executed in white 
and consists of square columns that support a 
simple entablature (Figure 3.10). The entablature 

features a black wood burned plaque that features 
the Village name. Ornamental metal embellishments 
flank the plaque. The open central area between 
the columns is used to hang seasonal plastic event 
banners. Two instances of this sign occur at each of 
the entrances to Reynolda Village. The signs are in 
good condition. 

The stone piers that frame the entrance to the RPC 
at Byway Street have been modified and expanded 
to include an entrance sign for the Church (Figure 
3. 11). Newly constructed masonry walls attach to 
the entrance piers, one of which was moved from its 
original location. The new walls are constructed of 
rounded stone that reflects the material used in the 
original stone piers. The stone walls flare from the 
piers following parallel to the edge of the asphalt. 
Raised metal letters and the RPC logo are mounted 
onto a tan stucco background. Each wall contains 
an identical sign. The condition of the sign is good.

An entrance sign for both RHMAA and Reynolda 
Gardens is located south of the stone entrance 
gateway on Reynolda Road (Figure 3.12). The 
sign is executed in a monument style that features 

Figure 3.10: Entrance sign at Reynolda Village

Figure 3.11: Entrance sign at Reynolda Presbyterian Church

Figure 3.12: Entrance signs for Reynolda House Museum of 
American Art and Reynolda Gardens

Figure 3.13: Entrance sign at Reynolda Gardens
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a rectangular sage metal signboard supported by 
square black metal posts. Lettering on the sign is 
executed in cream. The condition of the sign is good. 
A second sign occupies this same area. A banner 
pole acts as a secondary sign to promote exhibits 
at RHMAA. The pole is black metal and holds a 
vertical vinyl banner. The condition is good.

A second entrance sign for Reynolda Gardens is 
located east of the Garden gift shop (Figure 3.13). 
The sign is made of sage green metal with white 
lettering and features the Garden’s logo in the 
center top. The sign is very similar to the combined 
entrance sign at the main entrance to the RHMAA 
on Reynolda Road. Regulations for the Garden are 
listed on a sign that is executed in the same format 
as the entrance sign. The condition of both signs is 
considered fair due to fading and oxidizing paint.

Directional signs- Directional signs are located 
along the entrance road to RHMAA, to aid visitors 

in navigating to parking, Reynolda Gardens, 
Reynolda Village and exits (Figure 3.14). The signs 
are constructed of black metal posts that hold blade 
signs. The blade signs are color coded according to 
destination and oriented to point in the direction of 
the various destinations. The condition is good.

Roadway and parking signs- Accessible parking 
spaces, stop signs, and speed limit signs are located 
mostly within Reynolda Village (Figure 3.15). The 
signs are constructed of sandblasted and painted 
wood on white wooden poles. Generally the signs 
are high quality and are of modest scale, which 
is appropriate for non-historic signage within a 
Historic District. The condition is good.

Village directories- Directories are located at strategic 
locations within Reynolda Village. One directory is 
incorporated into the original trough located south 
of the Barns (Figure 3.16). The directories provide 
a map for the Reynolda Village, which provides 
the location of the various tenants and parking. 
Additionally, brochures for a self-guided historic 
walking tour of the Village and historic images 
are available at these locations. The signs feature 

Figure 3.14: Directional sign

Figure 3.15: Typical road sign

Figure 3.16: Reynolda Village directory

Figure 3.17: Example of Reynolda Village tenant sign
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the Village logo on a black metal background with 
removable tenant name plates grouped by business 
type. The condition of the directories is good.

Reynolda Village tenant signs- A variety of types 
and styles of signs exist for the various tenants of 
the Village in order to accommodate a variety of 
conditions available for posting signs. The common 
types of signs in the Village are blade, door and 
window, monument, wall mount, and awning signs 
(Figure 3.17, Figure 3.18, and Figure 3.19). Wall 
mounted signs are used not only to identify tenants, 
but also to provide the historic name of the building 
and the building number. Signs are generally well-
maintained and in good condition.

Interpretive signs- The history of the Estate is 
interpreted at appropriate locations within the 
landscape. Signs in the Garden show the historic 
condition and discuss the restoration of the Garden 
in the 1990s (Figure 3.20). Additional interpretive 
signs are located at the meadow and Boat House. 
This program is effective at informing the casual 
visitor of the significance of the District’s landscape 
features. The signs are in fair condition showing 
some wear that is common in interpretive panels.

Other signs- Throughout the Garden various small 
signs are used to commemorate memorial donations, 
identify plants, and post specific regulations. These 
signs are generally in good condition and scaled to 

Figure 3.18: Example of blade and door signs in Village

Figure 3.20: Reynolda Gardens interpretive panel

Figure 3.21: Original wrought iron lightFigure 3.19: Building mounted signs in Village
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diminish their presence in the historic landscape. 
Temporary signs to designate parking for Village 
tenants were observed during field reconnaissance. 
The signs are not durable or particularly attractive, 
but are only used for events where parking becomes 
scarce.

Lighting.
Pedestrian lights- Several of the original wrought iron 
lights are still located on the property, at the entrance 
gateway of the Bungalow and along the entrance 
drive. The lights are ten feet in height and painted 
black (Figure 3.21). The original iron fixture housing 
has been replaced with plastic housing. Historic 
photos and the Ellerbe survey indicate that these 
fixtures were used to a greater extent between the 
Bungalow and Garden along the entrance road and 
on the east side of Reynolda Road along Brookfield 
Drive. The condition of the remaining lights is fair 
due to the replaced housing and minor rust. Two 
different types of contemporary pedestrian scale 
lights have been added around the visitor parking 
and new sidewalks of the Bungalow (Figure 3.22), 
and within the Village (Figure 3.23).  These lights are 
in good condition.

Lighting at the Village entrances- Original lights 
are mounted on the entrance piers that frame the 
entrances to the east and west portions of the Village 
(Figure 3.24). The lights are made of wrought iron in 
an arts and crafts style.  Like the original pedestrian 
lights, the fixture housing has been replaced with 
plastic housing. A total of four lights remain, one on 
each of the four stone columns. The condition is fair 
due to the replaced housing and minor rust.

Figure 3.22: Contemporary pedestrian light at RHMAA

Figure 3.23: Contemporary pedestrian light in Reynolda 
Village

Figure 3.24: Original entrance pier lights in Village
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Path lights- Original bollard lights remain in 
the Garden and in the rear of the Bungalow. 
Several bollards are located within the landscape 
immediately around the Bungalow. They are 
painted black and are in fair condition with most 
missing the glass lens which covers the bulb. The 
same bollard light remains in the Gardens (Figure 
3. 25). The bollards in the Garden are painted sage 
green in keeping with the original color of bollards 
that are visible in historic photos of the Garden. The 
original paint color of the Gardens bollards was also 
confirmed through paint analyses during the 1990s 
restoration project. These bollards are in good 
condition. The Ellerbe survey indicates that many 
more bollard lights were installed on the north side 
of the Bungalow along paths to the Swimming Pool, 
Tennis Courts and also along paths to the Gardens. 
Several abandoned bollards remain along former 
path alignments in the wooded areas north of the 
House. These bollards are in poor condition after 
years of neglect.

Roadway- Along the entrance drive to the Bungalow, 
roadway lights have been added along the west side 
of the road near the visitor parking area at the front 
lawn. The lights are mounted on fifteen feet tall 
wooden poles (Figure 3.26). The condition of these 
lights is good.

Component Landscapes

Village (Illustration 3.2)

Spatial Organization.
The highpoint elevation in the portion of the Village 
west of Reynolda Road is located at the Katharine 
Smith Johnston Memorial Circle. Each side of 
the Memorial Circle is flanked by flat land that is 
currently used for sports fields. Thornfield Road 
bisects the flat field at the highpoint. The relatively 
flat property provided an opportunity for a formal 
road alignment that continues the axis established 
by Byway Street and the Village entrances. From 
the fields the land slopes toward the stream located 
parallel to Reynolda Road. The buildings which 
comprise the RPC are located on terraces that step 
down in elevation as they reach Brookfield Drive. 
Similarly, the residences located north of RPC are 
sited in response to topography that slopes toward 
Reynolda Road. The buildings on this side of 
Reynolda Road are oriented to face the road system, 
which also responds to the sloped topography. 
Roads other than Thornfield Road in this part of 
the study area follow the natural topography taking 
advantage of the gentlest grades.

Since the construction of RPC, many buildings 
have been acquired, moved or demolished to 
accommodate the growing Church. One residential 

Figure 3.25: Original bollard light in Gardens Figure 3.26: Roadway light along entrance drive



60   Cultural Landscape Report

Chapter 3: existing Conditions



Reynolda Historic District    61

Chapter 3: existing Conditions

IN
SERT IL

LUSTRATION 3.2 HERE



62   Cultural Landscape Report

Chapter 3: existing Conditions

THIS PAGE LEFT BLANK IN
TENTIONALLY



Reynolda Historic District    63

Chapter 3: existing Conditions

structure located south of the Church, the Plumber’s 
Cottage, was moved to provide space for the first of 
many additions to the original Church footprint. 
Subsequent additions and parking lots necessitated 
the demolition of an Amphitheater, the minister’s 
Manse and half of the roadside park all of which 
were constructed by the Reynolds family during the 
KSR Era of Development. The Church footprint 
now connects to the Katharine Johnston Memorial 
Building consuming all of the open space that once 
surrounded it and the lost original buildings.

Spatial relationships in the residential area north of 
RPC have also changed, though not as dramatically 
as around the Church. While none of the original 
residential buildings have been demolished, all have 
been enlarged. What were built as modest dwellings 
for workers at the Reynolda Estate have evolved 
into valuable homes with relatively large footprints. 
Additionally, two residences have been added to 
this area between the KSR Era homes.

The eastern section of the Village, now Reynolda 
Village (Illustration 3.2), slopes from south to north 
with the highpoint located near the southeastern 
entrance adjacent to Reynolda Gardens. A total of 
fifty feet of elevation change occurs between the 
entrance and the low point at Silas Creek. This 
section of the site slopes consistently to the north 
with the exception of a knoll that attains an elevation 
similar to that of the highpoint. The Barns are located 
atop this knoll. Roads in this portion of the Village 
also respond to the natural topography of the site 
with a central road which divides Reynolda Village 
into roughly equal halves.  This road is referred to 
as the “Main Street” of Reynolda Village.  Buildings 
are oriented along a northwest and southeastern 
alignment facing toward either Reynolda Road or 
“Main Street.” The Barns are the exception to this 
orientation. The Cow Barn and Main Barn are 
oriented east-west. This unique orientation and the 
elevation of the knoll produce striking views of the 
picturesque buildings from multiple vantage points.

Within Reynolda Village, the spatial organization 
was changed little since construction in the early 
1900s. The Post Office was moved in 1961 from its 
original location to its current location north of the 
Reynolda Gardens restroom. The Plumber’s Cottage 
was moved into Reynolda Village from its original 
location south of RPC in 1979. The building now 
occupies an area that was open lawn during the KSR 
Era. Two buildings were added on the northern end 
of Reynolda Village. These buildings have footprints 
that are very similar to the original buildings and 
are sited in a manner that mitigates the impact of 
their presence. The Boardinghouse and Mule Shed 

have been lost leaving additional open space across 
from the Cattle Shed and between the Dairyman’s 
Cottage and the Horticulturist’s Cottage. 

Land Use.
The western section of the Village retains many of 
its original land uses, institutional, residential, and 
recreational. One of the largest changes in land use 
is seen in the loss of agricultural use, the conversion 
of an orchard to a sports field and the loss of the 
poultry farm to forest and new residences. Another 
change in land use occurred to the north and east 
of RPC where a residence and park were lost to 
parking lots. While much of the spatial character of 
the Katharine Johnston Memorial Circle remains, 
the area no longer contains the obelisk that 
memorialized the creator of the Reynolda Estate.

Land use in the eastern part of the Village has changed 
dramatically. What was once the heart of a working 
farm, complete with barns, sheds and worker’s 
cottages has been rehabilitated into a complex of 
shops, restaurants and offices. Reynolda Village is 
no longer a place for agricultural experimentation, 
but rather, a commercial destination. This shift 
in use has necessitated changes in the landscape. 
Openspace has been converted into parking lots. 
Where it has been retained, grazed pasture is now 
mown into manicured lawns. Sidewalk systems 
have been added to provide pedestrian access to the 
various tenants and the former vegetable garden has 
been lost to a sports practice field.

Vegetation.
Generally, little of the original plant material from 
the KSR Era of development persists, particularly in 
the Village. Several large specimen trees remain and 
evidence of original groupings of eastern red cedars 
can still be seen. Otherwise the Village is made up of 
contemporary plantings which will be discussed in 
general terms.

Reynolda Road features one of the oldest and most 
significant landscape features in the Village, a three-
quarter mile long sugar maple allée (Figure 3.5). 
The allée was established in 1910 during the KSR 
Era. Several of the original maples persist, while 
many have been faithfully replaced as they declined. 
Replacement throughout the years has produced 
a mixed-age planting. The maples are planted on 
thirty foot centers. At one time a privet hedge ran 
along much of the length of this section providing a 
backdrop for the allée. The hedge has been removed. 
Conflict with overhead utilities and subsequent 
trimming of the trees has somewhat compromised 
their form. Condition of the allée is fair. 
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A second allée of sugar maples is located along 
Thornfield Road between the Katharine Johnston 
Memorial Building and the Memorial Circle (Figure 
3.6). The origins of this allée are not known, but 
photos from the KSR Era do not show an allée 
along this road. An estimate from Robert Conrad 
provided to Board of Directors to implement 1931 
revised plans by Thomas Sears indicate that an elm 
allée was planned for this location. It may be that 
a substitution was made, but the oldest trees in 
this allée do not date to the 1930s. The allée is very 
attractive and is in good condition.

Cottages within the Village were nicely landscaped 
according to landscape plans designed by Thomas 
Sears. Current plantings surrounding the cottages 
are very typical of contemporary suburban 
residences including small ornamental trees, 
evergreen foundation planting and large amounts 
of lawn often featuring canopy trees. The following 
available landscape plans for these buildings were 
reviewed: the Electrician’s Cottage, the Poutryman’s 
Cottage, the Bookkeeper’s Cottage, the Chauffer’s 
Cottage, and the Dairyman’s Cottage. The following 
observations related to vegetation were gleaned 
from comparing the plans with current conditions: 

Electrician’s Cottage - Material from the original 
landscape plans is no longer evident. The plans 
included deciduous trees like tulip poplar, pin oak, 
and dogwoods with flowering shrub and perennials 
under tree plantings.

Poultryman’s Cottage- Original landscape plans for 
the Poultryman’s Cottage featured eastern red cedar, 
flowering dogwoods, pitch pine (Pinus rigida), 
and maple leaf viburnum (Viburnum acerifolium). 
Today, flowering dogwoods are present in the 
landscape, but do not appear to date to the KSR Era 
of Development.

Bookkeeper’s Cottage- Thomas Sears landscape 
plans indicate a formal barberry hedge surrounding 
the perimeter of the lawn with two Kentucky coffee 
(Gymnocladus dioicus) trees planted in the front 
lawn. These features persist, though the hedge has 
been replanted with boxwood (Figure 3. 27).

Chauffer’s Cottage- The planting plan for the 
Chauffer’s Cottage lists existing oaks which could 
exist today as the north lawn of the cottage contains 
a large oak that could date to the same era as the 
plan. Unfortunately, the plan does not indicate the 
location of the oaks. Historic photos of this area 
have not been located, so it is impossible to be sure 
if these are the original oaks. Boxwood was also 
used on either side of the steps to the road. While 
these boxwoods are not present, boxwoods have 
been used in more recent plantings as foundation 
plantings around the base of the House.

Dairyman’s Cottage- None of the trees and shrubs 
prescribed in the plans are visible in the landscape 
today. A parking lot built to the south of the cottage 
occupies much of the original rear and side lawn of 
the residence.

Other planting plans for landscapes in the Village 
were located including plans for the Blacksmith’s 
Shop, the Power Plant, the southeastern entrance to 
the Village, and the property south east of RPC and 
Superintendent’s Cottage. Observations from these 
plans related to historic landscape material follow.

Blacksmith’s Shop (including the northeast entrance 
to the Village)- While the majority of the plantings 
associated with this plan are lost, a specimen scarlet 
oak (Quercus coccinea) remains to the northeast of 
the stone entrance piers (Figure 3. 28). The tree is 
in good condition. Much of the original planting 
area on the west side of the building has been lost to 
sidewalk and a wider Reynolda Road, while the east 
side of the building has been redesigned to provide 

Figure 3.27: Bookkeeper’s Cottage landscape Figure 3.28: Original scarlet oak in Village
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parking.

Power Plant- Plantings for the Power Plant have 
been removed due to the development of parking 
lots on the north, south, and west sides of the 
building. Additionally, widening of the road east of 
the building has removed landscape on that side.

Southeastern entrance to Reynolda Village- A 
1917 plan for this entrance and the former court 
that once separated the Main Office from the 
Greenhouse shows plans for a formal planting 
of eighteen trees enclosed by a hedge. While this 
area wasn’t developed exactly as this plan shows, 
a formal planting of sixteen pollard London plane 
trees (Platnus x acerfolia) now surround the former 
court as does a partial evergreen hedge along the 
south side of the court. One of the sycamores in the 
center of the planting on the north side is actually 
an American sycamore (Platnus occidentalis) (Figure 
3.29). This was likely a mistake in the original planting 
as the American sycamore is a contemporary of the 
others. Two of the sycamores are replacements. The 
remaining fourteen are original plantings and are in 
good condition. Historic photos of this area indicate 
that the stone entrance piers were incorporated 
into that landscape that included vines growing on 
the piers, groupings of eastern red cedars planted 
behind them and a privet hedge following the radius 
of the entrance way and continuing along Reynolda 
Road. The hedge and vines have been removed and 
cedars have grown tall and are limbed up (Figure 
3.30). The cedars are in poor condition, no longer 
fulfilling their intended function of anchoring the 
entrance with a mass of evergreen vegetation.

Plantings southeast of RPC and the Superintendents 
Cottage- Plans for this area date to 1921 and are 
labeled “Screen Planting and Entrance,” which is 
indicative of the intent of the plans. Primarily the 
southwestern Village entrance was enhanced with 

evergreens like, eastern red cedar and pines and 
under planted with flowering shrub. Additionally, 
the lawn between the Church, Superintendent’s 
Cottage and Ken Way Street was enhanced with 
hardwoods and flowering trees in an attempt to 
screen the lawn from the road. Evergreens from this 
planting persist at the entrance and several sugar 
maples and red oaks remain in the lawn between 
the Superintendent’s Cottage. A spectacular saucer 
magnolia (Magnolia x soulangeana) is located in 
the north lawn of the Superintendent’s Cottage. 
This tree is not indicated on the 1921 Screen and 
Planting Plan, but does appear on an earlier 1915 
“Plan of Planting Around Chapel and Cottages.” All 
of the trees are in fair condition.

Much plant material has been removed from the 
Village landscape and a fair amount has been 
added back. Typical plant material observed in the 
Village that does not date back to original plantings 
include: crape myrtles, Japanese maple, vitex, 
Chinese hollies, Alberta spruce, boxwood, cherry 
laurel, camellias, shrub roses, hydrangeas, nandina, 
ornamental grasses, liriope, and seasonally planted 
annuals (Figure 3.31). These plants are not consistent 

Figure 3.29: Pollard London plane trees, note: the one 
American sycamore is still holding its leaves

Figure 3.30: Overgrown cedars at Village entrance

Figure 3.31: Typical contemporary landscape planting in 
Village
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with species used in original planting plans. Large 
numbers of seasonally planted annuals are currently 
used throughout the Village (Figure 3.32). Annual 
plantings within the Village landscapes have no 
historic precedence.

Circulation.

Vehicular circulation routes have been discussed 
on a District-wide level previously in this chapter. 
This section will focus on entrances to the District, 
parking, and pedestrian circulation.

Village Entrances- The Village contains five total 
access points along Reynolda Road, three on the 
west and two on the east. The two on the east and 
central entrance on the west are flanked with stone 
entry piers built during the KSR Era (Figure 3.33). 
The condition of the entrance piers on the east side 
is good, while the condition of the piers on the west 
side is poor due to modification of the location of 
one and additions to both. The southeastern and 
central western entrances once included medians 
on either side of Reynolda Road’s travel lanes. 
The western median contained the Estate’s public 
fountain, while the eastern median was bare in 
historic photos. Both medians were constructed 
and removed during the KSR Era. 

Parking- In the western section of the Village, 
parking is clustered around the RPC. A parking lot 
located east of the Church separates the Church 
from Reynolda Road covering half of a park that 
was built by the Reynolds Family.  North of RPC, 
the former site of the Church’s manse is now 

occupied by a parking lot. North of the Katharine 
Smith Johnston Memorial Building a parking lot 
now occupies an area that was formerly devoted to 
greenspace. A portion of the Summit School parking 
lot, located south of the Superintendent’s Cottage is 
included in the study area as it occupies the original 
alignment of Ken Way Street. All other parking in 
this section of the Village occurs in the garages and 
driveways of the private residences. No areas were 
designated for parking in this section of the Village 
during the KSR Era.

East of Reynolda Road, many parking lots have 
been added to support the Reynolda Village.  
Parking has been located to provide adequate 
spaces for the facility while attempting to reduce 
the visual intrusion on the historic Village.  Eleven 
separate parking areas currently exist. Parking is 
provided throughout the Village for convenience to 
most stores, restaurants and office. (Illustration 3.2) 
In historic photos, cars are often parked near the 
Greenhouses and Main Office, but are rarely seen in 
the Village otherwise.

Pedestrian- As with parking, pedestrian circulation 
has been added to support the operations of 
Reynolda Village. The standard for sidewalks within 
the Village is concrete scored in one foot by one foot 
squares and bordered by red brick (Figure 3.34). 
This standard was developed in the 1977 Reynolda 
Village Master Plan based on historic sidewalks that 
were found in the Village. The sidewalks vary from 
two and a half feet to 7 feet in width. The widest 
condition is found along the “Main Street” while 

Figure 3.32: Typical seasonal annual planting in Village Figure 3.33: Stone entrance pier



Reynolda Historic District    67

Chapter 3: existing Conditions

the narrowest sections are located in less traveled 
areas. Variety in width appears to be dependent on 
the available space for the sidewalk and the amount 
of pedestrian traffic that will use the facility. Some 
newer sidewalks were noted that are not bordered 
in brick. Sidewalks vary in condition from fair to 
good.

Buildings and Structures.
Clusters of buildings are found on each side of 
Reynolda Road. Generally buildings face Reynolda 
Road or are oriented to face interior roads. A total 
of thirty buildings are located in the Village. They 
are painted white and have green roofs. 

Buildings located west of Reynolda Road are 
identified in Illustration 3.1. Condition and 
alteration information for each building is provided 
in Table 3.1 - Current Condition Table at the end of 
this chapter. The following is a list of the buildings 
noting their current use and a current photo:

Reynolda Presbyterian Church–church   
(Figure 3.35)

Superintendent's Cottage–church office 
(Figure 3.36)

Katharine Johnston Memorial Building–church 
(Figure 3.37)

Poultryman's Cottage–private residence 
(Figure 3.38)

Electrician's Cottage–private residence   
(Figure 3.39)

Bookkeeper's Cottage–private residence 
(Figure 3.40)

Gardener's Cottage–private residence      
(photo not available)

2662 Audubon Drive–private residence   
(photo not available)

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

2210 Brookfield Drive–private residence 
(Figure 3.41)

Buildings located east of Reynolda Road are 
identified in Illustration 3.2. Condition and 
alteration information for each building is provided 
in the reference table at the end of this chapter. Many 
buildings in this area were divided into many units 
according to direction of the 1977 Master Plan in an 
effort to create desirable square footage for a variety 
of tenants. Many of the large buildings now house 
multiple tenants. The following list of the buildings 
notes their current use and shows a current photo.

Post Office–shop (Figure 3.42)

Treasurer’s Cottage–shop (Figure 3.43)

Horticulturist's Cottage–shop (Figure 3.44)

Main Office–shop (Figure 3.29)

Chicken Coop–office (Figure 3.45)

Servant's Cottage–office (Figure 3.46)

Garage–shop (Figure 3.47)

Cattle Shed–shops (Figure 3.48)

Chicken House–shop (Figure 3.48)

Corn Crib–shop (Figure 3.49)

Smokehouse–shop (Figure 3.50)

Cow Barn–shops and offices (Figure 3.51)

Main Barn–shops, restaurant, and offices 
(Figure 3.52)

Plumber's Cottage–shop (Figure 3.53)

Chauffer's Cottage–shop (Figure 3.54)

Stenographer's Cottage–shop (Figure 3.55)

Stenographer's Garage–office (Figure 3.56)

Office Cottage–office (Figure 3.57)

Village Carpentry Shop–maintenance      
(Figure 3.58)

Creekside Offices–office (Figure 3.59)

Power Plant–shop (Figure 3.60)

Blacksmith's Shop–shop and restaurant  
(Photo not available)

Dairyman's Cottage–restaurant (Figure 3.61)

Well House–garden feature (Figure 3.32) 

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Figure 3.34: Standard sidewalk in Village
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Figure 3.35: Reynolda Presbyterian Church

Figure 3.36: Superintendent’s Cottage

Figure 3.37: Katharine Smith Johnston Memorial Building
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Figure 3.38: Poultryman’s Cottage

Figure 3.39: Electrician’s Cottage

Figure 3.40: Bookkeeper’s Cottage
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Figure 3.41: 2210 Brookfield Drive

Figure 3.42: Post Office

Figure 3.43: Treasurer’s Cottage
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Figure 3.44: Horticulturist’s Cottage

Figure 3.45: Chicken Coop

Figure 3.46: Servant’s Cottage



72   Cultural Landscape Report

Chapter 3: existing Conditions

Figure 3.47: Garage

Figure 3.48: Cattle Shed and Chicken House

Figure 3.49: Corn Crib
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Figure 3.50: Smoke House

Figure 3.51: Cow Barn

Figure 3.52: Cow Barn and Main Barn
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Figure 3.53: Plumber’s Cottage

Figure 3.54: Chauffer’s Cottage

Figure 3.55: Stenographer’s Cottage
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Figure 3.56: Stenographer’s Garage

Figure 3.57: Office Cottage

Figure 3.58: Village Carpentry Shop
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Figure 3.59: Creekside Offices

Figure 3.60: Power Plant

Figure 3.61: Dairyman’s Cottage
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Structures in the Village are located in the eastern 
section and represent many eras and types of 
retaining walls.  Four rounded stone retaining walls 
are located on the eastern and western sides of the 
Barns (Figure 3.62). Each is constructed of stone 
that was found on the site during construction. 
These walls were built during the construction of 
the barns to provide access to the lower level of the 
barn. The walls are in good condition. Concrete 
retaining walls that are original to the building are 
located on the western side of the Power Plant to 
provide access to the basement (Figure 3.63). On 
the western side a contemporary set of concrete 
retaining walls separates the grade between the 
building and road.  These were built to allow for 
the widening of the road. Both the contemporary 
and original walls are painted white to match the 
building and are in good condition.  A series of stone 
walls create lawn terraces at the Stenographer’s 
Cottage and at the Chauffer’s Cottage (Figure 3.64). 
Construction of the wall is similar to original stone 
retaining walls, but original landscape plans indicate 
that these are not contemporary with the original 
landscape plans. A series of white stucco retaining 
walls with brick caps were added in 1979 during 

the rehabilitation of the Village (Figure 3.65). These 
retaining walls are located west of the Smokehouse 
and Plumber’s Cottage where they function to 
provide basement access to these buildings as well 
as a stairway between the adjacent parking lots.

Views and Vistas.
Views within the Village are limited. The primary 
view is along the east-west axis created by the 
southeast and central western entrances, Byway 
Street, and the façade of RPC (Figure 3.66). Views in 
the western portion of the Village from the eastern 
section of Village and vice versa remain intact. 
Contemporary intrusions like traffic lights, signs, 
parking lots and traffic diminish the condition of 
this view corridor to fair. Another view that remains 
in good condition occurs along Thornfield Road in 
the western portion of the Village (Figure 3.6). The 
view is framed by an allée of sugar maples. While 
the obelisk and memorial site are no longer in place, 
the view is very nice and these modifications are 
minimally evident. The view from the Memorial 
Circle toward the Katharine Smith Johnston 
Memorial Building is intact.

Figure 3.62: Stone wall at Barn

Figure 3.65: Contemporary retaining walls in Village

Figure 3.64: Stone wall at Chauffer’s Cottage

Figure 3.63: Original concrete walls at Power Plant
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Constructed Water Features.
The only water feature in the Village is located in 
the courtyard of the Cattle Shed (Figure 3.67). This 
concrete fountain was added to the space in 2009. 
The condition of the fountain is good.

Small-scale Features.
Small-scale features in the Village are in good 
condition unless noted otherwise. An animal trough 
located south of the Dairy Barn was converted to 
hold a directory for Reynolda Village (Figure 3.16). 
The trough is constructed of a stucco base, with 
dark brown wooden structural member framing 
the green tile roof. A standard teak garden bench 
has been adopted for the Village as a standard. The 
benches are located throughout the Village (Figure 
3.68). Similarly, a standard black steel trashcan is 
used throughout the Village (Figure 3.68). Utility 
screens are provided at all HVAC units and large 
trash receptacles. The standard for these are white 
vinyl fence enclosures. HVAC units are screened 
with four foot tall picket fences, while the dumpsters 
are screened with taller fences that feature inset 
lattice detailing.

Garden (Illustration 3.3)

Spatial Organization.
The Garden is relatively flat, sloping gently from the 
south to north. The eastern portion of the Garden 
rises toward the ridge where the Bungalow is located. 
A sunken garden occupies the northern portion of 
the Garden, the Greenhouse Garden.

The Gardens are bordered by the entrance drive 
to the east, Reynolda Road on the west and 
southeastern entrance to Reynolda Village on 
the north. The layout of the Garden is strongly 
geometric oriented along a northwest-southeast 
axis. Both the Greenhouse Garden on the north and 

FCFNVG on the south are quadripartite with axial 
paths and lawn panels creating the divisions. On the 
south end of the garden, a path continues the axis 
south from the Garden to Log Cabin #2. Buildings 
and structures frame the garden. Each is sited to 
face the Garden.

Land Use.
Current use of Reynolda Gardens is not so unlike 
its original use. Currently, the Gardens are open to 
the public for strolling in addition to educational 
offerings throughout the year. While the Garden was 
built to compliment and support an estate, there is 
a long history of education and public access. The 
siting of the Garden along a major road supports 
the intention of its creator to encourage public 
involvement at Reynolda Gardens.

Vegetation.
The formal plantings at Reynolda Gardens are based 
upon the original plans by Thomas Sears from the 
1910s and early 1920s. Some of the original plants are 
still present, though most have been replaced with 
the same or similar species as part of an extensive 
garden restoration project that took place between 

Figure 3.66: View to Reynolda Presbyterian Church from 
Reynolda Village

Figure 3.67: Cattle Shed water fountain

Figure 3.68: Standard Village bench and trash can



Reynolda Historic District    79

Chapter 3: existing Conditions

IN
SERT IL

LUSTRATION 3.3 HERE



80   Cultural Landscape Report

Chapter 3: existing Conditions

THIS PAGE LEFT BLANK IN
TENTIONALLY



Reynolda Historic District    81

Chapter 3: existing Conditions

1996 and 1998. Some areas have been planted with 
different species that are in keeping with the original 
character and spatial layout of the gardens. Though 
the overall project was designated as a restoration, 
selected areas were called out for rehabilitation 
treatment for a combination of reasons including 
difficulty of determining and locating original 
plant species, as well as the realities of maintenance 
requirements.

The formal gardens are divided into two main parts, 
the Greenhouse Garden and the Fruit, Cut Flower 
and Nicer Vegetable Garden (FCFNVG). 

Greenhouse Garden- The Greenhouse Garden is 
divided into four quadrants bisected both north-
south and east-west by formal lawns. These 
quadrants and lawns are “sunken”; on a lower 
terrace than the rest of the garden (Figure 3.69). 
The north-south lawn contains an allée of twelve 
Cryptomeria (Cryptomeria japonica) that was 
replanted with clones of the original trees in their 
original locations1. The lawns all have perennial 
borders that follow the intent and general species of 
the Sears plan.

The northern two quadrants are planted with 
numerous varieties of roses in beds laid out in formal 
geometric patterns. This is in keeping with the Sears 
plans, though rose varieties are not necessarily the 
same. 

The southern two quadrants are color themed. The 
quadrants were named on the Sears plans with the 
southwest as the Pink and White Garden, and the 
southeast as the Blue and Yellow Garden. These 
were replanted as part of the restoration with the 
original species wherever possible. Similar species 

1 The exact cultivar or variety of the original trees is not 
known as they never appear on Thomas Sears’ plans for the 
Garden.

were used in some locations depending upon 
availability.

Boxwood hedges border each of the quadrants, 
helping to define both the individual gardens and 
the lawn areas. By the time of the 1990s restoration 
the boxwoods had dramatically overgrown and 
overtaken some of the surrounding beds. They 
were severely pruned, in phases, as part of the 
restoration in an attempt to regenerate growth at 
a more appropriate size. While this was generally 
successful, declining health due to age has required 
replanting sections of the original hedge.

The Sunken Gardens are bordered on the north and 
east sides by long narrow lawn panels on the upper 
terrace level. These lawns are bordered by perennial 
and groundcover beds and allées of weeping 
flowering cherries (Prunus sp.) (Figure 3.70). 
However, few of the original cherry trees remain. 
They are in declining health, their exact species is 
unknown, and attempts to propagate them have 
been unsuccessful. Individual trees that have been 
removed or died have not been replaced. At the time 
of the restoration, the adjacent beds were replanted 
primarily with groundcover in keeping with Sears’ 
1930s plans showing revisions to this area due to 
excessive maintenance requirements of original 
plantings.

A boxwood hedge located between the northern 
side of the Greenhouses and parking along the 
southeastern Village entrance adjoins the cold 
frames. The location for the hedge is correct based 
on historic plans and photos. These are likely to be 
replacements of the original hedge.

Fruit, Cut Flower and Nicer Vegetable Garden 
– The Vegetable Garden, which takes its full name 
from Sears’ 1921 plan, follows most of the original 
plan layout and is still planted with a variety of 
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Figure 3.69: View of Greenhouse Garden Figure 3.70: Eastern side of Garden with weeping cherries



82   Cultural Landscape Report

Chapter 3: existing Conditions

fruits, vegetables and flowers (Figure 3.71). The 
southernmost beds, approximately 30 percent of 
the total FCFNVG, comprise a designated All-
American Rose Selection garden. Though the extent 
of beds dedicated to these roses was reduced as part 
of the 1990s restoration, they were established in  
1972 and are not part of the plans from the KSR era 
of development.

The primary paths that bisect the FCFNVG north-
south and east-west are lined with perennial beds. 
The perennials were planted in place of the annuals 
beds shown by Sears. 

Cedar Walk- The name of the Cedar Walk was 
derived from the allée of eastern red cedars which 
lined the path from the southern end of the garden 
to  Log Cabin #2. Cedars are not evident from the 
path today (Figure 3.72). The path is currently lined 
with Japanese privet (Ligustrum japonicum). The 
Cedar Walk was not treated during the Garden 
restoration.

Evergreen Border along Reynolda Road- From the 
southeastern entrance to Reynolda Village to the 
south end of the Garden’s service area an evergreen 

hedge exists to buffer the Gardens from the noise 
of Reynolda Road and to provide a backdrop for 
the Garden. This feature is currently composed 
of Japanese privet, eleagnus, and boxwood with 
English ivy as a ground cover. The section along 
Reynolda Road, west of the Service Area, was 
recently replanted with cedars and hollies. Historic 
photos indicate that the Garden has always had an 
evergreen screen along Reynolda Road.

Playhouse landscape- The Playhouse is located on 
a hill east of the FCFNVG. The current landscape 
is composed of two large pines in the front lawn, 
boxwoods at the foundation of the house and framing 
the front yard (Figure 3.73). Abelia, nandina and 
ligustrum are also planted around the foundation of 
the building. English ivy and lawn provide ground 
cover. Historic photos of the landscape provide the 
best evidence of the original condition as now plans 
have been located. The current condition differs 
greatly from historic photos from the KSR era of 
development.

Circulation.
Slate paths and terraces- A continuous band of two 
foot wide slate borders the Sunken Garden lawn 

Figure 3.71: Fruit, Cut Flower and Nicer Vegetable Garden

Figure 3.72: Cedar Walk

Figure 3.73: Playhouse
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panels, separating them from adjacent perennial 
beds. The slate serves as both an edging material 
and as a narrow path, though one may also walk 
on the lawn. The slate widens out to form small 
terraces or landings at each end of the lawn where 
meeting stairs to the upper garden areas (Figure 
3.74). In addition, the slate encircles the Lion’s Head 
Fountain at the south end of the Sunken Garden. 
All of the slate paving was reconstructed during the 
Garden restoration. The original slate was reused 
with some sections of matching material to replace 
damaged or missing pieces. The layout matches the 
original plans.

Turf paths- Within each of the formal Greenhouse 
Garden quadrants are narrow turf paths. These 
paths had been simplified in layout and replaced with 
slate in the 1970s but were returned to turf matching 
the Sears plan layout as part of the restoration. To 
minimize the impact of frequent foot traffic, the turf 
is reinforced with fiber netting in the underlying 
soil profile. A new turf planted sloped path or ramp 
was added to the northwest Garden quadrant. This 
provides an accessible connection between the two 
levels of the Garden and is also used for mowers 
and other maintenance equipment. The ramp is 
bordered by a stucco and brick wall that matches 
the character of the historic garden walls. 

Aggregate paths– Granite “fines” surface all of the 
paths within the FCFNVG and along the path that 
forms the western edge of the Garden (Figure 3.75). 
The path material is not identified on historic plans, 
but it is consistent with the original material based 
on historic photos.

Brick stairs- Several sets of steps connect the 
Sunken Garden to the surrounding upper terrace 
(Figure 3.74). Wide steps are located at the north 
and west axial points, double sets of steps are on 
either side of the fountain features, as well as single 
sets in each Garden quadrant. Similar to the slate 

Figure 3.74: Slate paths, brick stairs, and Garden walls

paths, the brick steps were all reconstructed as 
part of the restoration. A special run of brick was 
commissioned to match the original brick as some 
replacement material was needed. 

Brick path– A single brick path leads from the 
upper level of the East Garden feature southeast 
toward Reynolda House, stopping at the asphalt 
drive (Figure 3.76). A short section of the path 
was reinstalled as part of the East Garden feature 
reconstruction. The bricks are in a running bond 
pattern with a slightly raised brick edging. The age 
of the remaining path section is unknown, though it 
does appear on Sears’ plan for the Garden feature.

Vehicular circulation is limited in this component 
landscape. Visitor parking is located along the north 
end of the Garden along the entrance to Reynolda 
Village. A service drive connects the Service Area to 
the main entrance of the Bungalow. The alignment 
was historically a narrow one-lane path for garden 
equipment to travel from the garage to the Bungalow 
and its lawn and Golf Links. During construction 
of the Museum Wing at RHMAA, this road was 
widened to its current two-lane condition to act as 
a construction entrance. During this time, surplus 

Figure 3.75: Aggregate path

Figure 3.76: Brick paths
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asphalt was dumped and rolled flat in various spots 
along the road creating what currently appears as a 
dilapidated asphalt road.2

Buildings and Structures.
Within the Garden, there are two primary clusters of 
buildings, the buildings in the Greenhouse Complex 
and the five Garden structures that are connected 
with pergolas. The Greenhouse Complex is made 
up of series of connected buildings including three 
Greenhouses, the Garden Office, and Education 
Wing and a gift shop. The Post Office and Restrooms 
are located northeast of the Greenhouses. A series 
of Tea Houses and pergolas is located southeast 
of the Greenhouses forming a partition between 
the Greenhouse Garden and the FCFNVG. This 
partition marks the end of the Sunken Garden.

Gift Shop and Greenhouse Office- A white stucco 
building, built to provide a workshop for the Estates 
florist, now serves as a gift shop (Figure 3.77). Like 
many of the Village buildings, the Gift Shop is 
covered by a gabled green ceramic tile roof and sits 
on a stone foundation. A pair of white French doors 
is centered on the façade of the building between a 
pair of white stucco columns to provide entry from 
a brick porch. Symmetrically placed white casement 
windows are located on either side of entrance door. 
On the eastern side of the Gift Shop, the Garden 
Office was added. The Office is also constructed in 
white stucco, but is covered by a flat roof. The north 
façade of the Office contains an entrance door and 
single sash window. The Office was added around 
1962 when Wake Forest University took over 
operations of the Gardens. The condition of the 
Gift Shop and Greenhouse Office is good.

2 Information on the recent history of the service road was 
provided by the current Garden Manager, Preston Stockton 
via telephone, March 2010.

Restrooms- The public restrooms were likely 
added along with the Office when the Garden was 
opened to the public (Figure 3.78). Built with the 
same materials and architectural vocabulary as 
the Greenhouse Office, the restrooms are housed 
in a simple utilitarian building. The south façade 
contains the two entrance doors which are separated 
by a wall-mounted white trellis covered with a vine. 
The condition of the restroom is good.

Greenhouses and Education Wing- The Estate’s 
original Greenhouses continue to be used for plant 
production and as a Conservatory (Figure 3.79). 
These glass and metal buildings sit on a low stone 
foundation wall. The southeastern Greenhouse 
is now used as an Education Wing containing a 
classroom and exhibit space. The buildings are in 
good condition.

Garden Features- The Garden contains two Garden 
Features, the East Garden Feature, sometimes called 
the Family Entrance, and the West Garden Feature. 
Each consists of white stucco columns that support 
a brown painted wooden pergola. Both features 
were reconstructed during the restoration using 
original materials where possible. The features are 

Figure 3.78: Public Restroom

Figure 3.79: Education Wing

Figure 3.77: Gift Shop and Greenhouse Office
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located on axis with each other on either side of 
the Greenhouse Garden. The East Garden Feature 
consists of sixteen columns arranged in an arc on a 
brick accented stucco base (Figure 3.80). Two sets 
of brick stairs connect the grade of the Garden with 
the upper level lawn.  At the center of the feature 
on the lower level, a round slate terrace is home to 
a semicircular wooden garden bench.  The upper 
level contains a semi-hexagonal walkway between 
paired columns. The walk is slate flagstone bordered 
in brick. A combination of wisteria and ivy cover 
the wooden arbor. The condition of the feature is 
good.

The West Garden Feature is a smaller-scale version 
of the East Garden Feature consisting of six white 
stucco columns arranged in a rectangular formation 
(Figure 3.81). The columns stand on a low stucco 
wall with a brick cap and support a brown wooden 
arbor. A white wooden garden bench is located 
under the arbor. The condition of this feature is 
good. 

Tea Houses- This series of Tea Houses connected 
by pergolas are located on the southern edge of the 
Sunken Garden (Figure 3.82). As with the Garden 

Features, the Tea Houses and pergolas were all 
reconstructed using what could be salvaged of the 
original material. New material was matched to 
the original. The pergolas now consist of all new 
material. The Tea Houses are composed of square 
and round columns that support a wood shingle 
pyramidal roof. Each Tea House features a slate 
flagstone floor. The five Tea Houses are connected 
with pergolas that are supported by round columns. 
All sections of these structures are painted dark 
brown. The condition is good.

Garden Shelters- Three Garden Shelters frame the 
FCFNVG. All of the structures are rectangular 
in shape and composed of square wooden posts 
located on low stucco and brick walls. The posts 
support a wood shingled hipped roof which is 
slightly concave, creating a roofline with an Asian 
silhouette. The southern structure is the largest 
and acts as an entrance to the Cedar Walk (Figure 
3.83). The southern structure features two wooden 
garden benches that face one another, while the 
others contain one bench which faces the Garden 
(Figure 3.84).  All Garden Shelters have aggregate 
floors which are connected to the adjacent aggregate 
paths. These structures were also rebuilt with 

Figure 3.80: East Garden Feature

Figure 3.81: West Garden Feature

Figure 3.82: Tea House

Figure 3.83: Southern Garden Shelter
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original material where possible during the Garden 
restoration. The condition of the Garden Shelters is 
good.

Playhouse- The Playhouse is located above the 
FCFNVG and was constructed as a playhouse for 
the Reynolds children. White stucco walls support 
a blue-green tile roof which has a convex form that 
approximates the silhouettes of a thatched roof 
(Figure 3.73). The building has an inset front porch 
with white casement windows featuring flower 
boxes. The playhouse is in good shape and is used 
as office space by the Garden Staff.

Log Cabins- Two log cabins are located on the 
southern end of the Garden. For the sake of clarity, 
the northern most cabin located near the Playhouse 
has been named Log Cabin #1, while the Log Cabin 
located at the southern end of the Cedar Walk is 
named Log Cabin #2 (Figure 3.85). Both cabins 
appear to predate the Garden, though it is unlikely 
that they are in their original locations. Each building 
is small and rectangular in shape. Both are located 
under canopy and surrounded by ivy groundcover. 
Both are in fair condition showing signs of deferred 

maintenance. Each building appears to be used for 
storage.

Tool Shed- A cream stucco-clad Tool Shed is 
located southeast of the FCFNVG. The building is 
contemporary to the Garden. Dark brown painted 
wood trim and a green asphalt shingle hipped 
roof accent the building (Figure 3.86). Wooden 
sash window and doors provide interior light and 
entrance. The building is currently used for pesticide 
storage and is in poor condition showing signs of 
deferred maintenance  such as broken windows and 
deteriorating wood.

Garden Garage- The Garden’s garage is located on 
the south end of the Service Area. This contemporary 
building houses maintenance equipment for the 
Garden. The building is constructed of cream 
stucco, with a green asphalt shingled roof. Brown 
metal doors and a metal garage door provide access 
to the building (Figure 3.87). The condition of the 
garage is good.  

Garden Walls- White stucco retaining walls with 
red brick coping are found throughout the Garden 
(Figure 3.74). These walls create terraces and provide 

Figure 3.84: Eastern Garden Shelter and FCFNVG

Figure 3.85: Log Cabin #2

Figure 3.86: Tool Shed

Figure 3.87: Garden Garage
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the structure of the Sunken Garden. All walls were 
refaced during the restoration of the Garden. The 
original core material remains while a new outer 
layer of concrete and stucco was added. New brick 
matches dimensions and color of the original. Walls 
are in their original locations and were rebuilt to 
original dimension and specifications. The walls are 
in good condition, but discoloration of the stucco 
surface is evident. 

Views and Vistas.
From the public entrance through the Greenhouse 
at the north end of the Garden, visitors can take in 
panoramic views of the entire Greenhouse Garden, 
and portions of the FCFNVG beyond (Figure 3.69). 
The higher elevation of the Greenhouse Garden 
perimeter and Garden entrance above the Sunken 
Garden creates this overall view. The Cryptomeria 
allée is set within a wide and linear lawn panel that 
is perpendicular to the Greenhouses. The Lion’s 
Head Fountain, which is the central focal point of 
the Greenhouse Garden, is on axis with the center 
line of the Cryptomeria allée and the Greenhouse. 

Facing north from the Lion’s Head Fountain, the 
axial view is focused on the center structure of 

the Greenhouses and the view is framed by the 
Cryptomeria allée (Figure 3.88). The allée almost 
obscures the east and west wings of the Greenhouses, 
reducing the visual width of the building and placing 
focus on the architectural scale and details of the 
central structure. 

Once inside the Greenhouse Garden, the views 
become more focused. The gridded path system 
within the four quadrants direct views down 
the paths, each with a specific focal point such 
as a garden feature, structure, or a fountain. The 
geometry of the four quadrants of the Greenhouse 
Garden is also revealed in the directed views of the 
paths. The path views are further controlled by the 
scale of vegetation framing them and the contrasting 
path material to the vegetation lining them. 

The East and West Garden Features are located 
within the elevated perimeter of the Greenhouse 
Garden. The East Garden Feature is situated slightly 
higher than the West and is recessed within the wider 
promenade of the east side lawn and line of weeping 
flowering cherries. Views from the East Garden 
structure are directed toward the Greenhouses to 
the north, the West Garden Feature to the west and 
the extent of the east side garden to the south with a 
bench serving as the end focal point. Elevated views 
of the Greenhouse Garden are also experienced 
from this point. These were familiar views to the 
Reynolds family as this was the family’s entrance to 
the Garden, approached from the higher ground of 
the Bungalow.

The West Garden Feature is situated on the opposite 
side of the elevated perimeter of the Greenhouse 
Garden along a narrow path lined with tall vegetation. 
Views from this vantage point include a panoramic 
view of the Greenhouse Garden and the axial view 
with the East Garden Feature (Figure 3.89). Views 
of the western perimeter are more limited due to the 
narrow linear path enclosed by vegetation.

Figure 3.89: View east toward East Garden Feature

Figure 3.88: View north from Lion’s Head Fountain
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The Tea Houses in the center of the Garden, divide 
the Greenhouse Garden and the FCFNVG, and 
offer elevated views of both gardens. This setting 
was intended to be intimate and is achieved by 
the enclosure and the vines that once draped the 
structures. The prescribed views from this point are 
decidedly north or south with focus on a specific 
portion of the garden from each Tea House. Views 
from the center Tea House focus on the Greenhouse 
to the north and the southern Garden Shelter when 
facing south (Figure 3.90). The Tea Houses along the 
sides of the Lions Head Fountain are focused on the 
Cryptomeria allée, the Lions Head Fountain, and 
the corridors created by the pergola which connect 
the structures. The structures on the east end and 
west end of the connecting pergola focus views on 
the central path of the adjacent Greenhouse Garden 
quadrangle to the north.

Within the southern portion of the Garden, the 
FCFNVG occupies a more open plain at the same 
elevation as the Tea Houses. The plant material 
within this half of the Garden is arranged in linear 
rows, oriented east-west, so there is a formal rhythm 
to the layout, but does not specifically control 
views. Similar to the north side of the Garden is the 
wide central path which intersects in the center of 
the FCFNVG with a cross-path of the same width 
creating a strong central axis. The cross-paths are 
punctuated on the east, west and south ends by a 
Garden Shelter (Figure 3.84). From the southern 
Garden Shelter, views are similar as those from the 
north, picking up the rhythm of the row plantings, 
but are focused on the elevated central structures 
that divide the Garden. 

Views into the Garden from Reynolda Road do not 
appear to have been intended, based on historic 
photos from the POS and later aerial photography 
showing a dense evergreen screen between the road 
and the Garden. However, it appears that a visual 

connection between the Bungalow and the Garden 
existed historically—particularly from the west 
side of the Bungalow to the Greenhouse across the 
northeast quadrant of the Greenhouse Garden—as 
strategic openings allowed for views between the 
two locations. This visual connection is still present 
from the entry road between the Bungalow and the 
Garden, but not from the Bungalow itself.

Constructed Water Features.
Water features in the Garden include the Lions 
Head Fountain and the Wall Fountain within the 
eastern lawn of the Sunken Garden. The Lions Head 
Fountain was completely reconstructed as part of 
the Garden restoration (Figure 3.91). A number of 
the original tiles that line the inside of the Fountain’s 
pool were missing. Based on samples, new tiles 
were manufactured to match the originals as closely 
as possible. The original detailed wall sections and 
elevation were used to recreate the Fountain at 
the same scale and included the same details. The 
Fountain is in good condition with the exception of 
discoloration on the exterior of the walls.

Similarly, the Wall Fountain was reconstructed 
employing the original plans for construction 
(Figure 3.92). Some of the original core wall material 
was retained during the restoration of this fountain. 
The Fountain is in fair condition as it appears to not 
be operating. The same discoloration that is present 
throughout the garden walls is also present on the 
Wall Fountain.

Small-scale Features.
Small-scale features in the Garden consist of fences, 
site furnishings, and cold frames.3 Two types of 
fence are present in the Garden, chain link at the 
north end and wooden fences with metal arches in 
FCFNVG. The chain link fence has been added to 

3 Signage and lighting were covered at a District-wide level at 
the beginning of this Chapter

Figure 3.90: View south from Tea House to southern 
Garden Shelter

Figure 3.91: Lion’s Head Fountain
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provide a barrier between the Garden and parking 
to inhibit entrance when the Garden is closed. The 
wooden fence is consistent with historic photos and 
planned locations for fencing (Figure 3.93). The 
condition of both fence types is good. 

Site furnishings at the Garden are limited to benches 
and trash cans. The trash cans are consistent with 
the black metal receptacles used throughout 
Reynolda Village. Benches consist of wooden 
garden benches and slate backless benches. Two 
slate benches are located on either side of the Lions 
Head Fountain (Figure 3.94). Wooden benches 
are located throughout the Garden, typically in 
locations that provide nice views. The benches are 
either natural wood or painted white (Figure 3.80). 
Most of the wooden benches are marked with 
plaques containing donor or memorial information. 
The benches are generally in good condition. 

Two types of original cold frames exist in the 
Garden. Four cold frames are located on either 
side of the entrance to the Greenhouses. Three 
are located west of the entrance while one is on 
the east. The cold frames are constructed of stone 
bases with wood and glass covers (Figure 3.95). The 

cold frames are not labeled on the Ellerbe survey, 
but are drawn in. All are in good condition, except 
one on the western side. This cold frame is partially 
demolished and built of brick indicating that it was 
rebuilt. This feature is in poor condition.

Six additional cold frames are located in the Service 
Area. These are constructed of concrete and no 
longer have covers (Figure 3.96). The Ellerbe 
survey and historic photos indicate that there were 

Figure 3.92: Wall Fountain

Figure 3.93: Wooden fence and arch

Figure 3.94: Slate bench

Figure 3.95: Cold frame near Greenhouses

Figure 3.96: Cold frames in Service Area
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originally two additional cold frames south of the 
existing ones. These were likely demolished to 
expand the adjacent asphalt area. These features are 
in poor condition.

The Bungalow (Illustration 3.4)

Spatial Organization. 
The highpoint for this component landscape is 
located in the southern corner at the junction of 
Coliseum and Reynolda Road. From this point the 
topography rolls gently along a ridgeline across the 
former Golf Links to the Bungalow, which is located 
just below the crest of a second high point of the ridge. 
The original grades around the rear of the house 
were manipulated to accommodate the Museum 
Wing and HVAC system creating steep slopes 
around these features. Vehicular circulation winds 
through the rolling topography along the ridgeline 
then splits south of the Bungalow to provide access 
to the eastern and western portions of the House. 
The western road continues down slope to connect 
with the Village then Lake Katharine and the Boat 
House. From the north side of the house, the grade 
slopes down to the Lake over a maintained lawn.

Spatial organization around the Bungalow has 
been greatly impacted by the additions of the 
Guest House, Indoor Pool, and Museum Wing. 
These buildings were designed and constructed to 
reduce their visual impact from the front lawn and 
approach to the Bungalow, never the less, by more 
than doubling the footprint of the Bungalow, the 
surrounding landscape was impacted. Pedestrian 
circulation around the Bungalow was perhaps 
the greatest loss. More discussion of circulation 
follows. 

Land Use.
Currently, this component landscape is used and 
managed by both RHMAA and Reynolda Gardens. 
The Bungalow, Guest House and Museum Wing 
are open to the public as a house museum, which 
interprets the Reynolds and Babcock families’ 
development and use of the home while the art 
museum focuses on the exhibition of American Art 
and art education. The land immediately around the 
Bungalow is maintained by RHMAA. The remainder 
of the land within this component landscape is 
managed by Reynolda Gardens as interpretive 
landscapes focusing on the history of the estate, and 
environmental education. Woodlands, wetlands, 
meadow and lawns are enjoyed by visitors for 
educational purposes. The Boat House at Lake 
Katharine currently serves as Reynolda Gardens’ 
Education Center for school programs. What once 

served as the residential core of the Reynolda Estate 
is now used for education, and museum visiting by 
the public.

Vegetation.
Generally, the plantings surrounding the Bungalow 
contain little of the original landscape material. 
Several large specimen trees such as oaks, Southern 
magnolia (Magnolia grandifolia), and groupings 
of cedars have been identified as dating to the 
original landscape planting in 1916. Periwinkle and 
English ivy cover much of the ground surrounding 
the Bungalow. While original plans called for both 
of these vines to be planted, they now occur in far 
greater quantities than planned and in locations 
where they were not intended. Ivy is by far the 
most prevalent groundcover. In addition to ivy, the 
following shrubs were observed in the understory 
surrounding the Bungalow: boxwood, Asian azaleas, 
mahonia, Japanese pachysandra (Pachysandra 
terminalis), dogwood, crape myrtle, abelia, and 
nandina. Most of these species show up in the 
original planting lists for the Bungalow. Potentially 
one mass of original white azaleas persist west of 
the Bungalow along the former forecourt entrance. 
No other shrubs remain from the original plantings. 
The variety intended to be created in the original 
plantings no longer exists.

Planting Plan around Bungalow- The 1916 plan 
listed sixty-four types of small flowering trees, 
shrubs, and vines in addition to the many canopy 
trees that were planted. Large planting beds of 
shrubs were planted under canopy hardwoods and 
evergreens at the entrance to the forecourt, along 
the western side of the forecourt, and around the 
western wing of the Bungalow. Groups of eastern 
red cedars were located at the corners of the central 
block of the Bungalow. A variety of climbing vines 
were specified in the planting plans to grow up 
the walls of the House, on the porte-cochere, and 
retaining walls. These vines include English ivy, 
evergreen bittersweet (Euonymus vegatus), Boston 
ivy (Ameolopsis veitchi) Chinese wisteria, Henry’s 
woodbine (Parthenocissus henryana, syn Vitis 
henryana), and pink mountain clematis (Clematis 
montana rubra). A lawn extended south from the 
forecourt with hardwoods and evergreens framing 
a vista toward the Golf Links. From these plans 
two southern Magnolias persist on the Lake Porch 
Terrace, and several oaks, magnolias, and potentially 
a Deodara cedar (Cedrus deodara) remain in the 
margins of the front lawn. Additional Deodara cedar, 
Atlas cedar, and cedar of Lebanon (C. atlantica, C. 
lebini) are located on the edges of the front lawn. 
These are believed to have been added in the late 
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1930s when the Forecourt Garden was developed. 
They do not show up on landscape plans.

East side of Bungalow (Den Wing)- Original plans for 
the Den Wing are undated, but contain handwritten 
notes from 1931 that are consistent with other 
follow-up visits by Sears to assess the landscape. 
The notes indicate that the landscape had been 
established long enough to require adjustments. 
Detailed planting plans only survive for the south 
and east side of the east wing of the Bungalow, but 
an additional list of species to be planted in the 
“Terrace Garden” is included. Based on historic 
photos of the Pool Garden, it appears that the list of 
plant species refers this Garden, which is discussed 
below. The area which is detailed in the planting 
plan was completely reconfigured with the addition 
of the Guest House and Museum Wing and then 
again when the Museum Wing was added.

Pool Garden and vicinity (Figure 3.97)- The original 
plan for this garden was complete in December 
1916 by Thomas Sears. Sears later added notes to 
the plan in November 1931 that call for species 
substitutions and trimming of “overcropped and 
lanky” plant material. An attempt was made in 

the 1990s to reestablish this garden, based on the 
original 1916 plan with the 1931 additions, but only 
an initial phase was completed. Care was taken to 
select replacement rhododendrons (Rhododendron 
sp.) to match the blooms of the original shrubs, 
however mature at a shorter height. Azaleas, 
camellias, mountain laurel, hostas, ferns and lilies 
were also planted. These species are consistent with 
the original planting plan and historic photos. Since 
this effort, many plants have died, while others 
have been overgrown. Boxwoods were planted to 
replace the “Ilex Bux” (likely Ilex crenata ‘Buxifolia’ 
which was noted on the original plan and specified 
for other areas around the Bungalow) and Japanese 
Pieris (Pieris japonica) that framed the Pool Garden 
terrace.

Currently the Pool Garden terrace is dominated by 
the replacement boxwoods that surround the terrace. 
Rhododendron, dogwoods and saucer magnolia 
(Magnolia x soulangiana) are planted on the lawn 
side of the stone wall that surrounds the terrace. An 
eastern red cedar and an upright arborvitae (Thuja 
sp.) frame the doorway to the library. The ground 
plane is dominated by English ivy, and periwinkle. 
The current condition is not consistent with early 
photos of the garden or original plans which show 
a greater variety of flowering tree and shrub species 
and a richer herbaceous ground layer that included 
species like ferns, daffodils, Lenten roses and hostas. 
Boxwood, saucer magnolias, and arborvitae are not 
visible in historic photos or listed in the plant list for 
this garden. Overall, the current plant material in 
the garden does not agree with the character found 
in historic photos. (Photographs taken in 1919 and 
the early 1920s provide the best representations of 
the original character of this garden).

Forecourt Garden (Figure 3.98)- Designed in 1937 
by Thomas Sears for the Babcock Family, the 
Forecourt Garden replaced the original forecourt 
which surrounded the porte-cochere. Currently 
the Garden retains much of its original layout and 
hardscape. The boxwood hedge surrounding the 
Garden is consistent with one specified in historic 
plans as are the shape and location of the planting 
beds that surround the Pool and the eastern and 
western sides of the Garden. The interior boxwood 
hedge is missing as are the beds next to the Bungalow 
at the north end of the Garden. The shrubs planned 
to anchor the corners of the Pool and within the 
planting beds are missing as well. Currently the 
beds are filled with shrub roses and bordered by 
flowering annuals. There is no relationship between 
the current plantings and the planting plan for the 
Garden.

THIS PAGE LEFT BLANK IN
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Figure 3.97: Pool Garden
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Boat House (Figure 3.99) - As with many landscapes 
designed and implemented nearly one hundred 
years ago that have not undergone restoration, the 
Boat House landscape retains little of the original 
material that was installed. Current species growing 
in this landscape include liriope (Liriope muscari), 
English ivy, and bush honeysuckle (Lonicera sp.) 
under a canopy of hardwood trees. A proliferation of 
invasive vines is strangling the vegetation around the 
Boat House. English ivy and other climbing vines are 
visible on the walls of the terrace in historic photos. 
It is likely that several of the existing hardwoods are 
original to the planting plan, particularly southwest 
of the building near the circular drop off. Four oaks 
are located according to this plan along the west 
side of the road southwest of the building. These 
trees were replaced in recent history.

Entry Planting and Buffer along Reynolda Road 
(Figure 3.100)- An original planting plan from the 
office of Sears and Wendell Landscape Architects 
depicts a grand planting of native and ornamental 
trees and shrubs at the entrance to the Bungalow 
and along the southern portion of Reynolda Road. 
It appears that the only remaining plants from this 
plan are a couple of eastern red cedars and a large 

American holly. In addition to these evergreen trees, 
a privet hedge is maintained to the south of the 
eastern entry pier. The hedge is not shown on the 
plan and privet is not listed on the plant list. English 
ivy was noted to be growing on the pier, despite not 
being listed on the planting plan.

The edge of the woodlands along the entrance drive, 
around the Golf Links and near other designed 
landscapes was manipulated during early Estate 
development to enhance the visual appeal of the 
woods. Understory was removed and flowering 
trees like dogwood, redbud and cherries were 
added to the edge. Many of these trees have been 
lost. Additionally, thousands of daffodil bulbs were 
added to the understory. Daffodils persist in these 
locations today, but to a lesser degree. Competition 
from invasive exotic vines and other underbrush is a 
contributing factor. Another factor that contributes 
to the decline of daffodils is lack of dividing the 
bulbs. Surprise lilies (Lycoris squamigera) were 
added along the entrance drive in the 1970s. There 
is no known historic precedence for this species in 
the RHD.

Figure 3.100: Eastern entrance pier and wall

Figure 3.101: Original slate walks

Figure 3.98: Forecourt Garden

Figure 3.99: Boat House Terrace
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Circulation.
Vehicular circulation and the trail system were 
discussed in detail earlier in this chapter. This 
section focuses on pedestrian circulation and 
parking. A system of pedestrian walkways provides 
access to the various entrances of the House from 
the surrounding parking lots and roads. The system 
is comprised of several eras of development and 
expansion around the Bungalow. The earliest 
walkways remaining at the Bungalow are found on 
the north side surrounding the Pool Garden. Sage 
green and plum colored slate flagstones are set in a 
mortar bed (Figure 3.101). The average width of the 
walk is three and a half feet. This standard is also 
applied to walks on the south side of the Bungalow 
providing a route from the western entrance to the 
Forecourt Garden at the front of the Bungalow, the 
eastern entrance and the museum entrance on the 
east. Most of these walks were reconfigured in 1937 
when Thomas Sears added the Forecourt Garden, 
which also features the standard slate walkways, but 
in this application the contrast of the slate is much 
greater and the flagstones are far more squared-off 
(Figure 3.102). When the Museum Wing was added 
in 2002, the slate walks between the east entrance 
to the Bungalow and the Guest House were again 

reconfigured to accommodate a reengineered drop-
off area in front of the Guest House and to provide 
universal access to the building (Figure 3.103). 
These modifications again followed the standards 
established by Sears though the character of the 
flags is far more rectilinear. Similar additions of slate 
walkways were made to connect the Pool Garden to 
the Museum Wing. Concrete sidewalks were added 
to connect the visitor parking with the Museum 
entrance and to connect the parking west of the 
front lawn to the Bungalow (Figure 3.104). The 
conditions of walkways at the Bungalow are good, 
except for those surrounding the Pool Garden, 
which are in fair condition due to failing mortar 
between stones.

A network of paths once connected the Bungalow 
to the Tennis Courts, Swimming Pool and Gardens. 
This system is depicted in the Site Evolution Map 
for the Bungalow (Illustration 3.4). These paths 
have been abandoned and lost to the construction 
of staff parking lot and Museum Wing. Existing 
portions of the original network are visible in places 
where bollard lights that once illuminated the paths 
remain. The paths are not currently accessible 
to most visitors due to the need for a single point 
of entry and exit at RHMAA. Access to the Lake 
Porch Terrace, rear lawn and Pool Garden is 
limited. Consequently, few visitors experience these 
portions of the landscape.

Parking at RHMAA is provided for visitors and staff. 
Immediately south of the Guest House and Indoor 
Pool, accessible parking is provided at the drop-off 
and in the lower level parking area. Further south, 
a new larger lot is provided for visitors. This lot is 
tucked into the topography and screened from 
the front lawn with vegetation. Additional visitor 
parking and bus parking is located on the west side 
of the front lawn along the main entrance road. Staff 
parking is located northwest of the Bungalow, off of 
the entrance drive. This lot is also screened from the 

Figure 3.102: Forecourt Garden walks Figure 3.104: Contemporary concrete walks

Figure 3.103: Slate walks added with Museum addition
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House with vegetation. During the KSR Era parking 
was available in the forecourt surrounding the 
porte-cochere. Later in the Babcock Era, parking 
was located south of the Indoor Pool. This area still 
provides parking for RHMAA.

Buildings and Structures.
Buildings within the Bungalow component 
landscape are dominated by the Bungalow and its 
additions. Siting, scale, and entry sequence all lead 
to the Reynolds family home playing the central 
role within this landscape and in fact, throughout 
the Estate. While the addition of the Guest House, 
Indoor Pool and Museum Wing were sensitively 
added to the east wing of the Bungalow, these 
additions only add to the already large presence of 
the building. Surrounding buildings like the Tennis 
Court Pavilion, the Tennis Court Storage Building 
and Summer House radiate around the Bungalow 
providing support services for the Bungalow. The 
Summer House was moved from its original location 
within the area now occupied by the Museum Wing 
in 2002 thus changing the original relationship of 
the buildings in this cluster. The relationship of 
the Bungalow and Boat House is less direct. The 
buildings are not visible from one another.

The Bungalow- This building is divided into three 
parts, a central block and two flanking wings (Figure 
3.105). Two and a half stories are visible from the 
front of the building, but the roofline was designed 
to downplay the second story with the intention 
of reducing the scale of the house. The exterior is 
clad with white painted stucco and a green tile roof. 
Windows are either white sash windows with six 
over six lights or green casement windows. Porches 
were originally included on all facades of the House. 
These have been enclosed with casement windows 
and French doors surrounded with transoms and 
sidelights. The windows and doors are also painted 
green. Some of the most substantial changes in the 
appearance of the Bungalow since construction are 

the removal of the porte-cochere, enclosure of the 
porches, and removal of the pent roof on the east 
wing. The Bungalow has been faithfully maintained 
and is currently in good condition.

Boat House- The Boat House is evocative of the Arts 
and Crafts style that was fashionable at the time it 
was designed and constructed (Figure 3.106). The 
building is constructed of stucco painted white with 
dark brown wooden timbering in the eaves. Diamond 
paned windows are used in both rectangular and 
arched configurations and are shuttered with 
rustic wooden shutters. The tile roof is made of 
intersecting gables with a domed cupola and spire 
located at the junction of the roof lines.  An open 
porch faces north over Lake Katharine. The south 
façade opens onto a terrace complete with a wall 
fountain, brick paving and a stucco retaining wall. 
The Boat House has been used during three seasons 
of the year for educational programs by Reynolda 
Gardens' staff for fourteen years. Seasonal flooding 
and deferred maintenance have left the building and 
terrace in poor condition.

Tennis court pavilion and storage building- The Tennis 
Court Pavilion is located north of the Museum 
Wing in a pine woodland and dates to the KSR Era 
of development (Figure 3.107). The rustic timber 
framed shelter is made of log poles that retain their 
bark. The base of the building is a concrete slab 
bordered in red brick which ties in to the retaining 
walls, stairs and planters that separate the grade of 
the pavilion from the courts. A hipped roof covered 
with wooden shingles offer protection from the 
elements. The pavilion and courts are currently used 
to store building materials. The pavilion, retaining 
walls and tennis courts are in poor condition due to 
deferred maintenance. A wooden storage building 
from the 1980s is located north of the pavilion. This 
building is constructed of plywood. The condition 
is poor.

Figure 3.106: Boat HouseFigure 3.105: Central block of the Bungalow
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Summer House- The Summer House is executed 
in the same style and with the same craftsmanship 
as the Tennis Court Pavilion. Rustic wooden poles 
support a hipped roof covered with wooden shingles 
(Figure 3.108). In 2005, due to the construction of 
the Museum Wing, the Summer House was moved 
from its original location north of the Guest House. 
It was then restored. The current condition of the 
building is good.

Outdoor Kitchen– While the Bungalow was under 
construction, the Reynolds family often camped 
on the Estate and used an open-air structure as an 
outdoor kitchen. The structure was of the same 
rustic materials and craftsmanship as the existing 
shelter at the Tennis Court Pavilion and the Summer 
House. The only remain of the structure is a remnant 
of the concrete slab floor. The original structure was 
destroyed due to vandalism in the late 1980’s, and 
therefore the condition of the kitchen is poor.

Numerous structures exist within this component 
landscape to retain slopes, store and convey water.

Entrance piers and walls- Similar to the entrances in 
the Village, stone piers and walls frame the entrance 

road into the Bungalow (Figure 3.100). These piers 
are larger in scale than those in the Village, ten feet 
tall with twenty-five foot long wing walls. The piers 
support the black iron gates. The condition of the 
piers is good.

Concrete Pump House- Located north of the 
woodland trail and northwest of the Outdoor Pool, 
a Concrete Pump House is one of several structures 
that once supported the water system of the Estate. 
The structure is a cast concrete enclosure that is 
partially submerged into the bank. A set of concrete 
stairs lead to the access door on the eastern side. 
The condition appears to be good; though invasive 
vines are overtaking the structure.

Stone Pump House- Located on the western edge 
of the Outdoor Pool, is a second pump house. This 
pump house is constructed of stone and features 
a roof top terrace that overlooks the Pool (Figure 
3.109). A set of stone stairs on the north face of 
the structure provide access to the Terrace, while a 
second set of stairs lead down to the access door of 
the structure. The Terrace is covered with a metal 
framed canopy covered with a plywood roof. When 
constructed, the canopy was covered with a striped 
fabric cover and a metal slide provided access from 
the Terrace to the Pool. The condition of the Stone 
Pump House is fair due to wear that is consistent 
with minimal maintenance.

Stone bridge at Outdoor Pool- Angling northeast 
from the northeastern corner of the Outdoor Pool, 
a narrow pedestrian bridge constructed of stone 
passes over the headwaters of Lake Katharine 
(Figure 3.110). Similar to the Stone Pump House, the 
bridge is currently in fair condition due to minimal 
maintenance.

Stone retaining walls at the Bungalow- On the 
western side of the Bungalow a series of three stone 
retaining walls define the Service Area. These walls 

Figure 3.108: Summer House

Figure 3.107: Tennis Court Pavilion and retaining walls Figure 3.109: Stone Pump House and Outdoor Pool
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maintenance of the terrace has led to the resources 
current fair condition. 

Views and Vistas.
View of the Bungalow- Immediately after passing 
through the vehicular entrance to the Bungalow, 
visitors encounter a distant view of the Bungalow 
(Figure 3.114). Currently the view is framed on either 
side by a hardwood canopy. What was formerly 
developed as the Golf Links is now annually 
maintained as a meadow. The meadow species cover 
the gently rolling topography forming the texture 
that covers the foreground from this vantage point. 
Historic photos from the entrance to the Bungalow 
show that woodland vegetation has crept into the 
margins of the Golf Links narrowing the view to 
the Bungalow. Further, specimen hardwood species 
that once occurred within the mown Golf Links and 
further manipulated the view to the Bungalow no 
longer exist. This view is currently in fair condition 
due to the narrowing of the view cone by woodland, 
missing specimen trees, and change in vegetation 
and texture created by the meadow.

Vista southeast from Forecourt Garden across lawn 
and meadow- From the front of the Bungalow 

are original to the House and were constructed to 
allow access to the basement (Figure 3.111). Another 
stone wall creates the Lake Porch Terrace north of 
the Bungalow (Figure 3.112). This wall parallels the 
shape of the exterior wall of the House. The walls 
of the Terrace are original to the construction of the 
house. All walls are in good condition.

Stone retaining walls at Guesthouse- A series of two 
stone retaining walls were added south of Guest-
house and Indoor Pool during the construction of 
these buildings (Figure 3.113). A set of stone stairs 
in the western wall provides access from the Pool 
level to the entrance to the Museum. This wall also 
creates a terrace that is used for a drop-off area 
and accessible parking at the Museum entrance. 
The eastern wall creates a terrace that provides a 
parking area at the Pool level. The walls are in good 
condition. 

Boat House Terrace walls- Stucco retaining walls 
create the structure required to produce the Sunken 
Terrace south of the Boat House (Figure 3.99). The 
walls are articulated with alcoves for fountains, 
benches and planting areas and range from three 
feet to six feet. Periodic flooding and minimal 

Figure 3.111: Stone Retaining wall at Bungalow

Figure 3.112: Stone retaining wall at Lake Porch Terrace

Figure 3.113: Stone retaining wall at Guest House

Figure 3.110: Stone Bridge at Outdoor Pool
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looking south across the Forecourt Garden, a vista is 
framed by mature Deodar and Atlas cedars (Figure 
3.115). The vista features the expansive front lawn 
surrounded by hardwood forest with the foreground 
dominated by the Forecourt Garden. The present 
vista is very similar to the vista from this area during 
the Babcock Era when the Forecourt Garden was 
designed and installed. The current condition of the 
vista is good.

Vista from Lake Porch and Terrace to Lake Katharine- 
One of the most beautiful vistas planned for the 
Bungalow Component Landscape is the vista to Lake 
Katharine from the rear of the Bungalow. Historic 
photos show a carpet of lawn lined with cedars and 
pines leading down Lake Katharine from a circular 
terrace. Today this vista has changed dramatically, 
while the terrace remains, the width of the lawn was 
narrowed, the evergreens have been out-competed 
by hardwood trees and the sixteen-acre Lake was 
transitioned to a wetland (Figure 3.116). The edge 
of the wetland is currently bordered by invasive 
understory shrubs and vines and young trees. The 
current condition is poor.

An unintended view from Coliseum Drive- Historic 
plans and photos lead to the conclusion that views 
into the Bungalow Component Landscape from 
outside of the Estate were not intended. This is not 
surprising as this area of the Estate was developed 
for the family’s home with adjacent areas designed 
to fulfill the family’s recreation needs. Coliseum 
Drive was developed after the Estate was developed 
along the southern boundary of the current RHD 
boundary. Vegetation in this area indicates that 
vegetation was added around the time of road 
construction to buffer the property from the 
roadway. Recent vegetation management practices 
employed by Duke Power have opened up partial 
views in to the southern portion of the meadow. 
The Bungalow is not visible from Coliseum Road.

Constructed Water Features.
Lake Katharine- The largest and at one time most 
impressive water feature of the Estate was Lake 
Katharine (Figure 3.117). The sixteen-acre Lake 
was the focal point seen from the rear of the 
Bungalow and the primary purpose for building the 
Boat House. Siltation of the Lake and the eventual 
transition from lake to wetland has produced an 
environmentally significant feature that is useful for 

Figure 3.114: View of the Bungalow from entrance

Figure 3.115: View from the Bungalow south over lawn

Figure 3.116: View from Lake Porch to Lake

Figure 3.117: Current view of Lake Katharine



100   Cultural Landscape Report

Chapter 3: existing Conditions

Forecourt Garden Pool and statue- South of the 
Bungalow, the Forecourt Garden features a pool 
in the south central portion of the Garden (Figure 
3.120). The Pool is seashell shaped and features 
concrete coping around the edge. The interior of 
the Pool is lined with small sky blue ceramic tile. 
Concrete pedestals are located at three points along 
the pool edge. Two contain spitting frog sculptures, 
while the third contains a crouching bronze nude. 
The condition of the feature is good.

Pool Garden- The Pool Garden is located north of 
the east wing of the Bungalow (Figure 3.121). This 
Garden is designed around a central circular water 
feature located along the central axis of a slate 
walkway. In the vicinity of the Pool, the walkway 
expands to a circular terrace surrounding the Pool 
with plantings, slate benches and low stone walls 
around the perimeter. The Pool is lined with blue 
ceramic tile and features a central low bubbler. The 
bubbler was added to the Pool to enhance visibility 
of the feature there by decreasing a potential safety 
issue. The condition of the pool is good.

Outdoor Pool- This spring fed swimming pool 
is located along the woodland trail northeast of 

environmental education and research. As a lake, 
the current condition of the feature is poor.

The Lake’s dam is located on the west side of the 
Lake and features a one-lane bridge and waterfall 
(Figure 3.118). The bridge was originally part of 
the Lake Road. Today the bridge links Reynolda 
Village to the multiuse trail that leads to Wake Forest 
University along a section of the original Lake Road.  
This structure was made of stone according to plans 
produced by Buckingham and Miller. The structure 
remains today despite being obscured by vegetation. 
The condition is good.

Boat House wall fountain- Nearby, the Boat House 
terrace features a wall fountain on the western wall 
(Figure 3.119). Currently the feature is not operable. 
Squared-off concrete piers flank a rectangular panel 
of stucco framed with red brick. Each pier is wired 
for electric lanterns. The center of the brick panel 
features a lion’s head medallion that spits water 
from its mouth into a semicircular pool below. The 
lion’s head medallion is very similar to the medallion 
used in the pool in Reynolda Gardens. The Pool is 
constructed of a brick base with concrete coping. 
The condition of the fountain is poor.

Figure 3.118: Lake dam, waterfall and bridge

Figure 3.119: Wall Fountain at Boat House

Figure 3.120: Forecourt Garden Pool

Figure 3.121: Pool Garden
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the Bungalow (Figure 3.109). The Pool has been 
filled with soil and now appears as a patch of 
grass surrounded with a concrete strip. Evidence 
of a ladder connection is evident on a piece of 
the concrete border along the northeast corner. 
Additionally, remnant blue paint is visible on the 
concrete in several locations.  The original metal 
slide has been removed. The swimming pool served 
the dual purpose of a recreational amenity and an 
irrigation basin. This area is minimally maintained 
and is currently in poor condition. 

Reservoirs- Another portion of the original 
irrigation system is visible at the southern corner 
of the study area. Located at the highpoint of the 
property, these concrete reservoirs were originally 
used to hold water that was pumped from the Lake 
(Figure 3.122). Water was gravity fed from these 
features to irrigation system in the village. The 
reservoirs are constructed of cast concrete forming 
large rectangular forms. The features appear to be in 
good condition.

Small-scale Features.
The Bungalow and Boat House terrace feature 
several carved slate benches that date to their original 
construction. At the Boat House the benches are 
rectilinear and are located in recessed alcoves on 
either side of the wall fountain. At the Bungalow the 
benches are semicircular and located around the 
wall of the Pool Garden. The benches are in good 
condition. Another curved slate bench was located 
in an alcove at the Swimming Pool. This bench was 
destroyed by vandals and has been replaced with a 
wood and concrete bench.

Figure 3.122: Concrete reservoirs
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Table 3.1: Current Condition Table
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Table 3.1: Current Condition Table (continued)
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Introduction
This chapter provides an analysis of the integrity 
and physical character of the historic landscape 
associated with the Reynolda Historic District 
(RHD). The analysis utilizes the methodology 
and criteria developed by the National Register of 
Historic Places and the National Park Service. The 
evaluation of integrity compares the history of the 
site with its existing conditions, discussed in previous 
sections, to identify which landscape features retain 
their physical and historic integrity. These features 
are then evaluated based on their continued ability 
to convey their historic significance so as to be 
contributing features in the cultural landscape. The 
evaluation of a cultural landscape benefits from 
considering a landscape as a continuum through 
history. A cultural landscape is the accumulation 
of features, often over long periods of time, which 
individually or in combination contribute to the 
historic significance of the property. 

National Register Status 
The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 
authorized the creation of the National Register 
of Historic Places as the official list of the Nation’s 
historic places worthy of preservation. The National 
Park Service is responsible for maintaining the list 
and coordinating with public and private entities 
to identify, evaluate, and protect America’s historic 
and archeological resources. The National Park 
Service has developed criteria for evaluating historic 
resources to determine their eligibility for listing 
on the National Register. The National Register 
Criteria for Evaluation examines a property’s age, 
integrity, and significance. To be considered historic, 
a property generally needs to be at least fifty years 
old. To possess integrity, a historic landscape needs 
to look the way it did in the past. The categories 
of integrity used to evaluate a property include: 
location, design, setting, material, workmanship, 
and feeling or association. The property must also 
be associated with historical events, activities, or 
developments that were important in the past. The 
National Register evaluates a property’s significance 
based on the following criteria: 

A. Association with events that have made a 
significant contribution to the broad patterns of our 
history; or

B. Association with the lives of persons significant 
in our past; or

C. Embodiment of the distinctive characteristics 
of a type, period, or method of construction, or that 
represent a significant and distinguishable entity 
whose components may lack individual distinction; 
or 

D. Yielding or potential to yield information in 
history or prehistory. 

The RHD was added to the National Register of 
Historic Places on November 28, 1980. Peggy S. 
LaRochelle of Reynolda House and Helen Moses 
of Reynolda Village, prepared the nomination form 
dated June 1980. The North Carolina State Historic 
Preservation Officer nominated the nationally 
significant district on July 10, 1980. The National 
Register District is not part of a Winston-Salem 
local historic district. 

Statement of Significance
The Statement of Significance (SOS) is a single 
paragraph summarizing the reasons a property is 
important and how it meets the National Register 
criteria.

Existing SOS 

The National Register nomination form for the RHD 
includes the following statement of significance: 

“Containing approximately 178 acres, Reynolda 
Historic District in northwestern Winston-Salem 
includes Reynolda House, Gardens, Village, and 
Presbyterian Church. The District was one part of 
a larger self-sufficient country Estate conceived and 
developed by Richard Joshua Reynolds, founder 
of the R. J. Reynolds Tobacco Company, and his 
wife Katherine Smith in the early decades of the 
twentieth century. Financed by the enormous 
wealth generated by Reynolds bright leaf tobacco 
industry which originated the famous Prince Albert 
smoking tobacco and Camel cigarettes, the Estate 

Analysis and Evaluation
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was to be a model farm community as well as the 
setting for Reynolda, the gracious Colonial Revival 
house designed for the Reynolds by Charles B. 
Keen. The gardens, the work of Thomas W. Sears, 
were designed not only to complement the house 
but to provide relaxation, food, and horticultural 
education. The village, with its buildings echoing 
the style and materials of the Bungalow, provided 
agricultural and mechanical support to the Estate 
as well as housing and educational facilities for the 
workers and their children. Reynolda Presbyterian 
Church was also established to serve the community. 
No longer owned by the Reynolds family, the house, 
gardens, and village have benefited from their 
generosity and are used as a cultural, educational, 
and commercial complex for the community and 
state.” 

This existing SOS recognizes Reynolda’s significance 
under National Register criteria A, B, and C. 
Criterion A recognizes the District’s association with 
the economic growth and development in Winston- 
Salem and North Carolina associated with tobacco 
manufacturing in the late nineteenth century and 
early twentieth century. Criterion B recognizes the 
District’s association with R. J. Reynolds, Charles 
Barton Keen, and Thomas Warren Sears. Criterion 
C recognizes the Districts embodiment of distinctive 
characteristics related to the Reynolds’ plan to create 
a self-sufficient Estate and model farm community. 

Proposed SOS
This CLR recommends amending the SOS to more 
accurately reflect Katharine Smith Reynolds’ role in 
the creation of the Estate: 

The Reynolda Estate in Winston-Salem, North 
Carolina, is a significant example of an early 
twentieth century country estate. Between 1906 
and 1924, Reynolda developed into a unique 
expression of enlightened Southern philanthropy, 
mixing the architectural vocabulary associated 
with the Country Place Era with the social and 
agricultural reform agenda of the Progressive Era. 
Katharine Smith Reynolds significantly expanded 
the traditional role of a woman of her generation by 
personally dictating the architectural program and 
directing the physical development of Reynolda. 
Whereas Katharine Reynolds was responsible 
for the design and implementation of Reynolda, 
Katharine’s first husband, R. J. Reynolds, financed 
its construction. Richard Joshua Reynolds was the 
founder and president of R. J. Reynolds Tobacco 
Company which, in this period, became the most 
profitable tobacco manufacturing company in 

America. To put form to her vision, Katharine hired 
historically-significant architects and landscape 
architects, including the firm Buckenham and Miller, 
landscape architect Thomas Sears, and architect 
Charles Barton Keen. Reynolda was a seminal 
estate planning triumph, designed as a model 
community to specifically improve the conditions 
of people living in rural Piedmont North Carolina. 
The layout of the Estate represents a modern 
reimagining of the pastoral tradition, translating 
the traditional village complex into a vision of the 
New South for the twentieth century. In addition 
to the sixty-four room, classically-inspired private 
mansion, Reynolda Estate had an extensive public 
realm, where a complex of buildings, spread across 
a carefully designed and constructed landscape, 
offered educational, spiritual, and vocational 
instruction to the surrounding community. At its 
height, Reynolda encompassed 1,067 acres and 
included two chapels, two schools, formal gardens 
and naturalistic landscapes, recreational facilities, an 
ornamental lake, a farm village with barns, stables, 
and residential cottages, and a working farm, with 
fields, orchards, and forests. 

Period of Significance 

Existing

The existing Period of Significance (POS) is 
1913-1917. The Areas of Significance include: 
agriculture, architecture, art, community planning, 
conservation, industry, landscape architecture, and 
social/humanitarian. 

Proposed

This CLR proposes using a broader period 
of significance for the RHD to reflect the full 
development of the Estate. The existing POS 
coincides with the construction of the Bungalow. The 
proposed POS reflects a relatively continuous state 
of development, which involved land acquisition, 
infrastructure development, and construction. The 
existing structures and landscapes retain sufficient 
integrity to accurately convey the significance of this 
period. The proposed terminal date for the period 
of significance is 1924, the date of Katharine Smith 
Johnston’s death. 
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Natural Systems and Features
This section evaluates the physical integrity of 
existing landscape features by comparing the 
historic condition of features dating to the proposed 
period of significance (1906–1924) with the current 
condition of these features in 2010. Evaluation of 
integrity is always based on the ability of the features 
to convey the historic significance of the property 
as defined in the Statement of Significance. Each 
feature is classified as either contributing or non-
contributing to the over-all historic significance of 
the RHD. 

Geology

RHD is sited in a northwest trending valley that 
follows the Silas Creek drainage basin. There is 
no evidence that the geology of the RHD has 
experienced changes that would undermine its 
ability to convey its historic character. The geology 
contributed to the historic character of the property 
because of the use of local stone in the construction 
of building, structures, and roads. Therefore, the 
geology of the RHD is a contributing feature with 
historic integrity. 

Topography 

The most important natural system influencing 
the initial development of the Reynolda Estate 
was perhaps landform. The character of the land 
influenced R. J. Reynolds selection of parcels on 
the east side of Reynolda Road that subsequently 
became the core of the future Estate. The natural 
topography slopes from various highpoints to the 
streams which drain the Estate. The floodplain of 
Silas Creek and associated tributaries provided a 
natural site for Lake Katharine and fertile ground 
for gardens and farm fields. The rolling topography 
provided landscape architects and engineers the 
ability to manufacture pastoral vistas in keeping with 
the aesthetics of naturalistic landscape design of the 
period. The highpoint became building sites for the 
most important buildings, including the Bungalow, 
Cow Barn, and Main Barn. The natural topography 
of the RHD is largely unchanged from the period 
of significance. There was minor alteration of 
the natural topography during the POS related to 
constructing various structures and constructing 
Lake Katharine. There was additional grading 
during more recent construction of structures 
and parking lots. However, there is no evidence of 
significant alteration to the natural land form that 
would undermine its ability to convey its historic 

character. Therefore, the topography of the RHD 
retains its integrity as a contributing aspect of the 
historic landscape.

Hydrology 

Water supply was an important consideration for 
the selection of the site for the Reynolda Estate. The 
natural hydrology supplied drinking water, water for 
agriculture, supplied the barns and Power Plant, and 
provided irrigation for the gardens and landscape 
plantings. The natural hydrology of the historic 
landscape featured Silas Creek and its spring-fed 
tributaries. These were dammed during the POS 
to create Lake Katharine. The irrigation system, 
developed during the POS, also altered the natural 
hydrology by drilling wells into existing springs and 
creating reservoirs to collect water. The hydrology 
of Lake Katharine has changed significantly since 
the POS as the lake filled with silt and reverted to 
a wetland. The hydrology of the other secondary 
streams is essentially unchanged. One exception 
is the section of stream in the “natural park” 
on the west side of Reynolda Road, which was 
routed through buried culverts in the 1960’s. Lake 
Katharine is still legible even though its present 
state does not accurately reflect its design intent 
as an artificially constructed water feature. The 
present condition of the wetland more accurately 
reflects the natural hydrology of the area prior to 
the changes undertaken in the POS. Therefore, the 
integrity of the natural hydrology is diminished due 
to alterations made during the POS and more recent 
activities. 

Soils

Katharine Smith Reynolds’ scientific farming 
practices were designed to improve the condition of 
the soil across the entire Estate. There is no evidence 
that the soils have been significantly undermined 
since the POS. In fact, the staff of Reynolda Gardens 
continues to monitor and improve soil conditions 
upon the property under their management. 
Therefore, soils retain integrity. 

Naturalized Vegetation

Before the POS, the area around Reynolda was 
predominately open fields, a feature of the farms 
that predated the Estate, and scattered woodlands, 
which were largely preserved during the planning 
and construction of the Estate. The present 
configuration of the forest edge is reminiscent of the 
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POS. The woodlands that surround the perimeter of 
the front lawn and former Golf Links are largely in 
their historic locations. The woodlands on the north 
and northeast side of the RHD are similar to the POS; 
but these areas have expanded, filling in the gaps that 
once supported agricultural fields and orchards. The 
composition and density of the forests has changed. 
The pine forest that was prevalent during the POS 
has experienced succession as hardwood species 
gradually supplant the pine species. Additionally, 
shade tolerant understory trees and shrubs have 
invaded the forest, whereas, historic photographs 
show a more open, maintained forest floor. Exotic 
species that were planted as ornamentals during 
the POS have invaded the forest and threaten the 
overall health of the forest. English ivy, for example, 
is presently carpeting large portions of the forest 
edge and climbing large numbers of trees. 

All of the existing historic plant material comprising 
the naturalized areas in the RHD is considered 
contributing to the cultural landscape. Changes 
in the composition of the forest and the spread of 
exotic plant material through the forest diminish 
its integrity. Overall, the naturalized vegetation has 
moderate integrity. 

Climate

Climate influenced the location and orientation 
of buildings and plantings. Climate impacted 
the appearance of the constructed landscape 
by influencing the performance of introduced 
plants. Nevertheless, there is no evidence that 
natural cyclical changes in climatic conditions 
have undermined its contribution to the cultural 
landscape. 

Summary

Natural landscape systems—most significantly 
topography, hydrology, and naturalized vegetation-- 
influenced the initial establishment and subsequent 
development of Reynolda. The natural systems were 
modified during the construction of the Estate. The 
natural systems continue to evolve because of natural 
ecological processes and because of the invasion of 
exotic species well-adapted to the environmental 
conditions of the RHD. Because these alterations 
largely occurred within the POS and because these 
changes are not irreversible, the natural systems 
contribute to the historic character of the cultural 
landscape. 

Cultural Features

Spatial Organization 

The spatial organization of RHD was historically 
shaped by two factors: the condition of the property 
upon purchase and the picturesque landscape 
aesthetics that influenced Mrs. Reynolds and her 
designers. Historically, there were distinct areas 
within the Estate with their own spatial organization 
and character. The site of the Bungalow, for example, 
was oriented to take advantage of the topography 
and views towards other planned landscape features, 
including Lake Katharine and the meadow/Golf 
Links. 

Reynolda Village was located northwest of the 
house, where prevailing winds would carry smells 
from the farm buildings away from the Bungalow. 
The majority of the Village buildings, roads and 
landscape features were placed on a grid that 
relates to Reynolda Road, which predates the 
construction of the Village. Reynolda Gardens 
was located adjacent to the Village, in between the 
Bungalow and Reynolda Road. Its location reflects 
the three audiences the garden served, the family, 
the employees and residents of the Village, and the 
community of Winston-Salem and surrounding 
area. The Village west of Reynolda Road related 
spatially to the east side with carefully designed and 
constructed open spaces that visually link the two 
sides of the Village. Reynolda Road reinforced this 
connection, serving as “Main Street” for the two 
sides of the Village. 

In summary, three areas historically influenced 
and defined the spatial organization of RHD—the 
Bungalow, Reynolda Village and Gardens east 
of Reynolda Road, and Reynolda Village and 
Presbyterian Church west of Reynolda Road. This 
spatial organization was an essential component 
contributing to the historic significance of Reynolda 
as a cultural landscape. The width and use of Reynolda 
Road has changed significantly, compromising the 
spatial connection between Villages on either side 
of the road. The individual components may have 
lost elements of their integrity, but in general, the 
overall spatial organization of the Bungalow, East 
Village, the Gardens, and West Village retains spatial 
integrity.
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Land Use 

Prior to the POS the land was predominately 
farmland. The Reynolds converted the land within 
the RHD to a personal estate and agricultural village. 
Former fields stretching between two purchased 
parcels created an open space that became the 
site of the Golf Links and front lawn. Silas Creek 
was dammed to create Lake Katharine. Northwest 
of the Bungalow was Reynolda  Village, which 
featured business and farm structures, residences 
for employees, and public formal gardens. Across 
Reynolda Road were additional residences, farm 
related buildings, athletic fields, and Reynolda 
Church. 

Reynolda House is presently used as a historic house 
museum and art museum. This contemporary use 
required rehabilitation of the house and grounds. 
Reynolda Village is presently a commercial district 
featuring a mix of retail, restaurant, and office 
spaces. This is appropriate for the historically 
commercial and business related structures in the 
Village. The use of historic residences and historic 
farm structures as commercial space is inconsistent 
with historic land use patterns. 

Reynolda Presbyterian Church continues to support 
a congregation and the activities related to Christian 
worship and education, which is consistent with 
its historic land use. The historic residences have 
been converted to a nonresidential use, relocated, 
rehabilitated, or demolished. The open space 
behind/west of the Church is still largely open 
space. 

Reynolda Gardens continue to be a display garden 
and greenhouse that is open to the public. The 
contemporary use is consistent with the historic use 
and intent of the area. There were roads historically 
in the woods east of the Bungalow. There are 
presently nature trails that occupy portions of the 
historic routes. This use is consistent with historic 
land use. 

The transfer of the property to uses other than 
residential and agricultural has resulted in numerous 
landscape additions including new walkways, roads, 
parking lots, and signs. These reflect the present 
uses of the property as institutional, educational, 
or commercial. The historic land use patterns of 
Reynolda were character-defining features of the 
historic landscape. The non-historic contemporary 
uses of the property, while inconsistent with historic 
land use patterns and non-contributing to the 
cultural landscape, do not completely undermine 
the integrity of this aspect of the historic landscape. 

Therefore, the integrity of historic land use has been 
diminished, but is still contributing. 

Vegetation 

Cultural vegetation includes indigenous and 
introduced plant material, including trees, shrubs, 
vines, ground covers, and herbaceous material. 
Stands of trees that existed prior to the POS were 
largely preserved during the development of the 
Estate. During the POS, the landscape assumed a new 
character as the Reynolds family introduced large 
amounts of plant material, including exotics and 
natives, under the direction of landscape architect 
Thomas Sears. Sears prepared ornamental planting 
designs for practically every structure in the Historic 
District, which are recorded in the collection of 
the Reynolda House Museum of American Art 
(RHMAA) Archives. The front meadow, which 
historically was a golf course, was kept mostly open, 
with selected clumps of trees used as accents. The 
edges of the forests were managed. The edges were 
prevented from encroaching upon the open space. 
Ornamental understory trees, including dogwoods 
and redbuds, were introduced along the edges of the 
forest. Daffodil bulbs decorated the forest edges and 
the banks of Lake Katharine. Evergreen trees were 
planted in strategic locations to control views or to 
punctuate vistas. The Golf Links, the lawns north 
and south of the Bungalow, featured manicured turf. 
Orchards existed on the northeast banks of Lake 
Katharine and in the open fields west of Reynolda 
Church. These orchards were either removed or 
succumbed to successional forest growth. 

Currently, existing vegetation in the Historic District 
includes a mixture of historic specimen trees, 
remnants of historic shrub masses, and ground 
covers that have spread from their original location. 
Mature evergreen trees, which date from the POS, 
dominate the landscape around the Bungalow. 
Many of the ornamental shrubs planted around 
the Bungalow have been lost. Several clumps of 
historic evergreen trees are scattered across the 
Estate, as evidence of Sears’ attempts to accentuate 
specific views. Many large hardwood trees, some of 
which may predate the POS, are scattered through 
the landscape. Many of the ornamental flowering 
trees planted along the forest edges have been lost. 
Practically all of the landscape plantings associated 
with the buildings in the Village have been lost. 
Most of the ornamental plantings associated 
with the entrances into the Estate have been lost. 
Replacement of historic plant material has been 
uneven across the RHD.  
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Most of the existing vegetation in the Gardens dates 
from after the POS; but the character and selection 
of plant material in the Garden, based on historic 
records, faithfully reconstructs the original design 
of the historic landscape. 

Historic specimen trees and shrubs that survive 
from the POS are considered contributing features 
to the site’s historic significance. Trees and shrubs 
that have been replanted as part of the restoration of 
documented historic planting plans are considered 
contributing features of the cultural landscape. All 
other vegetation, including historic plant material 
invading non-intended locations, is considered 
non-contributing.

Buildings and Structures 

Buildings and structures are prominent elements 
in the cultural landscape. They represent perhaps 
the most significant category of character-defining 
features contributing to the historic significance 
of the site. Of the fifty-one buildings and fourteen 
structures currently in the study area, the vast 
majority date from the POS. Currently, each of 
these buildings and structures are in various states 
of rehabilitation, but the majority of their fabric 
is historic and the majority of these buildings and 
structures are contributing features. The exceptions 
include the Cattle Shed, which is a reconstruction. 
Non-contributing buildings also include those that 
have been so extensively altered so that the original 
architectural style and form are presently illegible. 
These buildings include most of the buildings in 
the west side of the Village. Buildings that have 
been moved to a setting significantly different than 
its historic landscape setting are non-contributing. 
These include the Summer House and the Plumber’s 
Cottage. The Post Office, however, has been moved, 
but its proximity to its original location makes it 
contributing. 

Circulation 
Roads.
Circulation was an essential component of 
the Reynolda landscape. One of the earliest 
improvements to the landscape directly related to 
the development of the Reynolda Estate was road 
construction. A few roads already existed, including 
Reynolda Road, but the majority of the roads 
were developed during the POS. The layout of the 
roads is essential to understanding the landscape 
architecture of the Estate. The construction methods 
also reflect the most modern practices available in 

America during the early twentieth century. Mrs. 
Reynolds paid for Reynolda Road to be paved with 
concrete in 1916, reported to be the first concrete 
road in the State. Several of the other roads in the 
Estate, including the entrance road to the Bungalow 
and the roads in the Village, received a surface 
treatment of bituminous asphalt, a relatively new 
advancement in pavement. 

Few additions were made to the circulation after 
the POS. The Babcock family constructed a new 
entrance road that approached the Bungalow from 
the east. New parking facilities were constructed 
in the Village in the 1960’s and again in the late 
1970’s. Ken Way was realigned after the POS and 
parking lots were added to the landscape in the west 
Village. 

With the exception of these additions made after the 
POS, the road system throughout the RHD retains 
integrity as a contributing feature in the cultural 
landscape. 

Trails and Pedestrian Walkways.
The Reynolds’ had walking paths throughout the 
Estate. Ellerbe’s 1925 “General Plan of Reynolda” 
shows paths radiating out from the entrances into 
the Bungalow to the Tennis Court, the Swimming 
Pool, and the Village. These walking paths had 
lighted bollards. The historic pedestrian system 
is largely lost, occasionally marked by an extant 
bollard. Today there are nature trails through the 
forested areas on the Estate. These trails were 
developed in the 1970’s, but sections occupy the 
routes of historic roads. The historic walking paths 
do not retain integrity. The 1970’s nature trails 
are non-contributing, but do not detract from the 
cultural landscape.

The paths in Reynolda Gardens remain in their 
historic location and contribute to the cultural 
landscape. The historic pedestrian walkways in 
the Village have been completely lost. The current 
pedestrian system in the Village was constructed to 
support its modern, commercial use and does not 
reflect historic circulation patterns. The modern 
pedestrian system does not contribute to the historic 
significance of the RHD. 

Utilities 

Utilities were an important feature in the 
historic landscape, but the majority of the utility 
infrastructure was underground in utility tunnels. 
There were utility lines running overhead along 
Reynolda Road during the POS. The current utility 
infrastructure visible in the landscape, including 
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current utility lines on Reynolda Road, does not 
contribute to the historic significance of the site. 

Small scale Features 

Small scale features in the RHD are currently a 
combination of historic and contemporary items. 
Contemporary site furnishings include items related 
to the institutional, educational, and commercial use 
of the property. These include benches, interpretive 
signs, business signs, modern fences, utility screens, 
and trash receptacles. Other contemporary small-
scale features relate to the restoration of documented 
historic features. These include the Boarding House 
Well, the Gardens’ pergola, and reconstructed water 
trough. The modern small-scale features do not 
contribute to the historic landscape. The existing 
historic small-scale features, such as the historic 
lights, historic bollards, historic gates, and historic 
cold frames, contribute to the site’s significance. 

Component Landscapes

Village 

Spatial Organization.
The majority of the Village buildings, roads, and 
landscape features were placed on a grid that relates 
to Reynolda Road, which predates the construction 
of the Village. The main courtyard at the entrance to 
the Village extended perpendicularly from Reynolda 
Road, creating a main axis that is carried across the 
street to the Presbyterian Church complex. All the 
buildings in the East Village are oriented within this 
grid except for the Boarding House and the Barns. 
The Boarding House predates the Village. The Barns 
are located on the crest of a hill overlooking the 
Village; its orientation responds to the topography 
and reinforces it’s prominence as a feature in the 
landscape. All of the residences in the East Village 
face the roads forming this grid, either Reynolda 
Road or the main Village road. 

The Village on the west side of Reynolda Road was 
organized around the axis extending across from the 
courtyard and around existing natural features. The 
secondary road for the West Village (presently called 
Brookfield Drive) is not exactly parallel to Reynolda 
Road. Its alignment was influenced by the stream 
that becomes part of the “natural park” in this area. 
The residences in the West Village were oriented in 
relationship to this road and the greenspace around 
the stream. Reynolda Presbyterian Church, the 
outdoor auditorium, the Katharine Smith Johnston 

Memorial Building, and the Katharine Smith 
Johnston Memorial Circle were all historically 
oriented on the grid established in the Eeast Village. 
The area behind the Church was historically open 
space with open lawn and athletic fields.  

The spatial organization of the Village grouped most 
of the public buildings and spaces at the entrances 
into the Village. The Church was on axis with the 
entrance into the West Village. The Post Office, 
which also served as the Superintendent’s Office, 
was on axis with the entrance to the East Village 
before it was relocated in 1961. The Blacksmith’s 
Shop was located at a secondary entrance. Reynolda 
Gardens, representing a romanticized environment, 
anchored the south end of the Village. The Power 
Plant, representing modern industry, anchored the 
north end. The agricultural buildings occupy the 
in-between space, symbolizing the role Katharine 
Reynolds expected farming to play bridging the gap 
between the past and the future. 

The Reynolda Village retains the integrity of the 
spatial organization of the buildings. The alignment 
of the historic roads and cluster arrangement of its 
buildings are important contributing components 
defining the historic character of the cultural 
landscape. 

Land Use.
The majority of the East Village buildings relate to the 
operation of the farm and industries that supported 
the Estate. There were also residential cottages for 
employees. This area is today a commercial center, 
with a mixture of retail, offices, and restaurants. 
The Village buildings west of Reynolda Road 
included employee housing, agricultural buildings, 
athletic fields, and a Church complex. Currently, 
the Superintendent’s Cottage has been converted 
to administrative use for the Presbyterian Church. 
The Church continues to operate as a place of 
worship. The Manse was demolished and the 
Plumber’s Cottage relocated. The other residential 
buildings remain residential in use. The open fields 
surrounding the Church have been largely preserved 
although converted to athletic fields for Summit 
School. The Summit School campus currently 
occupies the site of the historic athletic fields. 

The contemporary uses are considered non-
contributing to the historic landscape. 

Vegetation.
The majority of the buildings in Reynolda Village 
were extravagantly planted with landscapes 
designed by Thomas Sears, a historically significant 
landscape architect. The majority of these planting 
plans, furthermore, are preserved in RHMAA 
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Archives. The designed landscapes of the Village 
have not received the level of maintenance they 
received during the POS and consequently very 
little historic vegetation remains. Currently, there 
is very little evidence of the domestic landscapes 
that surrounded the Village cottages and little 
evidence of the plantings designed for the other 
Village buildings, including the offices, barns, 
Blacksmith Shop, or Power Plant. For example, 
the historic plantings that adorned the knoll north 
of the Reynolda Barns are well-documented, but 
completely missing. The historic plantings around 
the Power Plant are completely missing. Overall, the 
only remaining historic plant material are mature 
specimen trees that were originally part of a larger 
planting scheme. Their association with a designed 
landscape has been completely lost. The exceptions 
are the pollarded London Plane trees and American 
Sycamore trees around the entrance courtyard; the 
mature sugar maples growing along Reynolda Road; 
and the groups of mature Eastern Red Cedars that 
mark the entrances to the Village. 

The remaining vegetation in the Village, including 
planting beds, foundation shrubs, and trees, are not 
from the POS. The character of the current plantings 
are not in keeping with the style of the original 
landscape and do not contribute to the current 
cultural landscape. The historic specimen trees 
contribute to the historic landscape as reference 
points, but the historic context of these trees as part 
of a designed landscape has largely been lost. 

Circulation.
All of the vehicular circulation elements of the 
historic landscape of the Village were constructed 
during the POS, except for Reynolda Road, which 
predates the Village. The major features of vehicular 
circulation include the entrance courtyard and the 
roads that established the layout of the Village on 
both sides of Reynolda Road. A spur road to the north 
side of the Main Barn and a spur road to the Boat 
House branch off of the road from the Bungalow. 
All of these roads were surfaced in bituminous 
asphalt. All of these roads have been widened and 
resurfaced, but they are in their historic placement 
and alignment. 

Additional roads were added and existing roads 
widened in the period following the POS as Wake 
Forest University took over management of the 
Village. The 1977 Master Plan called for additional 
roads and parking lots, which have been constructed 
since the late 1970’s. A road in the West Village, 
presently called Ken Way, was realigned after the 
POS to make way for expansion of Summit School. 
The Presbyterian Church has added parking 

facilities adjacent to their buildings and in the open 
space between their property and Reynolda Road. 
These modern intrusions into the landscape do not 
contribute to the historic significance of the site. 

All of the buildings in the Village had pedestrian 
sidewalks connecting their entrances to the road 
network. These sidewalks were typically concrete 
with brick borders. The current pedestrian 
circulation system was installed largely in the 1970’s 
to support the Village’s commercial use. There have 
been recent additions and repairs to the pedestrian 
circulation system. Current circulation patterns do 
not reflect the historic character of the Village and 
do not contribute to the historic significance of the 
current cultural landscape.

Buildings and Structures.
A large majority of buildings in East Village are historic. 
All have been altered as they were rehabilitated for 
commercial use. Most of these alterations do not 
compromise the overall architectural integrity of the 
building. For example, the infill of porches changes 
a historic feature that is significant to understanding 
the historic use of the building; but the porch is still 
legible and the alteration is reversible. The exception 
in the East Village is the Cattle Shed, which is 
largely a reconstruction. Two historic buildings, the 
Plumber’s Cottage and Post Office, are not in their 
original location, but retain architectural integrity. 
All of the historic buildings, except the Cattle Shed, 
retain sufficient historic integrity to contribute to 
the significance of the cultural landscape. 

The alteration to the Reynolda Presbyterian Church 
significantly compromises its historic integrity. The 
recent additions disrupt the architectural symmetry 
of the building and obscure its original form, 
orientation, and use of the structure. Nevertheless, 
the original building is discernible despite these 
changes. Even though the integrity of the building 
is diminished it still contributes to the cultural 
landscape. Similarly, the Johnston Memorial 
Building and the Superintendent’s Cottage have 
been altered, but retain integrity and contribute 
to the landscape. The location of the Katharine 
Smith Johnston Memorial Circle is still visible in the 
landscape, but the majority of its historic fabric has 
been destroyed. While it was a significant feature 
in the historic landscape, it is a non-contributing 
feature in its present condition. The changes and 
additions to the other historic cottages make them 
non-contributing buildings. The modern buildings 
in this area are non-contributing.

Views and Vistas.
The most significant historic view within the Village 
was across Reynolda Road. The design and layout 
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of the Village used the view between the Post 
Office and the Presbyterian Church to connect the 
two sides. The relocation of the Post Office, the 
additions to the Church, and changes to the gateway 
features have diminished the integrity of this view. A 
significant secondary view was down the main street 
of the East Village towards the Barn Complex on the 
hill. This view is largely intact despite the addition 
of modern signage and parking lots. The view of the 
barns from “Sunset Hill” is disrupted by a modern 
parking lot. The views between the Katharine Smith 
Johnston Memorial Circle and Memorial Building 
is intact though diminished because of changes to 
both features.

Overall the views and vistas currently retain enough 
integrity to remain contributing to the cultural 
landscape. 

Constructed Water Features.
The fountain in the Cattle Shed is non-historic and 
non-contributing. 

Small Scale Features.
Small-scale features in the Village are primarily 
non-historic additions to the landscape related to 
its contemporary use as a commercial center. These 
are largely site furnishings and signage that do not 
contribute to the historic significance of the site. 

Garden 

Spatial Organization.
Reynolda Gardens run parallel to Reynolda Road 
and perpendicular to the axis connecting the East 
and West Villages. The historically significant 
elements of the spatial organization include the 
relationship between the Gardens, Village, and 
House. This relationship is intact and continues 
to contribute to the cultural landscape. The space 
within the Gardens was historically subdivided using 
architectural elements. The Greenhouses formed 
the north edge of the space; the forest formed the 
south edge of the Gardens. A row of Pergolas and 
Shelters visually subdivided the Gardens. This 
spatial organization retains integrity and continues 
to be a contributing feature of the landscape.

Land Use.
During the historic period of significance, this area 
was the location of a formal garden planted with a 
variety of ornamental trees, shrubs, and herbaceous 
material. The Gardens were designed and planted as 
an amenity for the Reynolds family, residents of the 
Village, and the general public. Its use contributed 
to the historic significance of the site. The Gardens 
continue to be planted and maintained much as they 

had historically. The Gardens are still accessible 
to the surrounding community. This resource 
maintains a high level of integrity of land use.

Vegetation.
The historic planting plans for Reynolda Gardens 
are preserved in the RHMAA Archives. The 
complexity of the planting plans and the enormous 
diversity of plant material, including both natives 
and exotics, is a character-defining feature of the 
historic landscape. These were intensive gardens 
that required significant levels of maintenance. 
Thomas Sears revised the planting plan in the 1930’s. 
Sections of the Gardens were dedicated to an All-
American Rose Garden in the 1970’s. The Gardens 
were restored in the 1990’s. During the restoration, 
substantial amounts of existing vegetation was 
removed and replaced with plants selected to 
recreate the original design intent of the Gardens. 
Cryptomeria was propagated to replace the historic 
trees that were overgrown. Substitutions were made 
because the originally specified plant either could 
not be located or was known to not perform well in 
that environment. Overall, the composition of plant 
material is true to the original design of the Gardens. 
Therefore, the vegetation of the Gardens continues 
to contribute to the cultural landscape. 

Circulation.
Historic circulation included the paths and stairs 
in the Gardens. These were accurately restored in 
the 1990’s using period plans. They retain integrity 
and contribute to the historic significance of the 
site. There are additional modern pedestrian paths 
that do not contribute to but are not considered to 
be detrimental to the current cultural landscape. 
Likewise, there is a vehicular road through the 
forest to the service area. This non-historic feature 
does not contribute to the historic significance of 
the Gardens. 

Buildings and Structures.
The Greenhouse complex was built in 1913. The 
Greenhouse was a significant feature in the historic 
landscape. The Greenhouse has been altered, but 
the overall architectural integrity of the building 
is intact. It continues to be a contributing feature 
in the landscape. The Reynolda girls’ Play House 
overlooking the Gardens was constructed in 1921. 
It has been restored and retains a high degree of 
integrity. The Reynolda boys’ Log Cabin and a Tool 
Shed, both which date from the POS, have been 
altered but continue to contribute to the landscape. 

All of the structures in the Gardens, including 
the Shelters, Pergolas, and Tea Houses were 
originally constructed during the POS; they were 
all reconstructed during the restoration of the 
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Gardens. The reconstruction was based on period 
documentation and study of the historic structures. 
They accurately convey the architectural form 
and function of the original and contribute to the 
cultural landscape. 

Views and Vistas.
The historically significant views are within the 
Gardens. Most views terminate in an architectural 
focal point. There are also views within the sections 
of the Gardens along garden paths. All of these 
views were faithfully restored and are accurately 
maintained. Reynolda Road was historically 
screened from the Gardens. Recent thinning of the 
evergreen hedge has opened views in that direction. 
Views towards the boys’ Log Cabin were framed 
by large cedar which have become overgrown and 
largely replaced by other evergreen species. Overall, 
the views and vistas within the Gardens continue to 
contribute to the cultural landscape. 

Constructed Water Features.
Constructed water features include two fountains 
in the Gardens. Both have been accurately restored 
or reconstructed and contribute to the historic 
significance of the site.

Small Scale Features.
The majority of small scale features are site furnishings 
related to its contemporary use and interpretation. 
Interpretive signs, trash receptacles, irrigation 
systems are not historic but do not compromise the 
historic significance of the Gardens. 

House 

Spatial Organization.
Period plans and photographs in the RHMAA 
collection clearly record the design intent of 
the landscape around the Bungalow. The spatial 
organization of the south end of the RHD was 
generally focused on the Bungalow. The circulation 
system, including roads and paths, all led to the 
House. The meadow, Golf Links, and landscape 
plantings were amenities for the House. The open 
space associated with the meadow and Golf Links 
provided sweeping views from the House that were 
essential to the picturesque landscape. Although 
the historic grass lawn and Golf Links have changed 
in terms of species, the current uses of these areas 
largely retain the form and character of the open 
space that contributed to the historic landscape. 

Planting plans show Sears used plants to subdivide 
the space around the House and to frame views 
towards and away from the House. The site plans 
record the physical relationship between the House 

and ancillary spaces, such as the Forecourt and Pool 
Garden. Slate walkways connected the different 
spaces around house and connected the Bungalow 
to different areas of the Estate. 

The spatial organization around the Bungalow has 
been diminished because of alterations after the 
POS. The Babcock’s shift of the front entrance and 
parking area to the east wing altered the significance 
of the Forecourt in the entry sequence. Subsequent 
alterations to the east wing, including the filling-in 
of the breezeway and Babcock museum wing, block 
the pedestrian connections between the south and 
north sides of the Bungalow. These changes and the 
lack of access to the north side of the House from 
the Lake Porch diminish the spatial organization of 
the Bungalow.

The spatial organization associated with the 
Bungalow was a character-defining feature of 
the historic landscape. The alterations to that 
organization have moderately diminished its 
historic integrity, but the spatial organization is still 
a contributing feature of the cultural landscape. 

Land Use.
The dominate land uses for this area during the 
POS was residential and recreational. The House 
and roads were constructed specifically for their 
personal use. The Golf Links, Tennis Courts, lawn, 
Gardens, and pathways were for the enjoyment of the 
Reynolda family. The present use of the Bungalow 
is as a museum and educational institution. The 
contemporary use of the property resulted in 
alterations that have diminished the integrity of the 
historic landscape. Overall, the contemporary use 
of the Bungalow is not detrimental to the spaces 
ability to convey its historic significance. 

Vegetation.
The vegetation introduced in this component 
landscape is an essential feature defining this 
property’s historic significance. Thomas Sears 
provided numerous plans for this area that record 
the design intent and reflect the character of 
landscape architecture in America during this 
period. Sears used large evergreen trees to accent 
views of the House and to emphasize vistas from 
the house. Trees and shrubs were used around the 
House to provide seasonal beauty and to subdivide 
the space into discrete garden spaces. Remaining 
historic trees and shrubs continue to convey 
the design intent associated with their planting 
and contribute to the historic significance of the 
property. Historic plants have been replaced based 
on period documentation. Accurate replacements, 
while non-historic, contribute to the cultural 
landscape. Plantings from the period after the POS, 
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for example some plantings within the 1930’s Sears 
Sunken Garden, are historic but do not contribute 
to the landscape of the POS. Replacements and 
additions that do not appear on historic plans are 
considered non-contributing. 

Fields that existed when the Reynolds’ purchased 
the property were converted to Golf Links and lawn. 
Historic documents record that rye grass was seeded 
in these areas as early as 1909 and that sheep were 
used to graze the grass. The Golf Links were also 
mown by mule-powered mowers during the POS. 
Currently, the Golf Links has been converted to a 
naturalized meadow composed of a much greater 
diversity of plant species than during the POS. The 
vegetation of the meadow is non-historic and non-
contributing. The historic trees that remain around 
this area contribute to the cultural landscape. 

Circulation.
Throughout the POS, bituminous asphalt roads 
accommodated vehicular circulation within and 
to this component landscape. The entrance road, 
leading from Reynolda Road to the Bungalow, 
originally led to a Forecourt parking area. A section 
of this road and the parking area was removed 
in the 1930’s. A new entrance road was added to 
the east side of the Bungalow during this same 
period. Parking facilities were added to this area to 
accommodate public parking and employee parking. 
The historic road network has been resurfaced and 
widened, but largely appears to retain its historic 
alignment. The historic roads, which include the 
farm road and road to the Boat House, contribute 
to the cultural landscape. 

Pedestrian circulation consisted of slate walkways in 
the vicinity of the House and natural-surfaced trails 
leading to other areas on the Estate. The historic slate 
walkways survive in the area of the Pool Garden on 
the north side of the Bungalow. On the south side, 
the slate walkway on the west wing appears to be 
historic. These historic walkways are contributing 
features of the landscape. The slate walkway on 
the east wing is non-historic, but is in a very similar 
configuration as during the POS. The slate patio 
associated with the Babcock’s reconfiguration of 
the Forecourt area is historic but non-contributing 
to the period of significance. Modern walkways 
associated with modern parking and pedestrian 
circulation is non-contributing. 

Buildings and Structures
Reynolda House was the most prominent and 
significant building in the historic landscape. All 
other buildings and landscape largely relate to 
this building. The building has been altered since 
the POS. The most significant additions occurred 

during the Babcock period of ownership and since 
then?? the Bungalow was converted to a museum. 
The removal of the Porte-cochere and the addition 
of the Guest House and Pool House diminish the 
integrity of the building. The enclosure of porches, 
the addition of the Babcock Wing, and the addition 
of parking lots also diminish the integrity of the 
House. The additions to the House subsequent 
to the POS are non-contributing to the cultural 
landscape. Overall, the Bungalow retains sufficient 
architectural integrity to be a contributing feature 
in the cultural landscape. The Tennis Courts and 
related structures have lost integrity because of 
their deteriorated physical condition, but they are 
significant features of the historic landscape and 
still contribute to the cultural landscape.

Other historically significant buildings in this 
component landscape include the Boat House, 
Concrete Pump House, and Stone Pump House at 
the Swimming Pool. These buildings are in various 
states of repair and rehabilitation, but all retain 
sufficient physical integrity to contribute to the 
cultural landscape. Historic structures include the 
Boat House Terrace, Swimming Pool, and stone 
entrance piers and gates. These are contributing 
features of the cultural landscape. Overall, all of the 
historic structures are considered contributing to 
the POS. 

Views and Vistas.
Views and vistas associated with the Bungalow 
are character-defining features of the historic 
landscape. Thomas Sears’ planting plans and 
photographs provide evidence of their historic 
significance. Views of and from the south side of 
the Bungalow retain much of its historic integrity. 
Large evergreen trees continue to frame views of 
the House. The vista across the front lawn towards 
the meadow retains a very similar character as 
during the POS. Views of the north elevation of 
the Bungalow are currently obstructed by mature 
evergreen and magnolia trees. Vistas towards 
Lake Katharine have changed significantly due to 
changes to the Lake and the forest. The Eastern Red 
Cedars that framed the views from the Lake Porch 
have been lost. Historic photographs show that the 
forest floor was cleared, providing views through 
the forest. Trees and underbrush currently obstruct 
views through these areas. The forest surrounding 
this component landscape largely screens views to 
anachronistic elements associated with current land 
use patterns around the RHD. However, the forest 
growth currently blocks the views connecting the 
Bungalow to the other areas of Estate. 
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Overall, the views and vistas of this component 
landscape retain a moderate level of integrity and 
continue to contribute to the historic significance of 
the property. 

Constructed Water Features.
The most significant constructed water feature in 
the entire District is Lake Katharine. Lake Katharine 
reflects the aesthetics guiding the entire planning 
and execution of the Estate. Lake Katharine is also 
important in its functional role in the water supply 
system for the Estate. Lake Katharine historically 
faced issues with silting. This silting has continued 
to where Lake Katharine functions more as a natural 
wetland than constructed water feature. Trees and 
shrubs have established themselves on the banks 
and across the wetland. The edges of the former 
Lake remain legible, but are increasingly difficult 
to discern because of vegetation. Lake Katharine 
retains little integrity directly related to its designed 
intent. The lower pool has similarly experienced 
significant changes since the POS. The Dam and 
associated water fall that created Lake Katharine, 
however, retains a high level of integrity. Overall, 
these features, while diminished in integrity, 
contribute to the cultural landscape. 

The water system was an important feature in the 
historic landscape. The physical condition of the 
reservoirs, Pump Houses, and Swimming Pool vary. 
The Swimming Pool, for example, has been filled. 
While this undermines its integrity, the outlines 
of the pool are still legible, as is its function in the 
landscape. The reservoirs are in fair condition. The 
remaining elements of the system are significant 
in the history of the site and contribute to the 
significance of the current cultural landscape.  

The terrace wall fountains at the Boat House terrace 
are inoperable, diminishing their integrity. They are 
significant feature of the terrace design and continue 
to be contributing features of the landscape.

Small Scale Features.
When the Reynolds family lived in the Bungalow, the 
landscape likely contained a variety of small-scale 
features that were not documented on historic plans. 
The small-scale features that do appear on historic 
plans and photographs were largely ornamental. 
Currently, the features on the site are a combination 
of historic (some from the POS and some from later 
periods) and contemporary items. Most historic 
features, including the slate benches, light standards, 
and light bollards, are in good condition and 
contribute to the site’s historic significance. Most of 
the contemporary items relate to the current use of 
the site as a museum and educational facility. These 
items include benches, utilities, interpretive, and 

directional signage. These contemporary items do 
not contribute to the cultural landscape. 

Evaluation of Landscape 
Integrity
The National Register of Historic Places specifies 
seven defining qualities of integrity for a cultural 
landscape. These include: location, design, setting, 
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. 
To be listed on the National Register, a property’s 
historic identity will be evident because of the 
survival of sufficient physical characteristics from 
the period of historic significance. 

While it is not necessary for all seven qualities to 
be present to convey a sense of past time and place, 
it is essential for a property to retain enough of its 
historic fabric to evoke its appearance during the 
POS. The RHD retains much of its integrity as a 
cultural landscape, retaining many key landscape 
features from the POS. RHD possesses degrees of 
integrity for each aspect of the cultural landscape. 
Overall, the RHD successfully conveys its historic 
significance from the period 1906 to 1924.  

Location

Location refers to the site where a cultural landscape 
was constructed or evolved over time. It may also 
refer to the specific location of a historic event. 
Reynolda was historically much larger than the 
present Historic District, but the location of many 
of the individual elements the RHD that collectively 
convey the significance of the property remain largely 
unchanged. Many historic, character-defining small-
scale features and component landscapes remain in 
their original location. Additionally, the fact that 
the RHD largely reflects the historic core of the 
property that Katharine Smith (Reynolds) Johnston 
designated in her will as the “Home Place” further 
increases the historic significance of the RHD. 

Two buildings have been moved since the POS 
(the Post Office and the Plumber’s Cottage); two 
buildings have been demolished (the Manse and 
the Boarding House). The Electrician’s Cottage was 
relocated during the POS. Individual buildings have 
been extensively renovated and rehabilitated, but 
remain in their historic location. Overall, the RHD 
retains a high measure of integrity of location. 
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Design

Design refers to the combination of landscape 
features that create the spatial organization, 
form, and style of a cultural landscape. There are 
component landscapes and individual landscape 
features within the Historic District that were 
designed as independent compositions and retain 
integrity of design. The entrance sequence, for 
example, accurately reflects the picturesque 
landscape architectural traditions that informed the 
general planning of the Estate. The restored formal 
Gardens accurately reflect the original design and 
intent of Thomas Sears. On the other hand, much 
of the design integrity of the landscape on the north 
side of the Bungalow, including views towards Lake 
Katharine have been severely compromised due to 
recent construction, changes in maintenance levels, 
and changes in the composition of the forest. The 
spatial design of Reynolda Village, including the 
placement of roads and buildings, is largely intact, 
but the landscape designs for individual buildings 
have been almost completely lost. Consequently, the 
RHD retains moderate integrity of design reflecting 
the POS.

Setting

Setting refers to the physical environment within 
and surrounding a property that establishes the 
historic character of the landscape. Natural systems 
and land use influence the integrity of setting. The 
land use of the property surrounding Reynolda has 
significantly changed. The farmland to the east and 
north of the Estate is today Wake Forest University. 
The property surrounding the western edge of the 
Historic District has been converted to residential 
subdivisions and the campus of Summit School. The 
athletic fields and Five Row community that formed 
the northwest edge of the Estate has been lost to an 
industrial park and Silas Creek Parkway. However, 
the impact of these changes to the setting varies from 
within the RHD. The setting of the Bungalow, for 
example, retains a moderate to high level of integrity 
because of the preservation of the vistas extending 
south across what was historically the front lawn 
and Golf Links. The setting of Reynolda Gardens 
retains a high degree of integrity. Changes in land use 
and the visual intrusions related to the commercial 
use of the Village compromises the integrity of 
the historic setting of that area. Similarly, modern 
intrusions into the landscape associated with the 
west Village compromises the historic setting of that 
area. Overall, the setting is similar to that during the 
POS, but it has been altered; therefore the site has a 
moderate level of integrity for its historic setting. 

Materials

Materials refer to the physical components that 
were combined during the POS to form the 
cultural landscape. These materials often include 
building materials, such as paving, plant material, 
or site furnishings. These collectively form the set 
of materials used to construct or furnish a historic 
landscape. Subsequent additions to and substitutions 
for the historic materials can diminish the historic 
integrity of materials. There have certainly been 
losses of historic material, but sufficient character-
defining materials from the POS remain in the 
current landscape. These materials are generally in 
good condition and are distinguishable from non-
historic materials. Therefore, the RHD retains a 
high level of integrity for its historic materials. 

Workmanship

Workmanship refers to physical evidence of 
the craftsmanship of the historic period. There 
is abundant evidence of the fine quality of 
workmanship in the site’s buildings and structures. 
The workmanship responsible for constructing 
historic walls and walkways, for example, are clearly 
discernible from more recently constructed modern 
walls and walkways. RHD retains a high level of 
integrity of workmanship.

Feeling

Feeling refers to a property’s ability to express the 
aesthetic or historic character of the landscape 
during the POS. RHD has a moderate integrity to 
the feeling of the period of significance. The visual 
cohesiveness created by the architecture of the 
buildings in the East Village, for example, accurately 
conveys the aesthetic of the period. However, the 
current land use differs greatly, undermining the 
feeling of the Village’s agricultural heritage. While 
the bustle of activity of the current land use of the 
East Village is akin to that of an agricultural complex, 
the retail nature does not provide the feel of a model 
farm. The feeling of the landscape associated with 
Reynolda Gardens and the Bungalow retains a high 
level of integrity. Overall, the site retains a high level 
of feeling. 

Association

Association refers to the direct link between the 
themes identified in the statement of significance 
and the existing cultural landscape. Overall, the 



118   Cultural Landscape Report

Chapter 4: analysis and evaluation

RHD retains a high number of character-defining 
landscape features to accurately convey its original 
design intent. The use of the property has changes 
which diminishes the connection between its 
current use and its historic use as a model farm 
and family Estate. However, because the remaining 
landscape characteristics and features dating from 
the POS are easily distinguished from anachronistic 
intrusions into the landscape, the RHD retains 
a moderate level of integrity for this aspect of the 
cultural landscape. 

Integrity of the District

Of the seven aspects of integrity defined by the 
National Register, RHD retains a high degree of 
location, materials, workmanship, and feeling. The 
integrity of design is moderate because of significant 
alterations to the POS landscape at the Bungalow 
and the almost complete loss of the POS design 
landscapes associated with the Village. Setting is 
diminished by the changes in land use adjacent 
to the RHD. Association is diminished primarily 
because the lack of the agricultural-related features 
which were defining characteristics of the historic 
landscape. 

Design, setting, and association have been 
compromised in locations but still retain enough 
integrity across the entire District to convey the 
historic appearance in the POS. Even though there 
have been incremental changes to each of the 
aspects, the overall conclusion is that, based on 
the retention of high or partial integrity in all seven 
aspects, RHD does retain its integrity as a historic 
property.
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Introduction

The treatment recommendations for this Cultural 
Landscape Report (CLR) articulate a preservation 
strategy for long-term management of the cultural 
landscape based on research, inventory and analysis. 
The evolution of the landscape is considered 
alongside significance, existing conditions, and 
current use in recommending an appropriate 
preservation approach. The CLR combines the site 
history and analysis of integrity, with input from the 
current landscape managers, to outline appropriate 
treatment and a management philosophy.

Recommendations follow National Park Service 
policy, including the Director’s Orders No. 28: 
Cultural Resource Management Guidelines, and the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment of 
Historic Properties with Guidelines for the Treatment 
of Cultural Landscapes. These documents identify 
four types of treatment: preservation, rehabilitation, 
restoration, and reconstruction. Each treatment 
ranges by level of physical intervention and includes 
specific guidelines and standards.

Preservation is the act or process of applying 
measures necessary to sustain the existing form, 
integrity, and materials of a historic property. Work, 
including preliminary measures to protect and 
stabilize the property, generally focuses upon the on-
going maintenance and repair of historic materials 
and features rather than extensive replacement 
and new construction. New exterior additions are 
not within the scope of this treatment; however, 
the limited and sensitive upgrading of mechanical, 
electrical, and plumbing systems and other code-
required work to make properties functional is 
appropriate within a preservation project.

Rehabilitation is the act or process of making 
possible a compatible use of a property through 
repair, alterations, and additions while preserving 
those portions or features, which convey its 
historical, cultural, or architectural values.

Restoration is the act or process of accurately 
depicting the form, features, and character of a 

property as it appeared at a particular period of 
time by means of the removal of features from other 
historic periods in its history and reconstruction 
of missing features from the restoration period. 
The limited and sensitive upgrading of mechanical, 
electrical, and plumbing systems and other code-
required work to make the property functional is 
appropriate within a restoration project.

Reconstruction is the act or process of depicting, 
by means of new construction, the form, features, 
and detailing of a non-surviving site, landscape, 
building, or objects for the purpose of replicating its 
appearance at a specific period of time in its historic 
location.�

This CLR recommends a combination of these four 
treatments as a means to manage the significant 
historic resources of the Reynolda Historic District. 
Illustration 5.� defines the treatment areas from 
a District level and is included at the end of this 
chapter.

Preservation is the recommended treatment for 
resources that will be maintained in their current 
condition. Lake Katharine, the previously restored 
formal Gardens, and remaining portions of the 
original circulation routes are examples of resources 
that will be preserved.

Rehabilitation is recommended for areas in the 
District that have been adaptively reused, lack 
documentation for restoration or are likely to 
require sensitive modifications and additions to 
meet future use requirements. Much of the Village 
woodland areas that require invasive exotic removal 
and Reynolda Road are examples of resources that 
will be rehabilitated.

Restoration is recommended for many of the 
most visible and well-documented portions of the 
District. Entrances, primary vistas, and plantings 

� Charles A. Birnbaum, ed. The Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with 
Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural Landscapes. 
(Washington, D.C.: National Park Service, �996, 9.�8, 48, 90, 
�28.)

CLR Part 2 : Treatment
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surrounding the Bungalow are examples of 
recommended restoration projects. Restoration 
requires sound documentation (e.g. original planting 
plans and/or historic photographs) from the period 
of significance.

Reconstruction is used sparingly to interpret 
significant resources from the period of significance 
that no longer survive. The porte-cochere of the 
Bungalow and its associated landscape plantings 
and the Outdoor Kitchen are the only resources that 
are suggested for reconstruction.

Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Treatment

Standards for Preservation:

A property will be used as it was historically, or 
be given a new use that maximizes the retention 
of distinctive materials, features, spaces, and 
spatial relationships. Where a treatment and 
use have not been identified, a property will 
be protected and, if necessary, stabilized until 
additional work may be undertaken. 
The historic character of a property will be 
retained and preserved. The replacement 
of intact or repairable historic materials or 
alteration of features, spaces, and spatial 
relationships that characterize a property will 
be avoided. 
Each property will be recognized as a physical 
record of its time, place, and use. Work needed 
to stabilize, consolidate, and conserve existing 
historic materials and features will be physically 
and visually compatible, identifiable upon close 
inspection, and properly documented for future 
research. 
Changes to a property that have acquired 
historic significance in their own right will be 
retained and preserved. 
Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and 
construction techniques or examples of 
craftsmanship that characterize a property will 
be preserved. 
The existing condition of historic features will 
be evaluated to determine the appropriate level 
of intervention needed. Where the severity 
of deterioration requires repair or limited 
replacement of a distinctive feature, the new 
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material will match the old in composition, 
design, color, and texture.
Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, 
will be undertaken using the gentlest means 
possible. Treatments that cause damage to 
historic materials will not be used.
Archeological resources will be protected and 
preserved in place. If such resources must 
be disturbed, mitigation measures will be 
undertaken.

Standards for Rehabilitation:

A property will be used as it was historically or 
be given a new use that requires minimal change 
to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and 
spatial relationships. 

The historic character of a property will 
be retained and preserved. The removal of 
distinctive materials or alteration of features, 
spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize 
a property will be avoided. 

Each property will be recognized as a physical 
record of its time, place, and use. Changes that 
create a false sense of historical development, 
such as adding conjectural features or elements 
from other historic properties, will not be 
undertaken.

Changes to a property that have acquired 
historic significance in their own right will be 
retained and preserved. 

Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and 
construction techniques or examples of 
craftsmanship that characterize a property will 
be preserved. 

Deteriorated historic features will be repaired 
rather than replaced. Where the severity 
of deterioration requires replacement of a 
distinctive feature, the new feature will match 
the old in design, color, texture, and, where 
possible, materials. Replacement of missing 
features will be substantiated by documentary 
and physical evidence. 

Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, 
will be undertaken using the gentlest means 
possible. Treatments that cause damage to 
historic materials will not be used. 
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Archeological resources will be protected and 
preserved in place. If such resources must 
be disturbed, mitigation measures will be 
undertaken. 

New additions, exterior alterations, or related 
new construction will not destroy historic 
materials, features, and spatial relationships 
that characterize the property. The new work 
will be differentiated from the old and will be 
compatible with the historic materials, features, 
size, scale and proportion, and massing to 
protect the integrity of the property and its 
environment. 

New additions and adjacent or related new 
construction will be undertaken in such a manner 
that, if removed in the future, the essential form 
and integrity of the historic property and its 
environment would be unimpaired. 

Standards for Restoration:

A property will be used as it was historically or 
be given a new use which reflects the property’s 
restoration period. 

Materials and features from the restoration 
period will be retained and preserved. The 
removal of materials or alteration of features, 
spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize 
the period will not be undertaken. 

Each property will be recognized as a physical 
record of its time, place, and use. Work needed 
to stabilize, consolidate and conserve materials 
and features from the restoration period 
will be physically and visually compatible, 
identifiable upon close inspection, and properly 
documented for future research. 

Materials, features, spaces, and finishes that 
characterize other historical periods will 
be documented prior to their alteration or 
removal. 

Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and 
construction techniques or examples of 
craftsmanship that characterize the restoration 
period will be preserved. 

Deteriorated features from the restoration 
period will be repaired rather than replaced. 
Where the severity of deterioration requires 

8.

9.

�0.

�.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

replacement of a distinctive feature, the new 
feature will match the old in design, color, 
texture, and, where possible, materials. 

Replacement of missing features from the 
restoration period will be substantiated by 
documentary and physical evidence. A false 
sense of history will not be created by adding 
conjectural features, features from other 
properties, or by combining features that never 
existed together historically. 

Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, 
will be undertaken using the gentlest means 
possible. Treatments that cause damage to 
historic materials will not be used. 

Archeological resources affected by a project 
will be protected and preserved in place. If 
such resources must be disturbed, mitigation 
measures will be undertaken. 

Designs that were never executed historically 
will not be constructed.

Standards for Reconstruction:

Reconstruction will be used to depict vanished 
or non-surviving portions of a property when 
documentary and physical evidence is available 
to permit accurate reconstruction with minimal 
conjecture, and such reconstruction is essential 
to the public understanding of the property. 

Reconstruction of a landscape, building, 
structure, or object in its historic location 
will be preceded by a thorough archeological 
investigation to identify and evaluate those 
features and artifacts which are essential to 
an accurate reconstruction. If such resources 
must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be 
undertaken. 

Reconstruction will include measures to 
preserve any remaining historic materials, 
features, and spatial relationships. 

Reconstruction will be based on the accurate 
duplication of historic features and elements 
substantiated by documentary or physical 
evidence rather than on conjectural designs or 
the availability of different features from other 
historic properties. A reconstructed property 
will re-create the appearance of the non-
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surviving historic property in materials, design, 
color, and texture. 

A reconstruction will be clearly identified as a 
contemporary re-creation. 

Designs that were never executed historically 
will not be constructed.

Management Philosophy

The following Goals and Objectives were identified 
for this document:

To rediscover, reaffirm, and preserve the 
character defining aspects of the Reynolda 
Historic District while providing for the 
interpretation and contemporary use of this 
shared historic landscape. 

Provide a shared knowledge base and goals for 
preservation treatment.

Provide a planning document for the Reynolda 
Historic District that fits the preservation and 
education goals of the Reynolda House Museum 
of American Art and Wake Forest University.

Promote continued and future stewardship of 
this shared historic property and the original 
design intent.

Provide a plan for treatment, education and 
maintenance of this historic District and its 
resources that provides for economically viable 
use of the Village in the future.

Significant cultural landscape resources and current 
administrative goals for the District provide a range 
of options for management that are compatible 
with current landscape uses. The character of the 
District is linked to the period in which Katharine 
Smith Reynolds influenced the development of 
the Reynolda Estate, �906 to �924. While much 
of the original Estate acreage has been lost to 
contemporary development, the core of the Estate 
has been preserved as the Reynolda Historic 
District. Modification of many of the resources 
within the District has occurred to re-purpose the 
private Estate to include elements like a nationally 
recognized art museum, spectacular public gardens, 
and an upscale complex of shops and restaurants. 
Despite changes in the use of the District’s 
resources, sensitive modifications have generally 
been made throughout leaving a historic District that 

5.

6.

•

•
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•
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retains its character defining land patterns, spatial 
relationships, and significant individual features.

The period of significance (POS) for the property 
has been determined to be �906 to �924. Fortunately, 
most landscape management decisions made since 
the POS have been respectful of the original design 
intent that guided development of the Estate leaving 
a historic District that retains a high level of integrity. 
However, changes have been made to accommodate 
new uses that have sustained the property. It is 
important—to the greatest extent feasible—that the 
historic features contained in the landscape actually 
existed together historically. The necessary changes 
and additions to the landscape outside of the POS 
should be interpreted as such along with historic 
features that have been lost. Treatment decisions 
and future management must continue to respect 
the historic resources, seize opportunities to restore 
the integrity of altered resources and interpret the 
remaining resources from the POS.

Due to the loss of nearly all of the agricultural lands, 
opportunities to manage portions of the District as 
a “model farm” are limited. The proposed enlarged 
historic District boundary contains land that could 
be rehabilitated to interpret the Estates vegetable 
garden and orchard. Other opportunities to interpret 
the “model farm” must depend on the many existing 
farm buildings in the Village. Similarly, many of the 
Estates recreational facilities have been neglected 
or lost. Opportunities to restore, rehabilitate and 
interpret these important features of the Estate are 
goals for future management.

Treatment Recommendations

Just as the management philosophy provides a vision 
for the overall District, treatment recommendations 
are provided on a District-wide level. Research 
conducted in CLR Part � included all extant 
resources associated with the historic development 
of Reynolda. In this CLR Part 2: Treatment, 
recommendations are made only for those 
resources that are under current purview of Wake 
Forest University and Reynolda House Museum of 
American Art. All references to the District included 
henceforth apply only to the portion of the District 
that is under current purview. 

General treatment recommendations are provided 
as guidelines that will be followed throughout 
the District along with specific treatment 
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recommendations for individual resources. The 
individual resource recommendations are grouped 
per treatment. All recommendations are geared 
toward addressing the overall goals and objectives 
of this project, while also considering visitor safety 
and experience, resource stewardship, sustainability, 
management issues, and opportunities for 
preservation, rehabilitation and restoration. The 
general recommendations are followed by specific 
recommendations. Illustration 5.� identifies overall 
treatment areas (Preservation, Rehabilitation, 
Restoration, and Reconstruction) within the 
District, as well as specific recommendations that 

are addressed in the later portion of this section.

Summary of Overall Goals:

Preserve remaining historic features

Rehabilitate and sensitively update areas that 
have adapted to current use of the District

Restore historic structures, landscape features 
and views based on proper documentation

Remove non-historic elements that compromise 
integrity, based on the POS

Reconstruct features based on original plans 
and historic photographs 

Provide pedestrian accessibility to more areas 
of the landscape

Interpret layers of history outside of the POS, 
as well as significant historic features from the 
POS that have been lost or removed in order to 
tell the full story 

Ensure the ability of this landscape to convey its 
significance as a unified District

Conduct strategic archeological assessment 
of areas identified for restoration and 
reconstruction

District-Wide Treatment 
Recommendations

The following recommendations apply to 
management of the entire District to ensure 
continuity in the management of these landscape 
features.

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Vegetation

Woodland Landscape. Overall, the woodland 
landscape shall:

be retained to the greatest extent possible

be maintained so that the understory is free 
from invasive exotic plant species

be cleared of dead branches that might impose 
a threat to visitors

be protected from disturbance and 
development 

retain detritus in the forest floor to facilitate 
growth of native woodland plants

North Woodlands. The woodlands to the north 
of Silas Creek provide a natural environment that 
serves as a visual buffer between the Reynolda 
Historic District and the developed portions of the 
Wake Forest University campus. This area was also 
wooded during the POS and should be retained as it 
provides a contextual backdrop to the District and 
aids in protecting the watershed of Silas Creek and 
the former Lake Katharine. 

Perimeter Woodlands. The contiguous wooded 
areas that comprise the perimeter of the southern 
extent of the District should be retained for their 
ecological and aesthetic value. The woodland edge 
on the interior of the District, primarily surrounding 
the front lawn and former Golf Links, has been 
maintained close to the same edge line that existed 
historically. This edge line should continue to be 
maintained, as it provides the intended enclosure 
to the open lawn that is critical to the design of the 
entry sequence to the Bungalow and the rest of 
the historic District. Some of the understory trees 
within the woodland edge have been lost, most 
notably flowering species, and should be replanted. 
These species include: Pink and White Flowering 
Dogwood and Redbud.

The woodlands that extend to the eastern border 
of the District provide a natural setting for passive 
recreational trails, some of which follow the historic 
trail and lake road network. These woodland areas 
should be monitored frequently for fallen trees and 
dead limb removal, as the trails are highly utilized 
by the public. The woodlands along the western 
border of the District should be also be monitored 
for safety, as the trail system continues along 

•

•

•

•

•
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Reynolda Road. Because this wooded area is within 
a more public view of the property, attention should 
be given to maintaining the understory so that the 
specimen plant material will be allowed to reach 
its full potential. Similarly, the woodland perimeter 
along Coliseum Drive should be cleared of plant 
material that is in poor health, has been incorrectly 
pruned, or has exceeded its potential. Some open 
views of the property may be appropriate along this 
boundary given the distance from the developed 
portions of the District, as well as strategic groupings 
of canopy trees that still allow for views2 (Figure 5.� 
and Figure 5.2).

Designed Landscapes.  Original design documents 
and historic photos from the POS, held in the 
Reynolda House Museum of American Art, exist 
for much of the formal gardens and maintained 
landscapes of the historic District. These plans 
should be utilized to the greatest extent possible to 
restore and rehabilitate the designed landscape. The 
specific recommendations included in this chapter 
reference historic resources that shall be consulted 
during future work (Figure 5.3 and Figure 5.4).

Evergreen trees and shrubs (Eastern Red Cedar, 
Virginia Pine and Southern Magnolia) were used 
strategically to punctuate the landscape and 
frame views and vistas. In many cases the original 
design intent or function of the placement of 
evergreen plants has been lost due to the age of 
the plant having reached full maturity. As a result, 
overgrowth of vegetation may obscure historic 
structures, landscape features, and important views 

2 During the period of significance, Coliseum Road did not 
exist. There was never an intended view into the property 
from this vantage point.

and vistas that are essential to the experience and 
understanding of the historic landscape. This has 
also resulted in the loss of integrity of these features. 
Overgrowth should be controlled by pruning or 
removal of the plant and then replaced with the 
originally specified species from the POS (Figure 5.5 
and Figure 5.6).

Groupings and individual plantings of hardwood 
trees occur throughout the District, but primarily 
exist in the Village and around the Bungalow. 
Groupings of hardwoods were also planted in the 
open lawn areas around the Bungalow to frame 
views. It is more difficult to assess the original 
design intent of these trees, but an assumption can 
be made that these trees were expected to mature 
and reach their full potential based on spacing and 
placement. 

The size, species, age and health of all remaining 
trees—evergreen and deciduous—should be 
inventoried, assessed by a certified arborist and 
documented in the form of a tree survey.  When 
evaluated against the historic plans from the POS, 
appropriate recommendations can then be made 
for pruning, removal and replacement as necessary. 
In cases where views are obscured by lower limbs, 
consideration should be given to pruning in a 
manner that does not compromise the health of the 
tree. If the health of the tree becomes threatened, 
then the value of the tree and the value of the view 
must be weighed. Restoration of a significant view 
or vista, listed specifically in this treatment section, 
should be given priority.

Lawn should be maintained in areas currently 
planted as such and restored on the knoll north and 

Figure 5.1: Open understory of the historic woodland 
along Reynolda Road (looking towards front of the 
Bungalow)

Figure 5.2: Overgrown existing understory of woodland 
along Reynolda Road looking away from the Bungalow 
towards main entry gate
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west of the Barn Complex. A portion of the historic 
Golf Links has been suggested for future restoration 
as an interpretive element along the entrance drive. 
The restoration area would consist of extending 
the mowed band along the east side of the entrance 
drive, beginning at the front gate and extending 
north to the cross drive. This area is currently 
maintained as a meadow. The lawn restoration and 
maintenance in this area should consist of mowing 
the existing meadow grasses to a height of four 
inches, at a frequency of every four weeks during 
peak growing season. This will facilitate a more 
natural appearance in keeping with the links style 
of golf course as opposed to the more manicured 
lawn in front of the Bungalow, north of the cross 
drive. Archeology would be necessary to determine 
the locations of one tee box and one hole in close 
proximity to the entry drive to then determine the 
limits of mowing (Figure 5.7).

The existing meadow beyond the restoration area 
shall continue to be maintained as a meadow. The 
meadow provides protection to the adjacent spring 

and stream, provides habitat for many species, 
and serves as a more cost efficient and sustainable 
landscape than a lawn. Historically the lawn was 
maintained by grazing animals, which created 
a much lower impact to the environment than 
modern methods of lawn care and maintenance 
(Figure 5.8).

Daffodil bulbs were historically planted by the 
hundreds throughout the understory of the 
woodland areas of the District. The most notable 
areas include: the understory along the west side of 
the entrance drive, the understory of the woodland 
west of the Bungalow, along the west side of Lake 
Katharine, and along the woodland trails. In some 
wooded areas, the understory has become too 
overgrown to allow adequate light for the bulbs 
to emerge. Clearing of the understory may result 
in regrowth of the dormant bulb stock during the 
following spring. If this does not yield the desired 
result, then division of the bulbs may be warranted. 
Bulbs should be replanted in areas where they have 

Figure 5.3: Historic plantings around Horticulturalist’s 
Cottage

Figure 5.4: Existing plantings around Horticulturalist’s 
Cottage

Figure 5.5: Historic plantings around the Lake Porch

Figure 5.6: Historic plantings around the Lake Porch
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been lost entirely, such as the southern bank of Lake 
Katharine.

Plant material added to the landscape that is not 
in keeping with the historic plans (such as Spider 
lilies, Lycoris radiata) should be evaluated as to its 
contribution to the District. Consideration should 
be given to the removal of plant material that is not 
in keeping with the POS or poses a threat to the 
ecology of the District. Those species identified as 
invasive should be removed. Several species of vine 
used in early planting plans for the Estate have been 
identified as invasive exotic species, such as English 
ivy, Hedera helix. These species have escaped 
their original locations within Reynolda’s formal 
gardens and invaded the surrounding woodlands 
and stream banks. Efforts to remove these vines 
as well as volunteer invasive species (African bush 
killer, Caryotia japonica and Kudzu, Pueraria 
lobata) from the naturalized areas of the District are 
appropriate and necessary to return the landscape 
to its appearance during the POS. Efforts to prevent 
the spread of these species from the gardens are also 
encouraged as they pose an immediate threat to the 
survival of the intended landscape.

Future projects that make use of original planting 
plans to reestablish lost and altered landscapes 

should substitute plant species that are now 
considered invasive exotic species with plants of 
similar texture, color, form, flowers and size (Figure 
5.9).

Views and Vistas

Views and vistas identified as part of the original 
intent of the landscape design shall be restored and 
retained to the greatest extent possible. Historic 
photographs taken by Thomas Sears are the best 
resource for determining intended views and vistas 
and their significance. Additionally, original planting 
plans help to identify intended views and vistas. 
Restoration and rehabilitation efforts may require 
pruning or removal of vegetation to allow for the 
full scope of an intended view from a strategic point 
in the landscape.

Visual Connections between the major components 
of the historic landscape were also important, such as 
views between the Bungalow and the formal Garden 
and the Bungalow and the Barn Complex. These 
visual connections span a greater distance than the 
better documented intended views and may be more 
challenging to restore without major impact to the 
landscape. However, consideration should be given 
to these visual connections when the opportunity 

Figure 5.7: This �927 aerial photograph shows the layout of the nine-hole “links” style golf course, as well as the 
configuration of the square sand “greens” 
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presents itself such as heavy pruning of vegetation 
or clearing invasive understory plantings.

Circulation

Vehicular Circulation.  

The primary vehicular circulation throughout the 
historic District follows the historic road alignment 
and therefore should be preserved. The widths of 
the roads should also be retained or restored where 
the historic width, which varied from �4-�7 feet, 
has expanded to accommodate two-way traffic. A 
portion of the road network extending north from 
the employee parking lot to the dam and waterfall 
of Lake Katharine allows limited vehicular use, 
creating a more pedestrian friendly connection 
between the Reynolda Historic District and Wake 
Forest University that is conducive to the use of 
the more extensive trail system within the District. 
Safe pedestrian activity that is not in conflict with 
vehicular traffic should be supported in this area and 
planned for elsewhere within the District. Vehicular 

circulation and parking within the Village and access 
to the employee parking lot at the Reynolda House 
Museum should be studied and evaluated so that 
alternatives may be proposed that offer improved 
wayfinding, vehicular circulation as well as a more 
pedestrian friendly environment.

Reynolda Road once functioned as the “Main 
Street” to the Village and still serves as the spine 
of the historic District. Consideration should be 
given to restoring the original concrete material, 
narrowing the travel lanes to their original widths, 
and the addition of pedestrian amenities. The road 
was lined by an allée of canopy trees and offset by 
an evergreen hedge. These components should be 
reestablished where missing. 

Pedestrian Circulation. 

Historic pedestrian routes and trail alignments 
should be retained and restored to the greatest 
extent possible. Additional pedestrian routes 
may be needed where routes have been lost and 
are not possible to replace due to changes in the 
landscape. Intuitive and safe pedestrian circulation 
is particularly warranted between the Reynolda 
Village and Gardens and Reynolda House Museum 
of American Art (RHMAA). Intuitive circulation 
is also needed from the Bungalow to the northeast 
where the trail system, tennis courts, and outdoor 
pool are located. Suggestions for possible trail 
alignments are noted on the Treatment Map 
(Illustration 5.�). Proposed pathways should be 
comprised of a historically compatible material 
in the areas of the Bungalow and Gardens, such 
as Slatescape® aggregate. Pedestrian routes in the 
Village area should follow the established detail for 
scored concrete walks with brick border, which is 
based on a historic example. Universal accessibility 
should be considered in all areas accessible by the 
public. 

Open Space

Areas of the landscape that were historically open 
and continue to serve as “open space,” or vegetated 
areas that are void of development and trees, are 
critical components in defining a landscape or 
feature. The open quality of these areas should 
be retained in order to preserve the context of 
the relative landscape and its character defining 
qualities such as the former vegetable gardens and 
the Golf Links.

Figure 5.8: Historic photograph of grazing sheep on the 
Links

Figure 5.9: Daffodil bulbs were historically planted 
throughout the woodland understory; note the English ivy 
planted at the base of the pines trees
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Further Study

Additional issues have been identified on a District-
wide level that may require further study or action 
beyond the general treatment recommendations, 
these issues are as follows.

Issue: National Register Nomination

The current National Register of Historic Places 
Nomination for the Reynolda Historic District 
defines a boundary that excludes many existing 
resources from the original Reynolda Estate, 
includes a Statement of Significance and Period 
of Significance that do not fully recognize the 
important role that Katharine Smith Reynolds 
played in the development of the Estate and does 
not fully recognize the importance of the landscape 
elements of the property.

Recommendations: National Register Nomination

Amend the National Register listing to provide 
a revised Statement of Significance and Period 
of Significance that recognizes the important 
contributions of Katharine Smith Reynolds to 
the development of the Reynolda estate.

Revise the National Register District boundary 
to accurately describe a boundary that reflects 
the study area that is identified in this document 
and includes significant Reynolda Estate 
resources that were excluded in the previous 
nomination.

Augment the narrative of the nomination 
with additional research findings that support 
the significance of the Estates landscape and 
contributions of Katharine Smith Reynolds.

Issue: Management of District

Current landscape management of the District is 
divided into three zones, the Bungalow, the Village 
and the Gardens.  Management by three separate 
entities is evident in the landscape. The following 
list identifies landscape resources that are handled 
inconsistently:

•	 Landscape maintenance 

•	 Signage

•	 Standards for new pedestrian circulation

�.

2.

3.

•	 Pedestrian and roadway lighting

•	 Site furnishings

Recommendations: Management of District

Develop consistency in the landscape 
management so that the landscape reads as a 
unified historic District. 

Appoint an individual landscape manager 
or a design review committee to oversee 
management, maintenance and preservation 
planning decisions for the District. The 
individual or committee must possess 
comprehensive knowledge of the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Standards for Treatment as well as 
a full understanding of the history, significance 
and design intent in order to appropriately 
follow through with specific recommendations. 
If oversight is by committee, then the group 
should be comprised of cooperative individuals 
and maintain consistent dialogue.

Make planning decisions on a District-wide 
basis to insure continuity. 

Adopt a District-wide management philosophy.

Develop a District-wide master plan that 
includes: a parking study, vehicular circulation 
study, pedestrian circulation study. 

The parking component to the study should 
assess existing parking spaces and traffic volumes 
to determine peak usage, number of spaces 
needed and locations throughout the District 
where needs are the greatest. Additional parking 
spaces may be required to meet peak volumes, 
in which case alternatives should be considered 
that are sensitive to the historic District and 
do not adversely impact historic resources. A 
low-impact solution would be a reinforced turf 
lawn that could serve as overflow parking to 
accommodate seasonal high volume. The lower 
parking area east of the Barn Complex would 
be a good location for this solution. Another 
solution with greater capacity and smaller 
footprint would be to construct a parking deck 
at the far northeast lot in the Village, nestled 
into the hillside with a façade veneer so that it is 
not a visual intrusion. Creative options and their 
impact to the environment/historic resources 
should be fully assessed in the parking study.

�.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.
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The circulation component should assess the 
existing vehicular and pedestrian traffic flow 
District-wide to determine conflicts and to 
provide creative solutions that are sympathetic 
to the historic character (historic circulation 
patterns, scale, materials) while solving points 
of conflict. 

Prepare a wayfinding and signage plan that 
identifies existing sign standards and the need 
for additional signage; provide standards for 
District-wide signage design, placement and 
aesthetics of exterior signage for the property 
owner and tenants.

Prepare design guidelines that address the 
entire District including: standards for lighting, 
site furnishings, awnings, storefront signage, 
architectural detail, appropriate materials, 
and paint colors, recognizing that all features 
may not be necessarily standardized, but 
that standards will be selected to be visually 
compatible throughout the RHD.

Issue: Village Grounds

The Village grounds have lost a great amount of 
historic integrity. The majority of the remaining 
vegetation is not from the POS. Current circulation 
patterns do not reflect the historic character of 
the Village and do not contribute to the historic 
significance of the current cultural landscape. 
Changes and additions to the historic cottages and 
agricultural buildings make them non-contributing 
structures. 

Recommendations: Village Grounds	

The historic Village was the “working part” of 
Reynolda’s model farm and visually conveyed 
an agricultural heritage that today can offer a 
unique setting for a commercial development. 
Future improvements should strive to highlight 
this inherent quality through the reestablishment 
of former open spaces and sensitive design in 
adaptive reuse efforts.

The Village should also strive to uphold the 
ideals held by the original owners and designers 
and to exhibit original use and intent of the 
property. The District was developed based 
on principals of healthy and sustainable living. 
These ideals should be supported District-wide 
in a manner that is evident to the visitor. This 
is particularly important in the Village, as it was 

7.

8.

9.

�.
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the functioning core of the historic agricultural 
complex. 

A Village Planting Plan should be undertaken 
using original planting plans by Thomas Sears. 
Historic plans and photographs are available 
in the RHMAA archives for the individual 
buildings within the Village. These plans should 
be consulted for guidance in an effort to bring 
back the original character of the individual 
landscapes of the Village, which would ultimately 
contribute to historic character and significance 
of the District. Historic plant material should 
be evaluated as to its hardiness or suitability 
under the current conditions of the District 
and replacement species should be selected.  A 
District-wide tree survey identified later in this 
section, will also inform the Village Planting 
Plan as to canopy trees in need of protection 
or replacement. Plant additions outside of the 
POS may need to be evaluated before as to their 
contribution to the story of the District prior to 
considering their removal.

Ultimately, determining a consistent plant 
palette that reflects the original design intent 
will unify the overall aesthetic of the Village 
in a manner that is reflective of the POS. The 
Dairyman’s Cottage would be an appropriate 
initial plan to implement as the prototype 
for other buildings in the Village to follow, 
as this building is in a prominent location, is 
well documented, and addresses significant 
alterations to the landscape. 

The individual, detailed planting plans 
should appropriately address the function of 
the building in the landscape. Appropriate 
recommendations should be provided for 
cottages which would be different than 
appropriate recommendations for agricultural 
buildings, for example. 

The recommended District-wide Master Plan 
should place a major focus on resolving issues 
in the Village such as: parking, vehicular and 
pedestrian circulation, materials and planting 
design.

Ideally, a Parking Study would be conducted 
first, and then the Master Plan study would 
be developed concurrently with the Tree 
Management Plan so that one study may inform 
the other. Design guidelines and Signage/

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.
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Wayfinding studies ideally would be conducted 
at the same time or as a follow-up to the Master 
Plan.

The adaptive reuse of the Village in the �970s 
was carried out in a thoughtful manner. A 
master plan was developed to guide this project 
and the majority of its recommendations were 
followed. As an example, parking lots were 
placed in locations that could be screened 
visually through the reshaping of the land to 
create berms with lots placed at lower grades 
or vegetative screening was added. More recent 
additions to the Village, particularly additional 
parking, have been completed with somewhat 
less care, resulting in large surface parking areas 
consuming significant open spaces that were 
historically important and provided significant 
vistas within the District. The findings of the 
Parking Study and the Master Plan should be 
used to reorganize parking in support of Village 
uses that will not only provide an adequate supply 
of parking, but will also seek creative solutions. 
Such avenues to consider include: identifying 
new locations within or outside the District for 
parking facilities that would allow the return of 
historic open spaces; the identification of off-
site parking locations that would be accessible 
to the Village via pedestrian linkages or multi-
modal transportation systems (vans/shuttles); 
and opportunities for overflow parking to be 
placed in open spaces with reinforced lawns, 
allowing open spaces to remain visually intact 
during low use periods.

A comprehensive Historic Structures Report is 
recommended for the Village as many alterations 
have been made to the historic buildings and 
structures.

Issue

The District has lost many canopy and understory 
trees since the POS. In most cases, these trees have 
not been replaced. Overall, there has been a loss of 
flowering understory trees.

Recommendations

Conduct a District-wide tree survey that documents 
the location, health and condition of existing trees.  
Include recommendations for replacement trees 
that are in keeping with the historic planting plans 

8.

9.

as well as considerations for current landscape 
management issues.

•	 Identify and record the location, size, species 
and condition of all overstory trees that are �8” 
diameter at breast height (dbh) and greater and all 
understory trees that are 6” dbh or greater.

•	 Locate surveyed trees on a plan with assigned 
numbers corresponding to field identification 
tags. If field identification tags do not exist, then 
permanent tags should be put in place and include 
the following per tree: anodized aluminum labels 
that are embossed, using a DataCard Group, 
DataCard 295 embosser, with its accession number, 
botanical name, family, provenance data, and/or 
lineage number, as well as, means of propagation 
and location.

•	 Compare these findings to the documentation 
available of tree plantings from the POS.

•	 Prepare a management plan for removal and 
replacement of existing trees.

Issue: Historic Interpretation 

It is important to tell the full story of the historic 
District, including layers of history outside of the 
POS, as each developmental period made significant 
contributions to the shaping of the landscape. 
Significant historic features from the period of 
significance that have been lost or removed are also 
critical to telling the full story. 

Recommendations: Historic Interpretation

Prepare a Long Range Interpretive Plan for the 
entire District that includes existing plans for 
interpretation of the Bungalow. This may require 
additional research to acquire historic data and 
photographic documentation relative to the historic 
figures and events associated with the District. The 
following is a list of appropriate pieces for inclusion 
in the overall interpretive program:

“Ghost“ footprint of missing and moved 
buildings including: Post Office, Plumber’s 
Cottage, Mule Shed, Drinking Fountain and 
median at Village entrance.

Lake Katharine’s original condition- the 
evolution of the problems with siltation 
resulting in its current state, as well as the great 

�.

2.
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ecological and education value that the former 
Lake currently provides.

Water system- interpret the District-wide water 
system including the source at Gray Springs, 
reservoirs, cisterns and pump houses.

Swimming pool to be rehabilitated as an 
appropriate location for this interpretive 
function. (Note: This recommendation does not 
include the restoration of the pool to its original 
use. Instead the filled pool would remain with 
its form visible in the landscape.)

Interpret Lake Katharine and current wetland 
near Boat House.

Interpret the full landholdings of the period of 
significance, including: the extent of agricultural 
fields and the full extent of the Village west of 
Reynolda Road.  

Interpret the Babcock Era additions to the 
property, including the indoor pool, the Sunken 
Garden designed by Thomas Sears.

The historic trail system should be maintained 
and added to as necessary to provide an 
interpretive route to all historic resources on 
the site.

Treatment Recommendations 
for Specific Resources

The following is a list of the individual cultural 
resources within the District that are grouped 
according to recommended preservation treatment 
to be implemented. Each resource’s name follows a 
number corresponding to the overall Treatment Plan 
featured in Illustration 5.�.  Historic photographs 
and plans housed in the Reynolda House Museum 
of American Art archives have been identified 
to inform the implementation of the specific 
recommendations outlined below. The accession 
numbers for the identified historic planning 
documents have been provided for each resource. 
Note that additional sources of information may be 
consulted prior to implementation.

Treatment Implementation:

The treatment implementation process should 
follow the guidelines listed below: 

Determine the project and develop project 

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

�.

goals. 

Determine resources needed for the project 
and provide the associated accession numbers 
for plans and photographs listed below to the 
Reynolda House Archives (RHA). These items 
may need to be scanned and therefore time 
should be allowed for this process.

Identify if a design consultant is needed.

Develop a project statement and a Request for 
Proposal, if hiring a consultant.

Study historic plans and photographs to 
determine, to the greatest level of detail 
possible, the original plan, materials used, and 
the original design.

Consult additional resources if necessary. 
Additional historic photos exist in the RHA 
that do not currently have accessions numbers 
or ther may be outside resources of the RHA.

Execute the proposed plan based on the historic 
data. 

Examine proposed plan through an approval 
process developed by the Reynolda Historic 
District oversight committee or individual 
manager, prior to implementation.

Prepare all stakeholders for the implementation 
process.

Monitor implementation to insure protection 
of the historic resources.

Preservation:

The following resources have been identified for 
preservation treatment to sustain the existing form, 
integrity, and materials of the resource. Work may 
include measures to protect, stabilize, maintain or 
repair historic materials and features as opposed 
to extensive replacement or new construction. 
The historic resources, listed below, are followed 
by the action needed and the known resources for 
implementation. Each resource’s name follows a 
number corresponding to the overall Treatment 
Plan featured in Illustration 5.�. 

�. Reynolda Gardens should be preserved in its 
current state. Restoration of the Garden in �997 
returned the gardens to their original condition. 
The Reynolda Gardens Cultural Landscape Report, 

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

�0.
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�996 is the appropriate source for information on 
this resource.

2. Lake Katharine should be preserved in its 
current state, as a freshwater wetland. Restoration of 
the Lake is not recommended due to the ecological 
and educational value of this resource and the high 
level of environmental impact required to reestablish 
and to maintain the Lake.

3. Reservoirs and Pump Houses are remaining 
portions of the Estate’s original water system. 
These structures should be stabilized, secured 
and preserved. Consideration should be given to 
vegetatively screening from view along Coliseum 
Road.

4. Meadow—currently the remaining portions 
of the Golf Links are managed as a meadow. The 
southern portion of the remaining links, below the 
entrance gate, is recommended to be preserved 
as a meadow. This will allow the preservation 
benefits of retaining the original open space, while 
decreasing the negative environmental impacts of 
turf management. Also reference restoration of Link 
in number15.

Rehabilitation:

The following resources have been identified for 
rehabilitation treatment, facilitating the current use 
of the property while preserving the features that 
convey it’s historical, cultural, or architectural values. 
Treatment typically includes repair, alterations, and 
additions to the resource. The historic resources, 
listed below, are followed by the action needed and 
the known resources for implementation. Each 
resource’s name follows a number corresponding 
to the overall Treatment Plan featured in Illustration 
5.�. 

5. Tennis Courts—repurpose as an interpretive 
feature, trail amenity and potential outdoor event 
space. Items to be brought back include: lawn 
courts, the gazebo, chain link fence, path lined with 
historic pathfinder lights connecting to the outdoor 
pool, and plantings to provide an event space that 
interprets recreation during the POS.
 
Resources for rehabilitation: Archive Photos 35-2130-
093, 07-482-038

6. Outdoor Pool—repurpose as a trail amenity 

and opportunity to interpret the Estate’s water 
system (Figure 2.40).

Resources for rehabilitation: Archive Photos 06-353-
05 
7. View of Barns from Boat House area and 
“Sunset Hill”— remove parking or reconstruct 
parking area with reinforced lawn, recognizing 
that some vehicular presence in this rehabilitated 
view will be necessary, but the overall impact of 
the vehicular intrusion can be softened. Selective 
pruning of trees may be required.

Resources for rehabilitation: Archive Photos 57-3040-
02, 39-2134-25

8. Reynolda Road—if the opportunity exists in 
the future through road-way projects on Reynolda 
Road or roadway projects that might relieve 
traffic volume on Reynolda Road, the road width 
could be narrowed to its original travel lane width 
(maintaining left-hand turn lanes where needed) 
and resurfaced utilizing the original concrete 
material or perhaps a rolled concrete surface. 
Pedestrian facilities should be added; the evergreen 
hedge should be reestablished, using a non-invasive 
species (as opposed to the original Privet hedge); 
and the Maple allée should be replanted where 
missing (Figure 2.30).

Resources for rehabilitation: Archive Photos 06-427-
02, 20-1114-02, 57-3040-01, 57-3040-02, 20-1179-
06, 21-1882-03 

9. Vegetable Gardens on north end of District—
retain as an open field, interpret historic vegetable 
garden as a remaining component of the greater 
agricultural lands. 

Resources for rehabilitation: Archive Photos 57-3040-
01, 57-3040-02, 21-1882-01, 21-1882-02

�0. Orchard northeast of Lake—rehabilitate as 
open area, interpret orchard.

Resources for rehabilitation: Archive Photos 57-3040-
02, 42-2158-08

Restoration:

The following resources identified for restoration 
will undergo the process of accurately depicting 
the form, features, and character of the District 
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as it appeared during the POS. Restoration may 
require the removal of features from other historic 
periods of development and/or reconstruction of 
missing features from the restoration period. The 
historic resources, listed below, are followed by 
the action needed and the known resources for 
implementation. Each resource’s name follows a 
number corresponding to the overall Treatment 
Plan featured in Illustration 5.�. 

��. Vista to Front of the Bungalow—restore vista 
from the main entrance off of Reynolda Road, the 
vista extending to the Bungalow takes in the front 
lawn, the north facing slope of the hill just north 
of the cross drive and a portion of the Golf Links/
Meadow along the east side of the entry drive. 
Restoration would involve increasing the mown 
area along the east of the entry drive, mowing the 
slope at the cross drive and selective clearing and 
pruning of the woods on the east and west side of 
the lawn that frame the vista (Figure 2.�, Figure 2.33 
and Figure 5.�0). 

Resources for rehabilitation: 06-349-01, 06-342-12, 
06-342-13, 06-342-14

�2. Vista North from the Bungalow—restore vista 
to Lake Katharine by mowing the slope from the 
Bungalow to the Boat House, selective clearing and 
pruning of the woods on the east and west side of 
the lawn that frame the vista (Figure 5.�� and Figure 
5.�2).

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 20-1073-05, 
21-1882-02, 06-351-26

�3. View of Waterfall at Dam—restore the view 
of the falls by eliminating invasive plant material 
obscuring the view and replacing with non-invasive 
riparian plant material to retain the Silas Creek 
stream bank while considering future maintenance 
of the view. Access the condition of the pool below 
the waterfall, as some dredging may be necessary to 
restore the pool. Stream bank restoration of Silas 
Creek should be assessed at the same time as the 
edge of Lake Katharine (Figure 5.�3 and Figure 
5.�4).

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 06-350-06

�4. Golf Link—a full restoration of the Golf Links is 
not recommended due to the environmental impact 
it would have on the adjacent spring, stream and 

natural areas due to the required maintenance regime 
and loss of existing natural habitat. Additionally, 
a full restoration would not be appropriate within 
the current use of the property. However, there 
is interpretive value in restoring a portion of the 
links as it is a missing piece of the Reynolda story 
and the design of the links was unique. In this case, 
several treatment options will be provided and 

Figure 5.10: Historic plantings at front entry gate and vista 
to front of the Bungalow

Figure 5.11: Historic view to Lake Katharine

Figure 5.12: Existing View to Lake Katharine
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implemented as deemed appropriate by the RHD 
oversight committee. 

Golf Link Treatment Option �) restore one tee box, 
one bunker and one green, in closest proximity 
to the entry drive, based on available historic 
documentation and evidence in the existing 
landscape. Some archaeology may be required 
to determine the outline of these components. 
Maintain meadow in the area of the restoration at 
4” height. 

Golf Link Treatment Option 2) Continue to maintain 
the entire links as a meadow and interpret the links 
based on archeological research and documentation 
of the entire layout. 

Golf Link Treatment Option 3) Continue to 
maintain the entire links as a meadow and use 
existing interpretive methods.

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 31-2065-02

�5. Landscape around the Bungalow—restoration 
includes front lawn and entire formal landscape 
surrounding the Bungalow. Restore each area using 
historic plans and photographs, including:

Figure 5.13: Historic view of Lake Katharine dam, 
waterfall, and pool

Figure 5.14: Existing view of Lake Katharine dam, 
waterfall, and pool

Figure 5.15: Historic plantings in front of the Bungalow

Figure 5.16: Existing planting in front of the Bungalow

Figure 5.17: Portion of the original planting plan for the 
Bungalow, by Thomas Sears
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“Planting Plan around Bungalow”—West side and 
south (front) of the Bungalow (Figure 2.�, Figure 2.9, 
Figure 2.37, Figure 2.38, Figure 5.�5,  Figure 5.�6,  
and Figure 5.�7). 

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 06-368-
12, 06-372-01, 06-351-04, 06-445-03, 20-1072-03, 
20-1072-06, 20-1072-08, 20-1072-10, 20-1072-12, 
20-1072-15, 20-1072-16, 20-1072-26, 20-1114-02, 
06-373-08, 20-1072-11, 06-351-19, 20-1072-27, 
33-2113-03, 21-1882-02, 20-1072-04,  20-1072-09, 
06-369-01, 06-366-02, 06-371-04,  44-2180-006, 44-
2180-008, 23-1901-04; Archive Plans: RHA 1373401

“Planting Plan for Terrace Garden at Bungalow”—
(Figure 5.�8 and Figure 5.�9)

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 06-372-
01, 06-373-08, 20-1072-0, 06-351-193, 06-373-08, 
06-351-04; Archive Plans: RHA 14-755-01, RHA 
1474901

“Planting Plan around Den Wing of House”—

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 06-351-19, 
06-373-08, 06-441-01, 06-445-03, 06-433-02
Archive Plans: RHA 1474901

The Lake Porch and Bungalow north (rear) façade: 
Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 20-1072-08, 
20-1072-27, 44-2180-006, 44-2180-008, 23-1901-04 

�6. Cedar Walk to log cabin in the Garden—restore 
plant material according to historic plans.

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 07-481-181

�7. Playhouse Landscape—restore plant material 
based on historic photographs (Figure 2.�4).

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 06-352-10, 
06-352-13

Figure 5.18: Historic plantings around the Terrace Garden 
and Pool

Figure 5.19: Existing plantings around the Terrace Garden 
and Pool

Figure 5.20: Newly installed historic entrance featuring 
partial round-about, evergreen hedge with cedar trees 
beyond

Figure 5.21: Overgrown cedar trees at Village entry, note 
loss of round-about and evergreen hedge
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�8. Entrance Plantings—restore plant material at 
the two Village entrances: the Bungalow entrance 
and Church entrance (Figure 2.�7, Figure 2.28, 
Figure 2.3�, Figure 2.47, Figure 5.20 and Figure 
5.2�).

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 06-392-
03, 20-1126-04, 20-1129-02, 44-2180-009, 06-364-
06, 21-1882-03; Archive Plans: RHA 1373302, RHA 
18097001

�9. Knoll North of Barns—remove parking and 
reestablish plantings on knoll; reinforced lawn may 
be implemented strategically to handle overflow 
parking for larger events (Figure 2.9).

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 21-1882-02, 
57-3040-02

20. Lawn East of Barns—remove parking and 
restore lawn; reinforced lawn may be implemented 

to handle overflow parking for larger events (Figure 
2.9).

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 21-1882-02, 
57-3040-02

2�. Boat House and terrace—conduct a Historic 
Structures Report of the Boat House, Terrace and 
Garden. Restore according to historic plans under 
the guidance of the Historic Structures Report 
(HSR). 

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 06-349-01, 
06-349-02, 06-349-04, 06-351-17, 35-2130-103, 06-
348-16, 20-1073-03; Archive Plans: HRA 18101101

22. “Sunset Hill” —restore plant material according 
to historic photos.

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 06-348-13, 
21-1882-02, 57-3040-02

23. Edge of Lake Katharine—restore views of 
Lake, clear invasive vegetation and understory 
plantings, stabilize stream bank (Figure 2.4�, Figure 
5.22 and Figure 5.23).

Resources for restoration: Archive Photos 06-347-09, 
06-347-08, 06-348-13, 06-348-16, 06-351-17, 21-
1882-02, 57-3040-02

Reconstruction:

The following resources identified for reconstruction 
shall be depicted, by means of new construction, 
as they were during the POS. These resources 
have been lost entirely from the District. The 
form, features, and detailing of the non-surviving 
resource will be replicated as it appeared during the 
POS, in its historic location. The historic resources, 
listed below, are followed by the action needed and 
the known resources for implementation. Each 
resource’s name follows a number corresponding 
to the overall Treatment Plan featured in Illustration 
5.�. 

24. Outdoor Kitchen—reconstruct according to 
historic photographs, if available. Original footprint 
may be determined by the extant remnants of the 
concrete pad. Archeology may be necessary to 
determine full extent of footprint. 

Figure 5.22: Historic edge of Lake Katharine

Figure 5.23: Existing edge of Lake Katharine
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Resources for reconstruction: Due to existence of 
this structure into the late 1980s, photographs may 
be available with some additional research within 
Reynolda Gardens or RHMAA staff and patrons. 
Original building materials (cedar) and methods 
were used in the later construction of the Spring House 
and shelter at the Tennis Courts. The details of these 
extant structures can inform the reconstruction of the 
Outdoor Kitchen.

25. Porte-cochere and Landscape—given that this 
is the most radical treatment both in preservation 
terms as well as recommendations within this CLR, 
several treatment options are provided. 

Porte-cochere Treatment Option �) reconstruct the 
porte-cochere, forecourt and drive according to 
historic plans and photographs. Upon completion 
of the project, the drive shall be used for pedestrian 
access only. Vehicular bollards should be placed at 
the southwest end of the drive (Figure 2.49, Figure 
5.24 and Figure 5.25). The intent is to return the 
façade of the Bungalow to the POS and to provide 
an original piece of circulation that is welcoming to 
visitors from the Village, Gardens and parking along 
the entry drive, and will guide visitors to and from 
the Bungalow via a universally accessible route. An 
HSR should be undertaken prior to implementing 
this treatment option. This recommendation 
also requires the removal of the Sunken Garden 
designed for the Babcock family by Thomas Sears. 
If this treatment recommendation is undertaken, 
the Sunken Garden should be interpreted in this 
location. 

Porte-cochere Option 2) interpret the footprint of 
porte-cochere in the landscape by implementing 
the forecourt and drive and “ghosting” the footprint 
of the structure itself in the layout of the forecourt. 
Interpret the Sunken Garden via interpretive panel 
with historic images and narrative. 

Porte-cochere Option 3) preserve the Sunken 
Garden as a layer of history and interpret the 
original porte-cochere structure, forecourt and 
drive via interpretive panel with historic images and 
narrative.  

Resources for reconstruction: Archive Photos 06-368-
12, 20-1072-15, 20-1072-16, 20-1072-12, 20-1072-
17, 20-1072-26, NR4-01-086, 21-1882-02

Implementation Priorities 

This section assigns priorities to the Treatment 
Recommendations, to aid in planning and 
implementation decisions. As planning is undertaken, 
many factors will drive the level of priority placed 
on implementation, including: budget, timing, 
available resources, staffing, and unexpected repair. 
The priorities listed below primarily consider 
the preservation of resources; however they are 
intended to be flexible and are ultimately at the 
discretion of the oversight committee.

The resource numbers provided below, appearing 
after the resource name, correspond to Illustration 
5.�: Treatment, followed by the specific treatment 
recommendation for the resource. Note that 
Recommendations previously listed under 
Preservation Treatment should be considered a high 
priority at all times. Care and maintenance of these 
resources should be an ongoing priority. 

Figure 5.24: Historic driveway approach to the Bungalow 
from entry drive and forecourt with porte-cochere

Figure 5.25: Existing view of the Bungalow forecourt 
garden with porte-cochere and driveway removed
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High Priority:

A high priority means that treatment of the resource 
is critical to restoring integrity of the District as 
a whole or the individual resource. Treatment 
Recommendations that are considered high priority 
include:

Removal of Invasive Exotic Plant Material–  
General Guideline

Tree Management Plan for the District– 
General Guideline

Parking and Circulation Study for the District 
with particular focus on Village Parking– 
General Guideline

Master Plan for the District – General Guideline

Design Guidelines for the District – General 
Guideline

Historic Structures Reports for the Bungalow 
and the Boat House – General Guideline

Landscape around the Bungalow  (�6)–
Restoration

View of Waterfall (�4) – Restoration

Outdoor Pool (6) – Rehabilitation

Tennis Courts (5) – Rehabilitation

Vista South from the Bungalow (�2) –
Restoration

Vista North from the Bungalow (�3)– 
Restoration

Reservoirs and Pump Houses (3) – 
Preservation / Stabilization 

High Priority – Pending Further 

Study:

A high priority pending further study means the 
treatment of the resource is critical to restoring 
integrity of the District as a whole or the individual 
resource, but an initial step of completing the related 
study (listed as a general guideline and high priority 
above) must be accomplished before the treatment 
may be implemented, thus extending the timeframe 
of completing the project. These resources include:

Porte-cochere and Landscape (26)– 
Reconstruction contingent on HSR for the 
Bungalow

Vista to Front of the Bungalow (��)– 
Restoration contingent on restoration of 

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

porte-cochere & mowing of Golf Links within 
restoration area

Boat House and Landscape(22) – Restoration 
contingent on HSR for Boat House 

Knoll North of Barns (20) – Restoration 
contingent on Master Plan &  Parking Study for 
Village

Lawn East of Barns (2�) – Restoration 
contingent on Master Plan &  Parking Study for 
Village

Edge of Lake Katharine (24) – Restoration 
contingent on Tree Management Plan

View of Barns (7) – Rehabilitation contingent on 
Tree Management Plan

Medium Priority:

A medium priority means the treatment of the 
resource is important to consider for restoration, 
however, the current conditions does not pose an 
immediate threat to the integrity of the District. 

Entrance Plantings (�9) – Restoration

Sunset Hill (23) – Restoration

Playhouse Landscape (�8) – Restoration 

Cedar Walk (�7) – Restoration

Long-range Priority:

A long-range priority is a planning measure or 
preservation treatment that may not be feasible 
under current circumstances, but should continue 
to be a goal or pursued as a future opportunity.

Assign District-wide Landscape Manager or 
Oversight Committee – General Guideline

Reynolda Road (8) – Rehabilitation

Low Priority:

A low priority designation means that the condition 
of the resource does not contribute to loss of 
integrity of the District, but should be considered as 
a project or opportunity in the future.

Golf Links (�5) – Rehabilitation

Vegetable Gardens (9) – Rehabilitation

Orchard (�0) – Rehabilitation

Outdoor Kitchen (25) - Reconstruction

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

Insert Ill
ustration 5.�
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The goal of Part 3 is to provide an accurate account of 
the implemented treatment to serve as the historical 
record. This portion is to be prepared by a landscape 
architect, project manager, contractor, Wake Forest 
University or Reynolda House Museum of American 
Art staff, or oversight committee member. It should 
summarize the following:

intent of the work

way in which the work was approached and 
accomplished

time required accomplish the work

cost of the work

Also contained in the record of treatment are 
field reports, condition assessments, and contract 
summaries. This may be in the form of plans, as-
built drawings, details, narrative descriptions, 
photographs, and video. The documentation 
developed to review Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act may also be sufficient 
to record the treatment, especially if treatment is 
implemented over an extended period of time. 

Part 3 also documents changes that have occurred 
in the landscape prior to treatment. Part 3 is 
typically included as an appendix or addendum to 
the CLR. However it has been identified as one of 
the three primary parts of a CLR to emphasize the 
importance of factual account of all physical changes 
to a cultural landscape resulting from treatment. 
When completed, the document provided in Part 3 
becomes valuable for the future historic research of 
the property. 

The companion document to this CLR titled, 
Reynolda Historic District Preservation Maintenance 
Plan, should also be referenced when undertaking 
Part 3: Record of Treatment. The Preservation 
Maintenance Plan can also provide guidance on 
documenting the landscape.

•

•

•

•

CLR Part 3: Record of Treatment
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