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Chapter 1 Spark of Interestan Introduction

Introduction to the Study

Many aspects of ighttuses have beeasearchedhrough the years. Mostudiespertaining to
lighthousesaredivided into severalcategories.Onecategoryfocuses orighthouse architecture
and technology as well a®ther supporting structures on sileapics covered in thisategory
include moving lighthouses, as took place with t@ape Hatteras (North Carolina) lighthouse
(Snead 201Q)andreconstructing lighthouse privies (Cummings 20@%jother category of
study concerngonservation, maintenance, and management tfdgiss. Ths include
maintenance guidelines (Schweikert 1995), environmental impacts (Amos 2002), and
preservation status assessments (Hubbell 1988; Holthof 2008). Theettearch areaoncerns
the daily life of light stationresidents Light stationswere often isolatedwhich created unique
iving environmentsfor the inhabitants The children of keepers weodten unable to attend
school outside of the home. These extrduaieg conditions created an avenue for research and
generated human interetpics such as an examination of tilestyles of female light keepers
(Clifford and Clifford 1993Thomas 1997)A final category ofstudy includes thespecific roles
of ighthouses. This topic covers a variety of research intersgth ashe role ofa lighthouse as
a tourist destinatiorandtheir interpretation to the public (Thomas B)r how lighthouses
connected industries on the Great Laké€sztna 1987Gilis 2011).

Whie much researchoncerninglighthouses has been conductdtady thereare still
opportunities fomovel forms ofanalysis. This thesis presents neavenues for studying
lighthouses in North Carolina, specifically the Currituck Beach Light Stalibis. chapter

presentghe research questiongntroduces thecase studyand ascribeshow the research is



organized. While drawing from the four previously mentioned study categories, this thesis
expands lighthouse research by including an afteferstudied aspect of lighthouse

communities.

Research Questions

A light station 8 no mere beacoinit is an everchanging complex of buildings on a footprint
that hasbeenaltered considerably over time due to fluctuations in its management and the world
that surrounds it. As people populated the area around a lighthouse, the dyfacuiige
inevitably changed. What were those changes? Did economic growth correlate with other events,
such as shipping activity or shipwrecking events? This study expands perceptions of the evolving
roles of ighthouses within the landscape and contyutat surrounds it. It used the Cturck
Beach Light Station (CBLS)pcated in Corolla, North Carolinaas a case study to determine if
archaeological and historic evidence demongirditew local, state, and federal economic
investment in tandem withosial developments impacted and guided the development and
changing role of the light station within its community. This thesis introduces this type of
approacho the subject of lighthouse communities.
This study analyzed a series of secondary researclesjons in consideration othe
economic and social conditions that affect and are affected by adjacent light station
communities:
1 What are the economic factors that guided the development of the Currituck Beach Light
Station?
o0 What role did federal invesient play in this processd what trends influenced

this investment?



o What role did state investment play in this process and what trends influenced this
investment?

o What role did local investment play in this process and what tiefksnced
this invesiment?

1 What are the social factors that guided the development of the Currituck Beach Light
Station?

o What are the changes in population trends over time in this specific coastal
community and how do they correlate with other factors such as shipwrecking
evaits and economic investment?

o What risk management stratege®re implemented when, by who, and why?

o How did technological change affect the community?

1 What historical and archaeological data indicates a need for a lighthouse structure at the

location ofthe Currituck Beach Light Station during the last half of the 19th century?

Introduction to the Site

Lighthouses along the Atlantic coast did not escape the destructive nature of the Civl War.
Many were destroyed or their lenses demolished or remmreahatitime tactical advantage. As
reconstruction begaafter the warseveral lenses were recovered or rebastd many
lighthouses were returned to working ord&nere were, howeveremaining unlit areaalong

the coast. One of these wasara sparslg inhabited strip ofdangerouscoast along North

Carolinaéds n o r Betaese of thisQemerak structlres nMers contracted along the



coastto bring light to the regionOne of these was the CBLS, which was established in 1873 at
Corola, NorthCaroling and began operating orlkecemberl875 (Edwards 1999:9).
Construction of the lighthouse was completed in 1875, but the extetans its original
red brick color(Holland 1989:181)This daymark distinguishes it rom the other tall coastal
lighthouses along North Carolina's coashdury 2003:22; SheltoiiRoberts and Roberts
2011:121) A daymark is a color combination or pattern visible during the day that distinguishes
a lighthouse from others along the codske lighthouse tower contains exvone milion bricks,
and there aré exterior and 214 interior steps to reach the g lighthouse which hasron
and granite window decorations and a copper sheeting eogfloysa first order Fresnel lens.
The lens was made by Sautter, LemonieCiet, a French optics manufactureX.nearby
lifesaving station was established in 1874 in Jones Hil. The lifesaving station site was most
likely chosento benearthe lighthouse. Botlwvere under construction at the same time and
provided an environmentonducive to cultural and economic growth (Marano 2012120).
1876, the two and a half stoG§BLS keepeés housewas completedin 192Q a second, smaller
keeper's house was added to the complex. The supporting structures for bottokeepess
included cisterns, privies, and storehouses (United States Department of the Interior, National
Park Service [NPS] 1999:75).
The first keepers of the CBLS arrived sodieraits construction. Althoughhey were
few, the keeper and his family increased the fatpn percentage substantially. Thaeveslitle
servicefor most lighthouse wokkrs supplies and mailvere brought to the complex periodically.
What many today perceive as isolatiomas an accepted lfestyle among keepers of the time.
Consequently mary lighthouse locations became a hub of activity in otherwise sparsely

populated areas. The few inhabitants aroQ®lLS, Whalehead as locals knew i, were



subsistence farmers who raised lvestock balestedferal pigs. The area was originally caled
Coraank, a term local Native Americans used to refer to wid geese. A few people came to work
and lve at the light station, but the activity of construction and supply for the structure created a
fartherreaching impact on the area (NPS 1999:8.4).

Withincremsed traffic to the area, Whral eheadds
watefowl soon spread. The Whalehead C{@orolla Island)was built adjacent to the light
station in 192%Figure 1.1). It was established by a New Jersey businessman as a hunbng clu
and second home (Davis 2004:48). The 21,8@@are foot home was later sold in 1939. The
houseds Art Nouveau style architectuhee was a

sland (NPS 1999:7.2)

."

Figure 1.1. A view of the Whalehead Club from tiEBLS (B. Scott Ros&015.



When the Currituck Berameahtomatedny A33%byp an elecidcs
generator, the light keepers were no longer necessarth@ncemployment was terminatedhis
contributed to the deterioration of most of the complbth the exception o brief period of
construction and use by thénited StateCoast GuardUSCG) during World War 11, the site
was abandonedntil 1980. Eventually, efforts were made toserve and maintain whatas left
of the site (NPS 1999:8.8).

The Outer Banks Conservationist® BC) was formedin 1980and began reconstruction
of the CBLS John Wison IV, greagrandson of the last keeper at the Currituck Beach
Lighthouse, was one dfi¢ founding members @BC. By 1990, the lighthouse tower was
reopened to the public for climbin@iKhoury 2003:58. OBC currently owns the tower and
maintairs controls of the propertywhich remainsopen to the public (ShelteRoberts and
Roberts 2011:112)

Today, he lighthouse structure in its original unpainted fornandis now well
preserved. Many original structures are stil in plara the lighthouseetains itsoriginal first
order Fresnel lengNPS1999:7.3) Because of the quality of its pregation and its historical
significance as an 1873 lighthousé has been listed in National Registef Historic Places
(NPS1969;1999).Regardless, some movement do%bs of structurehas occurredThe changing
footprint of buidings, the evoling prepty lines, and the myriad economic and social changes

occurring around the statiomadeit a perfectcandidate forstudy. This thesis considers hotle

Sign:

causes and consequences of social and economic change in northeastern North Carolina may be

discernedand interpretedin the historical and archaeological record.



Thesis Organization

This thesis firstprovidesthe readewith a basic historic understanding of {heriod involving

the CBLS It then discusseghe theoretical approactsed in this researchletails the data
collection methods, the types of datasets recorded, and interpretation of thét distaission of
the research questioris presented in the final chapter.

Chapter Aetailsthe historic information pertaining to the CBLS and surrcgnd
community. The chapterbegins with the invention of the Freshehs andends with the
reconstruction of site structures asidcusseshow the sitelooks today Primary sources were
used when possible to produce the historic narralach of the histric data was collected in
North Carolina. The CBLS maintains a digital collection of documents that provided a great
amount of those referenced in this work. Several documents were found in online digital
collections available through various sources.

Chapter 3 explains the theoretical approa€khis thesis which was provided biylichael
B. Schiffeld ehaviord archaeological wdel (Schiffer 199¢. Formation processes includle
both noncultural transformation and culturadansformation This study's pmary focus was on
the cultural transformation processes that shaped the lighthouse compis<saneunding
community.

Chapter 4 reports theata collectionmethodolog used in this studyHistorical methods
used in this studyncluded consultationof secondary sources obtained through several libraries
to track down primary source®rimary source documentwere directly gatheredfrom various
archives Archaeological methodologies inclati¢he useof total stations, gradiometersnd
metal detectorsThese technologies were used in different combinatmfrisrrestrial and

underwater surveysThe author utiizd ComputerAided Drafting (CAD) and photogrammety



software to create virtual threBmensional(3D) models to compae structural elements,
investment decisions, population trendad space utiization techniqueArchaeological
information was postprocessed and visualizesihg MagMap Xchange 2andArcGIS
(Geographic Information Systems [GIS]he information gathered through the methods
oulined above are explained in Chapter 5.

Chapter 6 describes ways in which the various datasets were andigednalysis
phase of this projestias composed of three activities: quantitative analysis of historical records,
digtal modeling of archaedjical data, and the merging of aggregated historical data into virtual
modeling for geospatial analysis. After the historical and archaeologicalvdatgathered
statistical analysesvere conductedo investigate correlations betweeoonomic change and
archaeological evidence or between the construction @BiS and shipwreck events. The
economic and social investments made by local regional and federal entites in the events
affecting the lighthouse complex throughout its histaigre evaluatedhrough qualtative
analysis of gatheredtlistoric documentationthat describe théme, money,and effort expended
on the topic.Comparisons were madanongpopulation trends investment data, and shipwreck
events The archaeological data layersAncGISwere compared Important correlations were
highlighted and discussedlocations of missing structures were estimated and ilustrated.

Chapter 7 presents conclusiobased on the datand answexthe research questions set
forth in the introduction. Future resech including new questions raised during this sudgpd
imitations of this studyarealso discussed in ighchapter A discussion of how the data confirms,

chalenges, or adds to the historical record is also presented in this chapter.



Chapter 2Revolution in Rdiance a Historical Narrative

Introduction

The Currituck Beach Light Station has long been a beacon of hope for seafarers and watermen
along the northern stretch of the coast of
history of the lighthousecompound, one must touch upon the technological, poltical, economic,
and cultural environment in which was conceivedand constructed. Its geographic location, the
people who kept the light burning, and its cultural impact are all important topicsetgbe=d

in this historical account othe maritime community.

Local, regional, and national events through time impacted the minds and hearts of the
people in control of the elements at the lighthouse site. A focused understanding of the cultural
ideologies and political mindset of thedividuals involved in changes at thecation atdifferent
points in timeis important for understanding the local pressures acting on the site. The
construction of the lighthouse and its physical changes over timebbavedocumented quite
well. This documentation isignificant for recognizing relationships of various public and
private agencies on a larger scale.

A chronological approach to tiestorical narrative is utiized in this chapter to ilustrate
the eventof cultural and physical change in the community that surround€BikS. The Pre-
Constructionsection describes the history of temmunity before the lighthouse was
established,as well agpreparations for construction of the site. The section lab@alstruction

Beginsexplains the construction activities on s@ommunity at the Compldistrates



contemporary construction and investments in the commubityies and Conflictlescribes

activities at the CBL%nd surrounding communitfrom its fourding until the end of th&9th

century. In the section labeledl New Centuryactivities that occurregh the communityduring

the first third of the 20th centursire explained Environmental and Political Issudslows these

issues from their beginning the sk Dintial abandonment. The section labektter WWiI|
details activities in the community from the
1980s. Thefinal section entited Conservation Beginglescribes efforts to reconstruct #ie

and explains the inevitable growth of the community uhé recentera

Pre- Construction

This area along the coast has been known by many ndinesNative Americans called the

region Coratankor Corotank, both of which are terrased to refer tthe abundance of wid

geese that propagated the afB@ few people who did ive on the strip of ibland called it
Whalehead, which is a name taken from an old story about a man fiadiegiormousvhale on

the beachPerthe tale, he droveihhorsedr awn carriage inta@andt he dead
straight into its head (Davis 2004:16). Representatives of the northern whaling industry often
conducted expeditions off the coast betwdenOld Coratank and Roanoke inletsocals took
advantage of whales ahoccasionally washed ashore to supplement their income. Eventually,
they went to sea to catch their prey. In 1775, the Britsh Parliament banned whaling and fishing
along the coast of North America. After independemas gained whaling activities resued. In
June of 1789the New Currituck Inlet flled in forcing the inhabitants of the northern Outer

Banks to rely more heavily on the sound instead of the sea (Davis 2004:21). Later, after a
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thriving community had developed, a new post office was buit the designation of Corola
Post Office. The area has been known as Corola ever $1281999:8.4).

Why was Currituck Beach chosen as a location for a light station? The United States
erected new lighthouseatdangerous locationsalong the Outer Bak One suclareawas
Whalehead, which was located midway betwE€ape Henry Light Station in Virginia and the
Bodie Island Light Station in North Carolin&/halehead was an ideal location for the last
lighthouse buit along the North Carolina coast (USLHEB/2:508, 1873:631; NPI®99:8.3).
This stretch of coast is especially dangerous to southbound traffic that travels close to the coast
in attempts to avoid the northbound Gulf Stream Curdéiibility was also generally poor due
to frequent fogAdditionally, there had been several wrecks along this stretcloasdtine
because captains mistook the Currituck Banks for the shoreline at False Cape, located just south
of Cape Henry, Virginia (NPS 1999:8.2). To date, there are at least eighteen known &kipwrec
just off shore at Currituck Beach (Holland 1989:180). One report indicates 56 wrecks over a 22
year period at Currituck Beach (USLHB 1874:48).

The I enses installed i n  Nadatvdly reccentr ol i na s
technological advancemerm the United Statest the time. Invented byAugustin Fresnel, a
French engineer in the first quarter of the 19th centilny apparatusvas first usedat the
Cordouan Lighthouse in France in July of 1823 (Adamson 1955:39). After his inttial installation
provedsuccessful, Fresnel created three successively smaller sized lenses and a classification
system for them. First order lenses were the biggest and brightifstthe lenses decreasing in
size tothe sixth order,which wasthe smallest(Figure 2.). Information about each of the Fresnel
lensescan be found iMAppendixA: Comparative Table of Lens OrdeBy 1854, the Fresnel

lens lit the entire French coastline (Levitt 2013:76).
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Figure 2.1. Fresnel les ader description (Baiges 1988)

Through a series of mishaps, wars, sabotage, and stubborn bureaucrats, the use of the

Fresnel lens in a United States lighthouse was delayed unti February of 1850. Part of the reason

12



for the delay in adopting this net@chnology was due to the reciprocal relationship between
lighthousesin the United Stateandthe whale oil tradeThe CBLS usedkerosengbut nost of
the United States lighthouse lamps were Lewis lamipeseused whale oil, whereas those of
France and Bgland usedtolza oil The colza oiwasextractedirom the seeds of a rapeseed
plant grown in Europe. Steven Pleasonton, the head of the United States Lighthouse
Establishment, thought the use of anything but the less expensive Lewis lamp was preposterous
(Levitt 2013:129152) The Lewislamp burned half as much oil as any other. Changing to a new
lens system was also problematic for Winslow Lewsngress had contractégéwis to supply
all lighthouses in the country with his lamps, which incorporatedefisctor designs. The new
Fresnel lenses would have required modification of the lamp and removal roifribie
mechanism.The expense of these changes helpstfy the old technology (JohnsatB88914;
Levitt 2013:129152).

Another impediment to indtang Fresnel lenss in the United States wid® Lighthouse
Establshment, whiclexisted between 1776 and 1851. This organizatias more concerned
with lighting dark coastal regionthan experimenting with new technologigtevitt 2013:144)
In 1851, Cangress ordered the creation of a board to research and report on lighthouse
operations. The group completed their research and produced a damning report in short order.
However, no immediate action was taken. A few months B&tic, a steamer wittseveal
congressmen on board, found itself in insufficient light and trapped by fog. The inability to
navigate in those conditons was the impetus that led Congress to approve the creation of the
United States LighHouse BoardSLHB). The report identified he need for skiled

construction of lighthouses and the use of the Fresnel lens (Dolin 20183825
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In 1855, the United States received the first shipment of Friesiselsand mounting
hardware for installation as replacements for Lewis lamps. Thacespént effort began at Cape
Hatteras, wher e, arguably, the most dangerous
(United States Congress 1885:193.33@)itt (2013:180) note, ABy 1859, the Ligt
Board had put a Fresnel lens in virtually ewe | i ght house .iBetweerli&0 Uni t ed
and 1860, the United States also expandgtithouse construction. Over five hundred Fresnel
lenses werdnstalled by 1860, just prior to a cvil catastrophe (Levitt 2013:180).

The United States Civi Waook its toll on the land and seascape, as wel as on the
minds and bodies of those involved. The Outer Banks of North Carolina did not escape the fury
of battle, nor the destructive preparations of war. Both combatant forces rmgubdiels and
favored seaoutes over other transportation methods. Al along the eastern seaboard, lighthouses
had their lenses removed in preparation for their protection or to make transportation of goods
more difficult for the enemy.Combatants believethat blockadeunners wuld be hindered by
natural hazardsif the navigation aids were eliminated (Naish 1985:35).

These lenses were valuable. Whemovedfor tactical purposes, they were packed away
with utmost care, with the presumption that they cdaddreplacedafter thehostiities had
expired andegular economic activity had resumed. In some cases, the buidings were damaged
and never usedgain, or the lensesvere lostdue to the death of the caretakeuring
reconstruction efforts in the south, mapgisms were recoered or keepers ordered replacement
glass from the original French manufacturer (Levitt 2013:196).

Another technological advancement expanding across the globe was the electric arc light.
This technology watilly adopted in Europe by the 18804ost of tre advancements in seamark

technology in the United States during this twmere concentrate@n audible signal
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technologies.After the Civi War, the use of electric lighting was a wettablished trend in
United Statedghthouses(Levitt 2013:218222) It wasanother fity years before electric
lighting was utiized in the CBLENPS 1999:7.4)

Developmentsin steam power helped advance this type of lightiSggam engines
powered electric generatorgvhich, in turn, powered the lightShis technology equired more
training for keeperandmore money for installatignmaintenance, and supplies. Electricity
usage resutted inraore powerful light anda more technologically advanced national imalge
symbolized national wealth, poltical power, and motier(Schiffer 2005:292 2010:138140).
The United States was in no position to makeetrdeoff until wel after the turn of the 20th
century. TheCBLS would finally be electrified in 1933, replacing tbetdatedoil lamps

(Currituck Beach Light Keeperoudrnal [CBLKJ] 1933:1).

Construction Begins

In 1873, the federal government purchased the site for the Currituck Beach Light Station. Early
the next year, construction began on the-fif8® structure located between the Cape Henry
Light Station in Virgina and the Bodie Island Light Station in North CarolfSLHB
1873:631) At Currituck Beach temporary Iving quarters for the workmen, a carpenter's shop, a
blacksmith's shop, and a cement shed were erected at the site. Construction managers utilized
bamges to transport thbuilding materials to the lighthouse wharf. A rail system ran from the end
of the pier to an area near theture base of theower (USLHB 1873:631;NPS 1999:8.4).

A local contractor named Dexter Stetson buitt several lighthouseg #ilencoast

including theCBLS (Stetson 1876:1}e was contracted to kb the Cape Hatteras and Bodie
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Island lighthouses to specifications set forth by HB (Stick 1982:6568). The CBLS tower
is identical in construction that of the Bodie Islandicttire with two exceptions: the Bodie
Island Lighthouse had no piles driven for the foundation, and the tower at Currituck basa
exterior stegNPS 1999:8.9)Thelargek e eper 6 s house was one of two
this style (Victorian Stick) and floorplan

Initial work at the site included construction of a wharf, rail system, and buildinge to
usedas construction shops and storage areasolostructionmaterials. The site wasemote,and
movement of buiding materials was a cancelhe wharf was constructed over 1,500 feet out
into the sound to accommodate the draft of supply boats. The wharf had a rail system
incorporated within it to transport materials from the dock to the building(l$&:HB
1873:631; 1875:45)The carpentér shopwas finshedon 6 Junel874and ge driver derricks
were raisedon 17 Juneof the same yeaiThirty-five piles were drivenduring the month(Figure
2.2). Iron from the rairoadwas gatheredor the blacksmithto create necessary hardware for
future use in constructionUSLHB 1873:631;Haines 1874:1)

Constructionof the lighthouse began with pies that were driven 22 to 24 feet into the
ground by a steam pile driver. Buiders placed a wooden grilage systéop of the pilings.
Concrete was usdd fill between the piings and the grilage systedS(HB 1873:631)

Masons constructed a muomponent foundatiometweenthe grilage system and tluble
walled brick conical towel(Figure 2.2) A construction progress reparvtitten by Peter Haing,
Lighthouse Engineer from thatbDistrict, to Joseph Henry, Chairman of LighthouBeard,
explains:

July for month of June

The car pewas fimishéden the Btlo gf the month. The derricks for the

pile-driver were raisedat the site of the toweand ready for work on the 17th. New
runners, braces, bolts, rolers, etc. have been prepared for the pile driver, it was set up,
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and the engine put in readiness for the operations on the 19th on which day the work, of
driving the tower piesvas commencedBefore the first pilewas driven however, the

engine failed to work on account of the pump being out of order. This dedesctepaired

and the driving again commence@wing to the wearing away of the pile driver runners
work was suspended on the 2@hwait for iron with which to [cover?] the runners. The
latter were repairedbn the 29th and the pile driving again commenced. Thwey (35)

piles were driving during the month.

The blacksmith has been engaged in making bolts, staples, etc., fdriveile
bolts for derrick and outer pier; thimbles for guys; cant [?] for moving piles; hinges,
staples, etc., for shed and shed doors, and bands, shackles, pins [?] and keys for use in
driving piles.

The labours were engaged the first half of the mantfemoving rairoad iron
from old stringers, hauling lumber and piles from wharf to site, and stowing the old iron
in blacksmithés shop the other padriver, of t he
taking bark off piles and preparing them for digyinsawing wood and splitting logs (tops
off piles) for fuel for the engine.

The chartered sloop AVirginiaodo has made
l umber and four trips to Churchos |l sl and a
bl acksmit hB8470e70% | , et c. (
Currituck Beach Lighthouse itself is visually distinctive because it is the only unpainted
lighthouse in North Carolina. Since the Cape Lookout, Cape Hatteras, and Bodie Island
lighthouses had already adopted the diamond, candy cane, renadithd patterns, the USLHB
decided to leave the Currituck Beach Lighthouse unpainted. When the sun sets over Currituck
Sound, the unpainted red bricks glow with a light that appears to emanate from within, softening
the imposing water (Edwards 1999:1The tower was completed in December of 1875.
Completion of the two and al8healwdidenticalor y kee
storage buidingswere addedo the site on the north and south perimeters (USLHB 1876:771).
These were therimary structures untl 1920 when workers brought a second, smaller keeper's
house to theompoundand reconstructed the wharf (USLHB 1920:754). The supporting

structures fobothk e e per s & h o us e privies, randIstordheuses (NP3 1999:B)8 s
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Figure 2.2. Sketch by Dexter Stetson, Superintendent of Construction at Currituck (Stetson
1873).

Community at the Complex

After its construction, the lighthouse had its first keepers. During this early period, #ere w
few social services of any kind for mdghthouse workers.Before establishment of the post
office, most supplies and mail were brought todbenpoundperiodically. Early on, the keepers
would make théenmile roundtrip across the sountb Long Pdnt, a lighthouse outpost and
supply depot for lighthouse keepers in the aaed, other locations for supplies. Perceived

isolation wasan acceptabldfestyle among keepers of the tinfgSLHB 19051920) The few
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inhabitants around Whalehead were subsigtefarmers who raised livestockunted ang
domesticated feral pigs (NPS 1999:8.4).

Two contemporary developments occurred in 18hé.Jones Hil Lifesaving Station
was one of several that had been placed approximately every four mies along thBaDkser
Undoubtedly, theravereinteractionsbetween the staff of these stations and the staff of the
lighthouse station due to both the similarity of goals and the necessity of work communications
(Mobley 1994:27).

The Lighthouse Club, one of several tmm clubs developed around Currituck in the last
quarter of the 11 century, was establishedoon the area became a hunting and leisure area for
northeasterrnbusinessmerwho wanted to take advantage of theuntiful duck and geese around
the area. Mangenterprising young locals began working at these clubs as guides for hunting
trips. Some locals became commercial hunters, supplying their game to the northeast markets.
These activities continued well into thet@@entury (Davis 2004:34NPS 1978:8.11

It did not take long for the population to grow to the extent ithatquired a post office.

I n 1896, Emma Pfesrgosmaster, requested thdt the nited States Postal
Service establisha facilty in Whalehead. Eventually, the na@erodlla was acceptetbr the new

community post office which was constructed soon afidPS 1999:8.5).

Duties and Conflict

Whie there wastructural and landscapshange at the light station from 1875 until 1933, the

responsibilitiesat the lighthouse we mostly unchanged throughout this period. These duties
consisted of ensuring that thght continued burning and that upkeep and maintenance on the
mechanical equipment, including on the tower itself and on the first order Fresnel lens, was
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performed. Te keeper alsoecordedobservationsandweather conditions and maintath the
grounds and othesn-site structures. A new lamwas installedi n May of 1881. The
Hydraulic Float Lamgastedfor three years when the fuel type changBdure 2.3)(CBLKJ
1881:2. The light wasoriginally powered by lard fuelbut an 12 April 1884, thelamp and
fixtures had to be reconfigured to accommodate kerosenéCiBdlKJ 1884:2 USLHB
1884:5). Keepes stored this fuel in the diouse and storehouse and haddoy itto the
various locations where it was needed, including to the tower Aghtimes, keepers or assistant
keeperdook aboat to the mainland to retrieve supplies or personnel for new duties in Corolla.
The keeper and assistarttok time from tleir regular duties to butcher hogs or harvest crops
from the hafacre garden that was located on site (NPS 1999:8.6). +Mayd of 1880, First
Assistant Mr. Heath was given permission to move the former temporary home of J. W. Lewis,
the Superintendentf&onstruction, to a locatiothat wasmore convenient to his quartesshich
could be used as a fic nohé& 1880mnsus,e2d pefpl avérereported 1 8 8 0
l'iving in the UntedgatesliBaeayp of CehsdisSBC|01889:49.2%

The pier at the lighthousevas completely rebuiin 1888 and again in 1903 major
maintenance endeavoA shedwas constructedat the end of theier, and the call bell system
was installed in 1888, as well (USLHB 1888:8Bhe pier structure requick frequent
maintenance and upkeep, possibly dueady dockconstruction techniques or wear and tear of
daily use and weathering. In 1892, approximately 3,000 feet of fencing was rebuit (USLHB
1892:92). The USLHB completed a topographical survey olighidnouse site in 1894 (USLHB
1894:98). A temporary iron eilouse was buitt on thesite, and 280 feet of board fence and two

gateswere installedin 1896 (USLHB 1896:87).
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FUNCK'S HYDRAULIC FLOAT LAMP
TFOR LARD OIL
17 AND 2% QRDER LENSES. Flate 1.

Horizontal Section

Vertical Section. N. IV Vertical- Section. M. M

Figure 23.Func k 6 s Hoatdamp wanteroempleyed in the CBLS. (Authority of the
Light-House Board 1881100).

The keepers at theBLS saw many wrecksuiing their stay at the site.dde, however,

were as influential as the wrecksW@&SHuron and Metropolis which took placeni the winter
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of 1877 and 1878. These two wreaksre especially tragicA course error caused USiron to

run aground off the coast of Nags Head. The-imoted gunboat was nearg00yards from

shore, but the heavy sea and bad weadthek the ives 0f98 crewmen. Iltvas decidedhat the

United States Lifesaving Senvige)SLSS)was inadequately funded to handle the disaster. Soon
after, Metropolis ran hard aground near tk&BLS (The Washington Post 1878:1; The New York
Times 1878:2). Althoughvarious meda outlets reported different numbersjsitelieved that
102lves were lostbecausdhe USLSShadbeenil-prepared for the disaster (Mobley 1994:66
73; Duffus 2007:144145). Figure 2.4 depicts a victim of tiidetropoliswreck. The occupants of
the CBLS playeda significantrole in the rescue and recovery effort. The primary lighthouse
keeper of theCBLS gave a statemenabout the everto Walter Walton, the Assistant Inspector
and Acting Superintendent of téSLSS Keeper N. G. Burris described theoeff of those
civilians and how th&JSLSS helped many people return to shore. He also described the recovery

efforts of the following days:

When near the lighthouse | turned and lookedkand the mast had fallen, and no
sign of the vessel remained. | koone of the survivors home with me, and shortly
after my arrival, a great many more of the survivors i®xraustedand destitute
condttion flocked to the house. | furnished food and shelter for@idy persons
that night, and for about severstix for breakfast and dinner arsthetteredthem

that night and gave them a bré&et the folowing morning (Saturday). They left at
noon for the steamer to Norfolk, Vahis isall | know in relation tothe wreck of

the steamer Metropolis. N.®urris (L878).

These events forced changes in the funding of the USBSISic outcry was the major
factor in the decision to increase hours and training for those employed by the, Servieel as
increasethe number of lifesaving facilities along the codsis incease created more johlpng

the Outer Banks and a larger sense of community among the members of the USLSS and others
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in the area, especially those who Ived and worked at the lighthouses (The Washington Post

3739).

: Davis 2004

Mobley 1982176

2

1878

mes

The New York Ti

1

1878

i

L _,._ﬁ,w..v.

D).

Figure 2.4. A victim of the Metropoliswreck (eslie 1878169
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A New Century

Although cultural change and industrial advancememdse occurring throughout the world,
most ofthese changes did not directly affect the northern Outer Banks of Qartiina. There
were a few significant changes thabk place athe light station in the first quarter of t@®th
century. Reconstruction of thiones Hil Life Saving Serviceoccured closer to the lighthouse
complex in 1903. Workers installed telephones atthmpoundin 1898, but ineswere only
connectedto the lifesaving service nearby (Jones 1898). These new lines replaced the outdated
call bell system of communication. On B@cember 1912, workers installed a new lamp in the
tower. This new vaporizelamp preheatedhe fuel and resulted in a brightdourning and more
eficient light (CBLKJ 191235).

An additionalmat c hi ng k e e p eisbebw, was breought to théesgulb2€
by barge from the Lon@oint Light Station.The dweling housevas broughtirom Long Point
and situatedat the Club Houséanding (CBLKJ 1920:3).The north storage buiding was moved
eastward, paralel to the lighthouse towaforkers placed ths ma | | keeqguutheds house
north storage buildindoundation This structurewas originally buit in 1881 (USLHB 1881:40).
The use of the Long Point Light Station was discontinued by 1915sfrbisture becaméhe
secmdassi st ant ketthgg@LSs dwelling

The CBLS had many keepers throughout its histatlyough detailsof their experiences
have been lostover the yearslenny Edwards (1999) compied many of their staaies
collection of oral histories of the CBLiB her workentitled To llluminate the Dark Space

Meghan AgrestoSite Manager at theCBLS, gathered and digitally archived many documents
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aboutthe light station and its keepers, including a list of light keepgopdndixB: List of Light

Keepers.

Figure 2.5. SaII keeper's house at the CBLS (B. Scott Rose 2016).

Other developments in the community effected the CBAMEh increased traffic to the
area, Whaleheadb6s reputation as a .wasating hav
railroad executive with the Pennsylvania Rairoad and American Sugar Refinery from New
Jersey who established Corolla Island as a hunting retreat and as his secondohosmn (and
Coppedge 19995; Davis 2004:4%1). Knight buit Corolla Island adjace to the light station
in 1925.The old Light House Club buiding was stil on thke closet o Kni ght 6 s propo
buiding location. Knight usithe old buiding as a temporary residence during the construction

of the new house (Davis 2004:5%).
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Therei s an indication that Knight &s wife, Mar
constructionof the house, isible in the distance in Figur2.6. LeBel was an excellent shot with

a gun and uporbeing denied access to anralile hunting club, she and her husbémik the

extravagant house and club where women were welctiRS (1978:8.1Edwards 1999:23).

Figure 2.6. The tower at the CBLS; Whalehe&2ub is visible in the background (John McCord
2015).

At acostof nearly 400,00@ollars in 1920, Corola Island was an architectural feat that

brought more jobs to therea. The Knights employed several people from the commamdy
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