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Introduction and FProject History

by Nan A. Rothschild and Diana diZ Wall

The excavation of the Stadt Huys Block was the first archaeological
excavation undertaken in New York City under the auspices of the New
York City Landmarks Freservation Commission. It was conducted under the
mandate of the New York City Environmental Quality Review Act, prior to
development of the 8% Bropad Street site (now the Goldman Sachs
headqgquarters) by Galbreath-Ruffin. The site consisted of land on three
blocks, defined by Fearl, Broad and Scouth William Streets, and extended
- to the east across Coenties Alley (see Figure 1). The zsite was
designated as having archaeoclogical potential because it was known to
be the location of the first town hall in New Ydrk City, the Dutch
Stadt Huys, at what was to become 71 Pearl Street. The project began
with documentary research in August 1979; the fieldworkbaasfggnggzéd
in August 1980.

The Landmarks Freservation Commission had designated the most
recent structure at 71 Fearl Street as a landmark in 1946&6. This
building was built in 1826 on one of the same building lots where the
Stgdt Huys had been located. In 1970, Lehman Brothers had planned to
develop the site. At that time the facade of the 1826 building was
taken down and stored, with plans for its restoration and
recanstruction elsewhere. Regina Kellerman, an architectural historian
and & Commission researcher, and Dr. Joseph Shelley, gg archaeologist
from City College, conducted a limited excavatiogvﬁiggkneath the front
part of 71 Fearl Street when the facade was removed and found what they

interpreted as part of the foundation of the Stadt Huys (Kellerman

1983 .



EBefore the site could be built uwpon in 1979, it had to be
de—designated as a landmark. However, the facade of the 1824 building
was no longer intact. Furthermore, preservation policy had changed in
the intervening decade so that the reconstruction of a building facade
out of its context was no longer considered appropriate. After several
meetings among members of the Commission staff (including Dorothy
Miner, katharine Mish and Lenore Norman), the New York archaeological
community (Bert Salwen, Sarah Bridges, Wendy Sapan (Harris), and Diana
Wall (Rockman) of New York University, Ralph Scolecki of Columbia
University, Eugene Sterud, then of the Archaeological Institute of
America, and Nan Rothschild, then of Hunter t,ollege/l, and
representatives of the land-owner, Dollar Savings Bank (Thomas Hunt,
Executive Vice-Fresident, and Fkevin MeGrath, counsel to the Rank), it
was decided that an archaeclogical excavation would be an appropriate
way to satisfy the reguirements of the "de—designation" procedure.

It was felt that the site had a high archaeological potential
because it was one of the few blocks remaining in New York City where
the remains of the Dutch occupation in New York might still existy it
was considered to be particularly important because of the location of
the Stadt Huys on the block. The latter had been constructed as the
Stadt Herbergh or City Tavern in 1642 and converted for use as the
Stadt Huys in 1653. It served this purpose until 1697, when it was
demolished. The Stadt Huys Block represents one of the oldest
continuously occupied sites in the ;gglﬁn and was the home of a number

of New York's early prominent citizens.
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& Certificate of Appropriateness for the archaeclogical excavation
was granted in August 1979. Rockman and Rothschild were to be
co—directors of the project, with Rothschild as principal investigator
and Prof. Rert Salwen in a major advisory role. The project was paid
for by the Dollar Savings BRank, the owner of the land. The
archasologists were put on the payroll of the Turner Construction
Company. The project began with a sensitivity study consisting of
documentary research and preliminary sub—surface borings in August,
1979. Field testing, the second phase of work, began with the removal
of the black—-top surface of the parking lot on 1 October, and the use
of a front-end loader and a backhoe to clear the debris from demolition
of the most recent structures. The full crew began on 9 October and
coneisted of 15 field archaeoleogistsy, with Anne Donadeo and Edward
Mo?in as field supervisors, and 5 laboratory crew members working under
the direction of Wendy Harris. This phase was projected to last until
31 Decembher 1979, at which time Dollar Savings Bank planned to
transfer the land to Galbreath-Ruffin. It was agreed, however, that if
anything were to delay plans to sell the land or to begin construction,
the archaeologists would continue to have access to the site.

During the testing phase, which lasted until January 1980, some
very important archaeological features and deposits were uncovered
which were to be destroyed during the construction of the proposed
building. The archaeologists and the Commission thought it essential to
do a second, more intensive, field phase consisting of salvage o+ the
mitigation of the impact of this destruction. The most important
feature excavated during this ﬁhase of fieldwork was a major part of

the foundation of the Lovelace Tavern, built in 1670 by New York’'s

i



second English governor, Sir Francis Lovelace. This building served for

a short time as the town hall after the Stadt Huys was noe longer in

use. These foundations, and extensive deposits associated with the

tavern ‘s basement floor, covered part of two modern lots.

'Pd-b'tc 7

:> In January 1980, a'hearing was held by the Landmarks Preservation

Commission, followed by a meeting at the City Flanning Commission among

the representatives of the landowner, the archaeologists, and the two

commissions. At this meeting, further time and money were granted to

the archaeclogical proiect, and

an agreement was made to reconstruct

some of the archaeologically recovered structures on the plaza of 85

Broad Street as an outdoor archaeology exhibit. The tasks to be

completed during this second fieldwork stage were the excavation of an

approximately S04 sample of the

deposits of the Lovelace Tavern, the

excavation of two trenches across Stone Street (one of Manhattan's

earliest streets which would no

longer exist inm the project area once

the new building had been completed), the excavation of one trench

across Coenties Alley, and the completion of the excavation of later

features in the backyard of Lot
;>the area within the block until
Coenties Alley and S5tone Street
from construction activities in

August.

. This mitigation phase continued on
when dm( L‘(" ﬁ'aﬂ-{- ,.7
mid-July 1%80; the trenches under

were excavated as they became available

July and August. Fieldwork ended on 29

Laboratory work, which began almost with the beginning of

fieldwork, lasted wuntil March 1981. Conservation of certain classes of

artifacts {(primarily metals, leather, glass, and delft) began two

months later when material from both the Stadt Huys and Hanaver Square

Blocks were chosen for treatment by a team of conservators, led by



James Roberts and Deborah Schorsch of New York University's
Conservation Frogram in the School of Fine Arts (see Appendix H).

The history of repositories for the cellection is a complex one,
and indicates a major problem for archaenlogical research in New York
City. The initial laboratory was at 191 Front Street, a space owned by
New York State as part of Schermerhorn Row. Richard Fieper, then the
administrator for the New York State Maritime Museum, gave us access to
this space. In the fall of 1983, we were informed by the South Street
Seaport that they required 191 Front Street to be emptied. At that
point, the collections from both the Stadt Huys and 7 Hanover Sguare
were involved, and it was decided to divide the collections according
to their possible research potential. Mark Ten Eyck, then director of
the Center for Building Conservation (CBC),; expressed interest in the
architectural materials (flat glass, brick, mortar, nails, dressed
stone) from both sites. Consequently this material was moved to the
third floor of 171 John Street, above the CBC offices. When the latter
organization moved to its building on Peck Slip in 1984, the South
Street Seaport Museum, under the direction of Ellen Fletcher, made a
commitment to continue to house these materials, and they are stored
there today. Mhai' h d UJ‘\UX CBQ dLSbO.MOLLd \7 -DLd {Mgea,em/{’

Yolts Wk a7

All materials {ceramicsi table and bottle glass; pipes; metal,
bone, and stone artifacts; fauwnal, floral, and soil samples) were moved
to the basement of 25 Waverly FPlace at New York University, as a result
of the willingness of Frofessors Bert Salwen and Annette Weiner, Chair
of the Anthropology Department, to house them temporarily. This part of
the collection was then moved in 1985 to the Department of Anthropology

at Columbia University, with funding from



the National Science Foundation obtained teo start a Museum of
Anthropelegy for which Nan Rothschild serves as a curator. This funding

provided for moving and storage facilities, since the material had

already been conserved. W&D J\M\E’ASMQ Oéw'@\ ‘l’(_, bﬂ’}ﬂu N RMH kizh()\)\
In concluding this brief history of the Stadt Huys Blnckgugk L%@»"q
excavations, it should be stressed that the project was part1cuf . ddﬁ‘)
important,; in three major areas.. The first aspect of significance is
the historical one; this was the first archaeclogical project done in
New York City under the auspices of the Landmarks Freservation
Commission and the CEGQR process. It involved learning at many levels,
and was extremely exciting, if not calm. The magnitude of the project
was something that no one in the city archaeological community had
whieh admasatim ?
euperienced before and resulted in administrative problems, and a long
—_—
delay in producing this report. The excavation of the block also made
clear what tremendous enthusiasm exists among the general public in New
York City for this kind of information. EBoth media coverage and the
large number of requests for visits to the site, by school groups of
all ages, showed that New Yorkers welcome the opportunity to share in
the archaeclogical exploration of the city’'s historic past.
The second aspect of significance was the revelation that there
was, in fact, material of tremendous atchasclogical value on the block,
and thus, presumably, on other similar blocks., This finding has been
dramatically reinforced in subseqguent excavations in lower Manhattan.
EBut at the time, we did not know if the distuwbance resulting from two
or three building episodes on each lot would leave anything remaining

that would be capable of vielding information about past life in New

York City.



The third aspect of significance relates to the actual material
recovered, both artifacts and architectural remains. Approximately
23,000 ceramic sherds; 10,000 clay pipe fragments; 11,000 pieces of
glass; and 20,000 pieces of architectuwral material (the weight of brick
kept is between four and five million grams) were recovered during
excavations, along with smaller guantities of other classes of objects.
In terms of architectural remains, the recovery of the Tavern has
already been noted as extremely important; a number D% other features,
wells, privies, and cisterns, also provided unique evidence of life on
this block during its first two and a half centuries. In terms of the
types of deposits recovered, there were both unmixed deposits and mixed
redeposited material. While it is easy to see the value of the former,
the latter can also be of use in archaeology, both in understanding the
evolution of artifactual style and in exploring the history of land
alterations on the block.

The report following this introduction is organized into several
sections. First field methods and sampling strategy are outlined. A
description of excavations by building lot follows in which artifacts
and stratigraphy are presented. The final section of the main report is
a brief afterword. Thirteen appendices include detailed accounts of the
artifact classification and dating systems, a tabulation of all
artifacts are covered, an analysis of architectural aspects of the
gite, a report on paleobotanical remains, and several other sections.
Reference_cited
kellerman, Regina M. The Stadhuis of New Amsterdam: New York’'s First

1983 City Hall. Fh.D. dissertation, FPenn. State Univ.



The Sampling Strategy and_Field Methodology

by Diana diZ. Wall

Before fieldwork began, the results of the study of the building
and soil baring records indicated that parts of Lot &, Lats 7 through
10, Lot 12, and Lots 14 through 17 as well as Stone Street, Coenties
Alley, and that part of Pearl Street in the ar=a adjacent to the
Stadt Huys all had a high potential for yielding relatively
undisturbed archaeological deposits in the project area {(see Appendix
B). Different strategies were used in testing the areas within the

lock iiself than those usnder the streets. These strategies, their

rationale, and their results are outlined briefly below.

The Testing of the Stadt Huys Block

In testing for the presence of archaeological deposits within the

block itself, the backhoe was usad to remove the debris from the

demolition of the most racent buildings on the block down either to
the tops of the basement floors of the most recent structures or to
the level where archaeological deposits appear=d in the backyard
areas. The concrete floors were then removed, and manual excavation
wWas begun.

The sensitive lots were divided into thiree strata for testing,
based on a combination of both the kinds of deposits anticipated and
the kinds of disturbance or destruction of these deposits caused by
later construction events. These strata consisted of: 1)} those areas

located inside earlier structures, which were on or relatively close

a



to Pearl and Stone Sireets; 2) those areas located in what were
formerly backyards of these garly structures that had later been
incarporated into buildings and disturbed by the construction of the
basements of more recent structures; and 3) those areas located in
what had been and continued to be backyard areas. The approaches
used in testing each of these three strata differed, and will bhe

7
waS%g-

discussed separately below.

::? The Early Structure Aresas. A minimum of 2 single test cutTwas IDEHJ*hI
17~ 18M¢ 7 Q“
/:> placed in most lots in the area where early structures had been §¢ﬂ$1
7

located in order to determine whether any basement or floor deposits 4%%§,
from these early structures remained intact beneath the modern

basement floors. The test cuts excavated as part of this phase of

it
mntld

No test cuts were placed in this stratum in Lot & (because of the hu¢uiﬂu’ @

work include: AK in Lot 73 AQ in Lot 8; V¥V in Lot 23 N and 2 in Lot wkwk
::> 10; AR, AB, and AC in Lot 125 U and AF in Lot 163 and 0 in Lot 17.

howe

gr=at thickness of the modern brick basement floor) or in Lot 14 igm*twufy
(because units placed in adjacent Lot 16 suggested that such deposits L:mhxot
would not be found}. In addition, this stratum was not present in 4bﬂﬁm””z
Lot 15, as it contained no early structures, having been developed
only in the 1830s.

Such floor deposits were found in Lot 8. These deposits were
associated with the Lovelace Tavern, and subsequently 25 additional
test cuts Qere placed in Lots 8 and 9, the site of this structure, to
sample approximately 50X of these late seventeenth—-century tavern

deposits.



Early Backyard Areas. Two approaches were used in testing the

areas of early backyards that had been disturbed and coverad by modern
basement floors. First, a minimum cf one test cut was placed in this
area in most of the lots to see if any ground surface or midden
deposits remained intact. The units excavated as part of this phase
of work include: AD, AE, and AH in Lot 453 AJ in Lot 7; A, B, D, E, G,
and M in Lot 8; J and S in Lot 25 ¥ in Lot 1C; AG in Lot 14; and Y in
Lot 15. No backyard area was anticipated in Lot 12, as all of the
structures recorded here had completely covered the lot.

After this work was completed, both these early backyard areas and
much of the area originally covered by earlier buildings in most lots
wara then scraped either manually, with shovels, or with the backhoe,
in order to look for structural features. These features, which are
discussed fully in the lot-by-lot descriptions of the excavations,
were then excavated.

Modern Backyard Areas. 0On the basis of the historical research,

relatively undisturbed modern backyards were anticipated in two small

separate areas in Lot 7, a5 well as in Lots 2 and 14. These areas

were tested to look for undisturbed earlier ground surfaces and

features. The units placed in these areas ingluded: F and H in Lot 7;

Cand T in Lot 93 and I and Z in Lot 15. The backyards of Lots 7 and

+ume Period

9 contained both earlier ground surfaces and features; those in Lot 7
—

were completely excavated in Test Cuts F and H, while approximately

S0% of the deposits and features in the larger yard in Lot 9 were

subsegquently sampled in Test Cuts T, A0, and AR.

In the course of testing and sampling on the Stadt Huys Block

itself, four cisterns {in Lots &, 7, 9, and 14), one well {in Lot 14},



three privies {(in lots 7, 9, and 16), one seventeenth century barrel
feature interpreted as a well or privy'(in Lot 14), one sump {(in Lot
14) walls from five earlier buildings on the block {(including those
from the Lovelace Tavern in Lots 8 and 2 as well ag other structures
in lots 6, 7 and 9}, a yellow brick feature {in Lot 7}, and th=s

basement deposits from the tavern itself were recorded and excavated.

Testing in the Streets

A different strategy was used in testing areas which lay outside
the block. The area under the madern Pearl Street sidewalk near the
corner of Coenties Alley was examined in order to determine whether a
wall recorded in the Kellerman excavations was in fact the wall of the
Stadt Huys itself. The backhoe was used to remove the clean sand fill
between a Con Edison vault and the modern building line that had been
used to backfill the area after the Kellerman excavations. After the
sand i1l was removed, six test cuts (AN, AX, AY, AZ, BA, and BB) were
excavated alongside the walls that were encountered in this area.

The strategy used in testing Stone Street and Coenties Alley
consisted of the excavatiaon of two trenches across Stone Street (at
its eastern and western ends), and one across Coenties Alley {(in the
area adjacent to the Stadt Huys) in order to determine if undisturbed
deposits and features reamined intact beneath these streets that were
pairt of the project area. No such undisturbed deposits were found in
the trench in Coenties Alley. Undisturbed deposits and features

hme perwdl 7
:;’(including the foundation walls of 2arly buildings and two series of
undisturbed stratified ground surface deposits dating from the early

sevent=enth to the early nineteenth century) were found in the

11



trenches excavated across Stone Street. These were sampled in Test
Cuts BZ and CA in Trench 1, at the western end of the street, and in
Test Cuts CRBR and CC in Trench 2, at the eastern end.

All deposits from all of the areas of the site that were manually
excavated were handled in the same way. The test cuts were given
alphabetical designations. The sequence of these designations began
with A and continued to Z; then, as moreg designations were needed, new
segquences were used, from AA to AZ, BA to BZ, and CA ta CD, which
designated the last test cut allocated.

The depositis were excavated by natural strata, and in some cases,
where thaese strata were thicker than about four inches, by arbitrary
ievels within the strata. Each of the-excavated cantexts {whether it
consisted of a whole stratum or just a level within a stratum) was
assigned both a permanent catalogue number and a provenience sheet in
the field and a catalogue sheet listing and describing the artifacts
that were found in the context in the laboratory. The catalogue
numbers ranged from one to higher than 1800. Those contexts that made
up a particular stratum were grouped tcogether for the analysis.

For the most part, the deposits were screened through one—guarter
inch wire mesh. Most of the artifacts were sent to the laboratory for
identification, analysis and curation. However, certain kinds of
artifacts (such as brick, building stone, cecal and cinder, and martar)
were weighed and discarded in the field, with only a sample of the
materials actually being sent to the laboratery. Tha weights of the
discarded materials were recaorded on the field provenience sheets.

In some cases, however, depasits that were cbviously disturbed or

that both dated to later periods and had been adequately sampled in

12



adjacent test cuts were simply shoveled off and discarded. Further,
some of the test cuts placed to sample the tavern deposits were
screensed through one-half inch mesh. This decision was a compromise
to the time restrictions for this part of the excavations. The
decision to use wet or dry methods in screening depended on t?"he nature
of the deposits themselves: in those cases where the deposits were dry
and sandy and the artifacts could be easily picked from the screen,
the deposits were dry-screenad; the wet sand and siltier deposits
{including those that contained a great deal of organic material}) that

ohacured the artifacts were usually wet—screened.



TABLE 1

Summary of Data Analyzed to Detarsinzs the
Archasnlaogical Potentizl =f thaz
iLot= in tha 8% Broasd Shrezxt Frolzct Arss
(1} Data from Boring
{2) Data from DOR
i{3) Data from Tax Asssssmant
{4} Datzs frcm Magps
Data of Depth of Depth of
Constructico Cepth of Most Mosth
of Most E=lzvarnt Depth of EBasement Recant Recent Arch.
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by Nancy Stehling, Meta Janowitz,

and Kate Morgan

Excavated materials arrived at the Stadt Huys Lab in brown paper
bags, which were labelled with all provenience information. The
contents of each bag were then sorted into washable (bone, ceramic,
glass, building materials) and unwashable (metal, wood, leather)
artifact categories. Washing was done by the technicians using plain
tap water and was done in plastic dishpans using soft bristle
toothbrushes. The washing was done catalogue number by catalogue
number; one catalogue number was completely washed prior to the start
of anather. Drying was done in open air with the artifacts in flat
trays. When completely dry, the artifacts were then sorted into
gross cateqgories. These were "diagnostic", "non-diagnostic”, and
flaral/faunal. Diagnostic artifacts included ceramics, bottle glass,
clay pipes, coins, personal items such as jewelry, and other small
finds. Non-diagnostic artifacts were building materials and
construction/destruction related hardware. After the sorting was
done, the diagnostic artifacts were numbered. The numbering system
consisted of the State site number designation (554), the catalogue
number'aséigned in the field, and accession numbers af the individual
artifacts (1-n for each catalogue number). The next phase of the lab
procedure was the tabulation/identification phase. All artifacts
recovered from the Stadt Huys excavation were tabulated using an

established format based on Stanley South s classification system
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(South 1971). The tabulation was recorded on paper by hand to
generate a permanent record. Tabulation sheets were generated for
each individual catalogue number for all three gross artifact
categories. The data from these sheets were to be computer coded at
a later date to facilitate analysis. All artifacts were counted and
several classes.were weighed as well. Weights in grams were computed
using D Haus triple beam balance scales. Measurements were taken in
both English and Metric units wherever appropriate (i.e. brick,
nails). Upon completion of the tabulation phase, the artifacts were
then boxed. Diagnostic artifacts and faunal /flaoral material were
bnxe& by catalogue number; non—diagnostic artifacts were boxed by

test cut.
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Ch é%" Description_of Excavations

The following account of excavations describes documentary
research and the results of archaeological examination of each
building lot. These lats were used as units of analysis because each
lot or group of lats is really a unique site, with its own history af

land use and building sequence.

For each lot or group of lots {(which began as a single unit), the
results of documentary examination are presented first, faollowed by
the description of field work, test cut by test cut. In this
sectiaon, artifacts are described minimally, and only with reference
to the dating of strata. The description of artifacts, rationale for

dating and refgrence are given in the Appendices.
> TDoes +his Qe ction ha.ue cmelueims ov z«n#y’a/u%afwx,oag dach
) 184 ﬂf not, wine v Huo %um’z
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THE _ARCHAEQLOGICAL POTENTIAL 0OF THE 85 BROAD STREET FROJECT AREA

by Diana diz. HWall

1. Introduction

The 85 Bropad Street project area is bordered by Pearl Street on the
south, Broad EStreet on the west, and extends across Stone Street to the
southern edge of South William Street on the north and across Coenties
Alley to the east (Figure 1}. The property consists of Lots 1, 3, 5,12,
14-37, 19, 51, 55, 58, and 3% in Rlock 29. With the exception of the
building on Lot 5@ (25 South William Street) which was still standing, all
of the buildings an thsesz2 lots were torn down in the early 1970°'s.  In
addition to these 17 lots and their adjacent sidewalks, the project area
also included Coenties Allesy and Stone Street between Broad Street and
Coenties Rllay.

The Stadt Huys Block iiszlf (Figwe 1) was originally thought tc
hava archaeolegical potentizl because of tha nature of the majority of the
most recent buildings on the block (Regina ¥sllerman, correspondence with
the Landmarks Preservation Eamﬁissinn, I/20/7197%9). Since many of these
structures were built in the =arly 12th century, they were thought to have
r2latively shallow basements and foundations. This suggested that the
construction of these buildings had not destroyed archaeclogical deposits

associated with the earlier occupation of the area. In fact, excavations



conducted by Regina Kellerman in 1270-71 were apparently successful in
finding some of the remains of the Stadt Huys, or Dutch city hall, under
the most recent building in Lot 10 and in the adjacent Fearl Street
sidewalk area. A

It seemed probable, then, that other archaeological deposits
remained relatively intact beneath the basements of these buildings and
under the adjacent streets. Types of resources anticipated included the
remains of 17th and 18th century ground surfaces and associated midens as
well as tha remnants of features which were originally under the ground,
zuch as foundation walls, wells, privies, and cisterns.

This initial evaluation was made to desterminz the extent of 19th
and 20th century disturbance to the archaeological resources of the 85
Broad Street project area. This was done sa that areas of high
archasclogical potential could be identified for future subsurface
testing. Disturbance was avaluated primarily through the study of four
sets of data: the records of the Mew York City Department of Buildings,
the Mew Yark City tax assessment records, maps and atlases dating from the
mid—-19th century to the present, and the results of borings which were
done on the property.

The Department of Building records date freom the 1860's to the
present and often inﬁlude information on when structures were built, the
kind and extent of alterations, and the depths of basements and
foundations. These records were examined for all of the lets in the

project area and are refarred to in the subseguent text as D.D.B.
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The tax assesszsment records were helpful in discovering when some of
the clder of these most recent buildings in the ar=za were built. These
records indicate for each year whether a3 property was occupied by a
building or whether it was simply a vacant lot. The menticn of a "lot" in
these records implies that the next building mentioned for the propertiy
was newly built at that time. The tax assessment records from 17B9 o
1Bs0 (with gaps of several years) were examined to supplement the
information from the Building Department records and are subseguently
referred to in the text as T.A.

Maps and atlases dating from the mid-19th century to the present
were halpful in indicating when buildings were built and in locating
backyard areas. It was assumed that these backyard areas were not as
radically disturbesd as thz areas whers their associated buildings had
stood.

Two sets cof borings were done in the proj=sct area. The first set
of 13 {(Borings 1-13} was done at the rsquest of the develocpzr for
construction purposes. Thz2 second seit of 12 (Borings A-L) was done for
archaealogical purposes in areas which werzs missed by the first set of
borings. PBoth sets used 2 1/2" casing and took 1 1/2"%18" samples with a
split—-spaoon. Foar the first set, samples were taken every five feet until
bedrock was reached. For the second set, the casing was driven down to
depth= ranging from three to seven fest (depending on information known
about the area) and continuous samples were taken until subsoil was

reached.

A



In interpreting these barings, informaticn on the depth of the fiil
and the presence and depth of concrete basement floors was noted. “Fill®,
in this context, is operationally defined as deposits laid by man. The
presence of fill indicated in the borings from this asrea could have
rasulted from either the debris associated with the demolition of the most
rzcent buildings or earlier archaeological deposits. Since the
composition of both types of fill may be quite similar, it is often not
possible to diffarentiate between them with such a small sample,

—

2. The_ Archaeeclogical Fotential of_the Lots in the Project Area

Using the= four sets of data described above, the 19 lots in the
project area were put into three categories based on their archasological
potential: those with high potential with subsurface disturbance
documentad to less than nine feet; those of limiited potential with
subsurface disturbance documented from nine to thirteen feet; and those of
minimal potential with subsurface disturbance documented to amore than 14
fezst. This section describes the archaeclocgical pctential! of szach lot in
the projsct area.

Lot _1 (57 Pearl Street; 22 Stone_Street; and_ 73-97_Eroad_ Eirest)

This lot was most recently occupied by a 7 story structure wshich
was built between 1888 and 1891 (s=e Robinson and Fidgs=on 1B84; Bromley
and Bromley 1891). The depth of the foundation of the building is noted
as £'8" in 1900 (D.0.B.), while slightly later the basement depths are
recorded as ranging from 87 to 11°2" (D.O.EB. 1216), although there is no

indicaticn of where these different basement depths were meassured.
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Borings taken in this lot indicated that fill extended to depths of
10 to 11X feet (Borings 1Q and 7, respectively; Figure 1). A boring taken
in Lot 12, immediately adjacent to Lot 1, indiczted that subs=oil begins at
a shallawer depth of 8°6" (Boring I; Figure 1.

Taking into account the depth of the fill recorded for both Lot 12
and Lot 1 and the depths recorded for the basement of the seven story
structure in Lot 1, it would appear that the construction of this building
probably destroyed any archaeulﬁgical deposits associated with the earlier
occupation of this area. Lot i1 was, therefore, identified as an area cf

limited archaeolcgical potential.

Lot T _{(59-&1 Pearl Street; 24-26 Stone Street)

The most recent building on this lot was an 18 story structure
built in 1995 (D.0O.B.). No basement depths were found for this building.
A baoring taken in this laot, however, showed that fill extended to a depth
of 12 feet (Boring 113 Figure 1).

The depth of fil1l shown by the boring and the height of this 18
story structure indicated that the constructicn of this building probably
destroyed any archaeolongical deposits associated with the sarlier
occupation of this area. Lot 2 was, therefore, identifisd as an area of

limited archaeological potential.

Lot S_(6Z Pearl Street; 28 Stone Strest) _and Lot & (485 Pearl

The=e adjacent lots are considered together becausz the most racent

buildings on them were both built at the samz time and their basements

=
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were subject to the same aliterations at a later date. These two buildings
were sach four story structures, apparently built c. 1835-183&6 (T.A.}'.
Their basements were both altered ca. 19480 to accomodate a printing

press. A porticon of both basements (a total of ca. B25 square feeit) was
excavated at that time to a depth of 12'2" while the rest of ths basements
remained unaltered at a depth of 676" (D.0O.E.}.

Four borings were taken in these two lots (Borings 8, 12, J, and K:
Figure 1). Theay show fill ranging in depth from seven to twelve feet, and
basem=nt floors at depths of 59°6" and 12 feet in different areas.

Archaenlogical deposits were probably destroyed in the area where
these basements werz altered; this part of these lots was therefore
identifed as an area of only limited archaeclogical potential. The
ramainder of these lots continuesd to have relatively shallow basements;
thic portion of Lots 5 and &, therefcre, had high archaeolegical

potential,

tot 7 (&7 F=arl Streset)

This lot was most recently occupied by a four story building which
was apparently built hetween 1791 and 1796 (T.A.). It also had a small
backyard area which is shown aon maps from the mid-1%th cerntury tc the
prasant {see Perris 18523 Bromley 1231, corrected tao 1941). This yard was
cut through by a passageway comnescting Lot 7 to Lot 14 (Figur= 1) in 1228
(3.0.B.}). The depth of the basement of this building was &£°8" (D.0.B.
1837 .

Twe borings were taken on this leot. One, done in the area of the
main structure, showed that fill extended to a depth of ca. 7 fest.

&



Oyster shell was found in the boring sample in the soil beneath this i1l
{Boring A, Figure 1). The boring done in the backyard ar=a also indicated
that fill extended to a depth of seven feat (Boring C; Figurell). Twc
pieces af pottery were found in this boring at depths above 7°4". One, a
piece of slip decorated red esarth=nware, dates to the 18th century; while
the other, 3 piecez of l=ad glazed red earthenware, is not temporarily
diagnostic.

This evidence indicated that Lot 7 was an area of high

archasclogical potential.

Lot 8 (67 1/2 or 43 Fearl Straei)

The most recent structure on this lot waz= a one story building
which was built in 1947-48 (D.0.B.). Mo informaticn on the depths of
either the basement or foundation of this structire was found. However,
it is assumed that construction of a one story structure would not have
resultsd in a great deal of subsurface disturbance.

The building which preceded this cne on the lot was a five story

structure build ca. 1829 {(T.A.}) which was democlished ca. 1937 {(D.0.B.).
A backyard is intermittently shown in this lot in the mid-1%th century
{see Perris 1852; Perris and RBrowne 1B70) and again In th= sarly 20th
cantury (see Bromley and Bromley 1897 and 19211}, while a rear extension is
shown in the late 19th century (see Robinson and FPidgeon 12384; Bromley and
Bromlay 1B?21) and later in the 20th century (see Broml=y and Bromley 1215;
Bramley 1231, corrected to 1951}.

Again, no informatian on the depths of either the bas=2ment or the

foundation of this earlier building was found in the building records.
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However, this building was built in conjunction with the adjoining
structuwre in Lot 2. The basement floor of this adjoining structure was
encountered in on2 of the borings taken in Lot 9 at a shallow depth aof
seven fest (Poring E; Figurs 1}).

The boring taken in Lot 8 indicates that fill may have extended to
a depth of 10°&" (Boring B; Figure 1), no basement floor was found with
the boring. However, a very loose cinder fill was esncountered fairly high
in the boring seguence and may have contaminated the lower portiaon of the
sample.

The avidence of disturbance to archaeological resources in Lot S
was equivocal. Howesver, as thers was na conclusive evidence of deep
disturbance, this lot was identified as one of high archaeological

poctential.

Lot 9 {52 Pearl_ Sireet!

This lot was most recently occupisd by a five story structure built
ca. 1222 (T.A.}. The foundation for this building was recordad as being
both =ix and ten feet deep (D.0.B. 1872 and 1219, respectively). A
backyard is shown behind this building in the mid- and late 12th century
{(see Perris 1852; Raobinsaon and Pidgeon 1893!, while a one story 2xtension
was built in the area before 19202 {(sea Bromley and Bromlsy 1202).

The borings taken on this lot indicate that fill =xtends to
ralatively shallow depths ranging from eight feet to =ight f=et esight
inches (Borings o and E, respecitively; Figure 1), and a basement floor
was found with Boring E at a depth of seven feet.
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This evidence indicates that lot ? is an area of high

archaeological potential.

Lot 10 {71 Pesarl Sitreet)

Lot 10 was most recently occupied by a four story structure which
was apparantly built or at least radically altered after the widsning of
Fearl Street in this ar=a in 1826 (City of New York 1217XV:298; T.A.). Nc
information on the depths of either the basement or the foundation of this
structurz was found in the building records. A one story extension had
been built in the backyard area of this 1ot by the mid-12th century (see
Perris 18932; Bromley 1931, correctesd to 19410,

8 boring taken in Lot 10 showed that fill extended to a depth of

%

8'5" and a basement floor was found at a depth of 7°4&" {(Boring Di Figure

tots 10 and 11 wer= the site of the 17th century Dutch Stadt Huys,
cr city hkall. The excavations done in 1970-71 by Regina ¥ellerman
included the southernmast 20 f=et of Lot 10, and archasclogical materials
were found beneath the basement floor {Regina Kellerman, personal
communicationh.

Based on the information from the beorings and the erarlier
excavations, Lot 10 was designated as an area of high archasnlogical

potantial,

Lot 11 {73 Pearl Strest; 40 Stone Sirest}
The most recent building on Lot 11 was a 4 story structurs built in

ig97 (D.O.B.J. The top cof the basement floeor of this building was 9°8"

o
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deep with a 12°2" foundation laid on pilings (R.Q.B. 1897!. Borings taken
in this lot indicated that fill extended to a depth of 10 feeset (Borings 9
and 1Z%; Figure 13}.

Tha basement, foundation, and fill in this lot were all gquite d=ep;
subsoil was known to begin at a 1°&" higher depth in adjoining Lot 19,
Lot {1 was therafore identified as an area of limited archaeclogical

potential.

Lot 12 (91 Broad Street)

The most recent building on Lot 12 was a two story structure built
in 1907 (D.0O.B.}. The fcundation was recorded as being both zix and seven
fazet dsep (D.O.R. 1907; and 1220, respectively!, and the basement was
notaed as being six fazet deep (D.3D.B. 12073,

The boring taken in this lot showsd that fill extended to a depth
of 85" (Boring I, Figure 1).

A1l of this evidence indicates that Lot 12 was an area cof high

archaeclogical poctential.

Lot 14 (32 Etone Street)

Lot 14 was most recently occupied by a2 three story siructure built
ca. 1828 (T.A.}. The foundatian depth was listed as both four feet and
ten feet (D.0.B. 1B90 and 1895, respectively!, and plams of the building
show that the bassment was 71" deep in 1895 (D.LC.B.}. A rear sxtension
was added in the backyard arsa of %this building in 1893 (D.O.B.). Later,
the basements of both the msin building and the extension were sxcavated

down an additicnsal foot to a depth of 8°1" and a new cement floor was



added (D.0O.RB. 1928). No borings were taken in Lot 14.
The relatively shallow basement depths for both the main siructure
and the extension indicated that Lot 14 was an arsa of high archaeolagical

potantial.

Lot 15 (22 1/2 Stcne Sireei)}

Lot 15 was extremely narrow, measuring only &6710" wide at its front
on Stone Street. The most recent building here (and, in fact, the anly
building recorded for Lot 135} was a three story structure built ¢, 1833
(T.A.}. Prior to that time, the lat was not listed on the tax assessment
records, presumably because it had been used as a passageway to Stone
Streset. HMNo baszment or foundation depths were recorded for this building
and no boring was taken in this lot.

In comparing the information on this building with the information
Ynown about the other buildings in the project zrea, its small size and
zarly dats of censtructisn ars both consistent with zhallow basement
depths. In addition, this building was conn=acted by an intericr door with
th=z building on adjacent tot 14 {(D.D.R. 1954, filed under Lot 14), which
iz an area of high archaeslogical potential. Therefors, although there
was no concrete evidence for th= depth of the bhasement of this structure,
its close relationship with Lot 14, which has a relatively shallow

bhasement,; implied that this lot might b2 an arez of high archasological

potantial.



Lot 14 (Z4 Stone Street)

This lot was most recently occupied by & three story structure
bBuilt in 1870 (D.0.B.). The foundation walls of this building were
described as ten feet deep (D.0D.R. 1870), while the bhasement floor was
less than =zeven feet below the curb (D.O.EB. 121?). A small backyard ar=za
was shown behind this structure (D.OG.B. 1923), and there was no indication
that this yard area was ever built upon.

The boring taken in Lot 14 showed that fill extended to a depth of
ca. 88" below the ground surface.

The relatively shallow depths recorded for both the basement and
the fill indicated that Lot 14 was an area of high archaeological

potential.

Lot 17 {36 Stope_ Street)

Mo information was found indicating when the thres gturynstructura,
which most recently stood in Lot 17 was built. However, as Stone Street
was widenad in ths late 1830°'s, it is possikle that this structure was
gither radically altered or built at thisg time. No information on the
depths of either the basement or foundation if this building was found.

& backyard area was shown on this let in the mid—-1%9th century (see Perris
1852; Dripps 1B&7);3 this area was covered with a one story extension by
1284 (see Robinson and Pidgeon 1884). In 1219, a fireproof passageway was
made between the rear portions of Lot 10 and 17. At this period, the
basement floor was lowered as well (Kelierman 12465) .

A boring taken in Lot 17 showed that fill extended to s relatively
shallow depth of 7°8" (Boring G, Figure 1.
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The relatively shallow depth of fill irecorded for this lot

indicated that Lot 17 was an area of high archaeoclogical poteantial.

Lot 19 {75 Pearl Streast:; 42 Stone Street)

The most recent building on Lot 19 was a six story struciture built
in 1929~-Z0 (D.0.B.). No information was found on the basement and
foundation depths of this building.

A bhoring taken in this lot encountered a concrete basement floer at
a depth of B'6"; this floor extended to more than nine feet deep (Boring
Ly Figure 1).

The basement depth of morz than nine feet suggested that the
constructicn of this building may have destroyed the archaeological
deposits asseociated with the garlier occupation of this area. Lot 19 was

therefore identified as an area of only limited aracheological potential.

Lot 51 {(35-31 South William Street; F9-43 Stone _Street)

The most recent structure on this lot was an 8 story Building
constructed ca. 1912 (D.0.E.), which is still standing. The depth of the
basement floor was measured at 2°'4" below the basement ceiling.

Mo boring was taken in this area.

The relatively deep basement in this building indicated that this

lot was an area of only limited archaeclogical potential.

Lot 55 (21-35 Stone_Street; 3IZ-327 South William Street}

This lot was most recently occupied by an eight story structure

built ca. 1892 (D.0.B.). Although the foundation depth of the building is

[y
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listed at only eight feet (D.0.B. 1892), a boring taken in this lot
encountered a concrete floor extending from nine to eleven feet (Boring 6&;
Figure 1). The depth of fill in this lot ranges from 11 feet to 116"
{(Borings 3 and &, Figure 1).

The relatively deep basement floor found in this lot indicated that

Lot 55 was an area of only limited archaeological potential.

Lot _S5SB (27-2%9 Stone Street; I9-41 Scouth William_ Street) and

Lot 59 (85-82 Broad Street:; 25 Stone Street; 43 South William Street)

Lots 358 and 39 were most recently occupied by two € story
structures built in 1221 and 1918, respectively (D.0.B.). The building in
Lot 59 is ncted as having a basement depth of 19 feet (D.O.B. 1218), and
the foundaticns of Lots 39 and 58 are noted as =sxtending to depths of ca.
20 feet and 26°6" below curbk, respectively (D.0O.2. 192192 and 1221).

Borings taken on thes= lots indicatsd that basement floors extend
from 19°6"-21 feet, 20-24 feet, and 19°6"-21°46" b=low ground surface
{Borings 1, 2, and 4, respectively; Figure 1}.

These extremely deep hasements indicated that Lots 58 and 5% were
areas of minimal archaeological potential.

Discussion

On the basis of these data {(summarized in Table 1}, the 1?2 lots in
tha 85 Broad Street project area were divided into three categories based
on their archaenological potential (Figure 2). The lots with the highest
archaeglogical potential consisted of thosz which have subsurface
disturbance documented to depths of less tham nine feet. These lots were

most recently cccupied by small three to five story structures which were
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built in the late 18th through the aid 19th centuries, or by low one to
two story buildings built in the early 20th century. In many cases, these
locts had small backyard areas which were either never built upon or wers
covered with small one story extensions. This category consisted of
portions of Lots 5 and &, and all of Lots 7, 9, 10, 12, 14, 14, and 17.
tots 8 and 15 were alsoc included in this category, even though it was not
possible to document subsurface disturbance unequivecally in these areas.
However, the most recent buildings on these lots were also zmall
structures, quite similar to the rest of the most recent buildings on the
lots included in this category.

The second category consisted of lots with only limited
archaeclagical potential and included those with subsurface disturbance
documentaed tc depths of more than nine feet and less that ca. 13 f=et.
Included in this category wera lots most recently occupied by larger six
to eight story buildings which were built in the late 19th and =arly 20th
raenturies, as well as =z=arlier buildings with basements altered in the
mid—-22th century. This category consisted of Lots 1, 3, 11, 12, 51, and

%, as well as portions of Lots 5 and 6.

The third category conisted of two lots (58 and 59} with only
minimal archaeological potential, having subsurface distrubance deocumented
to depths of more than 20 feet. The most recent buildings on these lots
are both eight story structures which were bullt in the sarly 20th
century.

. The Archaesclogical Potential of Ston=e Stresi _and Coenties Alley

Coenties Alley and a portion of Stone Street werz zlsc included in



the project area (Figure 1}. These streets were both laid out in the
mid—17th century and have been in use evar since.

Stone_Strest

Stone Strget and its sidewalks ware I5 feet wide in 1979
(Figure 1). Although it was known that this street was widened in tha
project area in the 1830°'g (N.Y.C. 1217 XIV:444), % map showing its
earlier width was not found. Variocus utility lines lay beneath Stone
Street on this block. These included 81 telephone ducts, a 12" water
line, telegraph cables, a 4" gas main, two electrical ducts, a low
pressure water main, and 3 ZT°6"x2°4" sewer (U.P.A.1938-39; Syska and
Hennessy, Enginesrs). The precise locations and depths of the utilities
were not known. In addition, several buildings had vaults which extended
under the sidewalk in this area.

Although it was obvicus that the installation of these utilities
and vaults destroyed some cof the archasological deposits underlying Stone
Street, it was thought probkable that some arszas under the street and
particularly the sidewalks had remained relatively undisturbed in
localized ar=as. Important archaeslogical resources which should have
existed under Stone Street and its sidewalks included the remains of
partions of earlier structures which were altersd when Stone Straet was
widened as well as earlier ground surfaczes. Stone street was therefore
identified as an area of high archasgolcogical potentizl.

Coentieg Alley

Coenties Alley and its sidewalks were only 12 feet wide (Figure 1).
Benesath this street lay several utility lines, including a 12" high
pressure water lins, &0 three inch teleghone ducts, and twe electrical
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ducts (W.F.A. 1?238-39; Syska and Hennessy, Engineers). As with Stone
Street, the precise locations and depths of the utilities were nct known.
Although the installation of these utilities destroyed at least
scme of the archaeological resources underlying this narrow streei, it was
thought possible that relatively undisturbed deposits might be found in
lacalized areas. Coenties Alley was therefore identified as an area of

high archaeological potential.

4. Coanclusign

As a result of this evaluation, four areas of high archaeoclogical
potential were identified (Figure 2). Two of these areas were within the
Stadt Huys Block itself and consisted of lots most recently occupied by
small 19th century buildings with shallow basements and backyard areas.
The other two areas consisted of the adjacent thoroughfares of Stone
Street and Coenties Alley.

In addition, five areas of limited archasological pntentigl were
found (Figure 2). The most recent buildings in these areas were somewhat
larger and had basements excavated to depths of more than nine feet.

Finally, ane area was determined to have minimal archaeological
potential (Figure 2). This area was most recently occupiad by buildings
with basements more than 20 feet deep.

MNeither the depth of the 17th century ground suwrface nor the depths
of 17th and 18th century features such as foundation walls, wells, and
privies, in the project area were known. It was therefore decided that
the archaeological testing begin by concentrating on the four areas of
high archasological pafential with shallowest disturbance within the
project area.
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The History of Lot &

by Diana diZ Wall

The known awners of Lot & are summarized in Table 1, while its

known occupants and the history of its use are summarized in Table 2.

Lot 6 was included in the original large 1443 grant made to
Burger Jarissen, a blacksmith who became prominent in New Amsterdam
{Innes 1902:104,225}), and was later scld to Cornelis Melyn in 1&44.
When Melyn’'s lands on the block were confiscated by Director General
Stuyvesant for political reasons in 1451 (Innes 1902:119), this large
plot was divided into four lots and regranted in the same year.

Adrian Bloemmart, the skipper of one of the Dutch West India
Company ships, received the most easterly of these lots, which was
located in Lot & and possibly Lot 7. On the 1460 Castello Plan,
Bloemmart's property is shown as a parcel much wider than the other
three lots regranted from Melyn's land, with the broad side of
Bloemmart ‘s house facing the Strand or Pearl Street. Stokes
maintains, however, that the Castello Plan is misleading-in this
respect, and that all of Melyn’'s regranted lots ué?g/;:’ahuut the

same width, 25 Dutch feet on the
s

rand, or Pearl Street,; and 20 feet

behind
Bloemmart is thought to have built a house on his lot as early as

1653 (Innes 1902:128). In 1657, Bloemmart sold his house and lot to

Rem Jansen, a blacksmith. Hans Stein is mentioned as an occupant of

Jansen ‘s house in both 1663 and 16465 (Stokes 1915, 11:318).



Rem Jansen sold the northern portion of his lot to Walter Salter
B.-F):
:> in 1663 (Stokes 1:318). Salter is listed on the High or Stone Street

‘ whot 1 tt?
at approximately this location in 146465 . Lot & apparently

remained divided in northerly and southerly portions until the early
19th century. The history of these portions will therefore be

discussed separately.

Lot_&_South (1664-1820)

A Reeneer Johnson, presumably Rem Jansen himself, is listed as
‘j:>the occupant of this lot in 1677/7$T;?;j? He divided his time among
New Amsterdam, Fort Crange, and t:;gr?;;and. He died i1n 1681,
leaving 15 children, and is said to be the ancestor of the Remsen
family in New York (Stcockes 11:318).

By 1699 (T.A.), Frederick Philipse I had acquired this'purtion of
lot 6, as well as Lot 7, and it remained in the Philipse family until
the Revolutionary War. At Philipse’s death in 1702, this lot was
inherited by his grandson, Frederick Philipse 11 (Pelletr=au
1894: 369-70), who left it to his son, Frederick Philipse III in 1751
(East and Judd 1975:124).

The Philipse family, which was originally Dutch, was one of the
most prominent families in colonial New York. They were active in
commerce and in colonial government, as well as being the proprietors
of Philipse Manor (Bonomi 1971). Frederick Philipse III was a
loyalist sympathizer during the American Revolution. Because of

m Weschaotion
/:>these sympathies, all of his lands, including Philipse Manorjand Lots

6 and 7 on the Stadt Huys Block, were confiscated under the Act of

Forfeiture decreed by the revolutionary government of the States of



New York in 1779 (Judd 1975:36). He emigrated to England during the
War and died there a few years later (Judd 1975).

During the time that the Philipse family owned the southern
portion of Lot &4, they rented it out to tenants. The names of
several of these tenants and the land use during some of the period
have been recorded in the documents. Around the turn of the 18th
century, Paul Droillet occupied the “dwelling home" here (Pelletreau
1894:369-70); he is mentioned here in 1699 and 1709 as well (T.A.; -
Pelletreau 1894:51). In about 1703, his household consisted of one
adult male, one adult female, two male children, and four female
children, as well as two female Negroes {(0‘'Callaghan 1899). Later in
the 1730°'s, Elizabeth Wells, a shopkeeper who owned tot S next door,
lived here (T.A. 1730, 17313 C.R. 71/30). After the lands were
confiscated in 1779, a rent roll of Philipse’'s properties lists
Thomas Hill and Charles Hunt as tenants on the lots on Dock, or Pearl
Street (East and Judd 1975:1I1). Whether these 18th century tenants
simply lived on Lot & or whether they conducted their businesses from
here as well is not known.

In 1784, Lots & and 7 were scld by the Commissioner of Forfeiture

::)tn Henry Wyckoff, a merchant ELB; 139/123). A few months later, the

lots were transferred from Wyckoff to George Clinton by an indenture

‘::7 aof release 7'13‘?/116). Clinton and his heirs owned this property
until 1819.

George Clinton was important in American politics on the
caolonial, state and national levels. He served in the 30th General
Assembly of the Colony of New York just before thg Revolution, and in

the second Constitutional Congress, was the first governor of the

\@



State of New Yark (from 1777-1795, and later from 1B01-1804), and was
vice-president of the United States fram 1805-1812 (Bonomi 1971:309-
310},

While Clinton owned the southern portion of Lot &, the property
continued to be used as a residence. The occupants included an
iron—monger, a merchant, a broker, and a measurer (see Table 2).
Again, it is not clear whether these tenants conducted their
businesses from these premises. From 1814-1817, the house was used
as a baarding house.

-Clinton’s heirs sold the soguthern portion aof Lot 6 in 1819 to
Giles M. Whitney, a merchant Qéia.?139/116), who also owned Lot S.
This deed also conveyad the rights to the party wall between the

buildings on Lots 6 ad 7. Whitney owned Lot & for only two months,

but during this period he apparently built upon Lots § and &, as they
7

t>>are mentioned in the tax lists as "lots” in 18192((T.A.). When

L

2
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Whitney sold the land to Richard Suydam later in the year (C.R.
139/121), the deed alsoc conveyed the rights to the party walls on
both sides of the building, while the previous deed mentioned a party
wall only on the eastern side.
Richard Suydam, a merchant, lived in his house on Lot & from 1819
~~ 19191834 77
until 1834 (I{f;} Directoried). In 1820, he alsc bought the northern

portion of Lot 6.

Lot_&_ North (1664-1820)
The history of the northern portion of Lot 6 after Walter Salter
bought it from Rem Jansen in 1664 until mid-18th century is somewhat

obscure. It is possible that the Philipse family owned both portions



of the lot, although it is not mentioned or implied in any aof the
wills transferring the southern portion fraom Philipse to Philipse
(the dimensions of the lot in the wills are not given, or in the
deeads transferring the Philipse praoperty from the Commissioner of
Forfeiture to Henry Wyckoff. The northern portion of Lot 7, which
was also owned by the Philipse family is specifically mentiaoned in
one of these wills (East and Judd 1975). Futhermore, when the
Philipses’ forfeited land in the southern protion of the lot was sold
to Wyckoff in 1784, the northern boundary of the lot is described as
the "storehouse and lot" of Lewis Pintard, an executor of John
Pintard’'s estate (C.R. 139/123; 110/276), with no mention of Philipse
ever having owned this part, while Lot 7, the esastern boundary of Lot
b, is described as a "a house and lot of ground late the property of
Frederick Philipse”. In any case, John Pintard, therefore, acquired
this property sometime befaore 1784, although when is not known.
Pintard sold the northern poriton of Lot 4, with a storehouse, in

;> 1606 %;Eg 110/27&6). The 1ot is listed as containing a "store” in

>17B9 and 1791 and a "haouse" in 1794 and 1795 {(T.4l).

John Butler Coles, Jr., owned and used the lot from 180& until
1815S. Throughout this period, the building on the lot is described
j:zb as a "store" (??;:5.
Coles sold the property to John Johnson in 1815, and the deed for

this transaction continues to describe the building as a staorehouse

;> Qi:/. 110/278). Johnsan, a blacksmith, owned the 1ot until 1820.
During th%s period, Johnson is described as having a shop on the

:> property (fEE;b.

Johnson apparently sold the northern portion of Lot 6 to Richard

2\



_> Suydam in 1820 (C.R.) 144/251). Suydam at this time already owned the

southern portion of Lot 4.

Lot 6 N _and_S (1820-present)

Richard Suydam, a merchant, owned both the northern and southern
portions of Lot 6 from 1819 and 1820, respectively, until 1835.
Suydam, himself, lived on the southern portion of the lot through

()
1833 (Directories), and the buildng on the northern part of the lot
URAAD *
was also used as a residence (Directaries;(EiED).
Suydam sald Lot 6 to Isaac Pearson, a merchant, in 1835. This

deed still describes the lot as containing two “dwelling houses” and

continues to mention the party walls on both sides of the building an

/:)the southern portion of the lot é;E;>341/238). Pearson also owned

the adjacent Lot 5 at this time, and during this period he develaoped

both of these properties, as they are listed in the tax records as

> 1ot 1838 ﬁ)
“i1gts" in -A.}.
~—

Pearson sold both Lots S and & to Samuel Ward, a "gentlemen", in

,:ED 1837 (é:E;>370/442). No mention is made of any party walls in this

deed, and the buildings mentioned for both lots are described as
"warehouses". These two warehouses are the most recent buildings on
Lots § and & and extended from Pearl Street through to Stone Street.
They continued to stand until the 1970 's.

Samuel Ward and his estate continued tc own these lots until

1850. During this time, the warehouse on Lot 6 was vacant until 1843

TN
;:> Gzlf}». Betwsen 1843 and 1845, the southern portion of the building

was occupied by Wood and Sheldon, a grocer, and later, fram 1844

until 1850, by Underhill and Lloyd, a crockery which had earlier been



.;:5 located next door in Lot 7 (Directories). The northern portion of

Lot 6 was first occupied by a store used by Robert Dunlap, a clerk

an)
> who lived next door in Lot 14, from 1838-1840 (T.A.: D@iectories).

>

From 1841 until at least 1850, this portion of the building was used
by Underhill and Lloyd, the crackery which, after 184646, occupied the
whole building (Dirézzorias).

Lots 6 and 5 continued to be owned by various estates and
development companies {(see Table 1) until the 1930 °'s, when they were
incorporated into a larger parcel ultimately including Lots 5, &, 7,

14, 15, and 16, which were owned by Charles Otis and his heirs. Two

banking papers were printed and published here until the 1940's

::)ffﬁTo.B.). The basement was altered in the 19460°s, when part of the
‘\_\___/

basement floor was excavated down to 12 feet to accommodate a

printing press and a new cement floor was laid (D.0.B.).

Conclusion

With the exception of a period in the 1650°'s and 14670°s and again
from 1819 to 1835, when some of the owners of the lot lived on it,
Lot & was owned by people who did not live there. The southern
portion of the lot was primarily used by its tenants as dwellings
although these tenants may alsoc have conducted their businesses
there. The Stone Street portion of the lot was used for commerical
purposes in the late i8th century, and had mixed residential and
cammercial use in the early 19th century. Two of the owners of this
portion of the lot used it themselves, one for a warehouse in the

late 18th century, and the other for a shop in the early 1%th

century.



After the late 1830°'s, the lot was used primarily for commercial
purposes.

The southern portion of Lot & was subject to three documented
building episodes: in 1455 (when it was first developed),; in 1819,
and finally in 1833 when the more recent building was built. In
addition, it was alsa possibly built upon after the Philipse family
acquired the property in the late 17th century or whi{e George
Clinton owned it. Only two building episodes are documented for the
northern portion of the lot: in 1655, after Walter Salter acqguired
it, and again in 1833, when the most recent building covering the
whole 1ot was built. The lot is also documented as having a backyard
area in the 17th century (see the Castello Plan) and between
1819-18305, and there is no reason to suppose that it also did not

have one in the intervening years.



THE_KNOWN OWNERS OF LOT &

1643-1644
1644-1651
1651-1657
1657~ 7

Burger Jorissen (Stokes 11:403)
Cornelis Melyn (Stokes 11:404—-435)
Adrian Bloemmart

Rem Jansen

1.;

pre—-1699-1702

1702-17351

1751-1779

1784

1784-1819

1819

~ Frederick Philipse
(FPelletreau 1893,

— Frederick Philipse
(Pelletreau 1893,

-~ Frederick Philipse

- Henry Wyckof+f

— Beorge Clinton

— Giles M. HWhitney

1819/20-1835 -
1835-1837 -
1B37-1850 -—
1850-1890 -
1890-1912 -

1912-1917 -

1917-1926 -
1926—-1929 -
1929-1930 -
1930-1936 -
1936-1968 -
1968-1979 -

1979-Current

ITI

&N

1664 — Walter Salter

I69-370)

II
36~5607)

pre-1784—-1806 — John and
Lewis Pintard

18046—-1815 ~ John Butler

*Cales

1815-1820 - John Johnson

LOT 6

Richard Suydam
Isaac G. Pearson

Samuel Ward

Susan Pell Trustees

New York Life Insurance C. (Trustees)

U.S5. Trust Company of New York -~
Trustee +for Eleanor Phelps

Gilbert and Charles Halsted
Gilbert Halsted

Ltilities Building Corporation
Stonebridge Building

Charles Otis and heirs

Roramo Assoc.

—~Dollar Savings Bank



——— g e A

=}

14663~-1665

1677
16991709

1736-1732

1770's

1789

1790

1721-1798

1799-1813

1814

1817

1818

1819
1820-1833
1834
1835

18346-1841

1842

N

16443-14651 — Part of large parcel — unoccupied

146455 — Adrian Bloemmart — house

7
rumdﬂdi
Hans Stein —0Occupant (1)
Rem Jansen -UOccupant (3)
Paul Droiller -Dwelling{(3,4)}

Flizabeth Wells ({(shopkeeper)-
Dwelling (3,5)

Charles Hart or Thomas Hill (&)

Melancton Smith % John Goelet-—
House (3)

John Goelet (iron monger)-—
Residence(7)

Peter Goelet (merchant)-
Residence(7)

James Hunt (braker)-
Residence (7)

Lee Peck (measurer)-—
Boarding House (7)

Marshall Downes— House(3)
T. Cooper HM Sayers-—

House (31}
Lot (3)
Richard Suydam — House(3,7)
M-. Brown — House(3)
Dwelliing — Lot (5,3}

Vacant (3)

Store (3)

&N

prel784-17935

1808*i820
1820-1826
1827-182%9
1829-1833

1834-1837

TABLE 2

1665 ~ Walter Salter —-Occupant

(1,3)

Storehouse {(5,3)

John Johnson -
Shop (3)

Ralph Mead -
Residence(7)

Ezra Lewis -
Residence(7)

Sam Ryer—
House (3)

Vacant (3)

1835 — Dwelling-Vacant (5,3)

1838-1840 -~ Raobert Dunlap

(clerk)-Stare(3)
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TABLE 2

Known Occupants and Use of Lot & (1643-1850),.....cont.

68 &N

1842 — Store(3)

1843-1845 -~ Wood and Sheldon — Grocers(7)

1841/45-1850+ — Underhill and Lloyd {(crockery) (7)

1. Stokes 4. Pelletreau 7. Directories

2. Innes

3§\jifi> () &. East and Judd



The Excavation of Lot &

by Eugene Boesch

The archaeolagical investigation of Lot 6 was accomplished by the
placement and excavation of three test cuts. The first of these
excavation units consisted of Test Cut AD (see Map A), a five foot by
three foot unit placed four feet south of the gap between the Lot 7/6
and Lot 14/6 stone wall. This test cut was located approximately six
inches to the west of the Lot 7/6 stone wall. The second test cut
placed in Lot & was Test Cut AE and its extensions, AEl and AE2. Test
Cut AE, located almost nine feet south of Test Cut AD, was a five foot
by three foot unit, placed adjacent to the Lot 7/6 stone wall. Test
Cut AEl was a one foot by three foot extension to the east of Test Cut
AE, while Test Cut AE2 was a five foot by three foot extension to the
south of Test Cut PAE. Like Test Cut AE, Test Cut AE2 was placed
adjacent to the Lot 7/6 stone wall. The third and final excavation
unit placed in Lot & was Test Cut AH, a five +foaot by three foot
excavation unit and its five foot by one foot northern extension, Test
Cut AH1. Test Cuts AH and AH1 were placed in the northern half of Lot
4, approximately three feet west of the Lot &/14 stona wall. Mean
ceramic dates were not applicable to deposits i1n this lot because
either the quantity of ceramics per deposit was too small or the
ceramic types recovered were too varied to permit a valid date.

The test cuts described above were placed beneath three courses of
brick and mortar flooring which, in turn, underlay a concrete floor.
The concrete floor was four inches thick while the brick and mortar

floor was 17 inches thick. Both of these floors ran across th2 whole



lot and may be associated with the warehouse that was constructed on
this lot in 1835 and stood until the 1970°'s. The presence of these
flaoors running the entire length of the lot is consistent with the
documented location of this warehouse, which extended +rom Pearl Street
through to Stone Street.

Because of the presence of these floors over the whole lot,; the
first stratum encountered, approximately twenty—one inches below the
concrete floor, was common to all of the test cuts excavated in this
lot. This stratum was a reddish brown sand with mortar and rubble.

This reddish brown sand seemed to extend across the whole lot to a
depth of six to eleven inches below the brick floor! five tao nine
inches below the excavation surface. The top three inches of this
deposit had large amounts of brick associated with it. This reddish
brown sand was probably associated with the construction of the
overlying brick and concrete floor. It may have been deposited in
order to level cut the lot prior to construction of the floor, and ta
facilitate "drainage. This deposit was found to be thickest in Test Cut
AE (Figures 1,2). Pearlware, creamware, and whiteware fragments were
recovered from all of the test cuts in this lot. Limited amounts of
non—diagnostic redware fragments, buff slipware fragments, plain gray
salt glazed stoneware fragments, as well as single fragments of white
delftware, plain brown bodied salt glazed stoneware, and plain Oriental
Export Porcelain were also recovered. In addition, small quantities of
glass, pipe fragments, metal, red and yellow brick and mortar, coal,
charcoal, cinder, wood, bone, shell, and coral were recovered. The

majority of these artifacts were found within Test Cut AE and AEZ.



ﬁeneath this stratum, the soil depositioen became more complex,
reflecting the different uses to which the lot was put, but with
certain similarities appearing across the lot.

Underneath the reddish brown sand in Test Cut AD, AH and AH1
(Figures 3,4,5,46), a dark brown organic sandy silt deposit was
revealed. This deposit was not seen in the AE group. In Test Cut AH1,
this statum contained guantities of coal and ash. As one moved south
across the lot this stratum appeared to get thinner, being
approximately 14 inches thick in Test Cut AH and its extensions, six
inches thick in Test Cut AD and absent in Test Cut AE and its
extensions. In Test Cut AD, the only ceramic materials recovered from
this deposit were four fragments of plain whiteware. Glass, pipe
fragments, red brick and mortar, charcoal, metal, and shell were also
recovered. In Test Cut AH and AHl, where this deposit was the
thickest, non—-diagnostic redware, white delftware, buff slipware,
white, gray and brown bodied salt glazed stoneware, plain creamware,
plain pearlware, plain whiteware,; plain yelloware, and Oriental Export
Porcelain fragments made up the mixed ceramic assemblage. 6Glass, pipe
fragments, metal, 68,018 grams of red brick, small amounts of yellow
brick, 8,360 grams of maortar, small ampunts of bone and shell, coal,
charcoal, cinder, slag, and wood were also recovered.

This dark bhrawn 5anﬂy silt may represent an early 19th century
living surface and immediately underlying deposits that existed in the
northern portion of Lot & between 1819 and 1835. This surface would
have consisted of humic topscil (the early 19th century A- horizon).
The deposit immediately underlying that ground surface would represent

a leaching zone for that surface.
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Stratigraphy, Test Cut AE, Lot &,
Figures 1, 2.

.
2.
3.
4.
5‘
é.
7.

Reddi sh—-brown

Breen—gray clayey silt
Green~gray—-tan sandy silt
Braown sandy silt

White clay

Aqua clayey silt

Blue clayey silt (under stones)
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Stratigraphy, Test Cut AD, Lot &.
Figures 3, 4.

Sand and mortar

Dark brown sandy silt

Gray—black sandy lens

Gray—tan sandy silt

Yellow~-tan sandy silt

Black mottled with tan sandy silt: builders’® trench
Gray—tan sandy silt (under footing stones)

FIGURE 4

SOUTH WALL



Stratigraphy, Test Cut AH, Lot 6.
Figures 3, &.

1.
2-
3-

4-
5.

Brick and mortar rubble

Dark brown silty clay with cecal

Dark brown silty sand mottled with red sand and with
mortar, charcoal, and brick

Dark brown silty clay mottled with charceal and tan silt
Tan silty clay mottled with orange and charcocal
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This ieaching zone would be the B-horizon associated with the old
t—horizon. The exact demarcation between these old A and B-horizons
was not readily seen archaeolagically. This, however, is not unusual.
The demolition of the structure that was leocated on the southern
portion of this lot prior to the building of the 1835 warehouss seemed
to have resulted in the incorporation of construction debris into these
already existing backyard deposits.

In Test Cut AE, the deposit found in place of the dark brown sandy
silt, under the reddish brown sand, was a mulitcolored clayey silt.
This deposit was not seen in the northwestern quarter of the test cut.
This clayey silt, for the most part, was a greenish gray, but it also
contained traces of tan, brown, pink, yellow, white and black clays,
and clayey silts. Fragments of white delftware, buff slipware, glass,
metal, red and yellow brick, cinder, bone, and shell were recovered.
This clayey silt deposit appeared to predate the 18192 construction
episode in this portion of the lot, probably dating to the late i8th
century.

This multicolored clayey silt deposit seemed to correspond with
regard to depth from surface and artifact inventory with a greenish
clay with pockets of charcoal and brown sand found in Test Cut AN,
below the dark brown sandy silt. Limited quantities of plain Oriental
Export Parcelain, plain ﬁrgamware, white delftware, and salmon bodied
earthenware, as well as pipe fragments, glass, red brick, mortar,
metal, cinder, bone, and oyster shell were recovered. Like the
multicolored clayey silt found in Test Cut AE, this deposit seemed to
predate the 1819-1835 construction and backyard episodes in Lot & and

may date to the late 18th century.
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Both strata were located between approximately eight and a hal¥f and.18
to 23 inches beiow the excavation surface. This deposit was not seen
in Test Cut AD. A dark brown clayey silt, however, was found at the
associated depth in this tast cut. This dark brown clayey silt graded
into a tan sandy silt as depth was increased, but heavy concentrations
of clay pockets continued to be present throughout the deposit. This
clay silt began at approximately eight inches below the excavatian
surface. White delftware fragments, a fragment of combed buff
slipware, a fragment of Rhenish gray salt giazed stoneware, and a
fragment of plain whiteware, as well as bone, oyster shell, cinder,
glass, metal, red and yellow brick, and pipe fragments were recovered
from this deposit. 1t appeared as if part of the overlying brown sandy
silt stratum and the 18th century clayey silt deposits, found in Test
Eut AH and AE, were mixed together in Test Cut AD. This mixing
probably occurred either during the 1835 demoliton and construction
eplsode of else when this area of Lot & was used as a backyard.

In the naorthwestern quarter of Test Cut AE, belaow the reddish
brown sand, a casually laid red brick floor was revealed. This floor
extended very slightly into the northeastern corner of Test Cut AE2,
and consisted of two courses aof roughly parallel rows of brick. At the
southern edge of this floor, two partial semi-circles, or arcs of laid
red brick were observed running northeast to southwest. This brick was
set into the clayey silt deposits discussed above. A builder’s trench
of dark brown sandy silt, similar tgo the previously described
"backyard"” old humic topsoil deposit, extended through the clayey silt
daposits. This trench was séen along the southern boundary of this

floor. It appeared as if the old topsoil deposit in this area was



removed during the digging of the builder’s trench and then reused to

refill the trench. Directly below the brick floor, but still within

this trench, were revealed three large stones that appeared to be stone
footing of some kind. This trench extended down into the subsail
which, in this area, was a tan silty clay. One non—-diagnostic redware
fragment,; one plain creamware, and one plain whiteware fragment, as
well as very small amounts of bone, shell, glass and brick werse
recovered from this deposit.

This red brick floor seemed to have been haphazardly laid dawn,
with a few yellaw bricks and a few pieces of fragmented red brick being
used. It was first revealed at seven and a half to ten inches belaow
the surface. This is comparable with the depth of the "backyard"
deposit. This brick floor may represent a walkway, or a backyard
"patio" type feature associated with the structure built in the 1819
construction episode noted for the sguthern portion of Lot 6. This
structure seemed to have bheen dug through and replaced the old surface
in this test cut and extended into the 18th century clayey silt deposit
discussed above. This brick floor would thus be in association with
the dark brown sandy silt backyard living surface deposits revealed in
this lot.

A continuous builder ‘s trench {for the eastern wall of the lot was
alsa found in two of the test cuts and their eastern and northern
extensions. This wall was 94 inches in height, the top 30 inches being
concrete, and acted as a cap for the underlying 64 inches of stone and
mortar. The builder s trench for this wall was most readily and
extensively seen in Test Cut AE, appearing initially between seven and

a half to ten inches below the surface.
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The stratigraphy of the trench at this depth in Test Cut AE was a
greenish gray clay silt changing to greenish gray silt. This stratum
extended 14 inches below the surface, at which depth footing stones for
the stone wall were revealed. These footing stones extended out from
the eastern lot wall between B8 and 21 inches. 0One fragment of combed
buff slipware, four fragments of plain creamware, and three plain
whiteware fragments, as well as glass, red brick, bone, shell, and
metal were recovered.

Underneath these footing stones and the greenish gray silt the
builder ‘s trench extended down anather 10 to 12 inches as a green gray
tan sandy silt. Combed buff slipware, plain creamware, and plain
whiteware fragments were recovered, as well as glass, shell and bone.
This sandy silt gave way to a sterile tan green sandy silt changing te
clay.

The builder’'s trench for the eastern wall of the lot was also seen
- in Test Cut AD. Here the trench, first seen between six and seven
inches below the surface, begam as a brown sandy silt with brick,
rubble, and decomposed mortar and mottled with a tan and green clay.
This deposit extended down between 14 and 14 inches. The ceramics
recavered included various non—-diagnostic redwares, edgeware pearlware,
white deiftware, and plain Oriental Export Porcelain fragments. Bone,
oyster shell, metal, glass, red and yellow brick, meortar, and pipe
fragments were also recovered. This ;rcwn sandy silt was similar in
texture to the "backyard" deposit. This trench deposit seemed to be
the old humic topscil deposit, mixed with the subsoil in this area,
which was remaoved and then replaced during the construction of this
builder 's trench and adjacent wall. The mixing of these two deposits

would have occurred at the time aof their initial removal.
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Within this brown sandy silt, three courses of brick footings were
revealed. These brick footings began approximately 11 to 12 inches
below the excavation surface and extended out four and a2 half inches.
Under these brick footings, the builder’'s trench continued downward
another nine to ten inches as a gray green sandy silt, with charcoal
lenses that, in turn, gave way to a yellow tan sandy silt. This yellow
tan sandy silt was revealed between 20 and 22 inches helow the
surface. 0One molded pearlware, one plain creamware, and one plain
whiteware fragment were recovered from the green gray sandy silt, as
were small quantities of brick and pipe fragments. A second set of
wall footings, this time of stone, were discovered at the same depth as
the yellow tan sandy silt. These footing stones were approximately ten
inches thick and ended when the tan sandy silt ended, at approximately
31 inches.

Another trench was seen in the northern half of Test Cuts AH and
AH1. This was naot associated with the eastern wall of Lot 6. Its
function and purpose are unknown but it predates the 1835 warehouse
construction episode and post dates the 18th century clayey silt
deposits, extending downward into those deposits. 1t seemed to be
associated with some unknown event occurring within the 1819-1835
tackyard area. The stratigraphy associated with it wés, initially, at
five to six inches, a loose dark brown sandy silt with pockets of tan
sand mixed into it. This tan sand disappeared with depth and the brown
sandy silt became mottled with charcoal. In Test Cut AH1l, this dark
brown sandy silt was very fine grained and mottled with pockets of
mortar and yellow sand. One non—diagnostic redware fragment, two

combed slipware fragments, and one plain whiteware fragment, as well



as gléss, pipe fragments, red brick, and mortar, metal, burned wood,
bane, and shell were recovered. Under this brawn sandy silt, at ten
and a half inches, was revealed a sterile, tan silty clay mottled with
charcoal. This deposit, in turn, gave way to the subsoil, a tan
mottled black sandy silt grading to a tan clayey silt. It appeared as
if a shallow trench or depression was dug through the dark brown sandy
silt backyard deposit and 2xtended intoc the tan sandy silt subsoil.
This subsocil deposit seemed to have become partially mixed with the
overlying dark brown sandy silt backyard deposit during this unknown
digging episode. This mixed depasit was then used to refill this
trench or depression.

The subsoil deposits throughout this lot, as described above,
seemed to be a tan silty clay, a yellow tan silty clay, and a tan green

black sandy silt or some variation of this latter soil type.
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The History of Lots_7_and 14

by Diana di7Z Wall

The known owners of Lot 7 and 14 are summarized in Table 3, while
their known occupants and the history of their use are summarized in
Table 4,

The rear property lines of Lots 7 and 14 adjoin each other with
Lot 7 fronting on Pearl Street and Lot 14 facing Duke Street. As
both these lots were apparently consistently owned as one property,
they will be treated together here. The history of the original
grants covering these lots in the Dutch colonial period remains
conjectural. It is not clear whether they were granted in the Dutch
Colonial period, and if spb, in which parcel they were included. They
lie on the edge of the prnpefty granted to Burger Jorissen in 1643,
which includes much of the western portion of the bleock and the lands
which were reserved for the West India Company and The Crown. There
are four possible interpretations of the available historical
materials. First, it is possible that these lots remained ungranted
until thé late 17th century (Regina Kellerman, personal
communication?. 1f so, Lots 7 and 14 might be the property referred
to in the martgage records, which refer to a Willem Abramsen van de
Border who occupied "the space between City Hall and Rem Jansen®
{(quoted in Morgan 1980). This latter land, however, might alsc be
the parcel further to the east, an which the Lovelace Tavern was
built in 1670 {(see History of Lots 8, ? and 153). Secondly, these
lots might have been includea in the large grant made ta Burger

Jorissen in 14643 and later sold to Cornelis Melyn in 14644,
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After Melyn s lands in New Amsterdam were confiscated by Stuyvesant
in 1651, mast of this parcel was divided into four smaller lots and
regranted. Innes states that at that time, an additional parcel of
Melyn‘'s land on this block was added to the property at the eastern
end of the block which contained the Stadt Herbergh, the tavern which
later became the Stadt Huys, or city hall (Innes 1902:120,127},
Presumably, this parcel would have consisted of Lots 7 and 14, as
they are the lots immediately adjacent to the Stadt Herbergh parcel.
Unfortunately, Innes does not supply any supporting documentation for
this transfer of land to the Stadt Herbergh parcel.

As a third possibility, the 14660 Castello Plan shows Adrian
Bloemmart’'s house, which was located on the most easterly of Melyn’s
regranted lots and is known to have been on Lot 6, as a large house
with its broad side facing Pearl Street. Such a large house would
have had to encompass more than one 25° wide lot. If this document
is correct, then, Lots 7 and 14 would have been part of Bloemmart‘s
parcel , and would have been conveyed with Lot 6 to Rem Jansen in 1657
(see tse history of Lot &, above).

Finally, Stokes caonsiders the Castello plan to be wrong in its
depiction of Bloemmart’'s house. He states that Melyn's lands weare
regranted in four equal-sized portions, each measuring on 23° wide,
and that the size of Bloemmart ‘s house is exaggerated on the Castello
Plan (1915, 11:317). He alsco described the Stadt Herbergh property
as being 100 feet wide on Pearl Street, and although he provides no
daocumentation, he further adds that "no record of the size of the
plot has been found, but later conveyances prove its dimensions,

exactly" (II:3X18). It is only when Lots 7 and 14 are included in
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this property that its width west from Coenties Alley along Pearl
Street approximates 100 feet. Stokes, then, apparently considers
tots 7 and 14 to have belonged to the ungranted lands on the eastern
part of the block and in the mid 17th century.

By 14699, both Lots 7 and 14 {(as well as the southern portion of
Lot 6) belonged to Frederick Philipse I, and these lots all stayed in
the Philipse family until the Revolutionary War. After Philipse’s
death in 1702, these lots were all inherited by his grandson,
Frederick Philipse II (Pelletreau 1894:369-370), who left them to his
sonsy Frederick Philipse III in 1751 (East and Judd 1975: 124).

The Philipse family, one of the original Dutch families and one
of the most prominent families in colonial New York. They were
active in commerce and in the colonial government, as well as being
the proprietors of Philipse Manor (Bonomi 1971). Frederick Philipse
IIl was a loyalist sympathizer during the American Revolution.

. Because of these sympathies, all of his land, including Philipse -
Manor and Lots &, 7 and 14 on the Stadt Huys Block, were confiscated
under the Act of Forfeiture decreed by the revelutionary government
of the State of New York in 1779 (Judd 1975:36). Philipse emigrated
to England during the War, and died there a few years later.

While the Philipse family aowned Lots 7 and 14, they were rented
out to tenants. Several tenants have been documented on these lots.
From ca. 1699 until after 1733/4 lLewis Carre, a Huguenot, and his
family lived there (T.A.). Around 1703, his household consisted of
an adult white male, three adult white women, and two male and two
female white children, as well as an adult black woman and a black

male child (0°'Callaghan 11:622). John Pinteret or Fintard, who later



owned the northern portion of Lot G next door, apparently lived on
Lot 14 in the early 18th century (Judd 1975:124)., By 1731, however,
William Hammersley, and possibly his son, used both Lots 7 and 143
(Judd 1975:124). After the Philipse lands were confiscated, a rent
roll lists Thomas Hill and Charles Hart as the tenants on the
Philipse properties on Dock, or Pearl Street (East and Judd
1975:111), although it is not known which of these tenants was
associated with Lots 7 and 14. It is not clear whéther thess 18th
century tenants simply lived on Lots 7 and 14, or whether they
conducted their businesses here as well.

In 1784, Philipse’'s confiscated lands on Dock Street, including
Lots 7 and 14, were sold by the Commissioner of Forfeiture to Henry
Wyckoff, a merchant, who shortly thereafter sold Lots &4, 7, and 14 to
George Clinton (C.R. 1392/114). Clinton and his heirs ownad Lots 7
and 14 until 1815.

George Clinton was important in American political life in the
late colonial and Federalist periods. He served in the 30th General
Assembly of the colony of New York just before the Revolution, ;nd in
the 2nd Continental Congress. He was also the first governor of New
York State, halding this office from 1777-1795, and later from
1801-1804, and was vice—president of the United States from 1805-1812
(Bonomi 1971: 309-310).

While Clinton owned Lots 7 and 14, both of these lots were
assessed together, indicating that they were being used by the same
people. A new building was built on the Pearl Street side of the
property ca. 1791, as the property is listed as a "lot’ in the tax

records for this year (T.A.). This 1791 structure is the most recent
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building recorded for Lot 7. The property is described throughout

this periaod containing a house, which was used as a boarding house
from 1806-1815 (T.A., Directories).

George Clinton’s heirs sold Lots 7 and 14 in 1815 to James Amory,
a whipmaker (C.R. 111/106). In this deed, the right to the party
wall between Lots & and 7 are also conveyed. 6OGmaory owned the
property for only a vear, and in 1814 sold it to George Charters and
Ammi Williams (C.R. 113/230). Charters and Williams owned these lots
until 1824&. They were merchants who conducted their business from
the Pearl Street side of the property until 18246 (Directories) and
one of them may have lived there as well, as the property is alsa
described as containing a house in the tax records for this period
(T.A)Y.

Charters and Williams sold Lots 7 and 14 in 1824 to Reuben Munson
(C.R. 204/282), who owned them until 1829. A new building was built
on Lot 14 in 1827, as a lot was listed in the tax records for that
vear. This was also the first time that Lot 14 was listed separately
from Lot 7 in the tax records. During this time, Lot 7 was used by
Edmund Smith for a store (T.A.).

Edmund Smith bought both lots from Munson in 1829 (C.R. 249/302)
and they remained in the Smith family until 1882. Lot 7 was used for
commercial purpases throﬁgh 185¢. Smith, himself, had a store here
until 1831 (T.A.), and as a partner in the firm of Smith and
McJdemsey, had a drygoods store here in 1832 (Directories). From 1833
through 1837, Jonathan Marsh and Company, druggists, had its business
on Lot 7 (they were later located on both Lots % aﬁd 10}, while in

1839 and 1840 the store was vacant (T.A.). From 1841 through 1845,
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Underhill and Company, a crockery which later moved to Lot &, was
located in Lot 7, and from 1846 through 1850 a wine seller and a
merchant occupied the building (Directories).

Lot 14 wés primarily used as a resident from the time Smith
brought it until 1850, as it isg described as a house in the tax
assessment records for most of this period. Ezra Lewis, who had live
on Lot & in the 1820°'s, lived on Lot 14 from 1829 through 1834, In
1836 and 1837, Smith himself is listed as the occupant in this house,
while from 1839 through 1841, Robert Duncan, a clerk, lived on Lot 14
and had his business next door on the northern portion of Lot 6. In
the early 1840°s,; a bootmaker lived and worked here (T.A.,
Directories}.

After the Smith family sold Lots 7 and 14 in 188?, they were
owned for short periods by 18 different peaple until 1918, when they
and tot 15 were bought by Charles Otis. Two banking papers were

published on these lots from this period through the 19260°'s (D.0.B.).

Conclusion

Except for a period in the late 17th century when Adrian
Bloemmart may have had his house on Lots & and 7, and again in the
early 12th century, when Edmund Smith first had his business on Lot 7
and later lived an Lot‘14, these lots were owned by people who did
not live on them or use them for commercial purposes themselves.
Rather, these lots were rented out to tenants. Before 1816, Lot 7
was used primarily as a residence, while from 18146 through 1850, it

was used for commercial purposes. Lot 14, however, continued to be

used as a residence through 1850.
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The number of building episodes recor&ed for these lots is
Qomewhat problematical. If these lots were included in Bloemmart’ s
grant, the first recorded building on Lot 7 would be Bloemmart’'s
house, which was probably built by 1655 (Innes 1202:128). In any
case, Frederick Philipse’s house on this land was built by 1699, when
Lewis Carre was its tenant. Lot 7 was built upon again in 1791, when
the property was gwned by Gearge Clinton. This structure is the most
recent building recorded for Lot 7.

Although there is some indication that Lewis Pintard may have
lived on Lot 14 in the early 18th century, there is only one building
episode which was definitely identified for Lot 15. This was in
1827.

A small backyard area was shown behind the main structure on Lot
7 on maps dating from the mid-19th century to the present. The
backyard behind the building on Lot 14 was built over by a one story

extension in 1895 (D.0O.B).
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TABLE 3= i. Regina Kellerman, personal communicati

2. Innes 1902

The_Known Owners of_lLots 7 and_14 2. Castello Plan 1440

4. Stokes 1715

Unoccupied OR 1643-1444 Burger Jorissen(2) OR 1643-1644 Burger Jorissen OR 164
1 Stadt Herbergh(4)

1644-1651 Cornelis Melyn (2) 1644—-14651 Cornelis Melyn (3)
1651— 2 Stadt Herbergh(2) 1651-1657 Adrian Bloemmart (3)

1657—- 7 Rem Jansen (3)

pre—-14699-1702 Frederick Philipse I
1702-1751 Frederick Philipse I1I
1751-177% Frederick Philipse 111
1784 Hendrick Wyckoff
17841815 George Clinton
1815-18146 James Amroy
18146-18246 Beorge Charters % Ammi Williams
1826-1829 Reuben Munson
1829-1882 Edmund Smith
1882-18%0 Franklin A. Wilcox
1890-1892 Jefferson M. Levy & L; Napoleon Levy
ige2 Jefferson Levy
1892 George W. Tubbs
1892-1897 George Gildersleeve
1897-1898 Franklin Hogeboom
1898-1899 George Gildersleeve
1899-1900 Melvina G. Honeyman
1700 Horace Roberts

‘o ' 1900-1901 Harry LaPierre



1901 Farmers Loan and Trust

B

TABLE 4 . i. Innes 4. East % Judd
2. Stokes 5. T.A.

The Known_0Occupants_and_ Use af 3. Pelletrea 6. Directories

Lots 7 and_14_—_17th_Century -— 1859

? 1643-1651 Part of a large parcel — unoccupied(1,2)
? 1435 Adrian Bloemmart — house

? 1663—1665 Hans Stein

? 14667 Rem Jansen
\f’ 1699-1732/4 LtLewis Caire — house
W W Lot 14
@ﬁr ? Jobn Pinterat - prel731 - house
C-1751 William Hammersley(2,3,4)}
\, S} C—-1784 Thomas Hill gor Charles Hart(4)
\Q, % 1789 Catherine Van Horne - house(S5)
j& 1791 Lot

1794-1795 John McKyson — house(3)

1808-1813 Caleb Street — boardinghouse (5}

1813-1815 George Taylor — boardinghouse{5,6)

1B8146-18246 Charters and Williams — house(3) - merchants(é)

27 Mrs. Wehster — house(5)



TABLE 4

LOT_

1828-1831
1832

1833-1837
183%9-1840

1841-1845
)

18446-1850

N

Edmund Smith-store(35)

1.

2.

e

Innes

Stokes

Pelletrea

continued

—_—————

Smith &% McGemsey—drygoods{5,54)

Jonathan Marsh & Co.—-druggists{(5,6)}

Vacant Stoare(S)

Underhill % Co.-crockery{&)

K.B. Daly-wines (&}

George Kitching—merchant (&)

4. EFast & Judd

5. T.A.

4. Directories

1827-1828

1829-1834

1835

183461837

1839-1840

1841

1841-1845

1B8446-1850

Lot

Ezra Lewis—-house (5,6)
Thompson—house (3)

E. Smith-house(y)

Robert Duncan—house (S

Robert Duncan—shop (5)

George Balzer—house(S

bootmaker (&)

John Singleton (6)



The Excavation of Lot 7

by Eugene Boesch

The archaeological testing of Lot 7 was accomplished by the placement
and excavation of nine test cuts and their extensions (see Map A). The
eastern boundary of this lot was the Lot 6/7 stone wall, while the western
boundary was the Lot 7/8 stone wall. The northern boundary of Lot 7 was
the Lot 7/14 stone wall. This northern wall consisted of two sections,
separated by a five foot gap. One sectién extended westward from the Lot
6/7 stone wall for five and a half feet and was also eight and a half feet
wide. This stone wall configuration seemed to represent an entrance way
into a basement area for the last building located on this lot. Fifteen
feet south of the northern boundary, and five feet east o% the Lot 6/7
stane wall, was located a sectiocn of stone wall oriented in an east to
west direction. This stone wall was seven and a half feet in length and
two feet in width. Extending perpendicularly from this stone wall section
was a north toc south oriented stone wall section, five feet in length and
two feet in width. This north to south projection began a little aver cne
foaot from the eastern sdge of the east to west oriented stone wall
section.

The northernmost test cuts that were placed in Lot 7 were Test Cut H,
F and AP. These test cuts were placed in areas where relatively modern,
undisturbed backyard deposits were anticipated. Test Cut H was a three
and a half foot by five foot square. It was placed within an
architectural feature attached to the westward extending wall section of

the Lot 7/14 stone wall, the northern boundary of this lot.



Test Cut F was alsc a three and one half foot by five foot unit.
This unit was also located within an architectural feature built out from
the eastern stone wall section of the Lot 7/14 stone wall directly across
from Test Cut H. Test Cut AP was a three 460t by three foot unit placed
beneath part of the Test Cut F excavation area. This test cut also
extended slightly into the five foot gap between the two sections of the
northern lot wall.

The ather excavation units placed within Lot 7 were Test Cuts AJ,

Ak, AL, AM, AV; and BU. Test Cut AJ was a three foot by five foot unit
located adjacent to the Lot 7/8 stone wall, two and a half feet south of
the the eastern wall section of the Lot 7/14 stone wall. Test Cut AJ1 was
a three foot by five foot southern extension of Text Cut AJ, also located
adjacant to the Lot 7/8 stone wall. These test cuts were placed in an
area where early backyard deposits were anticipated. Test Cut AL was a
three foot by three foot unit located five and a half feet south of Test
Cut AJ1., Test Cut ALl was a one and a half¥ by three foot eastern
extension of Test Cut AL located adjacant to the Lot 7/8 stone wall. Test
Cut AM was also a three faoct by three foot unit. It was located in the
right triangle area that was made up by the perpendicularly oriented stone
walls found in the center of the lot. Test Cut AM1 was a one foot by
three foot extensiaon to the south of Test Cut AM, adjacant to the east to
west oriented stone wall. Test Cut AV was a three foot by three foot unit
located immediately to the south of the east to west oriented stone wall,

directly acraoss from Test Cut AM1. Test Cut AK was a two and a half foot
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by five foot unit located approximately 22 feet south of Test Cut H,
adjacant ta the Lot 6/7 stone wall. This test cut was placed in an area
where an early structure had been documented and was an attempt to
determine whether or not any basement floor or associated deposits
remained intact below the modern basement floor. Test Cut BU, the
southernmost test excavation in Lot 7, was a one and a half foot by five
and a half foot square shaped area. This sguare was located approximately
446 feet south of the Lot 7/14 stone wall. This was 30 feet south of Test
Cuts AL and AL1 and adjacant to the Lot 7/8 stone wall. The purpose of
the Test Cut BU excavation was to locate a segment of the west wall of the

Lovelace Tavern, but this venture was unsuccessful.

Test_Cuts AK, AV_and_ BU

The first deposit discussed here was found to be common to the
~southernmost three test cuts in Lot 7: AK, AV amd BU. This deposit was a
dark reddish brown sandy silt filled with rubble and cinder. In Test Cut
AK, the presence of. decomposed red brick gave the soil a slightly redder
color than was seen in the other twoc test cuts. This deposit extended in
depth between six and 13 inches below the excavation surface and, in this
test cut, was mixed with small amounts of gray and brown silt and gray
sandy silt., It extended in depth to 13 inches below the surface only in
the eastern half to two thirds of the unit. Two plain creamware
fragments, ane white delftware fragment, two annular decorated pearlware
fragments, one plain whiteware fragment, and eight plain hard paste
parcelain fragments were recovered from this deposit. Bottle and window
giass, one fragment dated to poest—1800, two wire nail fragments, nine

floor tile fragments, metal, 4,637 grams of red brick, 749 grams of yellow
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brick, 1,166 grams of mortar, wood, coal, cinder, slag, and shell were
also recovered from this deposit. This overburden deposit appeared to
represent demolition debris from the last structure that stood on this
lot.

Between seven and a half and nine inches in depth, a laid brick floor
was revealed in the southwestern quarter of the unit and a light reddish
brown sand mixed with ash was found in the northwestern quarter. At this
depth, both of these deposits covered the westernmost third to half of
Test Cut AK (Fig. T+48). This light reddish brown sa;d deposit extended to
between 15 and 146 inches below the excavation surface. One yellow and
green glazed buff slipware fragment, one annular decorated pearlware
fragment, six plain or molded creamware fragments, one underglaze blue
pearlware fragment, four transfer printed whiteware fragments, one
edgeware whiteware fragment, four underglaze painted whiteware fragments,
one Rockingham yelloware fragment, one underglaze decorated Oriental
Export Porcelain fragment, and two plain hard paste porcelain fragments
were recovered from this deposit. @A mean ceramic date of 1823 (n=22) was
calculated for this deposit. In addition, bottle and window glass, fabric
fragments, one cut nail, 120 unidentifiable nails, one spike, 8,458 grams
of red brick, 1,924 grams of mortar, twa grams of yellow brick, metal,
wood, bone, and oyster shell were recovered from this deposit.

Underneath the dark reddish brown sandy silt in the eastern two
thirds of this unit, a gray to gray brown sandy silt with mortar was re—
vealed. This deposit extended in depth to 15 inches below the excavation
surtace. Portions of what appear to be a red brick floor were found in
the upper four inches of this deposit. This brick floor was the same

floor that was found in the southwestern corner of this test cut between
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Stratigraphy, Test Cut AK, Lot 7.
Figures 7, B.

1.
2I
3.
4.
S.
&.
7.
8.
Ba,
ql
10.
11.
12.
13.
14,
15,

Ash and cinder

Brownish-red sandy silt

Brownish-red sandy silt with brick
Greenish—gray sandy silt

Dark brown sandy silt with some mortar
Reddish-brown sandy silt with brick and mortar
Pocket of mortar

Brown sand with mortar

Brown sand with less mortar

Braownish-red sand with rubble

Gray sand with brick

Olive—-green clay with brick and mortar
Brownish-olive—green clay with some mortar
Brownish-red with shell

6reen clay

Green clay with orange mottling
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seven and a half and nine inches. It seemed to be the basement floor of
the last structure, built in 1791, that was located on this lot. Remnants
of this floor were also seen, at the same depth, to the north, in Test Cut
H. Two non—diagnostic redware fragments, 18 plain or molded creamware
fragments, two plain pearlware fragments, and one plain hard paste
porcelain fragment were recovered from this deposit; yielding a mean
Ceramic date of 1795 (n=21). MWindow glass, a small amount of bottle
glass, nails, 1B,543 grams of red brick, 6&4& grams of yellow brick, 221
grams of mortar, metal, wood, bone, and oyster shell were also recovered
from this deposit. An ash and cinder len was also seen in this deposit
betweaen 11 1/2 and 13 inches below the surface. 0One annular decorated
pearlware fragment plus 4,000 grams of red brick and 1,575 grams of mortar
were the only cultural materials recovered from this len.

Below this gray sandy =silt and red brick floor, a light brown/olive
sgndy silt mottled with mortar was seen. This deposit was found to cover
the entire unit except for the brick feature areas located in the
southwestern corner and for a one and a half square foot section in the
extreme northeastern corner of this test cut. This light brown/glive
sandy silt extended in depth to between 25 and 26 inches below the
excavation surface. Four non—diagnostic redware fragments, one Jackfield
redware fragment, one green and yellow glazed buff bodied earthenware
fragment, three white and four blue delftware fragments, twoc combed buff
slipware fragments, one plain gray salt glazed stoneware fragment, 47
plain or molded creamware fragments, one plain pearlware Ffagments, six
underglaze polychrome pearlware fragments, and 35 annular decorated
pearlware fraéments were recoveresd from this deposit. A mean ceramic

date of 1795 (n=101) was calculated for this deposit, but because of its
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stratigraphic position, this deposit seemed to predate the 1791
construction episode for this lot.

Below 26 inches, a green mottled clayey silt appeared. In addition,
a medium brown sandy silt with wood and pebbles was revealed below the
brick floor in the extreme northeastern corner of this test cut. Two
large stone slabs were revealed in this deposit which was excavated to a
depth of 2¢& inches. This medium brown sandy silt seemed to be a trench
that was dug into the green mottled clayey silt into which the large stone
slabs were placed. Small amounts of bottle and window glass, 3,400 grams
of red brick, and 1,043 grams of mortar were the only cultural materials
recovered fram this medium brown sandy silt deposit.

The green mottled clayey silt, which covered the remainder of the
unit, was excavated down to 31 inches in depth. Two buff slipware frag—
ments, two pipe fragments, window glass, nails, a small amount of red and
yellow brick, 35 grams of mortar, a delft flcor tile fragment, wood, coal,
cinder, metal, bone, and shall were recovered fraom this deposit. Between
18 and SO inches in depth, a sterile, black, ocil-stained sandy silt lens,
mixed with tam and red sand, was found in the north central portion of
this deposit, A second, larger lens of brown sandy silt mixed with ash
was seen in the upper portion of this green clayey silt deposit. This
latter lens was located in the southeastern two and a2 half square feet of
this test cut, between 27 and 30 inches below the excavation surface. One
blue delftware fragment,; three plain creamware fragments, one annular
decorated pearlware fragment, two pipe fragments, a small amount of window
glass, mortar, metal, cinder, bone, 140 grams of oyster shell, and 50
grams of clam shell were recovered from this deposit. Excavations in Test

Cut AK ended at this point.
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The overlying deposit of brown sandy silt with rubble in Test Cut AV
extended in depth to between nine and 13 1/2 inches below the excavation
surface (Fig. 9,i0. This deposit appeared to be associated with the
demolition of the last structure that stood on this lot. In this test
cut, this deposit hada slight reddish cast to it which became lighter, due
to mixing with ash! as depth was increased. Eighteen non-diagnostic
redware fragments, one 17th century rim redware fragment, two whitg

del ftware fragments,; two majolica delftware fragments, 106 plain or molded
creamware fragments, seven overglaze painted creamware fragments, two
green glazed creamware fragments, 13 plain or molded pearlware fragments,
243% annular decorated pearlware fragments, two edgeware pearlware
{Eagments, eight underglaze blue or brown pearlware fragments, one
underglaze pniychrnme pearlware fragment, one transfer printed pearlware
fragment, one underglaze painted whiteware fragment, three transfer
printed whiteware fragments, seven annular whiteware fragments, one
underglaze decorated Oriental Expart Porcelain fragment, two plain hard
paste porcelain fragments, and twa unidentifiable Oriental Export
Porcelain fragments were recovered from this deposit. The mean ceramic
date calculated for this deposit was 1810 (n=402). S8mall amounts of
bottle and window glass, metal, 13,062 grams of red brick, 1,286 grams of
vellow brick and 1,352 grams of mortar, as well as wood, coal, charcoal,
388 grams of oyster shell, 48 grams of clam shell, and nine pipe fragments
were also recovered. Beneath this deposit, a green/gray mottled tan silty
clay covered the northern two and a half square feet of this test cut
while a tan mottled brown sandy silt covered the southern six inches.

Both deposits were excavated to between 12 1/2 and 13 1/2 inches.

52



Stratigraphy, Test Cut AV, Lot 7.
Figures 9, 10,

1.
2.
3.

?.
Qa.
10.

Dark brown sandy silt with brick rubble
Reddish—-brown sand

Green—gray sandy silt

Green—gray sandy silt with mortar and brick
Brown sandy silt with concentrations of mortar
Brown sandy silt with less mortar

Green—gray mottled tan sandy silt

Gray sand with brick and mortar rubble

Tan sandy silt mottied pink by building stone
Tan sandy silt with brown mottling and some clay
Ceramic concentration

Red sand

- TEST CUT AV

FIGURE 9 SOUTH WALL FIGURE 10 WEST WALL



The green/ gray mottled tan silty clay deposit contained two plain
pearlware fragments, as well as three grams of red brick, 21 grams of
mortar and small amounts of wood, bone and ayster shell. The tan mottled
brown sandy silt deposit contained one nnn—diaghostic redware fragment and
small amounts of red brick, bone and shell. Between 12 1/2 and 13 1/2
inches, the tan mottled brown sandy silt disappeared and the green/gray
mottled tan silty clay covered the entire test cut. Excavation in this
unit ended at this point.

Test Cut BU, the next test cut to be discussed, was excavated, as
already stated, in an attempt to determine the and location of the west
wall of Lovelace Tavern. In this test cut,; the overlying brown sandy silt
with rubble extended to between 13 and 17 inches below the surface (Fig.
11',12). Five assorted white salt glazed stoneware fragments, five
non—diagnostic redware fragments, B creamware fragments, five annular
whiteware fragments, and one plain Oriental Export Porcelain fragment were
the ceramic materials recovered from this deposit. The mean ceramic date
calculated for this deposit was 1B0OO (n=100). In addition, two pipe
fragments, bottle and window glass, metal, nails, red and yellow brick,
bone, and shell were recovered in limited gquantities. Below this
overlying brown sandy silt déposit, a reddish brown sandy silt was seen.
Very small amounts of red and yellow brick, mortar, metal, cinder, mammal
bone and oyster shell were the only cultural materials recovered from this
deposit. This cultural material was found in the uppermost five inches of
this deposit which was excavated to a depth of between 28 1/2 and 31
inches. At this point, a post hole test revealed the presence of this
reddish brown sandy silt deposit down to 45 inches. At this depth, the
post hole test was terminated with no further cultural materials being

recovered.



Stratigraphy, Test Cut BU, Lot 7.
Figures 11, 12.

1. Brownish-black silty sand

2. Reddish—-brown sand

3. Dark gray silty sand

4, Light brown sandy silt with mortar and rubble

5. VYellow clay mixed with brown sandy silt

6. Brownish—-black sandy silt

7. Brown sandy silt with slight orange mottling

B. Rusty orange sandy silt with mica

?. Reddish silty sand with mica

10. Brown silty sand

11. Brown sandy silt with slight orange mottling and patches of
green and yellow clayey silt

12. Brown sandy silt

13. Green silt mixed with brown sandy silt
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Jest Cuts AJ_and_ AL

The initial deposit revealed in Test Cut AJ was the same dark brown
sandy silt overburden found in other portions of the lot. This depusit.
extended to five inches below the surface and produced one unglazed
redware fragment and one combed buff slipware fragment, as Qell as small
amounts of window glass, metal, cinder, bone, and shell. In addition,
59,206 grams of red brick, 67 grams of yellow brick and 2,200 grams of
mortar were recovered. At five inches in depth, a dark brown humic-like
clayey silt deposit was revealed which extended westward 18 to 44 inches
from the Lot 7/8 stone wall which was the east boundary of the test cut
(Fig. 12,14). This deposit increased its westward extent the more north
one moved in this test cut. This deposit seemed to represent the initial
deposit in the builder’'s trench associated with the Lot 7/8 stone wall.
Four fragments aof blue delftware, single fragments of white delftware and
combed buff slipware, three fragments of plain creamware, three plain
Oriental Export Forcelain fragments and 33 plain or molded whiteware
fragments were recovered from this deposit. A mean ceramic date of 1843
(n=45}) was ctalculated for this deposit. In addition, three pipe
fragments, bottle and window glass, metal, 34 grams of yellow brick, 3,357
grams of red brick, 5,835 grams of mortar, as well as coal, cinder, wood,
bone, and shell were recovered. At four inches in depth, a course of
vyellow bricks with mortar was seen running diagonally from a point located
16 inches east of the northwest corner of Test Cut AJ into the south wall
of this test cut. A similar yellow brick structure was observed in Test
Cut AL and is described below. This yellow brick course represented the
western boundary of the builder ‘s trench for the Lot 7/8 stone wall. The
deposits to the east of this yellow brick represented the builder’s

trench, while those to the west were outside of the trench.
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Stratigraphy, Test Cut AJ, Lot 7.
Figures 13, 14,

1. Black sandy milt

2. Brown decomposed mortar with sandy silt
3. Dark brown sandy silt with mortar

4. Decomposed martar and sandy silt

S. Dark brown sandy silt

6. Gray clayey silt

7. Tan—gray sandy silt

8. Black sandy silt lens

TEST CUT AJ

FIQURE 13 SOUTH WALL FIGURE 14 NORTH WALL



This yellow brick course probably represented the remains of a
retaining structure for the builder’'s trench., The initial trench deposit
was probably a few feet higher than that which was revealed during excav-
tion. 1t appeared to have besn partially destroyed during the demolition
of the last building on this lot and the deposition of the brown sandy
silt overburdea. This slightly deeper trench would have required a
retaining wall of some sort. This wall would have extended in depth
parallel to the Lot 7/8 stone wall for its entire length. Below the yellow
brick wall, the trench would have sloped down and away, towards the sast,
as the base of the Lot 7/8 stone wall was reached. As described bhelow,
this seemed to be the case.

The yellow brick course was found to run in a diagonal direction in
Test Cut AJ because of its proximity to the northeast cnrnér of Lot 7.

The Lot 7/8 and 7/14 stone walls join at this corner. A larger builder’'s
trench was pfobably needed for construction purposes at this Jjunction.

The non—trench deposit located to the southwest of this brick course
was a green gray clay, while the depaosit that was seen to the northwest
was sandier, being a green gray sandy silt. These two non—trench depbsits
extended in depth tc 11 inches below the excavation surfacé and were
excavated together. After ten inches in depth, both the green gray clay
deposit and the green gray sandy silt deposit became mottled with a coarse
brown silty sand. One non—diagnostic, unglazed redware fragment, one non-—
diagnostic non—salt glazed stoneware fragment, one plain creamware
fragment, one edgeware pearlware fragment, one underglaze blue pearlware
fragment, one underglaze brown pearlware fragment, one underglaze
polychrome pearlware fragment, and one transfer printed pearlware

fragment, as well as two plain whiteware fragments, comprised the ceramic
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materials that were recovered from these two deposits. A mean ceramic
date of 1817 (n=8) was calculated for the ceramic material fram this
non—trench deposit. OCne pipe fragment, as well as small amounts of bottle
glass, window glass, metzal, red, and yellow brick and mortar were also
recovered from this non—trench deposit. Below this mottled area, a gray
tan sandy silt was revealed and was excavated down to 15 1/2 inches. 0One
plain and two edgeware pearlware fragments were recovered from this
deposit, as well as small amounts of bottle and window glass, red brick,
mortar, metal,; bone, and oyster shell.

The dark brown humic—like builder ‘s trench found to the east ofthe
yellow brick course was excavated to betwesen nine and ten inches in
depth. No ceramics were recovered from this portion of the builder’s
trench. However, window glass and metal, as well as small amounts of
wood, coal, cinder, bone, and shell were recovered fraom this deposit. In
anitiDn, 5,985 grams of red brick and 6,973 grams of mortar were
recovered. At ten inches in depth in this trench, four stone footings,
partially covered with concrete, were found to extend eastward
approximately six inches from the Lot 7/8 stone wall. The dark brown
humic deposit slanted inwards towards the stone wall with increased depth
while the green gray clay or sandy silt appeared beneath it. This
reflected the slope of the builder ‘s trench, which narrowed with
increasing depth. This inward slope began immediately below the yellow
brick course. Below this dark brown humic like deposit, a hard packed
gray tan sandy silt with mortar and brick rubble was seen. 'Large stones
were also found within this deposit. It appeared that this deposit was
the soil that.was removed when the trench was dug and was then

subsequently reused to refill it. The construction work occurvring in this
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trench on top of this deposit would have trampled and compacted it, giving
it its hard packed characteristic. 7This deposit extended in depth to 12
inches. At this depth, & brownish gray sandy silt was revealed. This
depnsit was excavated to 1& inches, at which depth the tan gray sandy silt
subsoil was reached, and the bottom of the footing stones was reached.
They lay directly an top of this subsoil deposit, and the end of the
builder ‘s trench. This brownish gray sandy silt trench deposit produced
one unglazed redware fragment, and ane combed buff slipware fragment, as
well as small amounts of window glass, metal, cinder, bone and shell. In
addition, 5,206 grams of red brick, &7 grams of yellow brick, and 2,200
grams of mortar were recovered. A mean ceramic date of 1830 (n=41) was
calculated for all of the ceramic material recovered from the trench
deposits.

The initial deposit seen in Test Cut AJ1, the three foot by five
foot extension to the south of Test Cut AJ, was the brown sandy silt
overburden. This deposit was very disturbed and mottled with gray clay,
tan sand, and charcoal. Large ampunts of rubble and large rocks were
associated with this deposit, which was excavated down to five inches.
Four non-diagnostic redware fragments, one white delftware fragment, one
combed buff slipware ¥ragmenf, three plain creamware fragments, four plain
pearlware fragments, one edgeware pearlware fragment, four underglaze
polychrome pearlware fragments, 23 plain whiteware fragments, six edgeware
whiteware fragments, one underglaze painted whiteware fragment, one sponge
whiteware fragment, two plain Oriental Export Porcelain fragments, and one
overglaze decorated Oriental Export Porcelain fragment were recovered from
this deposit. A mean ceramic date of 1834 (n=43) was calculated for this

depasit. In addition, four pipe fragments, bottle and window glass,
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maetal, 3,357 grams of red brick, 34 grams of yellow brick, and 5,835 grams
of mortar, as well as coal, cinder, wood, bone, and oyster shell were
recovered.

At four inches, part of the dark brown humic like soil of the
builder ‘s tranch for the Lot 7/8 stone wall was seen in the extreme
northeastern corner of the unit. A small area of brown sand and cinder
was located immediately to the west of the dark brown humic depusit.

These deposits were removed as a single excavation stratum down to eight
inches below the surface. Single fragments of non—diagnostic redware,
non-—diagnostic, non—salt glazed stoneware, plain creamware, edgeware
pearlware, underglaze blue and underglaze brown pearlware, underglaze
polychrome pearlware and transfer printed pearlware, as well as two plain
whiteware fragments were the ceramic materials recovered from this
deposit. A mean ceramic date of 1819 (n=8) was calculated for this
depugit. One pipe fragment, and small amounts of bottle and window glass,
metal, red and yellow brick, and mortar were also recovered from this
trench deposit. An extension of the yellow brick wall that was found in
Test Cut AJ was seen in this deposit at approximately four inches. This
vyellow brick wall ran parallel to the Lot 7/8 stone wall in this test cut,
whereas it ran in a northwest to southeast direction in Test Cut AJ. The
change in direction occurred approximately six-inches narth of the Test
Cut AJ and AJI borderline. This brick wall was subsequently found to be
four courses deep, extending in depth between 13 and 14 inches. This
vellow brick wall was found to end 42 inches to the south of Test Cut AJd.
To the north, it ended at the northwestern corner of Test Cut AJ. This

was the point at which it was initially seen.
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Below eight inches, the deposit found to the west of the yellow brick
wall was a coarse grained brown sandy silt with rubble. 8Single fragments
of unglazed redware and plain white delftware, as well as two plain cream-
ware fragments, four assorted pearlware fragments, two clear glazed buf¥
bodied sarthenware fragments, and two plain Oriental Export Porcelain
fragments were recovered, as well as bottle and window glass, metal,
charcoaly cinder, shell, red brick and mortar. A mean ceramic date of
1786 (n=11}) was calculated for this very limited sample.

The deposit found to the sast of the yellow brick wall was alsoc a
coarse—grained brown sandy silt, but was mottled with a light tan silt.
This deposit was a continuation of the builder s trench for the Lot 7/8
stone wall and contained one fragment of combed butf slipware, one
fragment of green—glazed salmon—-bodied earthenware, one fragment of
Bellarmine gray salt glazed stoneware, two plain pearlwaré fragments, ane
plain whiteware fragment, five plain creamware fragments, and ane
underglaze decorated Oriental Export Porcelain fragment. Glass, red
brick, mortar, metal, wood, coal, cinder, charcoal, bone, and sheli were
also recovered from this trench deposit. A mean ceramic date of 1781
{n=12) was calculated for this deposit. At nine inches, a cut stone
footing was revealed in the northeastern corner of Test Cut AJ1i. Other
larée stones were found throughout this deposit which was very disturbed
and extended in depth to between 13 and 17 inches belaow the excavation
surface. At this depth, a brown and gray mottled sandy silt was seen.
This deposit was excavated to a depth of between 15 and 18 inches. One
plain creamware and one plain hard paste porcelain fragment were recovered
from this deposit, as were window and bottle glass, bone and shell. In

addition, 2,429 grams of red brick and 7,475 grams of martar were

59



recovered. At the base of this deposit, the builder ‘s trench ended and an
orange brown/gray mottled sandy silt was revealed. All of the trench
deposits sloped inwards towards the Lot 7/8 stone wall beginning directly
below the yellow brick wall. Using ceramics recovered from all of the
builder ‘s trench deposits Test Cut AJ1, a mean ceramic date of 1800 (n=18)
was calculated. Using ceramics from the builder’'s trench in both Test Cut
AJ and AJ1, a mean ceramic date of 1820 (n=53) was calculated. Both of
these dates are in accord with the 1791 construction date for the last
structure which stood on this lot.

The coarse grained brown sandy silt with rubble to the west aof the
yellow brick wall was excavated to between 7 1/2 and 11 1/2 inches in
depth. One fragment of white delftware was the only ceramic material
recovered from this deposit. One pipe fragment, 1,330 graés of red brick
and 150 grams of mortar; as well as slag, bone, and oyster shell were also
recovered from this deposit. Below this deposit was a tan gray sandy silt
with yellow and bluish gray mattling. This deposit was excavated to 16
inches below the surface and was the same deposit as that found in Test
Cut AJ between 12 and 16 inches. One plain and two edgeware pearlware
fragments were recovered from this deposit, as well as small amounts of
bottle and window glass, red brick, mortar, metal, bone, and oyster
shell. Excavavations in this extension ended at this point.

The initial deposit revealed in Test Cut AL was the brown sandy silt
overburden found in other test cuts in this lot. 1In saome areas this
deposit was mixed with gray tan clayey silt and with cinder. This deposit
appeared to be very disturbed, extending in depth toc between five and
seven inches below the surface {(Fig. 15,1%). Two non—-diagnostic redware

fragments, twoc white delftware fragments, one salt glazed stoneware
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Stratigraphy, Test Cut AL, Lot 7. 5
Figures 15, 16.

1. Brown sandy silt with ash

2. Black charcoal lens

3. Light gray—-tan humus

4. Dark gray humus

5. Reddish-brown sandy silt with mortar

6. BPBrown sandy silt with shell

7. Gray clayey silt with mortar

8. Dark brown sandy silt with rubble

9. bGreen—gray sandy silt with orange mottling



fragmgnt, one plain pearlware fragment, four plain or molded whiteware
fragments, one overglaze decorated Oriental Export Porcelain fragment, and
ane unidentifiable Oriental Export Porcelain fragment were recovered from
this deposit. 1In addition, bottle and window glass, pipe fragments, delft
tile fragments, 4,609 grams of red brick, 2,580 grams of yellow brick,
metal, bone, coal, 140 grams of oyster shell, and five grams of clam shell
were also recovered. Below this brown sandy silt deposit, a gray tan
clayey silt appeared in the western twa thirds of the unit. This was the
s0il type that was mixed with the brown sandy silt overburden. This |
deposit extended in depth to ten inches below the excavation surface. One
polychrome pearlware fragment, two transfer printed pearlware fragments
and one plain whiteware fragment were recovered from this deposit. 1In
addition, one pipe fragment, window and bottle glass, bone, oyster shell,
two grams of coral, 4,040 grams of red brick, 2,600 grams af yellow brick,
and 1,801 grams of mortar were recovered. The eastern one third of this
unit was a light brown sandy silt which extended in depth ta between eight
and a half and ten and and a half inches below the excavation surface.
One non-diagnostic redware fragment, one combed buff slipware fragment,
five plain or molded creamware fragments, one underglaze brown pearlware
fragment, one underglaze polychrome pearlware fragment, one plain Oriental
Export Forcelain fragmeﬁt, and two underglaze decorated Oriental Export
Porcelain fragments were_recovered from this deposit. Very small amounts
of window glass and oyster shell plus 3,657 grams of red brick, 154 grams
of yellow brick and 900 grams of mortar were also recovered.

Beneath both of these deposits, a yellow tan gray clayey silt covered

the entire unit except for the western one and a half feet, where a stone
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and mortar wall was revealed. This stone wall had a gap approximately
eight inches laong in its center, separating it into two sections at nine
and a half inches belaw the excavation surface. This wall was probably
associated with the last structure built on this lot. This vellow tan
gray clayey silt extended in depth to between 11 and 13 inches below the
gur{ace. One fragment of brown glazed redware, one fragment of trailed
buff bodied slipware, five plain or molded creamware fragments, one
underglaze polychrome pearlware fragment, four annular pearlware
fragments, one underglaze blue pearlware fragment, one underglaze blue
Oriental Export Porcelain fragment, and one unidentifiable Oriental Export
Porcelain fragment were recovered from this deposit. A mean ceramic date
of 1802 (n=14} was calculated for this deposit. Two pipe fragments,
window glass, nails, 2,200 grams of red brick, 2,293 grams of yellow
brick, 900 grams af mortar, 1,041 grams of metal, small amounts of coal
and bone, and 248 gqrams of oyster shell were also recovered.

Belaw this clayesy silt deposit, a variety of strata appeared, all of
which seem to be part of a builder’'s trench for the stone and mortar wall
revealed at nine and a half inches in the western one and a half feet of
this test cut. These strata seem to represent loading deposits within the
trench and included a brown sandy silt with charcoal and mortar changing
to a brown clayey silt, and a gray tan clayey silt. These deposits
extended in depth to hetween 10 1/2 and 13 inches below the excavatian
surface. Thirty plain or molded creamware fragments, two plain or moclded
pearlware fragments, 1192 annular decorated pearlware fragments and, one
underglaze painted whiteware fragment were recoverasd. A mean ceramic date
of 1802 (n=152) was calculated for the ceramic material recovered from

this deposit. Small amcunts of wine bottle glass, charcoal, bone, 145
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grams of oyster shell, and 1,445 grams of fed brick were also recovered.
At 12 inches, a single row of yellow brick, one course thick, was faund
to extend north to south across this test cut. This yellow brick course
was located approximately six inches from the eastern wall of this unit.
This single row of yellow brick appeared to be associated with the
builder ‘s trench for the Lot 7/8 stone wall. These bricks were found to
rest on the interface between the final trench deposit and the stratum
immediately below. They also represent the western boundary of the
trench, running its total length. This feature is a continuation of the
yellow brick feature that was revealed in Test Cut AJ and AJ1, and is
described below. It appeared to represent the base of a temporary
restraining wall for the trench used during the construction of the Lot
7/8 stone wall.

Below these mixed loading deposits was found a green sandy silt with
black and orange mottling. This deposit extended across the whole unit,
except for the area covered by the yellow brick wall and the stone wall
and its gap, to a depth of 172 to 20 inches below the surface. At this
depth, a large area of light brown sandy silt was seen in the center of
this test cut surrounded by more of the green sandy silt deposit. This
green sandy silt deposit was excavated down to 28 inches below the ex— .
cavation surface. Eight non-diagnostic redware fragments and one annular
decorated pearlware fragments were the only ceramic materials recovered
from this deposit. Two pipe fragments, small amounts of coal and slag,
205 grams of oyster shell, 3,776 grams of red brick, and 252 grams of
mortar were also recovered from this deposit.

The soil stratum found in the gap separating the two sections of

stone wall was a dark brown, course grained sand with mortar.



7This deposit extended down to between 10 1/2 and 12 inches below the
surface, at which point a light brown silt with orange and black mottling
was revealed. This deposit appeared to be a continuation of the light
brown sandy silt that was seen to the east, in the center of Test Cut AL,
at 19 to 20 inches below the excavation surface. It appeared to slant
gastwards from the gap in the west stone wall, across Test Cut AL, to the
Test Cut AL1 extension. This deposit was removed from the gap area and
from the remainder of Test Cut AL. It seemed to represent a trench,
located well below the builder’'s trench for the Lot 7/8 stone wall, which
extended eastwards from the two sections of stone wall found in Test Cut
AL. At 27 inches below the surface, this trench deposit disappeared and
the green sandy silt with black and orange mottlings, described above, was
revealed. This portion of the eastward sloping brown sandy silt contained
two non—-diagnostic redware fragments, one white, and one blue delftware
fragment, and five plain or molded creamware fragments. Bottle and window
glass fragments, a slate pencil fragment, small amounts of metal, coal,
"slag, cinder, charcoal, bone, shell, 4,435 grams of red brick, 20 grams of
vellow brick, and 1,800 grams of mortar were also recovered. All of the
cultural material recovered came from the gap area between the two
sections of stone wall. Such a limited ceramic sample does not provide a
valid ceramic date. However, this trench-like deposit, and its associated
stone and mortar wall, appeared to be earlier than both the surraounding
deposits and the adjacent stone wall of the last lot building. The
function and exact ownership of the stone and mortar wall is unkngwn.

The initial deposit found in Test Cut AL1 was the same brown sandy
silt overburden found in Test Cut AlL. In this area it extended down to

five inches below the surface. In this extension the overburden
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deposit was not screened. Below this deposit was the initial trench
deposit. This was a brown sandy silt changing ta clayey silt, and
extended to 192 inches in depth. The builder’'s trench in Test Cut ALl
extended seven inches wider than the trench revealed in Test Cut AL. This
increase in trench width in Test Cut AL1l, may be related to the need for
more work area in order to place and set the footing stones for the
adjacent lot wall. The sloping inward and downward of the builder s
trench as it moved closer to the lot wall was readily seen in this test
cut. At approximately 11 inches, cut footing stones were seen extending
out of the sast wall. These stones were loucated at the base of the Lot
7/8 stone wall and rested on the bottom of the builder’s trench. This 17
inch depth corresponds to the depth of the yellow brick course described
abaove and to the base of the associated builder s trench in Test Cut AL.

Below this initial trench deposit a green sandy silt with tan, rust,
and black mottles was revealed. This trench deposit extended in depth to
between 24 and 25 inches below the excavation surface. One non-diagnostic
redware fragment and eight grams of oyster shell were the only cultural
material recovered from this deposit. At this depth, the green sandy silt
extended downward in the northern and southern sections of the test cut
while a light brown sandy silt was found in the center of the unit. This
light brown sandy silt was a continuation of the trench-like deposit of
light brown sandy silt found in Test Cut AL. This deposit was excavated
down to 27 ‘inches in depth in Test Cut AL1. Only two grams of unidentifi-
able shell fragments were recovered from this part of the light brown
sandy silt deposit. At this depth, the green sandy silt with tan orange
and gray mottling appeared. This underlying green sandy silt was
excavated down to 28 inches in depth, both in this extension and in
neighboring Test Cut AL, and was found to be sterile. At this point,
excavation in Test Cuts AL and ALl ended.
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Test Cut F_and AP, Features 1 _and 3

The initial deposit seen in Test Cut F was a black/brown sandy
5ilt overburden. This deposit was excavated to between one and six
inches and contained S9 plain or molded pearlware fragments, nine
edgeware pearlware fragments, one underglaze blue pearlware fragment,
one white delftware fragment, one plain yelloware fragment, 13 plain or
molded whiteware fragments, two transfer printed whiteware fragments,
one annular whiteware, and one unidentifiable whiteware fragment. A
mean ceramic date of 1812 (n=87) was calculated for this deposit. In
addition, window and bottle glass, a button, metal, 92,4625 grams of red
brick, 8,013 grams of mortar, and a small amount of mammal bone and
oyster shell were recovered from this deposit. PBelow this overburden
deposit was a yellow/tan clay, mottled with brown and black sandy
silt. In addition, the top part of Feature One, a metal pipe, was
first seen in this test cut, beginning at two inches below the
excavation surface (Fig. 1P). This yellow/tan clay deposit was very
disturbed and filled with large gquantities of rubble. This deposit
covered only the center six square feet of the test cut. Slate and
stone slabs were found to the north, socuth and west. This tan and
vellow clay surrounded Feature One, sxtending slightly to the
northeast. It extended between six and eight inches below the
surface. This deposit séemed to represent a builder s trench for
Feature One. The yellow and tan clay deposit seemed to have been used
to refill the trench area after the metal pipe was laid. Below this
metal pipe, the yellow and tan clay became mottled with brown sandy

silt and extended to 13 inches below the excavation surface.
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Stratigraphy, Test Cut F, Lot 7.
Figure 17.

1. Brown sandy silt with tan mottling and charceal

2. Dark brown sandy silt

3. Mortar rubble

4. Brown sandy silt with decomposed sandstone and rubble
5. Mortar rubble

é&. Blackish-brown sandy silt

7. Black silt and sandstone

8. Tan clayey silt

P metal pipe
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This deposit covered the same six sguare foot area in the center of
this test cut and was still part of the Feature One builder’'s trench.
This deposit represented a mixing of the yellow and tan clay and the
underlying brown sandy silt. This mixing probably occurred during the
construction of this feature.

This deposit of yellow and tan clay contained one blue and four
white delftware fragments, an unidentifiable delftware fragment, one
fragment of combed, and one unidentifiable buff slipware fragment, one
plain, one molded and ane unidentifiable white salt glazed stoneware
fragment, five plain or molded creamware fragments, 18 plain or molded
pearlware fragments, five edgeware pearlware £ragment5, three
underglaze polychrome and one transfer printed pearlwarz fragment. In
addition, 29 assorted whiteware fragments and one plain soft paste
porcelain fragment were recovered. A m2an ceramic date of 1802 (n=48)
was calculated for this depasit. Bottle and window glass, 10,792
grams of red brick, 574 grams of yellow brick, 4,331 grams of mortar,
‘large amounts of metal and bone, &70 grams of oyster shell, nine grams
of clam shell and 27 pipe fragments were also recovered.

Feature One, itsel+, was composed of a three-sided square of red
brick, two cfourses thick, into which a metal pipe, three and a half
inches in diameter, extended. It was partially destroyed and appeared
to represent anly a part of what was once a larger structure. At the
base of the three—sided square brick box was a concrete surface. The
removal of Feature One entailed the excavation of a black sandy silt
deposit that filled the three—-sided =quare brick box. This depasit was
excavated down to ten inches below the surface, at which point the

concrete surface was revealed. & single fragment of blue delftware,
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six plain or molded and two edgeware pearlware fragments, and one
Rockingham type yelloware fragment were recovered. One metal buckle
fragment and other metal fragments, one pipe fragment, a very small
amount of window glass, bone, and oyster shell were also recovered.
In addition, 51,195 grams of red brick, 1,000 grams of yellow brick,
and 2,049 grams of mortar were found in association with this black
sandy silt deposit. This feature seemed to represent some sort of
watering trough, outside drainage structure or gutter through which
water, coming from the pipe, flowed inte the three—sided brick
structure and was then funnelled away. Based on the limited ceramic
material recovered from the black sandy silt, an early 19th century
construction date is hypothesized for Feature One.

To the west and south of Feature One were located the stone and
slate slabs first seen at the surface. To the north was a semi—circle
of red brick termed Feature Three. The slate and stone slabs described
above appeared to surround Feature Dne and to lead toward Feature
Three. These slabs appeared to represent a walkway leading to these
faatures.

The removal of the slate slab in the southern portion of the test
cut revealed a brown sandy silt deposit located between nine and twelve
inches below the excavation surface. One plain creamware fragment was
the only ceramic recovered from this deposit. In additian, small
amounts of window and bottle glass, one pipe fragment, 408 grams of red
brick, 1,579 grams of yellow brick, and a small amount of mammal bone
were recovered. Under this brown sandy silt deposit was revealed the
yellaow and tan clay discussed above. The slate slabs appeared to be

associated with Feature One, being laid down when that feature was
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built. It appeared as if the trench for Feature One was excavated, the
feature itself constructed, the trench refilled with the yellow and tan
clay, and then slate slabs laid down aver what was the builder ‘s trench
area.

at 17 inches below the surface, the yellow tan clay ended
throughout this test cut and a brown clayey silt mottled with greenish
clayey silt was revealed. This deposit contained air pockets produced
by loose rubble along the stone wall that marked the western boundary
of Test Cut F. Concentrations of mortar and ash were found throughout
this deposit,which extended to betwsen 3I5 and 37 inches below the
excavation surface. This deposit may have partially contained
demolition debris from sections of Feature Three no longer present.
Six non—diagnostic redware fragments, one green glazed salmon bodied
earthenware fragment, one white delftware fragment, two blue delftware
fragments, one non—diagnostic red slipware fragment, ocne non-diagnostic
gray salt glazed stoneware fragment, one plain creamware fragment, two
plain pearlware fragments, one sdgeware pearlware fragment, 128
underglaze blue or brown pearlware fragments, one transfer printed
pearlware fragment, two plain yelloware fragments, two plain whiteware
fragments, and one plain soft paste porcelain fragment were recovered
from this deposit. A mean ceramic date of 180C (n=145) was calculated
for this deposit. Window glass, metal, 234,325 grams of red brick,
5,343 grams of yellow brick, 53,278 grams of mortar, coal, aoyster
shell, clam shell, bone, and seven pipe fragments were also recovered.
One unusual pipe baowl, made of black clay, had the decorative initials
"KIS-AZAR" on it. This mark has been dated to post—18060.

By 14 inches, Feature Three, the brick semi—circle in the northern
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third of the test cut, was clearly defined. This feature may have been
either a cistern, fire well or other water storage structure. It is
probable that Feature One was associated with its functioning. Both
features seem to have been outdoor features, with Feature Three
originally extending into Lot 14. The section of Feature Three that
extended into Lot 14 seems to have subsequently been destroyed. Feature
Three, as an outdoor structure, may bhave collected water from rainfall
or other sources. Both features appeared to date to the early 1%th
century and may be associated with the boarding-house that was located
on this lot between 1806 and 1815. Feature Three was found to have a
mortar over stone cap with a brick base. This cap appeared to be added
to this feature at a later date since the bricks were of different
manufacture. At 19 inches, a builder ‘s trench for this feature was
sesn. This trench surrounded the part of the feature that was visible
and was composed of a brown sand mottled with yellow and green clayey
silt. One plain pearlware fragment, one unidentified yelloware
fragment, and two white delftware fragments were the only ceramic
materials recovered from this trench depasit. Very small amounts of
window glass, metal, coal, bone, 11,214 grams of red brick, 1,457 grams
of yellow brick, and 3,923 grams of mortar were also recovered from this
deposit. This trench deposit became blacker, siltisr, more organic, and
narrower, slanting inward, as depth was increased until it disappeared
entirely, at 40 inches below the excavation surface, when the bottom of
the brick wall for Feature Three was reached. No ceramic material was
recovered from this organic black silt deposit. However, a small amount
of fish bone, oyster shell, 1,243 grams of red brick, and 908B grams of

mortar were recovered.
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At 36 inches, below the brawn clayey silt mottled with greenish clayey
silt, in the area south of this trench deposit, a brown mottled sandy
silt was seen. This was ; very aorganic and humic like deposit and may
represent the remnants of an original ground surface or A-horizon. It
was only two to four inches thick, ending between 37 and 40 inches
belaw the surface. One fragment of green glazed salmon bodied
earthenware and two plain gray salt glazed stoneware fragments were the
agnly ceramic materials recovered from this deposit. Small amounts of
bottle, and window glass, metal, 8,228 grams of red brick, 6,194 grams
of yellow brick, 4,032 grams of mortar, bone, oyster, and clam shell
were also recovered, as were three pipe fragments. This brown sandy
silt and the final builder’'s trench deposit of gorganic brown sand were
originally the same deposit. The builder ‘s trench seemed to have been
dug through this deposit, with the excavated portiaon being used to
refill the trench. This may date this ground surface to the late 18th
or early 19th century. The base of Feature Three and it‘s builder’s
trench were found to end at the same depth as the ground surface. The
builder 's trench, however, was also found to extend through overlying
ftill deposits. This implies that this ground surface was filled over
before the construction of Feature Three, with that feature and
builder s trench coincidentally ending at the same level. This would
make it probable that the ground surface extends back in time earlier
than the late 18th or early 19th centuries, but with little diagnostic
cultural materials having accumulated relating to these periods. A
small backyard area is shown on mid-i2th century maps to have existed
behind the main structure on Lot 7. The presence of this backyard

area, however, could date back to the late 17th century when
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Adrian Bloemmart may have had his house on Lots &6 and 7 (see documentary
research). The excavated ground surface, however, along with the
recovered artifacts, may be directly associated with the early 19th
century boardinghouse’'s backyard area, where Features One and Three
would have originally been located. "In this scenario, the ground
surface may have been covered with fill as part of the construction for
Feature Three.

Below this humic—-like brown sandy silt ground surface was a tan and
green clay mottled at the top with the overlying humic—-like brown sandy
silt. This deposit may represent the underlying transitional zone, or B
horizon, for the ground surface described above. In addition, anaother
area of brown sandy silt, located approximately 12 inches from the south
wall, was found to extend northward at this depth. This seemed to have
been the builder s trench for the Lot 7/14 steone wall.

The tan and green clay deposit was excavated ta between 47 and 51
inches below the excavation surface. Two non-diagnostic redware
-fragments, two white delftware fragments, and one majolica del ftware
fragment were the only ceramic materials recovered from this deposit.
Small amounts of bottle and window glass, pantile fragments, 1,181 grams
of red brick, 42 grams of yellow brick, 523 grams of mortar, metal,
coal, slag, charcoal, bone, and oyster shell were also recaovered. In
addition, five pipe fragments were recovered, one bowl fragment of which
had the decorative initials "RT", standing for the name Robert Tippet,
on it. These initials place the date of the manufactures of this pipe
bawl to sometime between 1660 and 17320. This bowl fragment, plus the
ceramic material recovered, point to an 17th or 18th century date for

this B-horizon deposit. This would correspond with the scenario of a
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late 18tk or early 19th century date for the overlying ground surface
aor A-horizon discussed above.

The brown sandy silt builder s trench for the Lot 7/14 stone wall,
located to the south, was excavated to 44 inches, at which point a tan
clayey silt appeared. Between 37 and 42 inches, two vertical courses
of stone wall footings were seen to extend out of this section of the
Lot 7714 stone wall. This builder’s trench depaosit contained no
ceramics. However, coal, cinder, baone, 1,445 grams of red brick, 1,025
grams of yellow brick, and 2,225 grams of mortar were recovered fraom
this deposit.

At this point, excavation south of Feature Three ended and Feature
Three, itself, was tested. The top 3% inches of this feature was found
to be a fill deposit of brown sand with rubble (Fig. 13, 19). Two
plain salt glazed stoneware fragments, three plain pearlware fragments,
and one underglaze blue pearlware fragment were the only ceramic
material recovered from this deposit. In addition, very small amounts
of window glass, metal and coal, as well as 2,000 grams of red brick,
3,196 grams of yellow brick, and 97 grams of mortar weres recovered.
This brick debris may have been originally part of Feature Three. This
feature appeared tc be partially demolished at some point and was then
capped over. This fill was located inside of Fegture Five between the
brick wall and the stone foundation wall immediately to the north. The
western section of the foundation wall appeared to be an addition to
the original stone wall +found to the east. There was a di%#erence in
the stone and mortar that was used in the wall construction between
these two areas and the sections themselves were not totally

interconnected. This sectiaon of the foundaticon wall may have been
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Stratigraphy, Test Cut AP, Lot 7.
Figures 18, 19.

1. Red-pink sand with crumbled mortar and brick

2. Dark gray-brown sandy silt with some black discoloration

3. Tan and gray silt heavily mottled with brown sand and
some black discoloration

4. Tan silt

5. Greenish—tan silt



added after the section of Feature Three that extended into Lot 14 was
destroyed. This may have occurred when the two lots were separated in
1827 with a building being constructed on Lot 14.

At approximately 39 inches into Feature Three, a mortar—like
covering was ravealed. This was the same covering that covered the
inner bricks of thié feature. Beneath this mortar covering was a red
brick floor, seven inches thick. Beneath this brick floor, a reddish
brown sand was encountered. 0One non—-diagnostic redware fragment and a
very small amount of bone and shell were the only cultural materials
that were recovered from this depaosit. A layer of rounded, water worn
cobbles covered and surrounded with a blackish gray sand was revealed
under the reddish brown sand. One non—diagnostic redware fragment, one
non—diagnostic, non—salt glazed stoneware fragment, two plain creamware
fragments, and one underglaze polychrome pearlware fragment were the
only ceramic materials recovered from this deposit. In addition, small
amounts of window and bottle glass, red and yellow brick, mortar, bone,
and oyster shell were recovered, as well as three pipe fragments.

These cobbles seemed to have been placed here for drainage purposes,
aftter which the red sand was deposited over them in order to create a
level surface so that the red brick flpor cowuld be constructed. The
water worn cobbles and blackish gray sand had the appearance of either
a marine—littoral or riverine—riparian deposit. It is praobable that
they were originally removed from an unknown beach or river shoreline
location and then deposited within Feature Three.

When the cobble floor was removed many of the cobbles were found
to be o0il stained on their undersides. The base of these cobbles was

at 51 inches below the surface. They were found to lie on a pink sand
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deposit that had some veins of very oily green brown clayey silt
running through it. This pink sand deposit was excavated only in the
western half of this feature, down to a depth of between S6 and &3
inches below the excavation surface. No ceramic material was recovered
from this deposit, however, small amounts of window and bottle Qlass,
one wire, and one cut nail, 119 grams of red brick, and six grams of
mortar were recovered. Cut footings for the brick wall of this feature
were found tao extend from the base of this deposit. They were sgen to
be lying on an 0il stained green tan clayey silt. This was the same
spil type that ran through the pink sand deposit. At this point, the
remainder of this feature was excavated as Test LCut AP. In addition to
the western half of Feature Three, Test Cut AP included an
approkimately three and a half square foot area to the west and south.
This area to the west and socuth of Feature Three was the initial
area excavated in Test Cut AP. It was composed of the same pink sand
deposit that was seen inside of Feature Three. This deposit was not
screened, but it was found to be filled with large amounts of rubble
and was only half to one inch thick. At this depth a brown sandy silt
mottled with shell, brick and charcoal was revealed. 0il staining was
also present in this deposit which was excavated to three and a half
inches below the new excavation surface for this test cut. One
non—-diagnostic redware fragment, two unidentifiable buff slipware
fragments, one transfer printed whiteware fragment, plus bottle and
window glass, metal, small amounts of red and yellow brick, martar,
coal, bone, and shell were recovered from this deposit. In addition,
five pipe fragmenis were recovered including one with the initials “WH"

stamped on it. This mark stands for the name William Henricxzn and
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places the manufacture aof this pipe fragment to between ca. 1650-1&73.
At three and a half inches in depth, the area under consideration
here, west and south of Feature Three, was composed of a mixture of
deposits which were all excavated to approximately six inches. A black
clayey silt, a brown sandy silt, a pink sand, a tan clayey silt with
green clayey silt mottles and a tan silt with brown silt mottles were
present. These different loading deposits were part of the builder’s
trench for Feature Three and contained limited amounts of cultural
material. The black clayey silt contained no ceramics. However, two
pipe fragments, two nails, and a small amount of bone, and red brick
were recovered from this deposit. The brown sandy silt and pink sand
were sterile. The tan clayey silt with green clayey silt mottles
contained two non-diagnostic redware fragments, one green and yellow
glazed buff bodied earthenware fragment, one white delftware fragment,
two combed buff slipware fragments, and one plain pearlware fragment.
Also recovered from this deposit were a small amount of red and yellow
“brick, mortar, coal, bone, and 236 grams of oyster shell. The tan silt
with brown silt mottles contained one plain creamware fragment, a small
amount of window glass, nails, 2B1 grams of red brick, seven grams of
yellow brick, coal, bone, and 177 grams of oyster shell. When all of
these deposits were removed, a tan/green silt, with some black oil
stains, covered the entire south and west areas of Feature Three,
excluding a band of brown sandy silt located around the brick wall of
Feature Three. This tan/green silt was excavated down to eight
inches. No ceramic material was recovered from this deposit, however,
two pipe fragments, a small amount of red and yellaow brick, bone, and

oyster shell were recovered. The brown sandy silt located around
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Feature Three represented a continuation of the builder ‘s trench for
this 4eature. This deposit first appeared at six inches below the
excavation surface in Test Cut AP and was excavated to eight inches in
depth. A small lens of sterile pink sand was found towards the base of
this deposit. No ceramic material was recovered from this deposit.
However, a small amount of window glass and shell, plus 296 grams of
red brick, 472 grams of yellaow brick ,and 129 grams of mortar were
recavered. At eight inches in depth, the tan/green silt with black ail
stains was revealed. Excavation in the builder s trench ended at this
point and work was conducted within Feature Three itsel+f.

The large footing stones that were separated from sach other by a
tan and green silt with black staining, found at the base of Test Cut
F, were removed at this point and a greenish tan sandy silt was
revealed. These footing stones were between three and five inches
thick. AOssociated with the stone footings were one non—diagnostic
redware fragment, one fragment of combed buff slipware and one Rhenish
gray salt glazed stoneware fragment. Also recovered from this deposit
were a small amount of bottle glass, bone and oyster shell.

The bricks of the Feature Thres wall were rectangular with pink
sand and mortar found between them. Mast of the bricks in the upper
seven inches were laid end-to-end, however, some were laid sideways,
but without any regularity. The bricks that were found at the base of
the feature were all laid side-by-side rather than end-tc-end.

The greenish tan sandy silt found below the stone footings was ex-—
cavated down to between 9 and 16 inches below the excavation surface.
One white delftware fragment, as well as a very small amount of slag,

red brick, and shell were the only cultural materials recovered fraom
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the first twa inches of this deposit. At this point, excavation within
Feature Three ended and Test Cut AP was terminated.

Test_Cut AM_and_AM1

The initial deposit revealed in Test Cut AM was a brown sandy
silt with charcoal. Below four inches, this deposit continued in
depth only in the southern half of this test cut, ending between seven
and a half and eight inches below the surface (Fig. 40, 21). However,
in the extreme southwestern corner of this test cut this deposit
extended to 14 inches below the excavation surface. This brown sandy
silt was also the initial deposit observed in Test Cut AM1, a one foot
by three foot southern extension of Test Cut AM. This overburden
extended ‘in this area to between five and nine inches belaw the
surface. Tweleve non-diagnostic redware fragments, three green glazed
salmon bodied earthenware fragments, one unidentifiable delftware
+ragment, one non—-diagnostic, non—-salt glazed stoneware fragment, four
plain creamware fragments, two underglaze blue pearlware fragments, one
unidentifiable whiteware fragment, and one plain hard paste porcelain
fragment were recovered from this deposit. Very small amounts of
bottle and window glass, metal, wood, and bone, as well as 8468 grams of
oyster shell, 27 grams of clam shell, 245,107 grams of red brick, 2,861
grams of yellow brick, 506 grams of mortar, and eight pipe fragments
were also recovered. This overburden deposit is associated with the
demolition of the last séructure built on this lot.

Below four inches, the northern half of Test but AM became a
vellow tan clayey silt mottled with brown and green silt. 0One white
delftware fragment was the only ceramic recovered from this deposit.

Four pipe fragments, metal, pantile fragments, 1,800 grams aof red
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FIGURE 20

Stratigraphy, Test Cut AM, Lot 7.
Figures 20, 21.

1.
2.

'3-

4.
5.

Brown sandy silt with decomposed mortar and brick
Reddish~brown sandy silt with decomposed mortar and brick
Gray silty sand
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brick, and 114 grams of oyster shell were also recovered. This yellow
tan clayey silt deposit extended to eight inches below the surface, at
which point a green gray clayey silt appeared. This clayey silt seemed
to be the subsoil in this area. After eight inches, in addition to the
subsoil, another deposit was observed. This deposit was located in the
eastern one and a half feet of the test cut and seemed to be part of a
builder ‘s trench for the stone wall found immediately to the east of
Test Cut AM. This wall was the north to south oriented stone wall
found in th center of Lot 7 and is associated with the last building
that stood on this lot. Both this wall and the adjacent east to west
oriented stone wall appeared to have divided the basement area of Lot 7
into sections or rooms.

The ipitial trench deposit was a brown sandy silt with decomposed
martar and was found immediately adjacent toc this stone wall. One
non—-diagnostic redware fragment was the only ceram;c recovered {from
this deposit. A small amount of bottle and window glass, 130 grams of
red brick, and 262 grams of mortar were alseo recovered. This trench
deposit sxtended in depth to ten inches, with the level of compactness
of this clayey silt deposit becoming similar to that of the surrounding
subsonil. The subsoil in the trench was either initially removed when
this trench was originally dug and then redeposited or, more likely,
the subsoil was aonly shifted and disturbed by being trampled on but not
actually removed while work for the construction of the trench and

accompanying wall was taking place.
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In Test Cut AM1, underneath the brown sandy silt overburden
discussed above, a green/qray sandy silt subsoil deposit was seen.
This sterile deposit was heavily stained with oil and was excavated to
between seven and ten and a half inches below the surface. At this
point, excavations ended in this test cut. At ten inches what appeared
to be two s=tone wall footings extended out of the stone wall to the
south. In the eastern one sgquare foot of Test Cut AMi, beginning at
approximately six and a half inches, a three inch thick mortar
inclusion was removed. This mortar inclusion weighed 233 grams and
contained four monochrome delftware apothecary jar fragments and 2,200
grams of red brick. Underneath this mortar inclusion was the
gresn/gray sandy silt subscil. At this point, excavations ended in
this test cut.

Test Cut H was placed within & stone wall segment that projected
out of the Lot &/7 stone wall boundary. This projection partially
defined the boundary between Lot 14 and Lot 7. Test CTut H was five
feet in length, north to south, and three and a half feet in width,
2ast to west.

Analysis of the data from this test cut suggests that this area
may have last functioned as a storage area during the mid 1%th
century. The owner and user of this area was probably the Underhill
and Company crock-—
2ry, located on Lot 7 between 1841 and 1844, and on Lot & after 18464.
This interpretation is based on the recovery of large guantities of
ceramics, including very large amounts of various whitewarzs types. The

recovered ceramic guantities were large enough to suggest the presence
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of a nearby distributor or importer of:ceramic material. In addition,
the majority of the mean ceramic dates, which will be provided below,
fall between 18346 and 1851, the time period whan the Underhill crockery
was present in the area. Finally, the mean ceramic date calculated for
Test Cut H as a whole, using 2,240 dated sherds out of a total sample
of 9,402 recoverd sherds, was 1842. This date falls within the time
pariod when the crockery was located on this lot.

The deposits that will be discussed below were probably deposited
either simultaneously or within a very short time span. This could
have occurred in 18446 when the crockery moved to Lot 6. It seems that
at approximately that time the flooring of this storage area was
ripped up and removed and then filled with refuse from the crockery.
This refuse filling episode may or may not have been a direct result of
the crockery move. As a result, the majority of the strata discussed
below prabably represent different depositional loads within a single
filling episode. Any deposits that may relate to other cultural events
are sc identified.

The initial déposit encountered in this excavation unit was a very
hard packed dark brown sandy silt filled with rubble and was found to
be between on= and a half and four and a half inches thick. The
ceramic materials that were recovered from this deposit were one white
delftware fragment, 27 plain or molded pearlware fragments, 21 edgeware
pearlware fragments, two transfer printed whiteware fragments, one
sponged whiteware fragment, and three plain Oriental Export Porcelain
fragments. In addition, window glass, nails, spikes, pantile
fragments, small amounts of qood, and 53 grams of oyster shell were
removed from this deposit. This overburden deposit may be related to

the demolition of the last structure that was located on this lot.



Underneath this mixed overburden deposit of dark brown sandy silt
was a large pocket of loose black brown sandy silt mixed with a small
amount of yellow silt. This depasitional load was concentrated in the
northwest- ern caorner of the test cut, and was bounded on the scouth and
west by a red brick wall (Fig. 22-24). This deoposit became sandier and
more hard packed as depth increased. At six inches in depth, a twao
inch thick ash and mortar lens was found to be mixed in with the black
brown sandy silt. This black brown sandy silt deposzsit extended between
one and a half inch=s and 28 inches below the aucavation surface, at
which point a partially broken concrete flcoor was revealed. This
concrete floor appeared to have b=zen partially demclishad, leaving only

the remnant described here. Four non—diagnostic redware fragments, aone
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green and y=2llow glazes uff bodi=d =arihenware fragment, one green
glazed buf+ bodiad earthenwsre fragment,; four plain gray salt glazed
stoneware fragmants, two non-s3alt glared stonewars fragments, one white
deiftware fragment, one plain yelloware fragment, S8 plain or molded
p2ariware fragments, 23 edgewarz pearlware fragments, and one2 annular
decorated pearlware fragment were recovered from this deposit, as were
214 plain or molded whiteware fragments, 12 transfer printed, and 18
sponged whiteware {fragments, 35 sdgeware whiteware fragments, and six
green transter printed whiteware fragments. The mean ceramic date
calculated for this deposit was 1B39 (n=399). Large amounts of bottle
and window glass, one fragment of which is dated to post—1800, two pipe
fragments, nails, pantile fragments, 10,039 grams of red brick, 1,044
grams of yellow brick, 4,600 grams of mortar, metal, wood, coal, slag,

bone, and 134 grams of oyster shell were also recovered from this

deposit. The mean ceramic date, as well as the post-1800 bottle glass
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Stratigraphy, Test Cut H, Lot 7.
Figures 22, 23, 24.

1. Brown sandy silt mottled with tan and green silt and flecked with
charcoal

ia. Sandier and darker brown sandy silt mottled with tan and green
silt and flecked with charcoal

2. Gray-black scoty sand

3. Tan silt

4. Brown sand and rubble

S. Dark brown sand rubble

6. Blackish—-brown sandy silt with concentrations of ceramic

7. Tan and green silt

8. Brown silt with small pebbles

?. Rust stain

-12¢ Indicates number of inches projecting outward from wall of
Test Cut
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fragment, dated this deposit to the early mid-1%th century. Some of
the construction debris, as well as the cther artifacts recovered from
this deposit may be related to the demolition of the last structure
that was built on this lot or to possible alterations done on the
neighboring Lot 14 structure in 1830, after it changed from commercial
to residential use. It is more likely, however, that this construction
debris is associated with the removal of the various brick and concrete
floors that were present in this area. These floors relate to the
e2arly to mid—-1%th century commercial activities on this lot. Large
uncut rocks were seen at the top of the black brown sandy silt

depesit. Around these rocks was a very thin band of hard packed yellow
sand. This sand was removed separately and contained almost no
artifacts. One plain whiteware fragment, a small amount of window
glass, 1CO grams of red brick, and 100 grams of mortar were the only
cultural material recovered from this depasit. These materials,
towever, were probably associated with the surrcunding blackish brown
ashy sand.

At the same dépth that the blackish brown ashy sand was revealed
in the northwestern guarter of the test cut, a light brown sand filled
with red brick fragments was seen immediately to the scuth. This
deposit occupied a small area of about one square foot and was
surrounded by five over-lapping cement slabs. One piece of plain
whiteware, as well as a small amount of window glass, ametal, 5,850
grams of red brick, and 1,395 grams of mortar were recoverad from this
deposit. In addition, the recovery of a modern cigarette filter hinted
at the possibility of a disturbed context for this deposit, which

extended in depth to between four and eight inches.
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Underneath the brown sandy silt overbgrden in the extreme eastern
end of the test cut was revealed, between one half and four and a half
inches to 2 and 11 1/2 inches, a brown and yellow sand. This brown and
yellow sand was similar to the yellow sand band that was seen around
the rocks in the northwestern corner of the test cut. Three
non—diagnostic redware fragments, 110 plain or molded whiteware
fragments, 24 edgeware whiteware fragments, and eight other assorted
whiteware fragments were recovered from this deposit. The mean ceramic
date calculated for this deposit was 1852 (n=144). Bottle and window
glass, wood, coal, slag, one pipe fragment, oyster shell, and a small
amount of red brick and mortar were also recovered. This brown and
yellow sand was bounded on the east by what appeared to be a stone wall
remnant, or at least stones that were intentionally laid down. These
stones ran the total length of the unit, and may have been either part
of an older wall separating Lots 7 and 14 or else a 192th century
modification of the wall of the last lot structure.

The western boundary of the brown and yellow sand was marked by a
double row of bricks. At ? to 11 1/2 inches below the excavation
surface, these brick rows were each four courses in height.
Approximately four inches of mortar separated these two brick courses.
The westernmost of these two brick courses was adjacent to the brick
course that was the eastern boundary of the ash and mortar deposit
revealed in the northwestern corner of the test cut. No mortar layer
separated these two westernmost courses of brick. These three courses
of red brick were all part of the same brick wall feature. This brick
wall, which was found to extand down to the concrete floor at 28 inches

balow the surface, may have been part of a partition or divider of some



sart for the conjectured storags space that was located in this area.
fit the bottom of the brown and yellow sand, between ? and 11 1/2 inches
helow the excavation surface, a brick and mortar floor was revealed.

This brick floor was found tao be two courses thick and appeared to
have been partially removed, as was the case with the concrete floor.
The remaining bricks were laid both vertically and horizontally, and
extended gutward hetween 12 and 20 inchés from the east wall of the
test cut. A similar brick and mortar floor was revealed at
approximately the same depth in Test Cut AK. Below this partially
destroyed brick floor was a brown sandy silt mottled with yellow and
blue gray clay. This brown sandy silt was excavated in depth to 28 1/2
inches. Four non—diagnostic redware fragments, five white delftware
fragments, one combed buff slipware fragment, one plain gray salt
glazed stoneware fragment, 201 plain or mclded creamware fragments, six
plain yellow ware fragments, seven assorted whiteware fragments, and
one plain hard paste porcelain fragment were recovered from this
"deposit. Ceramics recovered from this deposit produced a mean ceramic
date of 1791 (n=221). This date is earlier than the dates calculated
for the surrounding deposits. However, this deposit may represent a
single loading episcde within Test Cut H which simply happened to
contain a larger amount of ceramics with esarlier date ranges than the
surrounding deposits. We suggest that this stratum, inspitg of its
2arlier dated ceramics, was deposited in Test Cut H at approximately
the same time period as were the surrounding deposits. Window glass,
nails, delft tile fragments, metal, coal, cinder, slag, bone, 584 grams
of oyster shell, ten pipe fragments, 14,497 grams of red brick, 784

grams of yellow brick, and B98 grams of mortar were also recovered.
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At 24 inches, the brown sandy silt became very densely packed and
impregnated with oil. Below this deposit, at 28 1/2 inches, a grayish
braown clayey silt mottled with o0il stains was revealed. Part of the
red brick wall to the east was also removed down to 28 inches, at this
point, whare it was, as stated, found to rest on the concrete floor.
The grayish brown clayey silt was excavated to 34 inches below the
surface. One non—diagnostic redware fragment, 11 plain or molded
pearlware fragments. One Rockingham yelloware fragment, one transfer
printed y=lloware fragment, and one annular yelloware fragment were
recovered from this deposit. The mean ceramic date calculated for this
limited ceramic sample was 1817 (n=94). Two pipe fragments, a small
amount of window glass, metal, coal, bone, oyster, and clam shell,
1,470 gr;ms of red brick, one gram of yellow brick, and 2,923 grams of
mortar were also recovered. At 28 inches, cut stone was revealed which
appeared to be an extension of the brick wall situated to the east.

The mortar and ash concentration that was found in the
northwestern carner of this test cut was found to extend to between
1 1/2 and 4 inches to 18 inches below the excavatiaon surface. Sewer
pipe fragments, as well as glass, metal, coal, cinder, slag, brick, and
mortar were recovered from this depostt which seemed to represent a
single loading episode.

The five cement slabs, found immmediately to the south of this
mortar and "ash concentration, were removed and a pinkish mortar,
mottled with brown silt, was revealed, which seemed to have been dumped
or placed into this deposit. This deposit covered approximately four
square feet of the west central and southwestern paortions of the test

cut. Brick flaoring, three courses thick, made up the southern
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boundary of this deposit, which, in turn abutted the Lot 7/14 stone
wall, the southern wall boundary of the test cut. Brick flocoring also
made up the eastern boundary aof this deposit, which extended to 14
inches below the surface. This brick flooring seemed to be associated
with the brick flooring previously revealed in this test cut and
discussed above. As stated, this brick flooring appeared to have bean
partially ripped out, leaving intact only the remnants that have been
discussed. It seemed that the area encompassed by this test cut was
filled in after the removal of this brick floor and the overlvying
cancrete floor.

Large amounts of window glass, nail fragments, pantile fragments,
linoleum, &,002 grams of red brick, most of which were broken, 4,378
grams of mortar, and one transfer printed whiteware fragment were
recovered from this deposit. After 14 inches, a black silt mottled
with rust and brown silt appeared. This black silt deposit extended in
depth to 23 inches. Fouwr non—-diagncstic radware fragments, one
speckled redware fragment, five white delftware fragments, one red
slipware fragment, two plain creamware fragments, four plain pearlware
fragments, sevem edgeware pearlware fragments, one mottled polychrome
yelloware fragment, 36 plain or molded whiteware fragments, 11
fragments of other assorted whiteware types, and one plain DOriental
Export Porcelain fragment were recovered from this deposit. A mean
ceramic date of 1828 (n=é9) was calculated for this deposit. In
addition, bottle and window glass, one bead, two pipe fragments, nails,
F,434 grams of red brick, 181 grams of yellow brick, 3,030 grams of
mortar, plus metal, coal, slag, bone, and 448 grams of oyster shell

were recovered.
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The brick flooring to the south, which was found to be two courses deep
and first appeared at three inches below the surfa&e, extended down to
nine inches and had a brown sandy silt assoaciated with it. Fourteen
plain or molded whiteware fragments, one underglaze painted monachrome
whiteware fragment, nine edgeware whiteware fragments, and one plain
saft paste parcelain fragment were recovered from thig deposit. A mean
ceramic date of 1845 (n=25) was calculated faor this deposit. One pipe
fragment, as well as small amounts of window and bhottle glass, plus
bone, 32 grams of oyster shell, 2,350 grams of red brick, and 900 grams
of mortar were also recovered. Immediately underneath this brick
flooring was found a stone pavement one course thick. This pavement
appeared to have acted as a support in order to strengthen the brick
flooring. The ramoval of this pavement revealed a brown sandy silt
which extended in depth to 22 inches beslow the excavation surface. One
non—diagnostic radware fragment, aone white delftware fragment, seven
plain or molded pearlware fragments, one underglaze blue pearlware
fragment, two annular decorated pearlware fragments, 31 plain or molded
whiteware fragments, nine edgeware whiteware fragments, one underglaze
painted monochrome whiteware fragment, and one plain soft paste
porcelain fragment were the ceramic materials recovered from this
deposit. A mean ceramic date of 18346 (n=53) was calculated for this
deposit. 1In addition, 40 pipe fragments, bottle and window glass,
metal, 246,145 grams of red brick, and 175 grams of oyster shell were
recoverad. The large quantities of broken red brick and mortar in this
and surrounding deposits was probably related to the destruction and
remcval of the brick floor. This suggests that this area was filled in

immediately after the remcval of the brick floor.

g7



The northarnmost area of this brown sandy silt merged with the
southernmost area of the black silt with brown mottlings found
immediate— ly to the north. After 22 inches, the brown silt around the
area where the stone pavement was located became mottled with
green/gray clay and charcoal. This deposit was excavated down to 26
inches, at which point three large cut stones covered about a third of
the area that had been covered by the mottled brown silt. No ceramic
material was associated with this deposit. However, two nail
fragments, 3,480 grams of red brick, 353 grams of mortar, and small
amounts of metal, coal, bone, and 30 grams of oyster shell were
recovered. At 24 inches, the brown silt became very densely packed and
oil stained. This deposit was the same brown sandy silt with oil that
was excavated to the east underneath the brick floor. This o0il stained
deposit extended between 35 and 40 inches below the excavation
surface. Thirty—five non—diagnostic redware fragments, two 17th
century rim redware fragments, one green and ginger glazed redware
fragment, two speckled redware fragments, one gresen and yellow glazed
buff bodied earthenware fragment, three white delfiware fragments, two
majolica delftware fragments, cne 17th century type red slipwarse
fragment, two other red slipware fragments, one Bellarmine gray salt
glazred stoneware fragment, one non—-diagnostic, non—-salt glazed
stoneware fragment, one debased scratch blue, white salt glazed
stoneware fragment, two plain creamware fragments, two plain pearlware
fragmzants, one underglaze blue with brown rim Oriental Export Porcelain
fragment, and one overglaze decorated European style Oriental Export
Porcelain fragment were recovered from this deppsit. A mean ceramic

date of 1704 {(n=22) was calcualted for this deposit. Desgpite this



early mean ceramic date, the deposition of this stratum probably
occurred contemporanecusly with the surrounding deposits some time in
the mid-19th century. This limited sample merely contained a higher
guantity of 17th and 18th century ceramic types, which produced a
relatively =2arly mean ceramic date. Small amounts of bottle and window
glass, wood, slag, and coal, 31 pipe fragments, 45 nails, two delft
tile fragments,; two pantile fragments, 11,427 grams of red brick, 1,027
grams of vyellow brick, 2,904 grams of mortar, plus metal, bona, and
1,447 grams of oyster shell were also recovered. Between IS5 and 40
inches below the excavation surface, a grayish brown sandy silt mottled
wi£h gray sandy silt was revealed in the same area that was covered by
the oil stained brown sandy silt. This deposit was excavated down to
51 inches. One non—-diagnostic redware fragment, two white delftware
fragments, ane blue delftware fragment, one plain gray bodied salt
glazed stoneware fragment, one plain brown bodied salt glazed stoneware
fragment, 12 plain yelloware fragments, four plain whiteware fragments,
- 22 underglaze painted whiteware fragments, 59 transfer printed
whiteware fragments, 33 annular whiteware fragments, 14 sponge
whiteware fragments, and 75 other assorted whiteware types were
recovered from this deposit. A mean ceramic date of 1845 (n=224) was
calculated for this deposit. In addition, bottle and window glass,
nails, small amounts of red and yellow brick, mortar, coal, metal,
bone, and shell were recovered. A disturbed context for this deposit
was hinted at by the recovery of illegible yellowed paper fragments.
However, as the level of preservation in this deposit appeared to be
very good, it is possible that these recovered paper fragments are

assaciated with the mid-19th century context of this test cut.
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At S1 inches, a sterile, tan mottled with green, sandy silt was
revealed and excavated down to 55 inches below the excavation surface.

The brick flooring found in the northeastern quarter of this test
cut, which seemed to be related to the previously discussed remnant
brick flooring, was remaved as a separate stratum. This brick floor
was found to begin six inches below the surface and extend down to 11
inches. At this point, the northwestern corner of Test Cut H was
extended eight inches tao the west. A brown sandy silt was found to
cover the southern half of this extension and a crumbly yellow mortar
cavered the northern half. These deposits were removed together. At
eight inches, large cut stones and brick fragments were observed in
this extension. They covered almost all of the excavated area. After
15 inches, the yellow mortar disappeared, leaving only the brown sandy
zilt. This brown silt and yellow mortar contained one non—diagnostic,
non—salt glazed stoneware fragment, two green glazed buff bodied
earthenware fragments, 72 plain or molded whiteware fragments, 31
edgeware whiteware fragments, two underglaze painted whitewarse
fragments, five transfer printed whiteware fragments, cne sponge
whiteware fragment, and one unidentified whiteware fragment. A mean
ceramic date of 1850 (n=120) was calculated for this deposit. In
addition, bottle and window glass fragments, nails, pantile fragments,
11,795 grams of red brick, and 7,451 grams of mortar, plus metal, coal,
bone, and oyster shell were recovered fraom this deposit. Once the
vyellow martar disappeared, the brown silt was excavated dogwn to 19
inches. This deposit was very similar to the brown sandy silt found at
this depth to the east. After 19 inches, these two strata were

axcavated together down to 31 inches, at which point, another red brick



floor was reached. This brown silt contained four plain gray salt
glazad stoneware fragments, one plain brown bodied salt glazed
stoneware fragment, seven plain or molded pearlware fragments, two
plain whiteware fragments, two edgeware whiteware fragments, one
underglaze whiteware fragment, and one plain soft paste porcelain
fragment. A mean ceramic date of 18046 (n=13}) was calculated for the
limited ceramic material recovered from this deposit. Small amounts of
bottle and window glass, fabric, one pipe frag- ment, three cut nails,
28 other assorted types of nails, spikes, 18,420 grams of red brick,
32,9292 grams of mortar, plus metal, bone, and shell were also recoverad
from this deposit.

This second underlying brick floor covered only the
northwesternmaost five square feet of Test Cut H and was four inches
thick. It alsoc appeared to be partially destroyed. Four plain
whiteware fragments, as well as a small amount of window glass were in
association with this brick floor. The red brick and mortar recovered
from this floor weighed 11,014 grams and 49,500 grams respectively.
Beneath this brick floor was revealed a cut stone floor covered with
concrete. Thirty plain or molded pearlware fragments, 15 edgeware
pearlware fragments, seven plain whiteware fragments, two underglaze
polychrome whiteware fragments, two annular whiteware fragments, one
sponged whiteware fragment, and four transfer printed whiteware
fragments were in assuci;tion with this floor. A mean ceramic date of
1817 (n=61) was calculated for the ceramic material recovered from this
cut stone and concrete floor layer. 0One nail, a small amount of bottle
glass, plus bone, and 442 grams of mortar were alsc recovered from this

deposit.
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Most of the artifacts recovered from this area were adhering to the
underside of the concrete. These red brick and stone floors may have
been the bottom of a small sub—basement area for the crockery located
on this lot. This storage area would have measured approximately two
and a half feet in height, for this was the distance that separated
these floors from the initial red brick and stone flooring that was
.revealed.

The blackish brown sandy silt deposit, located in the north-
western quarter of Test Cut H, was excavated down to 63 inches below
the excavation surface. After 47 inches this deposit was found to he
stained with 0il. One Jackfield redware fragment, three white
delftware fragments, one blue delftware fragment, two polychrome
delftware fragments, four Albany slip gray salt glazed stoneware
fragments, five assorted gray salt glared stoneware fragments, one
Albany slip brown bodied salt glazed stoneware fragment, twe other
birown bHodied salt glazed stoneware fragments, one red bodied engine
turned, non—salt glazed stoneware fragment, one overglaze painted
creamwarse fragment; 1,611 edgeware pearlware fragments, i1 underglaze

lue pearlware fragments, one transfer printed pearlware fragments, one
unidentifiable pearlware fragment, 42 plain yelloware fragments, 12
annular yelloware fragments, 5,143 plain or moclded whiteware fragments,
thr=a edgewars whiteware fragments, 104 underglaze painted whiteware
fragments, 219 transfer printed whiteware fragments, 101 green, red,
purple or brown tran;fer printed whiteware fragments, 112 annular
whiteware fragments, 32 sponge whiteware fragments, 252 unidentifiable
whiteware fragments, ten plain soft paste porcelain fragments, 12 plain

hard paste porcelain fragments, and 18 unidentifiable Oriental Export
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FPorcelain fragments were recovered from this deposit. A mean ceramic
date of 1851 (n=7873) was calculated for this deposit. Large amounts
of bottle and window glass, buttons, 27 pipe fragments, metal stick
pins, one marble, one slate pencil, nails, spikes, aone delft tile
fragment, 93 grams of red brick, 34 grams of yellow brick, five grams
of mortar, and large amounts of metal, wood, coal, bone, oyster, and
clam shell were also recovered. This deposit may be a slightly earlier
crockery deposit than those previously discussed since it was found
underneath the second brick and stone flooring. It may have been
deposited when the crockery first moved to Lot 7 in 1841, after which
storage areas were needed and constructed, capping this deposit with
the second brick and stone flooring that was revealed.

At &3 inches, a green clayey silt with orange silt mottling was
revealed. Four plain pearlware fragments, five plain whiteware
fragments, and two transfer printed whiteware fragments were recovered
from this deposit. A mean ceramic date of 1837 was calculated for the
limited amount of ceramic material recovered from this deposit. A very
small amount of bottle glass, window glass, and bone were also
recaovered. This deposit contained artifacts only in the upper one and
a half inches, the rest of the deposit being sterile. The recovered
artifacts may have been incorporated into this deposit from the
overlying blackish brown sandy silt. This stratum, however, may
represent an earlier, pre—-crockery deposit on this lot. This deposit
may relate to either the dry goods store located here between 1832 and
1833 or to a druggist located here between 1833 and 1837 (sae
documentary history). Excavations in this deposit ended at 67 inches

below the excavation surface.
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The red brick wall to the west of this depcsit was ramoved at this
point. This wall was found to be 31 inches high and was resting
loosely on a laver of rocks. A very small amount of metal and some
window glass was found to be in association with this brick wall. The
red brick and mortar that was recove?ed weighed 100,937 grams and 114
grams respectively. In addition, one green and yellow glazed buff

bodied earthenware fragment, 34 plain or molded pearlware fragments, 21
edgeware pearlware fragments, six plain whiteware fragments, one
transfer printed whiteware fragment, and two unidentifiable whiteware
fragments were also recovered. A mean ceramic date af 1811 (n=42) was
calculated for this deposit. The majority of this cultural material
was found directly below the brick wall and mixed in with the
underlying rocks, and ceramic material continued to emerge from under
the walls of this feature even after the excavation stopped. The brick
wall to the north of the green clayey silt with orange silt mottlings

remained intact. Excavations in this test cut ended at this point.
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by Eugene Boesch

Lot 14 of the Stadt Huys block was a fairly large and complex
U-shaped 1ot {Map A). Its western boundary was the Lot &4/14 stone
wall. This wall, however, did not run continuously across the western
edge of the lot. A four foot gap existed between the termination of
one stone wall section making up this edge and the beginning of a
second section {(see Map A). This gap was located approximately one and
a half feet north of the southwestern corner of Lot 14. The sauthern
boundary of this lot was composed of two other wide stone wall sections
which separated this 1ot from Lot 7. These two sections were separated
by a five foct gap. The westernmost of these sections extended
approximately five feet from the Lot 6/14 stone wall, while the
easternmost section extended approximately five feset from the Lot 8714
stone wall. In the northern half of Lot 14 the eastern boundary was
the Lot 15/14 stone wall; and in the southern half of the lot, the
bcundary was the Lot 14/8 stone wall. The northern boundary of the lot
was not delineated by any stone walls and so was undetermined, being
cutside of the main excavation area.

Within Lot 14 itself, a stone wall extended eastward =ight feet
from the Lot &6/14 stone wall on the west. This stone wall originated
approximately 16 feet north of the Lot 14/7 stone wall "'s western
carner, All archaeplogical test excavations in this lot were carried

out south of this eastward extending stone wall, beneath a cement



floar that extended across the lot. This was an approximately square
area of 259 square feet formed by this stone wall and the previously
mention lot boundary walls. To differentiate this area fram Lot 14 as
a whole, the term Lot 14 rear was applied.

The testing of Lot 14 rear was accomplished by the placement and
excavation of three test cut units. The first unit excavated in this
-lot was Test Cut AG. This was a five foot by five foot unit placed
adjacent to the northwestern corner of the sgquare area that was
designated Lot 14 rear. The next test excavation placed in this lot
was Test Cut AI, and its extensions, AIl and AI2. Test Cut AI was a
five foot by five foot unit placed in the sauthéastern quarter of Lot
14 rear. d@bout one third of Test Cut Al incorporated approximately the
southwesternmost quarter of a circular brick structure, termed Feature
7, located in the cznter of this lot. The remaining two thirds of this
test cut incorporatad thz area outside of the southwestern guarter of
Feature 7. The placement of Test Cuts AI and All permitted the entire
southern half of Featura 7 tc be tested. The second extension, Test
Cut AIZ, was a 20 inch extension of Test Cut CD, the third unit
axcavated in Lot 14 rear. This test cut, initially called Feature 10,
was a red curved brick feature abutting, and partially cut off by the
Lot 14/1&4 stone wall. 1t was lacated two feet west of the midline of
Feature 7, approximately one feot north of the gap in the Lot 14/16
stone wall {(see site map).

The first test cut under consideration, Test Cut AG, was excavated

after the removal of the cement floor which covered Lot 14.
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This cement floor was approximately six and a half inches thick and
probably related to the building that was constructed on this lot in
1827. An initial stratum of brown sandy silt with rubble was seen
directly below this floor énd extended in depth to between four and
seven inches., The first one to two and a half inches of this deposit
contained rubble from the demolition of the overlying cement floor.
After two and a half inches this stratum became lighter and more orange
and continued downward only in the socutheastern carner of this test cut
{Fig. 25,2¢). It covered an area of approximately two square fest and
extanded 17 inches in depth. This area was designated as Feature 6
because of its pit-like appearance. The soil became more organic,
grayer and coarser, with more charcoal flecks in it as depth

increased. A very limited amount of non—diagnostic redware was
recoverad from this deposit along with one fragment of green and yellow
glazed buff bodied earthenware, two fragments of green glazed buff
bodied earthenware, five fragments of white delftware and
non—diagnostic pieces of gray salt glazed stoneware. Small guantities
of bone, metal, brick, and coal, as well as eight grams of clam shell
were recoveraed. Below this deposit, a light brown sandy silt was
raevealed. This feature appeared to be part of an 18th century
depositional episode. It iz possible that this deposit was acquired
from ancther area and placed here at a later pericd. However, what is
more likely is that Feature & was a remnant of a deposit that ran
across the entire lot, but was partially removed during the
construction of Features 7land 10. Other deposiis s=imilar to this

light brown sandy silt were found in this lot and are discussed below.
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Stratigraphy, Test Cut AG, Lot 14,
Figure 25, 26.

1. Brown rubble
2. Tan sandy silt mottled with green clay and brown silt
3. OGreen clay with lenses of tan sandy silt

4. Very dark brown sandy silt with charcoal and shell

2. Tan silt

6. Red sand

7. Tan sandy silt mottled with green clay and brawn silt

B. Dark brown sandy silt with charcoal and shell
9. Tan clayey silt



The brown sandy silt with rubble found above Feature & was alsog
the first deposit excavated in Test Cuts AL and AILl. 1In Test Cut AL,
this deposit continued downward between one and two inches, and in Test
Cut AI1l, it extended downward between +our and six inches. This
deposit was not encountered in Test Cut AI2. Below this deposit in
Tast Cut AlIl, a concrete floor or cap was revealed. In Test Cut Al and
AG, this deposit produced a mixed ceramic assemblage of assorted
redwares, delftwares, and whitewares, as well as an gccasicnal fragment
of yelloware, salmon or buff bodied earthenwars, and gray salt glazed
stoneware. Test Cut AIl, besides producing a few fragments of plain
pearlwar= and non—diagnostic redware, produced over 300 fragments of
assorted whiteware. A mean ceramic date of 1854 (n=30B) was calculated
for this deposit. Limited guantities of bcttle and window glass, bone,
shell, coal, metal, and pipe stem fragments were also recovered in both
Test Cuts A and AIl. Demolition debris consisting aof brick and mortar
fragments were concentrated within the top two inches of this deposit,
but were found throughout in limited guantitiss. This deposit may
represent a 12th century fill episode deposited in order to levgl the
lpt before the overlying concirete floor was laid down.

Revealed below this fairly hcmugenecus-brown sandy silt deposit
were pockets of brown yellow sandy silt with rubble. This deposit was
located within Feature 7, between five and five and a half inches in
depth. At this depth, the concrete cap which lay below the brown sandy
s5ilt in Test Cut AI was also revealed.  This brown yellow sandy silt

produced over 450 fragments of assorted whiteware, s guantity similar



to that found within the brown sandy silt of Test Cut Al. Limited
quantities of gray salt glared stoneware, Creamware, redware, and
delftware were also recovered from this deposit, which extended in depth
to between five and seven and a half inches belo@ the execavation
surface.

Within the first ning inches, twa isclated pockets, or lenses, of
reddish brown or rust colored sandy silt were also found in Test Cut
AG. One pocket located in the southeastern corner, was only two inches
thick and about three quarters of a square foot in area. It contained
only metal and a few pieces of shell. The second pocket was located in
the scuth central portion of the test cut and cﬁntained small quantities
aof shelly glass, brick, and non—diagnostic redware fragments. BRoth
pockets seemed to be loading espisodes within the surrounding soil
depuosits. The bottom of the second pocket revealed a partial circle of
laid red brick. This brick structure was later termed Feature 5.

To the2 east of this brick structure in Test Cut AG, the initial
overburden aof brown sandy silt with rubble ended one inch below the
surface. Under this deposit, a tan sandy silt, which initially sxtended
downward between five and a half¥ and seven and a half inches, was
revealed. This deposit occupied a small area, about two sgquare feet,
and contained only a few brick fragments. Between seven and nine
inches, this tan sandy silt was found to expand in area and became
mottled with green silt. This silt mottling is similar to a green silt
found in ihe southwestern quarter of this unit. EBelow nine inches, the
green silt mottling disappeared and the tan sandy silt was removed to 17
inches below the excavation surface. At 17 inches, this tan sandy silt

covered the entire southeastern quarter of Test Cut AG, except for the
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area covered by Feature 4. One delftware fragment and a small amount
of ocyster shell were recovered from the tan sandy silt mottled with
green silt. Large quantities of oyster shell were found in association
with the green silt mottling in the southwestern portion of the unit,
Below this mottling, a small quantity of fragmented brick and one piece
of majolica delftware were recovered.

To the immediate west of Feature 5 was found a mixed green and tan
sandy silt. This deposit extended in depth from two and a half to six
inches below the excavation surface and seemed to be the result of a
mixture of the sterile tan silt found to the east and a green silt
derived from another unknown arsa. Red and yellow brick, burned wood,
metal, and glass, as well as bone and shell were recovered from this
deposit. UOne fragment of glass came from a 17th century prunt. Single
fragments of green and yellow glazed buff bodied sarthenware, majolica
delftware, 17th century red slipware, and mottled yelloware, along with
five fragments of white delftware were recovered from this deposit
which produced a mean date of 1686 (n=%). This is very close to a
Binford date of 1683 that was calculated for ten pipe stem fragaments
that were also recovered from this deposit. These artifacts may be

associated with the green silt, already discussed, which was derived

~h

rom ancother logcation and then redeposited and mixed with the
relatively sterile tan silt. The samples used to calculate the mean
ceramic date and the Binford date provided above, as well as certain
other dates provided in this discussion, are too small for any
dafinitive dating of these deposits. However, if =zach of these

deposits and dates is seen in the context of the surrounding soil



deposits and associated dates they may be of use in providing some
indicatiaon of the time when these soil strata were deposited.

Small pockets of red sand were also found in this mixed green and
tan sandy silt deposit. These pockets were adjacent tog the brick wall
of Featurs T, and extended in depth between two and four inches halow
the surfare. Only limited fragments of red brick and shell were
recoverd from this red sand. These sand pocketzs are probably intrusive
inta the mixed sandy silt deposit and may be associated with the
construction of Feature 5.

in the southwestern quarter of Test Cut A5, belcow the tan and
gre2en sandy silt there appeared, in the southwestern portion of Test
Cut AG, three distinct soil bands. These bands were a dark brawn sandy
silt, which coversed the extreme southwestern three sgquare feet of the
unit, 3 band of green sandy silt, and a band of red zand. These final
two bands seemed to be associated with the similar soil types that were
mixed with the tan sand and found immediately above this deposit. The
first three inches of this deposit were removed as one mixed stratum.

The dark brown sandy silt band found in the southwestern quarter
was taken down to 14 inches. A few fragments of green and ginger
glazed redware and white delftware, as well as a single fragmenit of
green and yellow buff baodied recovered fram this deposit earthenwarse
-provided a mean ceramic date of 1672 (n=14). This date is supported by
a Binford date aof 1483 calculated for seven pipe stem fragments
recovered from this deposit. 8mall guantities of bonz and glass, as
well as almost 1,000 grams of oyster shell and 1569 grams of clam shell
were also recovered. This stratum is similar in soil texture, color,

and recovered ceramics to the deposits removed from the bottom of
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Feature 6.

Belaow this dark brown sandy silt was found a mixed deposit of
gresnish brown and dark tan sandy silt miked with some reddish sand.
This deposit is possibly a mixture of all the immediately surrounding
deposits discussed above. This depnéit covered a three sgquare foot
area in the southwestern gquarter of Test Cut AG and extended in depth
+ta 27 inches below the surface. 0One non—diagnostic redware fragment,
one Rhenish-Westerwald stoneware fragment, and one Bellarmine stoneware
fragment provided a a mean ceramic date of 1681 (n=3). This date is
supported by a Binford date of 1645 for the six pipe stem fragments
that were recovered. In addition, metal, charcoal, bone, shell, yellow
and red brick, and over 900 grams of oyster shell {(with no clam shell)
waere recovered from this deposit. The heavy concentration of oyster
shell, coupled with the lack of clam shell, supports the interpretation
cf this deposit as =arly.

The grezen silt band adjacent to the dark brown sandy silt,
‘revaaled at nine inches in .-depth, was excavated to between 13 and 14
inches below tha surface. One buff bodied esarthenware fragment was
recavered from this deposit, as well as twc pipe stem fragments. Also
recovered were a small amount of boney slag, metal, and almost 500
grams of oyster shell. Again, no clam shells were recovered. This
green silt was similar, hoth artifactually and texturally, to the green
silt that was found mixed with the tan silt between twe and a half and
51X inches below the surface in this quarter of Test Cut AG. Th=a
adjacent thin red sand band was removed with this level. B=2low this
stratum was revealed the previously seen tan sandy silt. The first

inch of this tan sandy silt was mottled with the overlying green silt.



Bolow thizs depth, the tan sandy silt covered the entire southern hal¥f
of Test Cut AG. Excavation in this test cut now proceeded in the
northern half of Feature 5.

Feature 5 was found to be 0 inches in diameter. Inside the sami-
circle of exposed red brick was a grayish brown sandy silt mottled with
rust colored sand. This deposit was excavated down to four inches
below the excavation surface, at which point the tan sandy silt that
was seen to the south appeared. Window glass, shell, coal, and metal,
as well as three pipe fragments were recovered from this deposit. In
addition, non—diagnostic redware, salmon bodied earthenware, and plain
ar molded whiteware fragments were recovered. Fifteen of 23 ceramic
fragments recovered were whiteware types. These ceramics mark the
deposition of thig stratum later in time as compared to the soil
deposits revealed outside of Feature 5.

The northern half of this feature was the first area excavated in
the northern porticn of Test Cut AG. The initial deposit excavated was
a brown sandy silt with black, rust, and tan mottles. Encountered at
the base of this deposit was a flat flagstone slab that covered
approximately the center third of Feature 5. This brown sandy silt
deposit was the same deposit as that which was removed from the
southern half aof this feature. Thirty-two assorted whiteware fragments
and one fragment of plain Oriental Export Porcelain were recovered from
this deposit. A mean ceramic date of 1854 (n=33}) was calculated for
this deposit. Coal, bone, shell, glass, metal, and brick were also
recovered. Below this deposit was revealed the tan sandy silt that has
Leen described above. The flagstone slab noted above was positioned an

this deposit, which was excavated down to between seven and ten inches
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heolow the surface. This depth was below the lower course of the
Feature 5 bricks, which ended at six inches belaw the excavation
surface. ODne piece of plain whiteware and one piece of white delftware
were recovered from this deposit,; as well as metal, glass, and red
brick. The removal of the red bricks revealed the remnants of a
builder ‘s trench. This trench was composed of a brown sandy =s=ilt that
extendad down the entire six inch depth that the bricks occupied. A
few metal and shell fragments were the only artifactual materials
associated with this deposit. The excavation of Feature S5 was
completed at this point with the removal of this deposit. This left a
tan sandy silt covering the area that Feature Srhad occupied.

Feature 5 may have bsen an earlier pre—192th century structure that
was filled with later 1%2th century debris. This, however, seems
unlikely. A more reasonable interpretation for this feature would be
as a 19th century structure, the narrow builder s trench of which was
dug through the surrcunding 17th century deposits, which was then
subsequently filled with 12th century debris. The actual function of
this structure is cpen to conjecture. The original height aof the
feature iz unknown. However, no attached mortar or broken brick was
found on top of the initial brick course that was revealed, so it is
doubtful if other brick courses were sver present. Feature T may have
bean a garden type structure, such as a planter. A more likely
situation perhaps would have heen that the bricks surrounded anocther
cbiect, such as a statue or flagpole that was set upon the flat
flagstone slab located in the center of the feature. As noted, the
flagstone was located at the sam= depth that the bricks ended. This

was directly above the tan sandy silt, a deposit that was not-



associated with Feature 3. The commercial nature of the lot during the
early 1%th century would have made the presence of a flagpole, or other
outside features, quite probable. This feature may have been
assoriated with any one of the numerous early 19th century ocwnars of
Lot 14,

after the excavation of Feature 5, the tan sandy silt covered the
western third of the narth half of this unit. No artifacts were
recovered from this tan sandy silt which was excavated to a depth of 12
inches below the excavation surface. The eastern two thirds of the
northern half of Test Cut AG appeared to be a mixed deposit, 12 inches
thick, of light biown sandy silt with tan and green silt mottling. One
white delftware fragment and one non-diagnostic redware fragment were
recoverad from the first four inches of this deposit, as were small
gquantities of metal and red brick. The bottom eight inches of this
deposit were found to be sterile. The entire area of Test Cut AG was,
at this point, either a tan sandy silt or a varizstion of that theme,
with more green and brown mottling appearing in the northeastern
corner.

In Test Cut AI, under the initial brown sandy silt with rubble, a
green and tan sandy silt mottled with charcoal and shell was revealed.
This deposit extended across the entire test cut outside of Feature 7,
except for a two sgquare foot area located in the extreme southeastern
corner. This deposit, first seen at two and a half inches, extended in
depth to between 21 and 25 inches becoming tanner as depth was
increased (Fig. 28,29). This green and tan sandy silt deposit is
similar to the green and brown mottled tan sandy silt found at two and

A half inches in the northeast corner of Test Cut AG. However, in Test

107



Stratigraphy, Test Cut Al extension, Lot 14,
Figure <.

i. Brown sandy silt

2. Yellow sand

3. Black silt

4. Dark brown sandy silt with charcoal
5. Red-brown sand

4. Tan—green red silt

7. Dark brown sandy silt with charcoal
8. Red-brown sand mottled with dark brown
9. Blue clay

10. Dark brown and gray silt

11. Tan =silt

12. Red =silt
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Cut Al this deposit contained a higher density of artifacts.
Non—diagnostic redware fragments, salmon and white bodied earthenware
fragments, white delftware fragments, red and buff slipware fragaments,
gray salt glazed stoneware fragments, creamware fragments, pearlware
fragments, whiteware fragments, plain yelloware fragments, and
underglaze decorated Oriental Export Porcelain fragments were recover=d
from this deposit. The pearlware, whiteware, and creamware appeared to
be concentrated in the top three inches of this deposit. Pipe
fragments were alsoc recovered, as were glass, nails, red and yellow
brick, mortar, coal, burned wood, cinder, bone, close to 1,400 grams of
ayster shell, and 202 grams of clam shell. At four and a half to six
inches into the green and tan sandy silt, large rock slabs were found
to protrude from the south wall. When these rock slabs were removed, a
band of green and tan sandy silt with green mcttles was found to extend
ocut of the south wall of this test cut to a depth of 12 inches. This
tan sandy silt was the same deposit as the tan sandy silt that was
revealed in Test Cut AG. This green and tan sandy silt stratum may
have been dEposited during the construction of Feature 7. This deposit
is similar to the supporting fill found inside of Fzature 7, which will
be discussed below. It is quite probable that fill deposits from an
unknown location were used to refill the builder s trench in which
Feature 7 was constructed. In additicn, these deposits may have acted
as supporting fill inside thisz feature.
.As mentioned above, this green and tan sandy silt was not the

initial deposit to appear in the southesastern corner of this test cut.
n this location, a medium brown sandy silt was revealed between two
and four inches below the surface. Below this depth, the green and tan

sandy =ilt appeared. The artifacts recovered from the medium brown



Stratigraphy, Test Cut CD, Lot 14.
Figure 3o,

1. Black sandy silt

2. Dark brown sandy silt with charcoal
3. Red-brown sand

4., Tan-brown silt

S. Dark brown sandy silit with charcoal
6. GBreen-tan silt

Stratigraphy, Test Cut Al2, Lot 14,
Figure 29.

1. Tan silt mottled with rust

2. Dark brown sandy silt with black mottling
3. Tan silt

4, Green—tan silt mottled with rust
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sandy silt deposit include small amcunts of bone, glass, and oyster
shell, as well as single fragments of plain whiteware, Bellarmine gray
salt glazed stoneware, and two non—diagnostic redware fragments.

The band of tan mottled gray silt that extended betwsen 4 and 11
inches from the south wall was excavated to a depth of 20 to 22 inches
below the surface. Single fragments of plain whiteware, green and
yellow glazed buff bodied earthenware, and plain white salt glazed
stoneware were the only ceramics that were recovered from this
deposit. Small guantities of pipe fragments, bone, oyster shell, and
red brick were also recovered.

Within Feature 7, a concrete floor was found under the initial
over—burden deposit of brown sandy silt with rubble. This concrete
flpor was revealed in both Test Cut AI and AIl and was located between
three and four inches below the excavation surface. It represented the
remains of a cistern floor. This flogor, and one course of red brick
found belaw it, were remcved and a layer of cut sandstone slabs were
sean to cover the whole area of Feature 7 that was visible in these
taest cuts.

The concreta floor was found to be a one half inch thick and the
brick floor beneath it was two and a half inches thick. The sandstone
layer was found to be three inches thick. Underneath the sandstone
slabs was a second layer of cut stone. This second layer underlay the
lip of the brick structurz and sxtended beyond it, while the other
layers that were removed were confined to within this structure. Below
this second layer of cut stone was revealed a wooden floor, or
framework, made up of horizeontally running wooden planks. PBetween each
of these layers was seen between ene half and one and a half inches of

mortar. The depth from the top of the concrete flcor to the wooden
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planks was between 22 and 24 inches. No mortar was found beneath the
wooden planks, nor were any artifacts associated with the top 24 inches
of this structure.

Four wooden planks were iremoved from the southern half of Feature
7 during the excavation. These planks were found to be two to three
inches thick. Small amounts of black and brown sandy silt were found on
top of, and between, these-planks. This black and brown sandy silt
also extended two inches below this wooden planking. This deposit was
composed partially of decayed wood from the planking. Eight pipe
fragments, six assorted non—diagnostic redware fragments, one fragment
of green glazed buff bodied earthenware, two fragments of white
delftware, one majolica delftware fragment, one Bellarmine gray salt
glazed stoneware fragment, and one plain yelloware fragment were found
to be associated with this floor. Limited quantities of glass, metal,
Burned wood, charcoal and bone were also associated with this wooden
+loor. In addition, over 1,400 grams of oyster =hell and 15 grams of
‘clam shell were recovered, as well as more than 840 grams of yellow
brick and 299 grams of red brick. This wooden floor appeared to be a
19th rcentury floor that was placed over earlier deposits found in this
structure, probably placed to support the stone, brick and concrete
cistern floor. If not, there probably would have resulted a larger
accumulation of coal and 1%2th century ceramic fragments in association
with the wooden planking.

Two inches below these planks, where Test Cutzs Al and AI! joinad,
was revealed the remnants of an =sarliier wooden structure, consisting of
vertically oriented planks arranged in a rough tircle defining a

smaller area of Feature 7. This area was nct given a3 szgaratz feature
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designation in the fi=ld, but it will be raferred to hers asz Feature
7a. These planks appeared to be split and broken, and wers more decayed
than the overlying horizontal planks. They were resting on the actual
=cil deposits found within Faature 7a.

t appeared that Fzature 7a may have been a well ar priwvy, roughly
thres fe=t in diamester, with the vertical barrel staves containing the
orivy/w=21l d=posits. Later, the horizontal {flcor planking was placed
over Fsature 7a, psrhaps as 3 work platform used while the mors
substantial concrets, brick and stone capping was placed on this
structwe and used to bulld the cistern called Feature 7. While there
are two contexits for deposits associated with this barrel privy/well,
the material in both contexts is similar, at least in the upper portion
of the f=ature. The contexts include material deposited within the
circulsr wooden structure, and material cutside it which may have been
used to support that structure. BReoth of these types of deposits will
be discussed below. The small guantity of 18th zand 19th century
ceramics found in these deposits were from =2ither some typs of
disturbance or fraom the top two inches. The presence of these ceramics
in the area surrounding Feature 7a was probably the result of the 19th
century capping of this feature.

Outside the barrel planks, the supporting fill deposit was a tan
and green mottled sandy silt. This is similar to the deposit first
seen at two inches below the surface outside of Feature 7 in Test Cut
AI. This deposit covered the entire excavated half of Feature 7, being
slightly darker in the western half of the test cut. This mottled
sandy silt depcsit first appeared at 22 to 24 inches below the surface

and was =xcavated down to between 35 and 37 inches. Four large
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limestone rocks were found in the top six inches af this depasit. The
ceramics recovered from this deposit included 47 assorted redware
fragments, 1& of which were 17th century rim fragments. In addition,
two green and yellow glazed buff bodied earthenware fragments, 23 white
del ftware fragments, five other delftware fragments, red and buff
slipware fragments, Rhenish stoneware fragments, two mottled yelloware
fragments, and two underglaze decorated Oriental Export Porcelain
fragments were recovered. One plain creamware fragment, twoc plain
pearlware fragments, and five plain whiteware fragments were recovered
within the top two inches. The mean ceramic date calculated for this
deposit was 1706 (n=88). Without the inclusion of the temporally later
fragments listed abhove, the mean ceramic date for this deposit would be
1689 (n=79). This date is supported by a Binford date of 1475, derived
from 61 pipe stem fragments that were recovered from this deposit.
Glass, metal, red and yellow brick, small amount=s of charcoal, cinder,
slag, coal, and over 7,800 grams of oystsr shell and 120 grams of clam
shell wers alsa recovered. This deposit was similar in description and
artifact content, excluding the coal and temporally later ceramics, to
the green and tan sandy silt found outside of Feature 7 in Test Cut AIl.
in the area where Test Cut Al and AlIl joined, below the second
layer of planking, was revealed a roughly curved, three feet in
diameter, wooden “barrelf shaped structure. This barrel was extremely
long, and actually consisted of two barrels, one placed inside of, and
above, the other. Together they extended five and a half feet below the
wooden framework supporting Feature 7. This structure was surrcunded
and supported by the tan and green sandy silt. t was composed of nine
wooden staves, each a little more than two and a half feet long. A top

section of five of these staves was placed over a second, lower section
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of four staves. The first nine to ten. inches of soil inside of this
structure was a dark brown with green mottled sandy silt. This deposit
became more of a blackish brown sandy silt with depth. This soil
deposit was mare organic than what was revealed outside of this
structure. This blackish brown sandy silt extended in depth to 35
inches. Five pieces of redware, on2 a 17th century r?m fragment, and
two white delft fragments were recovered from this deposit. Limited
amounts of wood, bone, ayster shell, charcoal, metal, glass, and red
brick were also recover=d.

Pelow this deposit, the soil becams a darker, heavily organic brown
and gray silt. This stratum appeared between 35 to 37 inches below the
surface and extended down ta 37 inches. This was the point at which
the second section of wooden staves ended. At the base of this depaosit
was seen a thick shell layer. This sh2ll would have provided drainage
for this privy. No ceramic materials, but bone, metal, glass, red and
yellow brick and oystar shell were recovered from this deposit.

Beginning at two feet below the top, and out=ide of, the upper
section of wocden étaves, a deposit of blue clay was ssen to sxtend all
the way teo the bottom of the wooden structure. This deposit encircled
the whole woodean structure. This blue clay was between six and eight
inches thick and may have actasd as an impermesble barrier to funnel or
force fluids into the well or privy. Thus, if Feature 7 were a privy,
it would drain through the shell at its base rather than seep through
the sides. Alternatively, if this structure were a well, this blue
clay deposit may have kept brackish ground water from entering. This
well or privy structuire seemeg to have been a late 17th or early 18th

century feature that reused surrounding late 17th century deposits as
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$ill to support the inner wooden structure. The soil within this
woaden structure was very arganic and contained a limited amount of
ceramics that date to this same late 17th century periscd. The
extremely organic nature of this soil, plus the fact that no brick aor
stone base to the structure was found, suggests that this structure was
a privy, although it may have heen a well. Although there is some
indication of occupation on Lot 14 in the =sarly 18th century, only ona
building episocde has been definitely identified (see documentary
history). This implies that Lot 14 served mainly as a backyard area
for structwes located on Lot 7 during the 17th and 18th centuries, the
proper location for a privy, cistern and, as discussed below as Feature
13, a wall. During the 1%2th century this structure seemed to have been
capped with brick and concrete. This may have occurred during the 1827
construction episode on this lot. This capping seemed to have resulted
in tha incorporation of a small amount of 19th century material into
tha top of the szupporting fill. A late 17th century construction date
would pilace this structurs either on land belonging to Rem Jansen or
=2lse on ungranted lands belonging to the Stadt Herbergh plot. An early
18th century construction date for this structure would place it on
lands owned by Frederick Philipse 1, who acguired Lots 7, 14, and the
southern portion of Lot & by 1499 (see documentary history).

In order to find the builder s trench for the Lot 7/14 wall, Test
Cut Al was extended 20 inches to the sast to meet that 1ot wall. This
sxtension was called Test Cut AIZ2. The deposits encountered here were
& black with brown sandy silt to the south and a brown and green
mottlad sandy silt to the north. These deposits seem to be the result

of different loading occurrences within the builder’'s trench.
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Beginning at two inches below the surface, thay were excavated down to
25 inches, and were very different from the tan sandy silt with green
mottles found to the west in Al. One delftware fragment, three redware
fragments and one salmon-bodied earthenware fragment were all found in
the northern deposit, as wers three ﬁipe fragments. Eight pipe
fragments and no ceramics were recovered from the southern deposit.
Approximately 1,000 grams of yellow brick and 1,800 grams of oyster
shell were found in the southern deposit, but no quantity of either of
these materials were recovered from the northern deposit.

Test Cut CD, known during excavation as Feature 10, was the third
test cut excavated in Lot 14 rear. This seems to have been a small
circular well of some sort that was found adjacent to and partially cut
off by the Lot 13/14 steone wall. Its original height is not known. This
structure was situated two feet to the west of the midline of Feature 7
and was subsequently found to be I3 inches in diameter.

The first stratum encouantered in this test cut was the dark brown
"gsandy silt with rubble and charcopal overburden that was found in the

(F{ﬂ . 30)
other areas of Lot 1&[ This stratum in Test Cut €D had same reddish
brown sandy silt or rust mottling associated with it. A few fragments
of redware, white delftware, combed buff slipware, plain and slipped
white salt—glazed stoneware, and one piece of creamware were associated
with this deposit, as were coal, cinder, bone, oyster shell, red brick
and martar, and glass. Sixteen pipe fragments were alsc recovered from
this stratum which was excavated down between four and four—and-a-hal+f
inches. At this point, the rubble disappeared leaving the dark brown
sandy silt with charcoal, This sesemed to be the same stratum as that

found above it, however,; it was not as disturbed by the incorporation
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of construction debris. This stratum covered the entire well featura
between four and seven to 12 inches below the surface. At this depth
the zastern half of the well became a fine—grained grayish brown silt
while the western half remained the dark brown sandy silt. The ceramics
assaciated with this dark brown stratum to this depth included 14
redware fragments, 33 delftware fragments, 27 buff slipware fragments,
five gray salt—glazed stoneware fragments, five white salt-glazed
stoneware fragments, cone piece of pearlware, one piece of molded
whitaware, one piece of underglazed Oriental Export porcelain, five
pieces of transfer printed yelloware, and seven other pieces of
assorted yellowares. Also associated were glass, metal, red brick and
mortar, small amounts of cinder and slag, bone, and over 2,30C grams of
oyster sh=21l1 and over 40QC grams of clam shell. Five of the glass
fragments were pieces of wine or liquor bottles that have been dated
between 1&6B2-1770/40.

The grayish brown silt was found o extend from seven to 21 inches
along the eastern half of the unit. At this point, this stratum was
combined with the dark brown sandy silt because water within ths unit
made differentiation between the two deposits impossible. This stratum
was very ashy and tapered in slightly towards the sast wall as depth
increazaed. The ceramics associated with this deposit include nine
redware fragments, 246 delftware fragments, 14 buff slipware fragments,
five gray salt—glazed stoneware fragments, three brown—bodied
salt—glazed stoneware fragments, two undated Orisntal Export porceslain
fragments, seven assorted pieces aof yelloware, and ane plain whiteware
fragmant. The Mean Ceramic Data for this deposit is 17385 however,

without the 19th century material, which may have besen
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intrusive, the date would have been slightly earlier. This is supported
by a Binford date of 1721 derived from 31 pipe stem fragments from this
deposit. Bone, 615 grams of oyster shell, glass, one piece of which is
a wine or liguor glass fragment dated to between 1680 and 1730/40, red
brick and mortar were also recoverad from this stratum.

The dark brown sandy silt to the west of the grayish brown silt
also continued downward, until at 21 inches both strata were excavated
together due to wetness. Until! that depth, 2Z? fragments of redware, 21
fragments of delftware, 17 fragments of buff slipware, four fragments
of gray salt-glazed stoneware, one fragment of brown-bodied salt—-glazed
stonewara, 19 fragments of white salt—glazed stoneware, one fragment of
creamware, one fragment of pearlware, four fragments of yelloware, two
of which were mottled, and four fragments of plain Oriental Export
paorcelain were recovered from the brown sandy silt. Also recovered were
a glass bead, glass, metal, red brick and mortar, and almost 1500 grams
af yellow brick, slag, charcoal, bone, and almost 200 grams of oyster
shell. In addition, 59 pipe fragments were alsoc recovered.

Betwee? 21 and 25 iﬁches both strata discussed here became more silty
and organic and were axcavated toagether to a depth of between I35 and 44
inches. At approximately 3C inches the well was found to be filled with
large cut stones and brick. These were not laid in any systematic
pattern. Thirty nnn—diagnnstic redware fragments, 15 plain delftware
fragments, a few red and buff slipware fragments, white and gray salt
glazed stoneware fragments, and one mottled yelloware fragment were
recovered from this deposit. In addition, glass fragments, one piece
of which was from a wine or liguor hottle dated between 16B0-1730/40,

metal, pipe fragments, red brick and mortar, close to 2,000 grams of
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vellow brick, bone, and 2,925 grams of. gyster shell were recovered.

At 33 inches in depth a tan silt mottled with green and black silt
appeared in the southwestern third of this unit. This deposit was a
variation of the green and tan sandy silt found in Test Cuts AI, AIl
and AG. The rest of this unit was a dark brownish gray sandy =silt,
The tan silt with green mottles was excavated down to 47 inches in
depth. One fragment of white glazed stoneware, six assorted redware
fragments and one fragment of green and yéllnw buff slipware were
recovered from this deposit. These fragments produced a mean ceramic
date of 1795 (n=B). This date was supported by a Binford date of 1&98
calculated for 1& pipe stem fragments that were also recovered. In
addition,;<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>