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CHAPTERI: INTRODUCTION
(Joan R. Geismarl

THE SITE, THE GOALS. THE RESULTS

This report presents the results of an archaeological investigation of
175 Water Street (Block 71) in the southern part of the Borough of Manhattan.
New York City. New York (Figures 1.1 and 1.2). This block, composed of land
claimed from the East River in the eighteenth century. is bounded north by
John Street (Burl i ng 51 i p), east by Front Street. south by Fl etcher Street.
and west by Water Street (see Figure 1.3). Field investigation of the
block's backyard area, undertaken by Soil Systems. Inc., was begun on October
28, 1981, and was compl eted on January 31, 1982. A derel ict ei ghteenth-
century merchant vessel. incorporated as cribbing in the block's fill
process. was under excavation from mid-January, 1982, until March 4, 1982.

175 Water Street, named for the building that now stands on the site, is
located adjacent to the South Street Seaport Historic District, a his-
torically and archaeologically important area listed on the National Register
of Historic Places. While it is not included in this listing, the New York
City Landmarks Preservation Commission, recognizing the block's place in the
evolution of New York City's commercial history. required that historical and
archaeological i nvesti gati on precede proposed development. The aim was to
fulfill the requirement of a Conditional Negative Declaration under the City
Environmental Quality Review'(CEQR). The project. which brought together
such often disparate forces as a developer-builder-architect team. a city
agency, and an archaeological contracting firm, was a model of cooperation.

As outlined in the scope of work for the project (Garrow 1981), ques-
tions of chronology and economics were maj or concerns of the archaeological
investigation. The research design was originally tailored to analyze ques-
tions concerning New York's role in foreign and domestic trade, and the
block's land construction history--all within the framework of a site chrono-
logy.

During the archaeological investigation. and in light of independent
historical research and theory (see Chapter 2), understanding the intensi-
fying commercialism of the site block became a research objective.
Ultimately, guided by an historical model that indicates changes in
nineteenth-century mercantile distribution patterns (Porter and Livesay
1971), the archaeological documentation of the site1s economic and urban
development became a major goal. This documentation has in turn suggested a
model of urbanization for a nineteenth-century block in the commercial
waterfront area of an American city.

As initially anticipated. the artifact record demonstrated the high de-
gree of preservation possible on a potentially disturbed urban archaeological
site ,(see Baugher-Perlinet al 1982). particularly on a site sealed for
twenty years by an asphalt parking lot. Also, while each body of data was
researched independently. thi s investigati on ul timately provided a means to
correlate the archaeological and historical records. Not surprisingly, this
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proved to be a symbiotic relationship, with archaeology filling gaps and
refining historical data, and the historic record expanding archaeological
interpretation. This is particularly true of the block' s landfill history
(see Chapter 5).

Mainly because of legislation requiring that historical and, often,
archaeological investigation precede development when public money is
involved, and because of monitoring of development by agencies such as the
New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission, the body of archaeological
data concerning the urbanization of lower Manhattan is growing. These data
chronicle New York1s commercial and social processes beginning with
seventeenth-century Dutch occupati on of the i sl and and extendi n9 into the
ei ghteenth and ni neteenth centuri es (see for exampl e, Kardas and Larrabee
1978, 1980; Pickman, Rockman, and Rothschil d 1981; Pi ckman and Rothschi 1d
1981; Rockman et al 1983; Rothschild and Rockman 1982). What the 175 Water
street site contributes to this expanding data base is extensive information
about the creation and utilization of a commercial New York city block.

Archaeological investigation of the block contributes to theories of
devel opi ng urbani sm (see Dickens 1982; Rothschil d and Rockman 1982; Sal wen
1973; Schuyler 1977). This is accomplished in part by providing criteria for
distinguishing between domestic and commercial deposits and, in part, by
documenting shifts from the distribution of manufactured goods by the
merchant speci al i stlrni ddl eman to bul k di stributi on by the warehouse-
wholesaler. Of particular note, it documents these shifts in an earlier time
period than the national model (see Chapter 6).

BASIS FOR FORMULATIONOF HYPOTHESES

Prel iminary documentati on (Fri edl ander 1981) verifi ed the block IS
commercial history, tying it to the mid to late-eighteenth century develop-
ment of New York City's commercial district and to episodes in the expansion
of the city's landmass. Beginning in 1737, water lot grants were issued
mainly to merchants already established in the area. For more than thirty-
five years, or until 1773, which was the earliest possible time of stabili-
zation of Block 72 immediately to the east (Friedlander 1981:7), the east
side of the 175 Water Street block fronted on the East River, a prime prop-
erty in an age dependent on water transportation. Land development in the
area continued, and one more block was ultimately added to the landmass.
South Street, currently the easternmost street in the area, was constructed
by 1810 (Friedlander 1981:12). This southern section of the city endured as
a commercial center well into the nineteenth century.

Although 175 Water Street apparently saw mixed commercial and resi-
dential use early in its history, the bl ockvs mid-nineteenth century build-
ings were used primarily for light industry and warehousing (Plates 1.1 and
1.2) until their demolition along Water Street in 1956 and then along Front
Street in 1960 (Friedlander 1981:17). From 1960 until the current excava-
tions, the block served as a parking lot (see Plate 1.3).
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Plate 1.1; Partial view of Water Street, ca. 1930. This photo, from the
collection of the Museumof the City of NewYork" indicates an 1842 date
(within in the pen markings on the original photo) for the structure then
located on Lot 18. This warehouse apparently ,replaced a building destroyed
byfi,re in Dece,mber, 1835. It appears likely that the buildings to the left
of L,ot 18 were also built at this time.'
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Plate 1.2: Composite of two photos from the MuselJ1llof the City of New York
showing John Street (Burling Slip) and the southwest corner of F'ront Street
ca. 1930. The Burling Slip station of the New York Steam Corporation, built
in 1917, is on the southwest corner of Wate.r street, and beyond it is the
Second Avenue elevated train located on Pearl Street. William McDonaghPaints,
at 180 Front Stre.et, was established on the block in 1872.
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Plate 1.3r, The 175 Wa.ter Street block two months prior to excavation (photo, August, 19B1).. BuildIngs were
first demolished along Water Street (right side of photo)' when it was widened in 1956~ t:heFront Street (left
sid.e ofphobo) demolition was completed in 1960.
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RESEARCH GOALS: EVALUATION, EVOLUTION, AND FINDINGS
Initially. preliminary documentation suggested several hypotheses, or

research questions, that were to be tested archaeol ogi cally. These
hypotheses, which were intended as flexible guidelines for research, warrant
discussion. as does the shift in focus that occurred during the archaeologi-
cal investigation.

The first hypothesis concerned New York's role in international trade in
the nineteenth century; the second dealt with its role in domestic trade in
the same time period. Since similar data are needed to test both hypotheses,
they will be considered together.

1. What Was New York's role in international trade in the nineteenth
century?

Hypothesi s 1

It is assumed that imported arti factual rnateri a1 recovered
from the excavation of 175 Water Street reflects not only
New York's role in international trade, but also indirectly
the contemporary economic development of the country as a
whole. Thi s hypothesi sis based on the facts that during
the nineteenth century New York was one of America's major
ports. and the 175 Water Street block was located in the
heart of the harbor area. Since the Water Street Block was
a mercantile area, it can be assumed that the imported goods
recovered fran the excavation are probably representative of
most of the commonimported wares that were available at the
time. Through the analysi s of thi s cul tural materi al , the
changing nature of New York's participation in the nine-
teenth century world economy can be traced.

Archaeological Implications

It is anticipated that the vast majority of the materials
recovered from the ei ghteenth and ni neteenth centuri es will
be of foreign origin; for only by the late nineteenth
century had industrial ization increased to the point where
America could supply her own refined goods. Through the
nineteenth century. both everyday and quality items were
imported from abroad. although in steadily decreasing
numbers. At some point. probably in the 1ate nineteenth
century, the percentage of imported goods shoul d stabil i ze.
The most sensitive indicators of country of origin should be
ceramic and glass items. If enough material can be
identified as to country of origin and also dated, then it
is possible to (at least in part) archaeologically
reconstruct New York's development as an import center.
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2. What was New York's role in domestic trade in the nineteenth century?

Hypothesis 2

As a resu1 t of Ameri ca lsi ndustri a1 development duri ng the
nineteenth century and her growing ability. to provide
products for home consumption, the port of New York
developed into a transshipping point for goods produced in
America.

Archaeological Implications

Thi s trend shoul d be refl ected in the archaeological record
by a slow but constant increase in the number of American
domestic goods throughout the ni neteenth century. Ameri can
industrial growth should also be reflected in the
stabilization of imports as well as a major increase in
types and forms of American products. Domestic goods should
al so start to ori gi nate from more di stant regi ons of the
country. Whereas, early in the nineteenth century, local
domestic wares were far exceeded by those from more di stant
places of origin, the reverse was true later in the century.

Di scussion

In theory. Hypotheses 1 and 2 are testabl e with the data from the 175
Water Street excavations. It is perhaps given that most of the mid to late-
eighteenth century ceramics from the site were imported from England (e.g.,
Singleton 1902:122). However, a lead-glazed red ware jug "waster" and other
kiln dicards from this time period, recovered from a local archaeological
context, indicate that at least one early potter was working in the site
area, manufacturing utilitarian wares that, if perfect, could easily be mis-
taken for English imports (Ketcham and Kessler-Post 1981). In addition,
finer wares were manufactured in this country at early dates by Eng1ish-
trai ned potters. Unless ; dentifi ed by maker I s marks, many of these cerami cs
are virtually indistinguishable from their European counterparts (Stradl ;ng
and Strad1 ing 1979: personal communication; Rockman et al 1983:8-9). Since
it was not until the 1890s that a mark indicating the country of manufacture
was requf red on imported goods (Ray 1974:132), the origin of unmarked late-
eighteenth and early-nineteenth century ceramics, while undoub'tedl y mainly
English, remains unquantifiable. Similarly, eighteenth-century American
glass houses, notably in Baltimore, New York City, and other urban, suburban,
and rural sites in Connecticut and Massachusetts (see for example, Gorman
1982:71-72), confuse the glass data from early deposits on the site (see
Glass, Chapter 4). Furthermore, perhaps because of di sturbance , but more
likely because of the increasingly commercial aspect of the block, ceramics
from a mid-ni neteenth-century context, or 1ater, were rarely recovered from
the si te (see Cerami cs , Chapter 4). These cerami c s coul d concei vab 1y have
provided information about later domestic ceramic manufacture.
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Consequently, of the problems or questions addressed with artifactua1
data from the 175 Water Street site, a quantitative-comparative analysis of
New York's involvement in international trade, or the growth of early
American manufacturing, proved impracticable.

3. What was the nature of the eighteenth-century landfill at the project
area?

Hypothesi s 3

For the most part, the landfill process on the 175 Water
Street block, which began in 1737, was completed within ten
years of that date. Only Lots 25, 26, 27, and 28, along
Burl i ng Sl i P (Water Lot 8), were sti 11 parti ally underwater
in 1762. However, by 1773 the entire block was stable.
Thi s means that the majori ty of the block was "made" at
approximately the same time. It is therefore assumed, that
the fill techniques util ized in the creation of the block
(with the exception of Water Lot 8) were similar, if not
identical, in nature.

Archaeological Implications

Deep excavation in the areas of the six piling clusters
should reveal a continuity of fill techniques throughout the
block. Excavati on in other areas of the block (wi th the
exception of Water Lot 8) should provide the same evidence.
The area of Water Lot 8 mayor may not confom to the
establ ished fill patterns apparent throughout the rest of
the block. Techniques such as cribbing, encapsulation of
wharves, and the use of ships, boats, and fragments of both
as retainer structures, may be reflected as the excavation
proceeds.

Discussion

Of the three points addressed here--inc1 udi ng the hypotheses that the
block was fi 11ed with i n ten years, that thi s fi 11 was structura 11y simi 1ar
throughout, and that there might be structural differences between the fi 11
patterns in the earlier filled lots and Water Lot 8 which was filled later--
only two were archaeological1y tested. Mainly due to problems of access, no
deep excavations, or deeptests, were undertaken in Water Lots 8 and 9 (see
Figure 2.1). However, deeptests in Lots 14, 29, 30, and 33 and field exca-
vations indicated a variable pattern both in fill constructions and episodes
throughout the block (see Chapter 5). In all, two engineered fill techniques
were documented, the fi rst, a massive timber wharf /gri 11age support system
along the western segmen t of the block, the other, a 10ng- term fi 11 ep i so de
structured by a dereli ct merchant vessel ti ed into a bul khead system along
the eastern block boundary. Thi s shi p represented both an exampl e of a
landfill technique (see Chapter 5) and a unique artifact from America's early
maritime history (see Chapter 7).
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Variability in both the fill techniques and the chronology indicated
through archaeological testing has expanded the information from historic
data; conversely; independent historic data has offered explanations for what
was found archaeologically (Chapter 2). Although historic documentation
implies a relatively rapid procedure (History; Chapter 2); archaeological
evidence indicates that the filling of the 175 Water Street block was in fact
an episodic; long-term undertaking based on ancient fill techniques (see
Chapter 5). This stabilization and development was apparently a cooperative
effort made by the block's lot owners who belonged to New York's eighteenth-
century merchant elite (Social Networks and Process, Chapter 2). The testing
of this hypothesis was extremely rewarding, both in terms of information
gained about the block in particular; and the landfill process in general.
It also suggested interaction occurring between New York's powerful
merchants.
4. What is the nature of the relationship between the historical documenta-
tion and the recovered artifactual material?

Hypothesis 4
A strong correlation between the historical documentation
(Friedlander 1981) and the artifactual material recovered
from the excavation of the backyard areas is anticipated.
This means that, if the historical records indicate that at
a given time the occupant of a specific lot was a tailor,
there will be some evidence of this in the archaeological
record.
Archaeological Implications
The historical documentation (Friedlander 1981) indicates
that by the early nineteenth century the 175 Water Street
block was occupied mainly by merchants and small shop
keepers. The historical maps and documents indicate that
most of these lots had backyards of varying sizes.
Undoubtedly, some of the merchant's dicarded goods found
their way into backyard trash deposits. This likelihood is
further enhanced by the high probability that piped-in water
reached the 175 Water Street block by 1813 (personal
communication, Diana Rockman 1981). The advent of piped in
water eliminated the need for water cisterns. Therefore, it
is probable that the already existing cisterns were slowly
filled in with trash and other debris starting shortly after
1813.

Discussion
Testing this hypothesis, like that of Hypothesis 3, was rewar.ding.

While preliminary documentation provided the data to formulate research
hypotheses, independent data from ongoing historic research provided an
interpretive resource. Not only were correlations often found between
historically documented occupations and the archaeological record; but
through archaeology; information was provided about those lots where
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occupations were not well identified. An example of the fonner is the
profusion of 1ate-ei ghteenth to early-nineteenth century ceramics and gl ass
recovered from a privy in a lot Where china and glass stores were known to be
located (see Glass and Ceramics Anal yst s , Chapter 4; also Chapter 6). An
example of the latter is the evidence for a wine merchant and grocer, or
importer of luxury food items, in a lot where unidentified merchant
activities occurred (lot 30). This evidence includes proof vials and a
concentration of grape seeds, both indicating the winemaking process, and a
profusion of imported olive oil bottle fragments. However, some correlations
proved e1usivet but this too may be an effect of lot activities. For
exampl e , storage and warehousing might not provide obvious evidence for this
activity or product. -

Using posi tive as well as negative evf dence , the archaeological data
from occupation related features appeared indicative of the activities of a
Iot ' s occupants. Moreovert these data suggest an increasing commercial ism
and specialization and imply an intensifying urbanization (see Chapter 6).

5. What is the effect of urban development on archaeological remains?

Hypothesis 5

It is anticipated that the destruction of the standing
buildings on the 175 Water Street block and latert the
construction of the parking lott have had a positive effect
on the preservation of the buried backyard deposits. This
assumption is based on the demol ition techniques util Ized ,
as well as evidence from the Telco block excavation (per-
sonal communicationt Diana Rockman 1981).
Archaeological Implications

Once the parking lot blacktop and the majority of the 1960
destruction debris has been removed with the use of heavy
equipmentt the remaining debris will be removed by handt
down to the top of the wall stubs and other features. It is
anticipated that the excavators will then be left with the
undi sturbed backyard deposits and features that were
II seal ed" by the destructi on of the bui 1di ngs and the
construction of the parking lot. Through the Telco excava-
tion [one block north of the 175 block]t it has been
demonstrated that when the structures of the area were
enlarged during the late nineteenth and early twentieth
centuri es t the backyards were covered but not di sturbed in
any other way. If thi sis the case at 175 Water Streett we
will be presented with an opportunity to excavate
undisturbed backyard depositst sealed by not only late
nineteenth century building extens;onst but also by the
destruction debris and blacktop.
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Discussion

As anticipated. the preservation of the 175 Water Street archaeological
deposits was excellent. Despite sUbsequent yard alterations, occupation
deposits remained remarkably intact. Of the ten excavated yards, the yard in
Lot 33, a Front Street property, was probably the most representative of the
pre-alteration yards on the block; it was this yard, therefore, that was most
i ntensi vely excavated. It shoul d be noted, however, that the yards bel ongi ng
to the Water Street lots were generall y 1ess radi call y al tered than those
along Front Street. For this reason, with selected exceptions (see Field
Report for the Yard Excavations, Chapter 3). excavation was concentrated main-
ly in the Water Street yards.

ADDITIONALRESEARCHQUESTIONSANDMETHODS

Adapti ng to the archaeological situation as it presents itsel f is part
of the dynamics of archaeological investi gation. Therefore, as noted above,
during the course of excavation of the 175 Water Street block and concurrent
historical research (see Chapter 2), several additional, more comprehensive
but rel ated research questions, were incorporated into the testi ng strategy.
These focused on the' investigation of the urban process itself as it is
reflected in the nineteenth-century mercantile development of this commercial
ci ty block.

An initial and basic step in the investigation was the adoption of cri-
teria for differentiating between commercial and domestic deposits. Based on
laboratory analysis wear or use, patterns on selected ceramics and glass from
occupation-related features became the main criteria for deposit identi-
fi cati on, and dates from these arti facts suggested deposi t chronol og; es (see
Chapter 4). In addition, artifact variables from several features were used
in tests to further determine deposit types. These tests included an adapta-
tion of Souths Carolina Artifact Pattern analysis (1977:83-139) and a step-
wise discriminant analysis (Dixon and Brown 1981). The former is a model for
determini ng domestic components from ei ghteenthcentury Bri ti sh-Ameri can
sites, and the latter is a statistical comparison of artifact variables used
to determine group classification. Each provided valuable classifying data.
All these data, including chronological information. were then appl ied to the
historic model of changing American mercantile practices (see Chapter 6).

Analysis indicated the increasingly commercial aspect of the block over
time. It al so suggested patterns of nineteenth-century mercantil e develop-
ment that include a shift from the specialist/middleman to the warehouse dis-
tributor, a reflection of increasing urbanization. In addition, the archaeo-
logical evidence for the availability and use of city services in the form of
water and sewage di sposal, suggested another aspect of urban development of
the block and. by extrapo 1ati on, the si te area. These data formed the basi s
of an archaeol ogi cal model for i dentifyi ng thi s urbani zi ng phenomenon (see
Chapter 6).
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FIELD RESEARCH METHODS
In addition to ongoing historical research, a two-part field method was

undertaken to gather the data to test the fonnul ated hypotheses and explore
" new research questions. This included a testing phase followed by mitigation

based on the results of testing. Initially, the archaeological investigation
focused on the backyards of the block since it was anticipated that this area
would provide the most useful data for researching the questions to be
analyzed. Preliminary historic documentation and the archaeological investi-
gation of the Telco site, located one block north of the 175 Water Street
block Where preservation of the yards was found to be excellent, provided the
rationale for focusing on this part of the block (Garrow 1981;" Geismar and
Nicklas 1982). .

As suggested in the hypotheses, it was anticipated that the yards on the
175 Water Street block would be relatively undisturbed and that field investi-
gation of this area would provide data relevant to the research questions.
It is in the yards of eighteenth- and nineteenth-century buildings that the
cisterns and privies are located; once these features were no longer in use,
they often became trash receptacles, and it is here that chronological and
economic artifactual data associated with building occupations are often
found. The yard area, therefore, appeared ali kely pl ace to recover the
information to address questions of chronology over time, and to correlate
economic data within these chronologies.

By the end of the three week testi ng phase, three yards on the Front
Street side of the block, Lots 30, 32, and 33, and a cistern--the sole
remnant of the yard in Lot 36--were either being excavated or were scheduled
for excavation, as were six Water Street yards in Lots 18, 19, 20, 21, 22,
and 23. Testing, combined with documentation or problems of access,
eliminated all yards fronting on Fletcher and John Streets from the sample.

By this time, many features--privies, cisterns, drains, and construction
features such as builders' trenches and wood and tin floors--had been
located. With the mitigation phase, a sampling strategy was introduced to
insure that at 1east twenty-five percent of every sampled yard was i ncl uded
in the excavati ons (see Fi el d Report for the Yard Excavati ons, Chapter 3).
Also at this stage of the field investigations, construction of a scaffold
and tarp structure was begun to provi de weather protection for the yard
excavations (Plate 1.4).

Ultimately, the artifacts from fifty-five features and two deeptests
became the focus of detailed analysis (see Chapter 4). These included ten
privies, five cisterns or their remnants, four barrels, four boxes, one
cofferdam/box, three segments of one stone wall, seven brick, wood, and tin
floors, ten builder's trenches, one "pt t" feature, a stone "s toop", a brick
"f'l ower-box", two extensive soil deposits, one soil deposit rel ated to a
wooden floor, two "drains", and three unidentified stone features. Most of
the architectural features, such as floors or builders' trenches, were
located in Lot 33 which was intensively excavated to landfill. (Two
drain-like features and two additional deeptests were not analyzed in
detail) .
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Included in the feature analysis were the occupation levels from defined
features representi ng block acti vi ti es; the lower 1evel s of these features
("9" levels) represented samples of primary, or original, landfill, as did
the deposits from the two deeptests. The remainder of the block fill, that
is, the general fill around the features, was analyzed less intensively than
the feature deposits (see Laboratory Methods, Chapter 4).

The ship, named "Ronson" in honor of the site1s developer, Howard
Ronson, was considered both a fill-element and an artifact (see Chapter 7).
Since they comprised a trash-based landfill, the soil deposits recovered from
the vessel were essenti ally handl ed as general fill. A vari ati on was the
detailed analysis of mammal bones that served as a representative sample of
these fauna from landfill (see Faunal Report, Chapter 4).

The shi p as an arti fact was not only an uprecedented exampl e of an
eighteenth-century merchant vessel, it also provided valuable economic
infonnation. The presence of tropical teredo, or shipworms, in its outer
sheathi ng, document partici pation in a well-known trade route that ti ed the
American colonies to a European-Caribbean trade network (Gei smar and Nickl as
1982:20; Chapter 7, this report).

SUMMARY

Although the original hypotheses and research questions provided a val id
framework for archaeological investigation of the 175 Water Street site, the
site potential, as well as additional historic information and models, called
for reorganization and expansion of research goals. Ultimately, this
investigation provided information about the block and site formation, and
the process and tradi ti ons of ei ghteenth-century 1andfill, i ncl udi ng the use
of a derel ict eighteenth-century merchant vessel in this process. It al so
documented the increasingly commercial aspect of the block and the changing
patterns of mercantile distribution in nineteenth-century New York. And
finally, based on this information, it suggested a model for determining a
pattern of increasing urbanization in the commercial waterfront section of a
ni neteeenth-century American ci ty. The methods and detail ed resul ts of thi s
investigation will be .found in the following chapters.

16

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



I

I

I
I
I
I

I:

I

I
I
:1
I Plate 1.4: Interior view, looking south, of the tarp and scaffold construc-

tion built to provide weather prote.ction during the backyard excavations.
Mitigation of this area was in prog.ress from mid-November to Janua.ry 31.
Yard excavation units were located below the scaffold ground beams. The
excavation in Lot 21 took plaoe under the plastic ground cloth seen in the
center of the photo.
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CHAPTER2: HISTORICALRESEARCH
( Amy Fri ed' ander) ..

SOURCESANDMETHODOLOGY

Data for the historical component of this project was collected in two
phases. The first phase took place in late July and early August of 1981,
and the second phase occurred in the winter and spring of 1982. Although the
preliminary research provided a basis for initial planning and interpreta-
tion, the second phase of data collection was better informed as to the needs
of the concurrent archaeological investigation. Consequently, the second
phase focused on ten lots, restri cted the peri cd of interest to 1730-1860,
and compiled annual data from directories, deeds, and tax and probate
records. These primary materi al s were suppl emented by a more careful revi ew
of the secondary 1i terature in order to develop a better summary of the
hi storieal context. The second phase al so responded to demand that ensued
from the ongoing archaeological investigation. Most dramatic among these was
the discovery of a ship buried in the landfill, but information was also
collected on more mundane matters such as extension of public services,
incidence of fire, and food processing practices.

The work has been accomplished by a four-member team working at different
times on different aspects of the probl ems that this project has presented.
Information was found at a number of libraries and research facilities in New
York and Washington, D.C. Principal among these were the New York Historical
Society (Main Reading Room and Manuscript Room); New York Publ tc Library
(Main Reading Room, Genealogy and Local History, and Manuscript Collection);
Chase Archives; Muncipal Archives; Buildings Department; Topographic Divi-
sion, Borough President's Office, Manhattan; Surrogate Court (Deed Room and
Probate Court); Library of the South Street Seaport Historical Museum;
Library of Congress; Simthsonian Institution; and the National Archives. The
librarians, curators and staffs of these facilities were uniformly courteous
and helpful, volunteering information from their areas of professional
interest, as well as with regard to the utility of their collections.

The data that were collected have been presented in their separate
contexts of thi s report. Extremely detail ed si te-speci fic i nfonnation has
been compiled in a series of lot histories. Specific information that
concerned identification of artifacts has been included in the discussion of
these artifacts. The sections that comprise the historical component of this
report di scuss patterns that are evident in the hi storical data rel at; ng to
this site in order to compare the findings from this research to current
research in urban history.
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LANDFILL

Introduction

Although at 1east one archaeol ogi st consi ders earthworks of the
i ndustri al peri ad II perhaps the most ubi qui taus of human construct; on, and the
most mundane", these structures have not engaged the attenti on of most
scholars (Brown 1980). Amo·ng the justifications cites for pursuing the
archaeology of earthworks, was their abil ity to indicate lithe capacity of
civil ization to organi ze human activity on a 1arge seal ell and to refl ect
changing technology (Ibid). Another authority has pointed out that fill "may
i tsel f be the hi storical resource" and that "successive modi fi cati ons of
terrain'r-"constitute a source of i nfonnati on about the urban past (Sal wen
1978:454, 458).

While it is possible to argue that the economy of colonial New York
scarcely met the criteria typically adduced to demonstrate the process of
industrialization, the construction of quays represents a significant form of
harbour improvement. Harbour improvements had taken place in England as
early as the thirteenth century (Wright 1965). The English engaged in what
amounted essentially to land stabilization in the drainage of the Fens in the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries (Armytage 1961). The technology that
ensued from designi ng pumps for draining the Fens proved appl icabl e to the
problem of draining mines (Ib f d.}, but the available literature does not
indicate that harbour improvements and land stabilization techniques for
shorelines reached· the extent in England that these works achieved in
colonial New York until late in the eighteenth century (Derry and Will iams
1960; Sharp 1968; Buchanan 1969).

Thi s may be a consequece of different environmental conditions. The
English and the French, for the most part, grappled with problems inherent in
protecting their harbours from the Atlantic. Colonial New Yorkers, in
contrast, benefitted from. shel tered conditions in a naturally good harbOUr
(Stevenson 1838). Europeans, additionally, had limited access to wood. and
therefore, their construction techniques were predicated on use of stone with
wood pl aced only on the exteri or of the quays to act as bumpers for moored
vessels (Sharp 1967). Wood in the New World. in contrast. was-cheap. readily
available and easily used to construct the infrastructure of the quays in New
York (Stevenson 1838).

The rel ati vel yearly constructi on and its extent represent one facet of
the significance of this project. Its role in the history of harbour
engineering and industrial ization represents a second. Derry and Will iams
(1960) argue that the characteri stic feature of the modern i ndustri al port
was the provision of docks to make loading and unloading of vessels
independent of the tide and lighters. Although t.ondons docks date from
1700, one quay sufficed until about 1800. The modern facil ities began to
take shape after 1808 when the East India Company began to build more docks
to handle their rapidly expanding business (pp. 465-466). The tide in New
York rose only about five feet. and the process of 1andfill and construction
of attendant structures 400 feet beyond low water mark between 1731 and 1800,
rendered the port effectively independent of the tides.
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Finally~ historical investigation of landfill techniques of the
ei ghteenth century ill uminated the maturati on of engi neeri ng as a profess i on
and the effect that the development of civil engineering has had upon the
documentary record. Essentially~ the application to problems in civil
engineering of principles taken frDm mathematics and physics (primarily
trigDnometry and mechanics) dated from the mid-eighteenth century in France
and 1ater ei ghteenth century in Engl and, and coi nci ded wi th the development
of systematic training of engineers. Significantly~ the earliest systematic
description of the works in the New York harbour by an engineer was David
Stevenson's 1837 (published 1838) Sketch of Civil Engineering of North
America. His description~ which took New York as the prototype for all Amerl-
can harbours~ was placed almost unchanged in Edward Cresy's An Encyclopedia
of Civil Engineering~ Historical~ Theoretical. and Practical (2 vols.) ~
publ ished in London 1n 1847 ( see 1:293-295). We have di scovered very few
contemporary comments describing the pr-ocess of landfill in New York City.
Thi s , together with the relatively late emergence of civil engineering as a
discipline of textbooks , has underlined the importance of this project as
evi dence of a non-1 iterate activity. whose understandi ng is accessibl e only
throuqh analysis of its material· correl ates , Buildings still stand in New
York City on colonial Tandf t l l , testifying to the skill with which it was
accomplished. This fact alone justifies serious attention to its history.
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Granting of Lands under Water

According to maps compiled and collated by 1. N. P. Stokes , fill in the
vicinity of Block 71 took place between 1730 and 1766-1767. The area
immediately west of the study area was filled between 1660 and 1730 (Stokes
1985-1928:III :Plate 174). In the seventeenth century. the area that became
known as Block 70 (i.e. the block immedi ately west of the study area) was
part of a larger tract owned by Laurens Cornelissen vander Wel. In a ground-
brief dated September 7~ 1641, ria certain parcel of land lying by Smit1s (or
Smith's) Valley on the Island of Manhattans where on the east it bounds on
the lands of Cornelius Van Tienhovenand west on the Highway running betwixt
the said piece of land and Hendrick Synder's palisades, ... with the ex-
press condition that the said Laurens Cornelissen shall repair the road lead-
ing from the farm of Cornelius van Tienhoven to this beach fit for the use of
wagons . . . II (as quoted in Ib i d , : VI: 85-86 ) . The road desc r; bed in thi s
conveyance became Maiden Lane (Ibid.), and early riverside structures in the
area were known as Smith's Fly, subsequently named Queen's Street and finally
Pearl Street. Laurens Cornel i ssen. vander Wel buil t one house 'on hi s farm but
failed to improve the remainder. Consequently~ the unimproved area was
regranted in 1646 to Sander Leendertsen (Ibid.).

The shorel i ne of lower Manhattan was accornpl i shed in three phases: to
high water mark:, low water mark. and 400 feet beyond (Peterson and Edwards
1917:329-330).

Publ ic authority for systematic fill dates from the Dongan Charter of
April 27, 1686. This charter granted the City the rights to "al l the waste,
vacant , unpatented and unappropriated lands lying and being within the City
of New York and Manhattan I sl and . . . extendi ng and reachi ng to the low
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water mark" (Childs 1861:5; as quoted in Harris 1980:6). Systematic filling
of Block 70 took place under this aegis, and grants of land to the low water
mark on thi s block were made in three tracts on September 7, 1692. The
easternmost portion went to Thomas Clark. The center portion went to Brandt
Schuyl er, and the westernmost porti on went to Richard Jones (General State-
ment of Early Title, Deed Book, Block 70, Index of Title prior to 1911).
These grants extended "two hundred and twenty-six feet or to low water markll
from Smith's Fly, which had become known as Queen's Street by 1702 (Liber
25:91). These three grants were subsequerrtl y subdivided and developed by
thei r ori gi nal owners, and Fletcher Street was extended eastward between the
grants belonging to Richard Jones and Brandt Schuyl er. Abraham DePeyster in
partnership wi th Robert Lurti ng, a merchant who 1ived in New York City,
acquired much of Jonesl grant, which they partitioned and leased. According
to a deed dated 24 February 1719 and recorded 30 August 1720, Lurting sold
DePeyster hi s share of four "messuages or dwell ing houses" located between
Coent i es Sl i P and Fl etcher Street, borderi ng on the East River, whi ch were
then occupt ed by Isaac Gannan, John El sworth, Garrett Rose, and J ames Busey
(Liber 30:105).

Subsequent to the Dongan Charter, several city ordinances regul ated the
granting and filling of water lots. In 1691, purchasers were directed to
II fill up the front of said 1and wi th one enti re house which shall be two full
stories high above the ground" (as quoted in Peterson and Edwards 1917:85).
Further instructions dictated that the side facing the street should be
constructed of brick or stone (Ibid.). In 1692, holders of adjacent upland
1ands were gi ven pri ori ty for purchasi ng the water lots adj acent to thei r
properties. The wharves to be constructed were to be 30 feet wide and the
outer part was to be laid to the low water mark (Ibid.). In August 1692,
several petitioners were granted permission to obtain dirt for filling in
their lots by leveling that part of lithe hill by Mr. Beekmansll that belonged
to the City (Ibid.). The wharves that were constructed pursuant to the
sti pul at; ons of the 1ate seventeenth century grants in the vi ci ni ty of the
project area became known as Queen1s Street Wharf and then Water Street.

Where the terms of water grants made under the Dongan Charter concerned
the filling of land to the low water mark, grants made under the Montogomerie
Charter of 1731 extended the landfi11 0400 feet below the low water mark
(Harris 1980:6). After 1734, obligations encumbent upon purchasers of water
lot grants were listed in the document. The first requirement was construct-
ing a bulkhead or dock, which typically extended from existing streets.
Foll owing 'constructi on of the dock, .the grantee was to fill in the area
between the high water mark and the new dock (Harris 1980:12-13). Grants of
water lots in the project area requi red ho1ders to extend Water Street from
its width of 30 feet to 45 feet, at their own expense. At the outward part
of their 200 foot grants, they were required to construct a wharf or street,
which would be 40 feet wide. Finally, the DePeysters were instructed to
extend Fletcher Street the 1ength of their lot (Stokes 1916-1919 IV:548;
Grants of Land under Water B:303-309).

Nine grants were made for water lots in the project area between 1737 and
1749 (see Figure 2.1). In 1737, water lot number one was granted to Abraham
OePeyster and Peter DePeyster, fronting lIQueens Street Wharf now Water
Street" and borderi ng to the west on Fl etcher Street, to the east on water
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Figure 2. 1
175 WATER STREET

Block Plan
Site Map,with Water Lots and Grantees Indicated
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lot number two. and to the south on the East River (Gran ts of Land under
Water B:303~309). The second water lot was granted to James Alexander and
Archibald Kennedy (Ibid.:310-316). The third was granted to John Tiebout
(Ibid.:317:322), and the fourth went to Henry Rycke (Ibid.:323-328). Water
lot five was granted to Edward Burling (Ibid.329-334), and water lot six went
to Elizabeth Schuyler (Ibid.:334-339). - Water lot seven was granted to Wynant
Van landt (Ibid. :340-345), and the eighth grant was given to Peter Bayard
(Ibid.:349-352). The City retained control of water lot nine until March
1749, when it was granted to David Provost in a 99-year lease (Ibid.:
401-407) .

Except for water lots one and two. these lots all extended approximately
20 feet along Water Street. Water lot number one ran approximately 35 feet
along Water Street (35 feet 7/8 inch), and water lot two extended 34 feet
along Water Street. Comparison of these dimensions with a plat of the block
drawn from the tax returns between 1870 and 1896, which 'shows the dimensi ons
of the lots, indicates that water lot number nine was probably not developed.
Since Fletcher Street was in place in 1736, water lots have been matched with
the nineteenth century lots by assuming that the corner of Fletcher and Water
Streets is a fixed point. Water lot one corresponds to lots 14 through 17
and lot 36, since these lots represent an extension of approximately 35 feet
along Water Street. Water lot two corresponds to lots 18, 19, 34 and 35,
which also collectively extend slightly more more 34 feet along Water Street.
Water lots three, four, five and six correspond to lot 20 and 33, 21 and 32,
22 and 31, and 23 and 30, all of which have approximately 20 foot frontages
along Water Street. Water lot seven was to have 24 foot extension along
Water, which corresponds to lots 24 and 29, and water lot eight was also to
have approximately a 24 foot frontage (24 feet 9 1/8 inches) on Water Street,
which a1 so conforms roughly to the frontage indicated for lots 25 and 28.
Water lot nine, therefore, extended into What was then Burling Slip. Leased
for 99 years to David Provost in 1749, who had already bought water lot eight
from Bayrd1s widow in 1745 (Liber 37:50-54), Provost conveyed both eight and
nine to his daughter Helena Brewington in 1762.

At the time of this transaction, both water lots were still underwater,
although water lot seven had been extended by Wynant Van landt "in his Life
Time" below "Low Water Mark and Improved" (Liber 37:40-46). Some improvement
had evidently taken pl ace on water lot ei ght as well, si nce further in the
deed, the description of water lot nine cites its western boundary as "Water
Lot No. 8 and the Wharf and Storehouse thereon Built Belonging to the said
David Provost" (Ibid.). Van Zandt , who had lived on Golden Hill in his life-
time, died in 1758 (Scott 1970:66; Scott 1977:57). which implies that the lot
was at 1east parti ally fill ed by 1758. Thomas Vardill acqui red all of water
lot grant fi ve from the hei rs of J ames Burl i ng, the son of the grantee, in
1756 (Liber 42:403). The terms of the deed imply that the fill of this grant
had been accompl i shed by that date, and between 1756 and 1774, the year in
which Vardil1 obtained a water lot grant extending from Front Street into the
East River, he constructed a dwell i ng on Front Street in an area corre-
sponding to lot 31 (Grants of Land under Water 0:447-451). Since it is not
1i kely that the fi 11 of conti guous grants would have been accompl i shed at
different times and the shi p extended from water lot grants one through si x,
the historical evidence appears to indicate that the fill had been completed
in thi s part of the block by 1756 (see Landfi 11 t Chapter 5 for further
discussion and refinement of this assessment).
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This is consistent with information provided in maps by David Grim and F.
Maerscha1ck. Grim's map, describing the city in 1742-1744 but dane from
memory, indicates that development along the southeastern side of Water
Street in the vicini ty of the project area had begun in 1742. By 1755,
according to Maerschalckls map, wharves may have extended along several sides
of the project area (see Plates 5.2 and 5.3), although the 1762 transaction
between Provost and his daughter and son-in-law, Helena and Jacob Brewington,
suggests that the land under the wharf bordering Burling Slip, or Lyons Slip
as it is designated on this map, may have been visible only at low tide. The
Brewington property was however, filled by 1788. Helena Brewington had
signed over. all rights to thi s property to her husband, and when he went
bankrupt it was sold to cover debts. An area corresponding approximately to
Lots 26 and 27 was sold to Elias Nexin:

All those two certain lots situate lying and being in the East Ward
of the Ci ty of New York bei ng-parts of a certayn Water Lot . . .
distinguished by the number Eight the said two Lots being Bounded as
foll ows to wit , Easterly in Front on the Street of wharf on the
west side of Burl ing 51 ip Westerly in the rear by a Lot of Ground
belonging to Wynant Van Zandt Southerly and Northerly be other parts
of the said Lot number Eight still belonging to the said Jacob
Brewi ngton . • . (Lt ber 45: 146).

Therefo re, ba sed on hi stori ca 1 data, fi 11 in the block appears completed
in the vicinity of water lot grants one through six between 1745 and
1755-1756 and was extended somewhat 1ater the full di stance to Burl ing 51ip
(see Landfill, Chapter 5, for archaeological interpretations).

SOCIAL NETWORKANDPROCESS

Most owners of shore properti es were eager to acqui re the ri ghts to fi 11
1ands underwater in front of thei r ho1di ngs, hopi ng to bui 1d docks and ferry
landings. One analysis of the pattern of water lot grants shows "palpable
di scriminati on in awardi ng of 1ands", by givi ng magi strates preferenti al
treatment in the acquistion of these rights (Peterson and Edwards 1917:150).
Despite this contention, the gr.antees of water lots in the project area
consisted largely of property holders on the block immediately northward
(i.e., Block 70) and of individuals whose livelihoods were linked to maritime
trade and associated industries. On April IS, 1736, for example Philip
Schuyler received a grant to fill the area west of Fletcher Street, adjacent
to the project area; he had justified his request an the basis of owning most
of the property immediately north of this grant (Stokes 1916-1919 111:547).

Abraham and Peter DePeyster had 1arge real estate and fi nanci al interests
in New York City and the Hudson River Vall ey. The DePeyster mansi on stood
just north of their water lot grant. Tiebout was a turner and part owner in
1738 of the sloop Mary and Margaret of New York (Great Britain, Public Record
Office, Naval Offlcer's Recordsl. Rycke was a blacksmith, and Van Zandt was
a turner in 1737, although when he died in 1753, he identified himself as "of
thi s Ci ty of New York B1ockmaker" (Record of Will s 20: 465). All three of
these men owned "tenements" on Water Street across from their grants, as did
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El i zabeth Schuyl er , Edward Burl i ng and Peter Bayard. Schuyl er , Burl i ng and
Bayard were all merchants, although Bayard lived in Essex County, New Jersey.
owning extensive properties in both New Jersey and New York (Record of Will s
15 :34) .

East Jersey was economically and cut turally part of the Hudson River
valley system, and it is not surprising to find individuals in New York City
holding real estate in both colonies. The DePeysters and the Schuylers both
owned property in New Jersey, and James Alexander, who acted as Archibald
Kennedy's attorney and owned water lot grant number two jointly with him, was
also Surveyor for New Jersey. In the 1730s, Alexander had been Naval Officer
for the port of New York. The interests that were involved in the earliest
development of the block were. therefore, both large and small in scale,
representing the city1s merchants, speculators and artisans. The diverse
sources of wealth, and the geographical range of their investments, refl ects
the lack of specialization in the colonial economy and the extent to which
the agricultural hinterland supported the urban economy. Thus, prior to
industrialization, the city acted as a trans-shipment point for marketing and
agricultural surplus or items extracted for the environment (e.g., skins.
furs, timber, etc.) and for supp1yi ng imported items to its regional base
(for a discussion of colonial urban models, see Goldfield 198!). Although
the economic dependency of the urban economy on its regional base has been
considered a characteristic of a colonial situation, the fluid wealth that
gradually accumu1 ated in the hands of urban merchants by the eve of the
Revo1uti on fanned a pool of investment capi tal that became necessary for
industrialization to take place in the decades that followed the War for
Independence (Jones 1980).

Ei ghteenth-century Angl o-Ameri can cul ture can be frui tfully understood as
a matrix of kinship, localism, and acquaintanceship. Henry Cuyler, for
example, traded in partnership with both James Alexander and Abraham
DePeyster: he was married to one of DePeyster's daughters. Alexander's wife
Mary, a substantial merchant in her own right, was married first to David
Provost (Jordan 1977), the father of the David Provost who eventually
acqui red water lot grants ei ght and ni ne. The tenns of the water lot grants,
virtually identical in each of the eight grants, imply that the grantees,
although individually responsible for only a portion of the wharf
construction and landfill, were expected to cooperate in accomplishing the
work. Review of extant personal papers belonging to Elizabeth Schuyler.
James A1exander and Abraham DePeyster show that all of the grantees did
business with one another between 1737 and 1747, the period in which they
were supposed to complete the fill. Although none of these people appear to
have been related by marriage or by birth, their proximity and commercial
ties formed the basis for collective enterpriese. Eight of them -- the
DePeyster brothers, Kennedy, Alexander, Tiebout, Rycke. Burling, and Schuyler
-- had frequent deal; ngs with one another in the late 1730s. It is not
surpri sing then. that the vessel excavated in thi s site extended across the
six contiguous water lot grants that these people individually owned.

In the 1ate summer and early fall of 1737. water lots were granted to
Abraham and Peter OePeyster. James A1exander and Archibal d Kennedy, John
Ti ebout, Henry Rycke, El; zabeth Schuyl er, Edward Burl i ng, and Peter Bayard,
who were di rected to comp1ete the 1andfi1l in the next ten years. Schuyl er IS
ledger from the period 1737-1769 has survived. It shows that she traded
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extensively in the transatlantic, West Indian, and coastal circuits as far
west as the Mississippi River. She maintained as well, a retail establish-
ment evidently in the city. In 1737 al one , she supplied silk and lace to
Abraham DePeyster; shal l oon and purple cloth to James Alexander; and sugar,
cambrick, calico and other items to John Tiebout. Henry Rycke supplied her
with carting services in exchange for numerous small items between 1737 and
1739, and she obtained cheese from Edward Burling, which she may then have
reshipped to Carolina or to the West Indies (Schuyler 1737-1769:38, 57, 99,
68, 148, 242).

DePeyster, Alexander, and Schuyler were the most substantial individuals
associated with the landfill of the site. All three dealt with the same con-
signment agent in London, Rodrigo Pacheco~ a Sephardic Jew with contacts in
Europe. In 1737, Schuyl er had more than forty pounds worth of items in
account with Pacheco consigned on board the Albany, Will iam Bryant, Master
(Schuyler 1737-1769:79). In 1739, she sent Pacheco two more cargoes on board
the Catharine and the Carolina (Ibid.:166, 186). Alexander also did business
with Pacheco between 1737 and 1745, shipping and receiving consignments on
board the Albany, London, Oswego, Antilope, Free Mason, Carolina, Dolphin,
Catharine, and Patience (Pacheco 1737; Pacheco 1738; Invoice of Sundry'S
1743; Pacheco 1743; Pacheco 1745). Like Schuyler, Alexander engaged in the
West Indian and coastal trades in addition to his legal practice and survey-
oris business in New York and New Jersey (Chenard 1732-1733; Swad1e 1738).
Fi nally, a1 though Abraham DePeyster had more extensive financi al interests
than either Schuyler of Alexander, in company with his brother Isaac and
alone, he too dealt with Pacheco in 1737,1738 and again in 1743 (Pacheco
1737-1738; Invoice of Sundry's 1743).

Unlike Schuyler and DePeyster, Alexander's and Pacheco's investments in
trade extended beyond cargoes to include an interest in the vessels
themselves. Pacheco owned the Patience outright, but in any given voyage, a
group of investors might come together to buy whole or part interest in a
vessel. At the conc1 usi on of the voyage, whi ch might 1ast several years,
i nvol vi ng a seri es of stops along the North Ameri can coast and the West
Indies before crossing the Atlantic, the investors might sell their shares to
others or to the principal owners of the vessel.

Typi cal of the compl i cated transacti ons assoc i ated wi th thi s trade were
the experiences of the Patience, the London and the Albany. In June of 1743,
the owners of the London, together with Abraham and Isaac DePeyster, shipped
a cargo consi sting primarily of naval stores from New York to London; the
owners i ncl uded Pacheco, Alexander, Robert Livi ngston and Sameul Myers Cohen
(Invoice of Sundry I s 1743). Between 1735 and 1736, the Patience, owned by
Pacheco, made two trips a year from New York bound for South Carol ina, New-
foundland and Lisbon (Great Britain, Public Record Office, Naval Officers
Records). In May of 1737, Pacheco and Isaac DePeyster of New York City were
listed as the owners in the Patience1s Newfoundland-bound voyage (Ibid.). In
the Patience's voyages of the 1740s, however, Pacheco was once more listed as
the sol e owner.

Finally, the Albany's history from 1735 to 1743 offers an instructive
example of the vicissitudes of trade. The ship sailed between New York and
London twice a year in the mid and late 1730s. It was owned in 1735 by
Robert Li vi ngston and Henry Cuyl er of New York, and Samuel Stork of London.
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In 1736, the fi rst Albany was sold in London because its hull had rotted
beyond repair (Ships file, Alpany), and a second vessel, built in New
England, was bought and given the same name. Cuyler and Livingston evidently
sold their shares in the vessel, since Thomas Gainsborough and Samuel Stork,
both of London, were listed as the owners when the vessel entered New York in
the spri ng of 1737. The Albany conti nued to ply thi s trade through the end
of the decade, but in 1741, Stork, in company once more with Henry Cuyler,
James Alexander, and Robert Livingston sent the vessel from New York to
Jamaica, from Jamaica on to Honduras, and from Honduras to Amsterdam. The
ship arrived safely in Amsterdam but was detained because its cargo met a
depressed market. Stork in the meantime, decided to sell his share and sent
i nstructi ons to that effect to thei r agent. He refused, however, to settl e
for a price that would not yield him at least $100, and a buyer could not be
found. The problem was made more difficult, in that Engl ish law prohibited
foreigners from buying or investing in English (or English colonial) ships
(Ibid.). The Albany finally returned to England, where Stork disavowed any
responsibilities either for the condition of the vessel or for paying the
crew. The captai n paid the crew out of hi s own pocket; the Albany made its
way back to New York, and the captain and crew brought suit tn Admiralty
Court, where the American owners' interests were handled by the ubiquitous
James Alexander (Ibid.). In this period, Henry Cuyler also did business with
his father-in-law, Abraham DePeyster. When OePeyster died in 1768, his
inventory included Cuyler's note for more than five hundred pounds (OePeyster
1768 ).

The file on the case of the Albany is incomplete, and its resolution is
unknown. Li vi ngston and Alexander evi dently retai ned whol e or parti al
interest in the ship since it .arrived in London in 1744 carrying a cargo of
barrel staves and turpenti ne consi gned to Rodri go Pacheco. Pacheco unloaded
these items but held them temporarily, awaiting a better market. In the
meantime, he reported to Livingston and Alexander:

When the shi p be cl ear we shall proceed and put her up at 11oyd" s
Coffee-house at L150 and Let her go to the highest bidder; we fear
the price will be low; for old Ships here sell very poorly;
especially those built in yo(u)r Parts (Pacheco 1743:4).

In addition to his own investments in ships, Alexander acted on Archibald
Kennedy IS behal fin vari ous 1egal matters, whi ch also concerned shi ps., In
1741, for example, Kennedy wrote Alexander requesting information on a case
pending concerning the sloop Mary and Margaret (Kennedy 1740-1741). John Tie-
bout was part owner of a sloop named Margaret and Mary of New York in 1739,
and although this probably is not the same vessel, it is clear from Schuy-
ler's ledger that she used Tiebout's sloop in some of her ventures (Schuyler
1737-1769:199). People who SUbsequently bought property within the area
defined by these water lots grants, were also members of this business circle
or had strong associations with overseas trade. Peter Remson, who later
bought a portion of the DePeysters' grant and owned a water lot grantee him-
self; also owed Abraham OePeyster more when OePeyster died in 1768 (DePeyster
1768; Remson 1769). David Provost did business with Alexander and Pacheco in
the 1730s; he later bought Bayard's water lot grant (number eight) (Pacheco
1737) . Fi nally, Thomas Vardi 11, who bought Burl i ng I s property in 1756, had
been a mariner and Master of the Mary and Margaret of Bermuda in 1739, which
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is possibly the same Mary and Margaret Kennedy owned two years 1ater (Great
Britain, Public Record Off1ce. Naval Officer1s Records).

Investors like Alexander, DePeyster, and Schuyler were clearly accustomed
to temporary acquistions of shares in vessels, and like Tiebout, they were in
a post ti on to have easy access to vessel s , Tonti ne I s Coffee House, located
at the corner of Wall Street and Queen1s Wharf (later Water Street), played a
role in New York similar to that of Lloyd's in London. Clearly, Alexander
had direct experience with selling obsolete ships in London, which apparently
was not an uncommon practice. Any of several of these peopl e coul d easily
have found. or already owned, ships beyond repair in the 1730s and 1740s that
they call ectively decided to use for cribbing along the far edge of thei r
water lot grants.

Engineering

Fill along the coastline of Manhattan began in the Dutch period, well
before public authority for it was articulated in the Dongan Charter of 1696.
The earliest water lot grant, in the nine block area that presently
constitutes the South Street Seaport Historic District. dates from 1719, and
fill in the vici nity was compl ete about one hundred years 1ater (Brouwer
1980). Although the manner in which grantees were to accomplish the fill
became delineated with increasing precision in the 1730s, information
concerning actual techniques of landfill remains elusive.

Construction of quays was the first step in the process of "nakf nq" land.
As early as 1716, a Huguenot vi si tor remarked on the extent of the harbour
works in New York: na fi ne quay . . • rei gns all around the town, buil t wi th
stone and piers of wood outside. There are small docks for cleaning and
building small ships. At high water. the vessels come up to the quay to lade
and unladen (as quoted in Still 1956:17). The construction of stone wharves
and wooden pi ers can al so be seen in the Burgi s View of Manhattan from the
East River, which is dated 1719. The grantee then built a bulkhead of wood
and stone and filled the space between the bulkhead and the dock. Hector St.
Jean de Crevecoeur described Wharf constructJon in the 1770s thus:

I have seen them made in forty feet of water. This is done with the
trunks of pine attached together which they gradually sink. fill in
wi th stone and cover the surface wi th earth" (as quoted in
Ibid. : 170 ).

Construction techniques appear to have remained relatively conservative.
In 1836. James Fenimore Cooper described the wharves of New York as being "of
very simple contruction. A framework of hewn logs is filled with loose stone
and covered with a surface of trodden earth" (as quoted in Dean and Rosebrock
1975:16) .

Despite the consistency in the
construction in New York became more
Englishman David Stevenson traveled in
techni ques wi th the same interest that
manners. Stevenson was struck by the
harbour. which was protected from the

descriptions, accounts of harbour
precise with time. In the 1830s,
North America. studying engineering

Alexis de Toqueville viewed American
natural advantages of the New York
Atl anti c , yet deep enough to a11 ow
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"vessels of the largest class to lie afloat during low water of spring
ti des, moored to the quays which bound the seaward si de of the ct ty; and the
erection of wooden jetties, the inhabitants are enabled, at very small
expenditure, to enlarge the accomodation of their port, and adapt it to their
increasing trade II (Stevenson 1838:23). Not only had New Yorkers solved the
problem of the effect of tides, but they had done so with an almost
profligate use of wood. His description is long, but because of its
precision and subsequent republication, it is worth quoting in detail:

A row of wooden pil es , driven close to each other into the bed of
the ri ver, forms the face-work of the quay, which is prod ected from
the shore as far as is necessary to obtain a depth of water
sufficient to flat the largest class of vessels at all times of the
ti de. The si tua ti on of New York, in thi s respect is very favour-
ab1e , as deep water is very generally obtained forty of fifty feet
from the margin of the water. The piles, of which the face-work of
the pi ers is composed, are dri ven perpendi cul arl y into the ground,
and are secured in their place by horizontal wale-pieces or
stretchers, bol ted on the face of the quay, and runni ng throughout
its whole extent. Diagonal braces are also bolted on the inside of
the pil es, and beams of wood are connected to the face-work, and
extend behind it to the shore, in which they are firmly embedded.
These beams act both as structs and ti es, servi ng to counteract the
tendency of lateral pressure, whether acting externally or internal-
ly, to derange the line of the quay. The void' between the
perpendicul ar pil es , which fonn the face-work and the sl opi ng bank
rising from the margin of the water, is generally filled up with
earth, obtained in the operation of levelling sites and excavating
foundations for the dwellings and warehouses of the city. This
hearti ng of earth is carr t ed to the hei ght of about fi ve feet above
high water in spring tides, at which level the heads of the piles,
formi ng the face-work, are cut off, and whole roadway or surface of
the quay is then planked over. The planking used in fanning the
roadway of the quay is, in some cases, 1eft quite exposed; but, in
general, where there is a great thoroughfare, the surface of the
quays is pi tched with round water-worn stones, and corresponds, in
appearance and level, and the adjacent streets (Stevenson
1838: 25-26) .

Marveling' at the cavalier manner with which Americans treated wood, he
closed his description of wharf construction by observing that:

The wood-work in the quays and jetties is of a very rude
description. The timbers employed in their construction are seldom
squared, and never, in any case, protected by paint or coal-tar from
the destroy; ng effects of the atmosphere. Wood is so pl entiful ; n
America, that to repair, or even construct works in which timber is
the only material employed, is generally regarded as a very light
matter (Ibid.:27).

Jetties, constructed in the same manner, extended into the harbour from
the quays. They were located about three to four hundred feet apart, and
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measured from two to three hundred feet long by fi fty to si xty feet wide.
Shi ps , accordi hg to Stevenson. were "moored in the bays formed between the
projecting jetties. where they lie closely penned together. waiting their
turn to get a alongside the wharf's" (Stevenson 1838:27).

More than a decade before the Revolution. inhabitants in the vicinity of
the project area compl ained to the Common Council about congestion in the
sl ips. John Riker. possibly the same John Riker who inherited Henry Ryckel s
water lot grant within the project area. together with some sixty inhabitants
of Burling Slip and vicinity. asked the Council to have Burling Slip filled
and paved over. The market at the head of the sl ip had become more of a
"Comnon Nui sance" than a "Publ ick Convenience" since it was patronized by
lithe Cattl e of thi s City shel teri ng and lyi ng in the said market house and
Idle people. Boys and Negroes spending their Masters Time by playing and
GamingU (As quoted in Stokes 1911-1919:VI:215-216). The slip itself "by the
Filth of higher Parts Descending by force of Rains is in a Great Measure
fill ed up so that Scarce any Craft but very small can be Conveyed wi thi n
several Rods Distance from the said market house. and that such Fil th and
dirt at many times and Generally in the Warm Season are Nautious and
Offensive as well to the heal th of those Living contiguous to the sl ip"
(Stokes 1916-1919:VI:215-216) .

Although fill might be accomplished through accretion. such as that
described in this petition, Stevenson indicated that material for the fill
might a1 so be del iberately brought in from gradi n9 operati ons el sewhere in
the city. This had been customary since the Colonial period. and sources
included discard from domestic and commercial sites (Harris 1980). Another
source was ships abandoned "atther in situ or deposited expl icitly for the
purpose of making land" (Ibid.:9). ---

Evi dence of wooden shi ps that appear to have been used as 1andfi 11 have
been found in other locations in Manhattan. These include part of what is
believed to have been the Dutch ship Tijger (1617), found during construction
of the Courtland Street subway station in 1916; portions of wooden ships
discovered during excavation for the foundation of a new building at Hanover
Square in the 1960s; and still more wooden vessels were found during construc-
tion of the World Trade Center in the early 1970s (Brouwer 1980). Finally.
an ei ghteenth century ship was di scovered in the basement of one of the
nineteenth-century buildings that form the South Street Seaport Historic
District (Ibid.) •. It appears to have been used as part of the foundation of
the buil ding.

The central question is. however, were these ships put in the fill
deliberately, or were they idiosyncratically allowed to remain as part of the
landfill? Stevenson1s early nineteenth and Crevecoeur's late eighteenth
century descriptions of the process of making land imply that wooden
structures were built specifically for the purposed stabil iZing landfill.
Yet. it is also known that in at least one case in the early 1720s.
Englishmen used the Bedford Galley. a derelict, as part of the foundation for
a new building at Sheerness dockyard (Millar 1978:64).

The earliest records of a ship in the landfill of New York describes a
privateer abandoned in Beekmans Slip in 1784. which had sunk partly in the
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said slop and partly on the ground where the street is to be made (Minutes of
the CommonCouncil VI: 52) . The magistrates subsequently decided to a" ow the
derelict to remain where it was as part of the landfill. The incident,
however, probably came to their attention in the first place because the ship
constitued a publ ic nuisance, lying for two years partially in the slip,
which was publ ic property, and partially in the prtvate1y owned lot. Thi s
impl ies that the use of ships in the landfill was not in itsel f unusual in
the late-eighteenthlCentury.

Between England of the 1720s and New Yor~ of the 1830s, then, practice
apparently changed. Engineering techniques became more formal, and in a
sense, more self-conscious, requiring construction of structures designed to
perform specific functions. This is consistent with the transformation of
civil engineering from a nonliterate, apprenticed craft to a literate,
1earned fi el d that sought to develop a corpus of pri nci pl es that could be
applied to a series of situations sharing similar characteristics, and to
extrapolate from any given problem concepts that could be profitably
transferred to other settings. This development occured in the middle of the
eighteenth century in France, at the end of the century in England, and was
subsequently true in the United States (Calhoun 1960). Discovery of the ship
in the landfill in the project area obliquely confirms this interpretation
and constitutes evidence of the importation of English building customs.
A1though the i ntenti on by the water lot grantees to use the defunct vessel
for thi s purpose has not been documented, we can concl ude that they di d have
familiarity with, and access to, ships, and in their time they were heirs to
a nonl iterate tradi ti on that used derel i ct shi ps for foundati ons , Further,
we might speculate that the earlier that the landfill was accomplished in New
York, the more likely it becomes that ships were used in the process.
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PROJECTAREA: SETTLEMENTTO CIVIL WAR

Introduction

It has been thought that neighborhood specialization was a characteristic
of i ndustri al i zi ng or moderni zi ng ci ti es. Sophi sti cated research in urban
history has done much to clarify current understanding of spatial segregation
by ethnicity, class, and occupation, and the separation of the place of work
from the place of residence. Studies in the fonner problem are frequently
associated with the evolution of the Central Business District, and studies
in the latter have been conventionally subsumed into inquiries relating to
the "journey-to-work" (Greenberg 1981; Hershberg 1981). Relevant factors
have incl uded the nature of a city's economic organi zati on and access to
transportation. The bulk of this work, however, has re1 ied on census data
and other quantifiable materials that become abundant in the second half of
the ni neteenth century, and refl ects the extraordi nary impact that access to
computers has had on historical research. Quantitative data support elegant
and precise analysis, but adherence to the methodology and the kind of data
required in order to do it has tended to reinforce the association between
spatial segregation and the massive changes in the American economy in the
mid- and late-nineteenth century.

Creative research on several colonial American cities, including New
York, has modified this belief by demonstrating that spatial segregation by
both social and economic categories characterized the settlement patterns of
these cities well before the historical changes associated with
industrialization began. Both New York and Phi1adephia developed
neighborhoods defined by wealth and social status that appear to correlate
with the increasing stratification of wealth. Similar statements have been
made about Boston, and in all three of these cities, self-conscious merchant
elites dominated urban politics and sought to extend their control through
the agri cu1 tural hi nterl ands that supported their urban economi es (Greenberg
1979). On the other hand, important research into the distribution of weal th
on the eve of the War of I ndependence has shown that col oni a1 soci al struc-
ture was in a state of great flux, and that, although the basis of early-
nineteenth-century stratification was prefigured, the 1ines were far from
fast (Jones 1981). "We are confronted, then, with an important paradox in
American social history. The eighteenth century, which prized stability,
order, and deference, was in actuality, a period of greater social insta-
bility and, by implication. greater opportunity, than was the age of Jackson,
whien, in spi te of its rhetori c of the "common nan", was the peri od in whi ch
firm lines of stratification by wealth can clearly be discerned.

Its most recent biographer has called New York City lithe fair-haired
child of the progressive nineteenth century" (Spann 1981:401). The city
represents by turns the best. worst. richest. and poorest in American urban
history. Rapid and erratic growth was at least one reason for these extremes
and commerce, and its position as a center in the nineteenth-century world-
wide exchange supported the urban economy. The following discussion con-
siders the extent to which we can understand the history of the 175 Water
Street block, in terms of the history of New York and the process of
urbani sm, and the extent to whi ch thi s "mt crohi story" ampl ifi es current
understandi ng of issues in urban hi story. Pri ncipal among these are spati al
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segregation (c1 ass and function). extension of pub1 ic services (water and
sewage). and the evolution of the central business district in lower
Manhattan.

Colonial and Revolutionary

As early as 1703. land use patterns based on English and Dutch ethnicity
could be discerned in New York City's urban landscape. By 1730, geographical
di s tri buti ons of occupa ti ana 1 groups were ev ident. as were soc i a1 and ethn i c
concentra ti ons , The East Ward. whi ch included the area immedi ate 1y i n1and
from the project area, was north of the si te of ini ti al sett1 ement but was
the loci of the ci ty IS rapi d1y expanding popul ati on. The center of popul a-
tion was along the East River, and the focus of the mercantile community

• 11 remained firmly fixed in the area of the river docks" (Wilkenfe1d 1976:172).
New York1s prosperity rested on its commerce. It is, therefore, not surpris-
ing to find that although only 35 percent of the c itys population lived in
the East Ward, 48.2 percent of those whose assessed weal th equal ed sixty
pounds or more (i .e., the top 9.8 percent of the total population of the
city) inhabited this ward (Ibid.:171-172). Thus, the DePeyster mansion.
which was located adjacent to the project area. should be seen as more
representative of the use of space rather than atypical.

Al though the East Ward represented the geographical focus of mercantil e
weal tn and power in the early-eighteenth century, the s t tuation changed
somewhat by the 1760s and 1770s. The most visible neighborhood in pre-
Revolutionary New York was along the East River, nits commercial quarter, the
section where most of its merchants had their establ ishments and where the
bulk of its wholesale and retail business in imported commodities was trans-
acted" (Abbott 1974: 41) . Not only were tradi ng establ i shments concentrated
along the waterfront, Queen Street, Dock Street, Smith Street, Wall Street,
and Hanover Square, but such enterpri ses were noti ceably absent from other
areas of the city, and important commercial insti tuti ons associated wi th
trade (e.g., Customs House, Exchange, Exchange Coffee House, and the
Merchants Coffee House) were also located in the same area (Ibid.:42). Most
of the good resi denti al streets were a1 so si gnificant commerci al streets,
although the most fashionable area was lower Broadway and directly east of
the Fort. Residences of the affluent, moreover, were SUbstantially distant
from the docks themselves. Another clearly defined neighborhood among the
most unsavory, was the waterfront along the East River, which included the
project area. There, taverns and brothels, frequented annually by an estimat-
ed 3,000 sailors, provided the setting for "dr tnktnq, Tippling, Quarrelling,
fighting, gaming, and mt sbenavtnq" (as quoted Ibid. :50).

As a whol e, the ci ty IS 1andscape on the eve of the War of Independence
consisted both of social and economic divisions (see Figure 2.2). A
commercial district extended along the lower East River. Light manufacturing
and retail ;ng concentrated in the middle section, and nascent heavier and
II nui sance" i ndustri es (di sti 11eri es , breweri es, sugar house. sl aughter house,
shipyard, and ropewalks) were located on the periphery primarily toward the
north (Abbott 1974:51). The upper classes tended to congregate within the
commercial district and west of Broad Street. Artisans and tradesmen
clustered in the central portion, and the undesirable, peripheral areas
became home for the poor and the transient (Ibid.:51).
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Between 1729 and 1737., New York C;ty ,entered a peri od of economi c
stagnation which substant'ially hurt the portIs shipbuilding industry. Many
merchants, in fact, abandoned shi pbui1 di ng in order to 1end the; r money at
interest. In the 17405, war in Europe led to economic recovery and
demographic growth. Revised estimates for the city's population, which
indicates a period of sudden growth in approximately the years during which
landfill in the project area was accomplished, are presented in Table 2.1
(Nash 1979:430-433).

On the basis of concurrent population expansion in the period during
which the landfill was supposed to be completed, it is tempting to argue that
demographic pressure created the need for more space and hence motivated the
landfill. It is felt, however, that this is a crude explanation that fails
to consider the complexities of colonial urban population growth and the
meaning of harbour construction in New York City. On the basis of the
demographi c pattern in New York that has been summari zed above, Nash argues
that colonial cities saw spurts of population growth. Although the long term
trend was generally up, urban demographi c growth, he contends, "was
interrupted by periods of stagnation and decline. The commercial centers of
colonial life were highly sensitive to both internal and external economic
factors, and their populations, therefore, forged ahead in some eras, slowed
to a crawl in others, and even on occasion receded" (Nash 1979:435). It is
difficult, then, to imagine real estate entrepreneurs investing in urban
properties, expecting to see a return, 'when in their working lifetimes they
regularly saw short cycles of stagnation and growth. When James Alexander
died, for example, his portfolio of real estate owned jointly with his wife
i ncl uded over twenty thousand pounds worth of property. None of thi s 1and
was located in New York City, a1 though the Alexanders di d ho1d property in
New Paltz, Minisink Patent, and other locations throughout the New York
colony that were associated with large scale immigration (Alexander 1757).

In the eighteenth century, the population of the colonies grew at a
phenomenal rate, almost doubl ing every twenty-five years, and by the eve of
the Revolution, the vast majority of the inhabitants were rural (Bailyn et
al. 197:164). Campaigns of active recruitment in northern Ireland and in the
upper Rhine promised agrarian peasants a stake in the New World. Consequent-
ly, it was geared to rural rather than urban settlement, and not surprising-
lYt investors like James and Mary Alexander, Abraham DePeyster, and members
of the Schuyler family bought undeveloped acres in the wilderness of New York
and New Jersey. ThUS, speculation in real estate took place primarily in
rural areas, and it is unl ikely that landfill was seen as another area in
which this activity might take place.

On the other hand, the improved harbour facilities associated with
landfill could and. did serve the interests of mercantile and connnercial
i ndustri es , wh i ch , it has been shown, owned the ri ghts to fi 11 1ands under-
water in the project area. Granting of lands underwater, it will also be
recalled, was a mechanism that the city of New York employed in order to
rai se money. It was a Ionq-term program that arose from the financi al needs
of the city and served maritime and commercfal interests by creating improved
harbour facilities and by generating income. The grants associated with the
project area, moreover, followed a period of demographic stagnation. The'
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Figure 2.2
1-75 WATER STREET

Neighborhood Map*
New York Prior to 1776
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NEIGHBORHOODS OF NEW YORK CITY BEFORE THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION:
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*based on Abbott 1974:55
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fact that the city grew suddenly meant that these docks unwittingly became
the haunts of those who could not find housing elsewhere in the suddenly
overcrowded city. The crowded conditions in the vicinity of the

Table 2.1 175 WATER STREET: Population of New York City, 1723-1746

Year Total White Population Total"Black Population Total City
Population

1723 5,886 1,362
1731 7,045 1,577
1737 6,945 1,719
1746 9,253 2,444
Note: These statistics are based on Nashls corrected figures.
Source: Nash 1979:433

7,248
8,622
8,664

11,697
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docks intensified after the Revolutionary War. Population in the city
doubled between 1785 and 1795, and increasing volume of trade in the 1770s
heightened activity along the wharves (Blackmar 1979).

In 1773, the City began to grant rights to fill lands underwater in the
block immediately adjacent to the southeast of the project area, indicati ng
that the fill in the project area has"been completed. Unfortunately, little
is known about early structures within the project area, although the avail-
able infonnation suggests that they were both domestic and commercial. The
wharves along Fletcher, Water, and Front Streets and along Burling Slip were
the earliest structures, and were, of course, commercial in function. On the
wharves warehouses and shops were buil t , By the time David Provost died in
1754, for example, he had built a wharf and a storehouse "thereon" water lot
grant number eight (Liber 37:40-46). The buildings apparently extended
almost the 1ength of the wharf. In 1760, John Riker (heir to water lot grant
number four) and other inhabitants of Burling Slip and vicinity, petitioned
the CommonCouncil to fill in the slip, pointing out that the:

Docks and wharves each side of said sl ip are so narrow that when
foot peopl e meet carts pass; ng there it is Dangerous for them and
Especially the dock or wharf on the west side of said slip (Le.,
apparently the boundary of the project area that bordered on Burling
Slip) which has a considerable descent from the wall of the house to
the slip (as quoted in Stokes 1916-1919: VI:215016).

Some confusion arises in determining the function of these early
buildings, since the word "house" was typically used to denote a building.
"Dwellingll applied to a residence; 11 shop" meant a store, and lIstorell

indicated a warehouse. Documents contai ni ng information on the first phase
of occupa ti on of the proj ect area fo 11ow;ng its use as a dock; ng fac i 1; ty
indicate the presence of dwellings, and therefore residences, which may have
nest1 ed among the shops and warehouses. By the 1770s, there were dwell; nss
on lots 19,32 and 31. By the period 1785-1790, however, the area was
predominantly commercial, consisting of shops and rental properties. On Lot
18 was a dry goods store. On Lot 19 was a warehouse. On 20 was another dry
goods store. On Lot 21 stood a third ~ry goods shop. On Lot 22 was a china
and glass shop. An ironmonger rented a facility from William Lupton on Lot
23. On Lot 33, Timothy Crowl ey rented a IIhouse and l ct" from owner Teuni s
Ti ebout . John Riker rented space to three tenants on Lot 32 in 1789-.1790,
before sell i ng the property to the firm of grocers, James and Gil bert
Woodfu11, in 1792.

On several of these lots, residential tenants apparently rented space,
either above or behind the commercial space. The residential tenants, how-
ever, di d not al ways appear to have been the same peop1 e who rented commer-
cial space in these buildings. On the eight lots whose occupants and owners,
prior to 1790, are known (18,19,20,21,22,23,33, and 32), all were
leased by their owners to tenants. Six were occupied by tenants who both
lived and worked on the premises. One lot was only leased to a residential
tenant. One was only rented to a commerci al tenant, and one was rented to
three tenants, only one of whom also lived on the site.

Over the course of the eighteenth century, the project area changed from
an area inhabited in the 1730s by affluent merchants, to a neighborhood that
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was associated with pover ty , vi o'l ence , and transiency on the eve of the
Revolution. The owners of property in the project area at the end of the
century used it as a source of income so that even space that might be
construed as "res ident ial II in function was al ready commerci al to the extent
that it represented a source of income to its owner, and development had
taken place with that thought in mind. The commercial ized qual ity of the
property within the project area suggests, moreover, that it constitued an
environment conducive to transiency. Abbott's analysis (1974)~ which has
been summarized above, suggests that separati on of the workpl ace from the
residence had already occurred by the eve of the Revolution, and that this
pattern characterized the work/residence pattern of the mercantile upper
classes. Their wealth was associated with the docks along the East River,
but their residences tended to congregate below Wall Street~ near lower
Broadway and the Fort. Clearly they did not live in the vicinity of the
docks the way that Abraham DePeyster and hisramily had. The weight of the
literature indicates that well before industrialization began to occur in New
York City for the affl uent, the "Journey to work" had al ready begun.

Extension of Public Services

Obtaining fresh drinking water for inhabitants was a problem almost as
old as the city itself. Kalch-Hook, located on the site of the Tombs, was a
fresh water pond of about 48 acres. SUbsequently known as the Collect, first
the Dutch and then the Engl ish used the ponds as a source of fresh water.
Seventeenth-century Dutch settl ers al so obtai ned water from shallow wells ~
although water near the shore was found to be brackish. In 1658~ the first
pUblic well, located near the Fort, on Broadway just south of Bowling Green,
began to function. Public wells were subsequently built at the street
corners, and the al derman and local representative to the Common Council
supervised distribution of water within each ward. Although the quality of
water used for general purposes was less worrisome, the problem of obtaining
drinking water per s isted, and by the mid-eighteenth century, Tea Water Pump,
located near the juncti on of Chatham and Roosevel t Streets, was consi dered
the only source for drinking water. Water from this source, and that brought
in across the Hudson River from New Jersey and upper New York, was stored in
barrels for distribution, but it deteriorated rapidly (Wegman 1896:1-3;
Rappole 1978:15).

In 1774, Christopher Colles~ a French engineer, first proposed a project
for constructing a city-wide water works, consisting of a reservoir, wel l s ,
and pumps wi th pi pes 1ai d along the streets. A reservoi r, whi ch i ncl uded
access to the Collect, was built east of Broadway between Pearl and White
Streets. The system went into operation in 1776, but insufficient supply and
confusion associated with the War of Independence resulted in decl ine and
abandonment (Wegman 1896:4). Several plans involving the Collect circulated
between 1785 and 1789~ but nothing substantial was accomplished. In 1789,
Robert Page of Virginia wrote his son that New York was a dirty. crowded
place with crooked streets "full of Hogs and mud" but:

what is remarkable here is that there is but one Well of Water Which
furnishes the Inhabitants with Drink so that water is bought here by
everyone Who drinks it, except the owner of the well, four Carts are

40



constantly going around selling it at three Gallons for two Coppers,
that is a Penney for every 3 Gall ons of Water---the other well s &
Pumps serve for washing and nothing else (Page 1789:290).

In a subsequent letter, Page elaborated:

I tal d you once ina hurry that two Carts carri ed Water around thi s
City for the Drink of Inhabitants. I should have said 200 for that
is the 1east number employed in that Busi ness. A. Pump constantl y at
work by Horses raises the Water whi ch is then di s tri buted & sold to
the Inhabitants for the Price mentioned before (Page 1789:292).

In 1789, the state of New York granted the Manhattan Company a charter,
gi vi ng the company ri ghts to construct a water system for the Ci ty of New
York. The company was expected to obtai n water from the Bronx River or some
other stream, st nce local well s and the Call ect were bel i eved polluted and
unsafe. The company, however, used the charter to advance its banking inte-
rests, and efforts to provide water were limited. Its financial activites,
on the other hand, were extremely successful, and the· company eventually
became the parent of the present Chase Manhattan Bank. Shortly after the
award of the charter, the Manhattan Company obtained several opinions on the
advi sabil i ty of bri ngi ng water in from the Bronx River, the rel ative purity
of water in the Collect, use of iron or wooden pipes, and the profitability
of acquiring a steam engine from Europe (Ring 1799). A large well,
twenty-five feet in diameter, was sunk at the present corner of Reade and
Centre Streets, an area then densely settl ed, and water was pumped through
pi pes to a reservoi r on Chambers Street. Water was then di stributed to
customers from the reservoir through pipes made of hollow logs (Wegmann
1896:12). The earliest plan called for mains along Broadway and Pearl
Streets and 1ateral mai ns on Beekman and Wall Streets (Ri ng 1799). It was
estimated that "5 gall ons per day to each person, or 25 gall ons to each
family" would suffice, and the first year, the coapanys directors
anticipated a revenue of $16,000 based on the rate of $8.00 per house
(Ibid.:5,34).

Despi te arguments on behal f of the durabil ity of i ron as opposed to
wooden pi pes, the company opted for wooden pi pes. Pop1ar roots, however,
tended to create obstruction in the pipes (Report of the Superintendent for
Water Works 1810). In 1810, S. R. Bakewell of Charleston, Virginia, wrote
the Presi dent of the Manhattan Company of hi s own company's newly patented
process for manufacturing "Stone ware pipes for the purpose of conveying
water" and: --

also an excellent Current for joining them together water tight; and
as they are burnt to of Stone and gl azed both inside and out wi th
simply common sal t----for sweetneee and durabil i ty, they certainly
must surpass every other substance now in use, for that purpose;
-- - -we can make them two feet long, and from 1 to 8 inc hes di ameter
of the bore. and the shell of any thickness required (Bakewell
1810).

Efforts to improve and extend the water system, however, proceeded
slowly and by 1823, the company had laid only twenty-three miles of water
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pipes, most of which were wooden. The works consisted of the original well,
operated by two eighteen ~qrsepower steam engJnes that pumped 691,200 gallons
of water per day into the Chamber Street reservoir (Wegmann 1896:12).
Although this did not suffice to meet the demands that the growing popul a-
tions posed, the system was extended as far as the project area. Review of
materi al s in the Chase Archives indicates that water was avail abl e as early
as 1806 on Lot 33, 1809 on Lot 30, and by 1820, the service had been extended
to Lots 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 32, and 36.

Camp1a i nts of the. water system's i nadequac i es were not long in comi ng •
As early as 1810, Henry Livingston wrote Henry Remson, then President of the
Manhattan Company, that even in the winter there was nothi ng "S0 di sagreeabl e
as the water" in New York City. He 1inked the impurities with the increasing
population and warned Remson of the dangers that disease posed, urging him to
consider buf l di ng a system that tapped the Croton River to avert "a Cal amity
that must eventually arise, from the Inhabitants 1iterally in their water
drinking a proportion of their own evacuations as well as that of their
Horses, Cows, Dogs, Cats and other putrid liquids so plentifully dispersed in
the different yards, streets and alleys of the City" (livingston 1810). Some
thirty years later, the forty mile system of pipes and aqueduct bringing
water from the Croton Reservoir to New York was compl eted , and ready access
to water helped work a revolution in the standard of living in the city
(Spann 1981:117-119).

As Livingston1s comments to Remson indicate, the problem of sewage
disposal was linked to a problem of water distribution, since obtaining a
consistent supply of water was insufficient if it became polluted as a result
of poor sanitation and filthy streets. Construction of mains was linked,
moreover, to constructi on of sewers, whi ch were to be fl ushed wi th runni ng
water (Ring 1799). In 1817, however, one irrate citizen wrote the editor of
the New York Evening Post that while strolling down Broadway, "In this center
of taste and fashion and what not, I counted fifteen hogs feeding upon
garbage in the space of twenty rods, and twenty-six more in full sight; not
to mention dogs, goats, etc." (New York Evening Post, JUly 22, 1817). By the
1850s, a population of more than one-half million people shared the city with
22,500 horses that pulled a variety of public conveyances, thousands of dairy
and beef cattle, and a multitude of pigs kept in pens or allowed to wander
through the streets, presumably unescorted (Spann 1981: 129) . As the ci·tyl s
population had spread uptown after 1810, problems had increased since
construction of roads and buildings had interrupted the island's natural
drainage. Until a comprehensive sewage system was built between 1850 and
1855, the city·s residents relied almost entirely upon backyard privies and
cess pools (Ibid.:131). Scavangers emptied these at night and dumped the
contents in the river. It was estimated that 750,000 cubic yards of fi 11
entered the river from this source (Ibid.:132). In 1849, the Croton Aqueduct
Department was reorganized, and its responsibilities expanded to include
sewage di sposal . By 1855, approximately seventy mil es of sewers had been
laid, and one survey in 1856 counted 1,361 baths and 10,384 water closets in
a city of more than 600,000 peopl e (Ibid.: 133). The sewage system was
inadequate, and through the middle decades of the century, New Yorkers and
visitors complained regularly of the noxious smell and threat of pestilence.

42



Water di stributi on was , inked to another urban probl em. fi re preventi on.
Fires as much as clean drinking water and decent sewage disposal. brought
home to urban dwellers the need for collective action. In fact. one of
Benjamin Frankl tns earliest ventures into the realm of public affairs took
place in 1735. when he wrote a paper proposing the organization of a
volunteer fire company in Philadephia. which he subsequently led (Franklin
1964: 174) . The Manhattan Company cl early understood the nexus between fire
prevention and water supply. In 1799. Christopher col l es , than an engineer
in Tarrytown. proposed to the company that he 1ay twenty-four mil es of
conduit pipes of pitch pine timber. These pipes would:

be provided with an apparatus to connect immediately with the hoses
of extinguishing engines, by which means ten thousand hogsheads of
water is, if required. at any emergency, ready to be discharged upon
any accidental fire (as quoted in Ring 1799:22).

The company' s earlies't records, which date to 1820, note the number of
fireplaces in buildings to which water was extended. No known fires occurred
within the project area prior to 1827, but there is some evidence that a
small fire may have damaged parts of the block between 1827 and July 4. 1831
(New York Extra, December 17, 1835). The tax records for 1827 and 1828,
moreover. note that the building at 173 Water Street (lot 22) was in "ruins".
The proj ect area was about three blocks north of the 1ocati on of the great
fire of December 16, 1835. The New York Extra reported that on the night
before, Tuesday; December 15.1835, "eight houses burnt on Water St ." (New
York Extra, December 16, 1835). The tax records either do not give data---or
the properti es are 1i sted as II vacant" for 165, 167. 169. 171. and 173 Water
Street (i.e .• lots 18, 19, 20. 21 and 22). and the city directories are
equally silent in 1836. The sequence of buildings, and the unusual gap in
the records coinciding with the date of the fire, leads to the conclusion
that fire destroyed these buildings in December. 1835. .

Fire struck the area again early in October. 1839. The New York Evening
Post reported that forty-five houses were burned on October- 7. and "the
entire square enclosed by Water. Fulton. Front and Burling Slip was one mass
of f'l ame" (New York Evening Post. October 7, 1839). Thirty-five buildings
were listed among these destroyed including 171 Water Street. 163 Water
Street and five houses on Fletcher (Ibid.). Gaps in otherwise consistent tax
records suggest that 165, 167 and 169 Water Street. the lots between 171 and
163 which are known to have burned. were al so damaged in thi s fire.

Port and Project, 1791-1860

The British anny occupied New York in 1776 and remained for seven years.
During the War of Independence. the city served as the headquarters for
British authority. Although the export of flour that had supported the
portis prosperity in the first two-thirds of the eighteenth century ceased.
the import trade associated with supplying the royal army maintained the
ct tys economic vitality. Peace. dislocation of the mercantile community.
and Great Britain's mercantilist regulations that discriminated against all
foreign trade, including the American, brought lean years in the 1780s, but
hostilities between England and France after 1793 stimulated demand again for
American supplies. In 1797. New York captured first place in the nation in
volume of imports and exports, and the city1s commerce waxed until President
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Thomas Jeffersonl s Embargo of 1807. Al though trade began to revive slowly
toward the end of the first decade of the nineteenth century~ the War of 1812
and power of the royal -navy again brought commerce to a standstill. Trade
through the port foll owi ng peace in 1815 began to expand rapi dly as a resul t
of favorable auction legislation~ decisions on the part of British manufactur-
ers to dump their goods in New York City~ and the institution of scheduled
transatlantic packets in october , 1817. The service from New York to Liver-
pool began in the first week of January 1818 (Albion 1939:1-13).

The distinguishing characteristic of American history in the four decades
preceding the Civil War was that a "modern market economy emerged in coniunc-.
tion with the rapid settlement of virgin land and the unprecedented expansion
of the Western f'rcntf sr" (Davis, in Bailyn et al. 1977:428). Factors in the
process include population qrowth , because of high fertility prior to 1840
and inunigrati on thereafter; natural resources, parti cul arly 1and; improve-
ments in internal transportaion, which facilitated regional specialization;
mari time trade; and early i dustri ali zati on, parti cul arly in textil e manufac-
turing and processing of agricultural commodities in the Northeast and Mid-
Atlantic (Ibid.:428-458 passim.; see also Bateman 1982).

The history of New York City participated in this complex of changes in a
series of ways. The city·s prospertty in this period rested on its
ascendency as a port and its burgeoning financial community, which was, not
surprf s inql y , linked to the business of the port. As a result of its early
dominance in the transatl antic route, New York came to control the marketing
of Southern cotton in Europe as well as el sewhere in the Uni ted States.
Addi ti onally, New York dominated much of the coastal trade between New York
Ci ty and the Southern states. New York bankers, at the same time ~ extended
1i nes of credi t to cotton pl anters, rei nforci ng the Southern commitment to
cotton and their link with New York. Similarly~ dominance in the transatlan-
tic trade led to links with New England, as textile manufacturers in southern
New England found trading via New York more lucrative and efficient than via
Boston (Albion 1939). New Englanders obtained a market for their manufactur-
ers, and New York City ~ in return,. saw a greater consumer market Jar its
imported~ European goods.

Opening the Erie Canal in 1825 gave the city greater access to western
products, particularly wheat and flour. Although the Erie and other canals
fostered the economic real ignment of East and West and stimulated the ct ty' s
economy, canal s were not the basi s for New York Ci ty I S economic prosperi ty
that they were once thought to have been. Albion (1939) demonstrated that
the port I s enonnous prosperi ty resul ted from imports rather than the exports
with which the Erie canal is properly associated (Albion 1939:13). The
Hudson River tended to ice up in the winter~ and for a period in the 1840s it
seemed as if Boston would supplant New York as the tenninus for goods shipped
along the canal. While New Yorkers invested heavily in expanding their
system of water transport~ Bostonians financed the construction of a railroad
across the mountains to Albany~ hoping to divert traffic from Albany south on
the Hudson over the mountains to eastern Massachusetts. The Hudson River
Railroad, built between 1847 and 1851, was intended to link New York City
with Albany without recourse to the river, but it was the completion of the
Eri e Rail road in 1851 that gave New York Ci ty dfrect frei ght route by rail to
the Great lakes and its resources. A year 1ater , the 1ine was extended to
Chicago (Ibid.:384-85).
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The years between peace in 1815 and war in 1861 were hardly ones of
uninterrupted prosperity. Like urban population growth in the colonial
period, economic growth prior to the Civil War took place in spurts.
Business cycles resulted in periods of prosperity and depression. The Panic
of 1837 brought II ten years of commercial uncertainty and deflation,"
shrinking personal fortunes and bankrupcies (Spann 1981:10). Wobbling
revival came to an end in 1841 when the giant United States Bank of
Pennsylvania collapsed. Good times finally returned in the mid-1840s as a
result of strong demand in Europe for American agricultural commodities and
the inauguration of transatlantic steamship lines (Ibid.:11-14).

Between 1785 and 1815, land values in the city itself increased
dramatically, and this change, together with demographic growth, prompted
intensive utilization of property (Blackmar 1979). Consistent information on
real estate val ues in the project area is avail abl e after 1808, al though
fragmentary data appears for the earlier period (see Table 2.2). Although
the 1808 values were sUbstantially higher than those available for the period
1789-1795, the val ues tended to remai n constant or to decl i ne between 1808
and 1815. Thus, such changes that did occur probably took. pl ace prior to
1808.

Infonnation coll ected on 1and use patterns on the ten lots with the block
that was thoroughly studied shows that the structures included both living
and worki ng space in the 1ate col oni al peri od , As noted earl i er, however,
these generally had not been owner-occupied, and residential tenants did not
always rent workspace in the same building. The presence of a boarding house
on Lot 21 (171 Water Street) in 1826 suggests a transient community as well
as the creation of structures intended to supply temporary housing. Other
infonnation appears to indicate that on some blocks the transition from ~ixed
to wholly commercial use may have taken pl ace prior to 1800 al though the
study area as a whole exhibits substantial variety. In nine of the ten lots,
we were able to determine the year, or the range of years, within which the
properties seem to have become exclusively commercial. On Lot 18 this
occured by 1800. On Lot 19 this happened between 1827 and 1832, and on Lot
20, the change took place between 1827 and 1832. On Lot 21 the transition
occurred by 1807. On Lot 22 it happened between 1808 and 1816 and on Lot 23
the property had become excl usively commercial between 1809 and 1822. These
were all Water Street properties, and their occupation hi stories differ from
those of the lots on Front Street. The Front Street properties (Lots 3D, 32
and 33), which were di reetl y on the wharves until the completi on of South
Street, appear to have become specialized in function more rapidly than those
along Water Street: Lot 30 had become eommercial space by 1799; Lot 32 by
1798, and Lot 33 by 1796. The corner lot (Lot 36) appears to have been
util i zed more intensively and has a somewhat longer hi story as a mixed used
property although the data are ambiguous.

Land val ues, according to the assessments, tended to be hi gher along
Front Street rather than along Water Street, except for Lot 36, which tended
to be assessed at a much higher value than the other lots after the
consol idation of 162 and 164 Front Street in 1834. The val ues of lots on
both streets tended to become more simi 1ar between 1830 and 1840, and after
1840, values along Water Street tended to be higher than those along Front
Street. Thus, the disappearance of residential occupancy seems to be
associated with an increase in land values in the period prior to the Civil
War in NewYork City.
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Table 2.2 175 WATER STREET: Assessed Values of Real Estate, 1808-1855, All Lots

Year Lot 18 lot 19 Lot 20 Lot 21 Lot 22 Lot 23 Lot 30 Lot 32 Lot 33 Lot 36
162 164
Front Front
Street Street

1808 $ 3500 $ 3500 $ 3500 $ 4000 $ 3500 $ 2500 $ 4400 $ 4400 $ 4500 $ 2000 $ 2200
1809 3400 3400 3400 4000 4000 2200 4400 4400 4400 MD 2200
1810 3400 3400 3400 4400 3000 MD MD 4400 MD 2000 2200
1811 3400 3400 3400 4400 3000 MD MD 4400 4400 2200 2200
1812 3400 3400 3400 4000 3000 2200 4400 4400 4400 2000 2000
1813 3400 3400 3400 4000 3000 2300 4400 4400 4400 2000 2000
1814 MD MD MO MD MD MD . MD MD MD MD MO
1815 5000 5500 5500 7000 5000 3750 8500 8500 8500 4400 3750

~ 1816 5000 5500 5750 6500 6500 4000 8500 8500 8500 4500 4000
O'l 1817 4000 5500 5250 6250 6000 4000 - 8500 8500 8500 4500 3500

1818 4000 4500 5750 4400 3500 8500 8500 8500 8500 4000 3500
1819 3500 4000 4000 5500 MD 3250 8000 8000 8500 4000 3500
1820 3000 3000 3000 5000 MD 3000 MD 7500 7750 3750 3250
1821 MD 3500 3500 4150 4250 2750 6800 6800 7000 3500 3000
1822 MD 3500 3500 4750 4250 2750 6800 6800 1000 3250 3000
1823 3500 3500 3500 4750 4250 2750 6800 6800 7000 3250 3000
1824 MD MD 3500 MD MD 2750 MD MD MD MD MD
1825 3750 3500 3500 4750 4250 2750 6500 6500 7000 3250 3000
1826 3750 3750 4250 4750 4500 MD 7000 7000 7500 4000 3500
1827 4250 4250 6000 6500 4500 4000 7000 7500 7500 8000 5500
1828 4250 4250 6000 6500 4500 4000 7000 7000 7500 4000 3500
1829 4250 4250 6000 6500 8000 4000 4000 7000 '7000 4000 3500
1830 4500 4500 6500 7000 8500 4500 7500 1500 7500 4000 4000

- -



Table 2.2 (continued)

Year Lot 18 Lot 19 Lot 20 Lot 21 Lot 22 Lot 23 Lot 30 Lot 32 Lot 33 Lot 36
162 164
Front Front
Street Street

1831 $ 4500 $ 4500 $ 6500 $ 7000 $ 9500 $ 4500 $ 7500 $ 7500 $ 7500 $ 4000 $ 4000
1832 4500 4500 6500 7000 9500 4500 7500 7500 7500 4000 4000
1833 4500 4500 6500 7000 9500 6000 8000 8500 8000 6000 6000
1834 4500 4500 6500 7000 9500 10500 8000 8500 8000 6000
1835 5000 5000 7000 7500 15000 10000 8000 85000 8000 13000*
1836 16000 16000 16000 16000 10000 25000 18000 18000 18000 34000
1837 10000 10000 18000 18000 16000 10000 14000 14000 13000 27000
1838 MD MD MD MD MD MD MD MD 13000 27000
1839 9000 9000 18000 18000 18000 18500 14000 13000 13000 25000
1840 7500 7500 16000 16000 16000 MD 17000 13000 13000 25000

.po 1841 7500 7500 16000 16000 16000 16000 13000 13000 12000 25000
""-J 1842 12000 7000 14000 14500 14500 14500 11750 11750 10750 22500

1843 12000 7000 14000 14000 14000 14000 11000 11000 10000 21000
1844 12000 7000 14000 14000 14000 14000 11000 11000 11000 21000
1845 12000 7000 14000 MO 14000 14000 11000 11000 11000 21000
1846 12000 7000 14000 14000 14000 14000 11000 11000 11000 21000
1847 12000 7000 14000 14000 14000 14000 11000 11000 11000 21000
1848 12000 7000 14000 14000 14000 14000 11000 11000 11000 21000
1849 12000 MD MD MD MD MD MD MD 11000 MD
1850 12000 8000 14000 14000 14000 14000 11000 11000 11000 21000
1851 12000 8000 14000 14000 14000 14000 11000 11000 11000 21000
1852 12000 8000 14000 14000 14000 14000 11000 11000 11000 21000
1853 12000 8000 14000 14000 14000 14000 13000 13000 13000 21000
1854 15000 15000 16500 17000 16500 16500 14000 13000 16000 26000
1855 15000 15000 16500 16000 16000 16000 14000 17000 16000 26000

* includes both properties
Source: Tax Records 1808-1855

Municipal Archives
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The contemporary 1i terature suggests that these streets were associ ated
with massing of occupations. Table 2.3 shows the occupations associated with
each lot studied during the period 1791~1845. After 1845, available
infonnation becomes more sketchy. As might be expected, merchants
predominated throughout the period, although interesting differences in
occupation and 1and use patterns emerged when Water and Front Streets were
compared. Retail, craft, and service industries tended to congregate on
Water Street but not on Front Street, wi th the excepti on of Lot 36, the
corner lot. Over time, retail, craft, and service industries tended to
di sappear, and after the 1835 fi re , only the furri ers and one brushmaker,
both light manufacturing industries, returned to the block. In 1833, Edwin
Williams, in New York, as It Is, commented:

Pearl Street is the pri nci pal street of the dry goods and hardware
business. Front and Water Streets are occupied principally by the
wholesale grocers, commission merchants and mechanics connected with
the shipping business. South Street, running along the East River,
contains the warehouses and offices of most of the principal
shipping merchants (Williams, as quoted in Dean and Rosebrock
1975:12-13).

Ezekiel Belden's comments some fifteen years later suggust the presence
of more who1esa1 ers, some of whom supp1 i ed New York Ci ty' s growi n9 retail
clothing industry:

The whol esal e grocers are principally concentrated in Front Street
and vicinity. The boot and shoe dealers in Pearl Street; hat and
fur deal ers in Water Street; the hardware deal ers in Pratt Street
and vicinity; and the leather dealers in Ferry Street. South Street
contains the principal shipping houses and the offices of most of
the packets and steamers sailing to foreign ports (Belden, as quoted
in Dean and Rosebrock 1971:15-16).

The disappearance of retailers from this area is not inconsistent with
other information on land use patterns in the city as a whole after 1840.
Between 1845 and 1855, the dry goods business, hitherto confined to Pearl
Street, which was one block north of Water Street, shifted to the west side
of Manhattan and a1so began to creep northward. Restaurants, fashi onab 1e
stores, theatres, gambling houses and brothels clustered along Broadway
(Spann 1981:99-100). It is not surprising then, to find that the industries
associated with the growing consumer trade (i .e., boot and shoe) began to
shift away from the East River, leaving the wharves and their vicinity to the
increasingly complex activities associated with commerce.

Analysis of the intensity with which the properties were developed
suggests changes in orientation of development re1 ative to the river. The
ratio of known businesses per lot was constructed for each year, and in
general, Front Street properties were somewhat more intensively utilized than
the Water Street properti es (see Tab1e 2.4). Thi s may ref1 ect the damage
done to buil di ngs on Water Street by fi re , Lot 36, a corner lot, was more
intensively developed, particulary in the period prior to 1830. Owned and
occupi ed by Daniel Leary after 1793, it was jointly occupied by Leary's
tail or and slop shop, and by a seri es of craft and service establ ishments
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Table 2.3 175 WATER STREET: Occupations of Merchants. 1791-1850

Year Lot 18 lot 19 Lot 20 lot 21 lot 22 lot 23 lot 30 lot 32 lot 33 lot 36

1791 Drygoods Merchant Shop Orygoods China Jron- MD MO Dwelling? MDStore monger1792 Drygoods Merchant Shop Merchant China Iron- MD Dwell ing? MD MDStore monger
1793 Drygoods Merchant Shop Iron- China Iron- MO MD MD MDmonger Store monger1794 Merchant Merchant Merchant Iron- China Iron- Merchant Grocery Grocery Ha1r-monger Store monger dresser

Slop Shop1795 Merchant Merchant Merchant Merchant China Cul ter MIl Grocery MD Hair-Iron- Store dressermonger Slop Shop
Printer1796 Merchant Merchant Merchant Tailor China Cul ter Merchant Grocery Merchant Hair-Store dresser
Slop Shop
Printer1797 Merchant Merchant Merchant Tailor to1erchant Merchant Merchant Grocery t~D Slop Shop
Printer1798 Merchant Merchant Merchant Tailor Merchant Merchant Merchant r4erchant Merchant Shoemaker
TaHor1799 Merchant Merchant Merchant Tailor "Cooking rm Merchant Merchant Merchant ShoemakerAttorney glass I 510p Shop

etc. II store
I Rigger1800 Merchant MD r~erchant TaHor China & IIlooking t4erchant I t4erchant Merchant ShoemakerAttorney glass glasses 510p Shopstore etc. n

1801 Merchant MD Merchant TaHor China & MIl Merchant Merchant r4erchant TailorAttorney glass
store

1802 Merchant MD Merchant Tailor China & MD Merchant Merchant Merchant TailorAttorney glassstore- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -



-------------------
Table 2.3 (continued)

Year Lot 18 lot 19 Lot 20 lot 21 Lot 22 Lot Z3 lot 30 lot 32 Lot 33 Lot 36

lam Merchant MO t4erchant Taflor China & MD Merchant Merchant Merchant TaflorAttorney glass
store19)4 Merchant MD Merchant Drygoods China & MD Merchant Merchant Merchant TailorAttorney glass
store18)5 Merchant MD Merchant Orygoods China & Glover Merchant ~'erchant r~erchant Tailorglass
store1006 Broker MD Merchant Drygoods China & Glover Merchant Merchant Merchant Ta110r &glass clothierstore

1007 Brass Brush & Merchant Drygoods China & Glover Merchant t~erchant Merchant Residencefounder bell ows glass Imaker store
1808 Brass Brush & Merchant Drygoods China" Glover Merchant r~erchant r~erchant Residencefounder bell ows Merchant glassmaker storefrog Attorney MD Merchant r~erchant Brush & China & Merchant Merchant Merchant VictuallerMerchant bellows glass

maker store
1810 Merchant Paint Merchant Merchant Brush & China & Merchant Merchant Merchant Taflormerchant r~erchant bellows glass Hattermaker store

1811 Merchant Paint t~erchant f4erchant Brush & Collector r~erchant [Merchant] Merchant Tailormerchant bellows of Customs Hattermaker Rigger1812 Merchant Paint Merchant Merchant Bellows Merchant Merchant Merchant Merchant Tailormerchant maker Hatter
Rigger
Rope Maker



Tab1e 2.3 (continued)

Year Lot 18 Lot 19 Lot 20 Lot 21 Lot 22 Lot ZJ Lot 30 Lot 32 Lot 33 Lot 36

1813 Merchant Paint - - MD Merchant Bellows Merchant Merchant Merchant Merchant Tailormerchant maker Hatter1814 Glove & Paint MD r~erchant Me Confec- Merchant MD Merchant Ta110rleather merchant tionerstore
1815 Glove & Paint MO Merchant MD MD Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatterleather merchant Tailorstore
1816 Glove & Paint MD Merchant China Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatterleather merchant store makerstore
1817 Glove & Paint MD Merchant China Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatterleather merchant store makerstore
1818 Glove & Paint MD Merchant China Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatter( 51)leather merchant store makerstore
1819 Glove & Paint MD Merchant China Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatter( s?)leather merchant store makerstore
1820 Glove & Paint Brush Merchant China Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatter(s?)leather merchant maker store makerstore

1821 Glove & Paint Saddler r·'erchant China Brush t~erchant t~erchant Merchant Hatter( s1)leather store store makerstore
1822 Glove & MD Saddler r~erchant China Brush Merchant r4erchant Merchant Hatter( 51)leather store makerstore

----------- - - - - - - --1i
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Table 2.3 (continued)

Year lot 18 lot 19 lot 20 lot 21 lot 22 lot 23 lot 30 Lot 32 lot 33 lot 36

1823 Glove & Brush Saddler Merchant China & Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatter(s?)leather maker glass makerstore store1824 Glove & Brush Saddler Merchant China & Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatter(s?)leather maker glass makerstore store
1825 Glove & Brush Saddler Saddler China & Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatter(s?}leather maker glass, makerstore store1826 Glove & Brush Silver- Boarding MD Brush Merchant Distillery Merchant Hatter( s?)leather maker plater house makerstore
1827 Glove & Tafl or Saddler Slave "Rut ns"" Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatter(s?}leather dealer makerstore
1828 Glove & Painter Silver- Merchant "Ruins" Brush Merchant r~erchant Merchant Hatter( s?)leather plater makerstore
1829 Glove & Painter Silver- Merchant Steam Brush Merchant r~erchant Merchant Hatter( s1)leather plater engine makerstore maker1830 Glove & Painter Silver- t~erchant Steam Brush r~erchant Merchant t4erchant Hatterleather plater engine maker Grocerstore maker

. I,

1831 . Glove & Brush Silver Merchant MD Brush Merchant Merchant t-1erchant Hatterleather maker pJ ater maker Grocerstore
1832 Glove & Brush Silver- Merchant MD Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Hatterleather maker plater makerstore



Table 2.3 (continued)

Year Lot 18 lot 19 Lot 20 lot 21 lot 22 lot 23 lot 30 Lot 32 Lot 33 lot 36

1833 Glove & Brush Saddlers' MD t~erchant Brush" Merchant t~erchant Merchant MDleather maker hardware makerstore
1834 Glove & Brush Merchant Merchant Merchant Brush Merchant Herchant Merchant NOleather maker makerstore
1835 Glove & Brush Merchant Furrfer Iron- Fur Merchant Merchant Merchant Merchantleather maker monger merchantstore
1836 VACANT VACANT MD VACANT VACANT Fur Merchant Merchant Merchant Merchantmerchant1837 VACANT VACANT Saddler Shoes VACANT Fur Merchant Merchant Merchant Merchnatmerchant1838 VACANT VACANT Saddler Shoes Merchant Fur Merchant Merchant Merchant Merchantmerchant1839 VACANT VACANT Furs MD Merchant Fur Merchant Merchant Merchant Merchantmerchant1840 VACANT VACANT Furs MD Merchant Fur Merchant Merchant Merchant Merchantmerchant

1841 HOUSE VACANT Furs fur t~erchant Fur Merchant r~erchant Merchant Merchantstore merchant1842 SHOP VACANT Furs Fur VACANT Brush Merchant ~'erchant Merchant Merchantstore maker1843 SHOP VACANT Furs Merchant Merchant Brush t~erchant t~erchant Merchant Merchantmaker1844 SHOP VACANT Furs MD SHOP Furs Merchant Merchant toterchant Merchant1845 SHOP BUILDING Furs MO SHOP Furs Merchant STORE SHOP SHOP1846 SHOP BUILDING Furs MO SHOP Furs Grocer STORE SHOP SHOP

-------------------I
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Table 2.3 (continued)

Year Lot 18 Lot 19 Lot 20 Lot 21 Lot 22 Lot 23 Lot 30 Lot 32 Lot 33 Lot 36

1847 SHOP BUILDING Furs -MO SHOP Furs r~erch'ant STORE SHOP STORE1848 SHOP BUILDING Furs MD SHOP Furs Merchant MO SHOP STORE1849 SHOP BUilDING Furs MD SHOP Furs [r~erchant]Naval SHOP MOstores1850 Ware- BUILDING Furs MD SHOP Furs [Merchant] (Naval SHOP STOREhouse stores]for naval
stores

MO - Missing data
[ ] - Information interpolated from data
Source: New York City Directories 1791-1855

New York Historical Society
Tax Records 1308-1845
Municipal Archives



Year Front Street Water Street

1789 MD 1.0
1790 MD 1.0
1791 MD LO
1792 MD 1.0
1793 MD 1.2
1794 MD 1.2
1795 1.6 1.0
1796 1-2 1.0
1797 1.0 1.0
1798 1.2 1.0
1799 1.2 1.0
1800 1.2 1.2
1801 1.0 1.2
1802 1.0 1.2
1803 1.0 1.2
1804 1.0 1.2
1805 1.0 1.0
1806 1.0 1.0
1807 1.0 1.0
1808 0.7 1.2
1809 1.0 1.2
1810 1.2 1.2
1811 1.5 1.2
1812 1.5 1.2
1813 1.2 1.0
1814 1-2 1.0
1815 1.2 1.0
1816 12 1.0
1817 1.0 1.0
1818 1.0 1-0
1819 1.0 1.0
1820 1.2 1.0
1821 1.2 1.0
1822 1.2 1.0
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Tab1e 2.4 175 WATER STREET: Ratio of Businesses per Lot, 1789-1845
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Ratio Table 2.4 (continued)

Year Front Street Water Street

1823 1.2 1.0
1824 1.2 1.0
1825 1.2 1.0
1826 1.2 1.2
1827 1.2 1.2
1828 1.2 1.0
1829 1.2 1.0
1830 1.2 1.0
1831 1.0 1.0
1832 1.0 1.0
1833 0.7 1.0
1834 0.7 1.0
1835 1.0 1.0
1836 1.0 0.0
1837 1.0 0.6
1838 1.0 0.7
1839 1.0 0.6
1840 1.0 0.6
1841 1.0 0.8
1842 1.0 0.8
1843 1.0 0.8
1844 1.0 0.8
1845 1.0 MD
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frequently associated with the maritime activities of the area (e.g., sail-
rigger). Between 1794 and 1800, an average of 2.4 businesses per year occu-
pi ed the property. The average for all Front Street properti es in the same
period was only 1.2. Over the total period, from 1794 to 1845, however,
differences between intens.ity of development of this lot and those of the
remaini ng lots along Front Street tended to di sappear suggesti ng that the
flow of traffic may have shifted away from Fletcher, which led to the river,
toward Front and Water,Streets, which ran parallel to the river.

The consi stent1y mercantil equal i ty of occupati on of the lots conveys a
sense of stability. An index to measure stability of commercial occupants of
the block in the period 1791-1845 was constructed and shows that al though
1and use patterns were consi stent with regard to function, 1i fe on the block
was dynamic and quite fluid. Mathematically, the index consists of
calculating the average age of each business along Front and Water Streets
for years. The results are presented in Table 2.5. The mean is sensitive to
extreme val ues, and thus, the c1osi ng of one business that had perhaps been
in business at this location for 10 to 15 .year s , or the presence of new
businesses, could have a dramatic effect. particularly on so small a set of
values. The annual mean was found to have a small negative correlation
(r=-0.3 for both streets taken separately) with the annual percent of new
businesses, which suggests that as the mean increases, there was less
probability that a new business opened during that year. It is felt,
however, that this is an extremely complex issue in which several variables
are conflated. ·These include. for example, time, new businesses, old
businesses, and the nature of the business among others. Although this
prel iminary analysis shows the potenti al for this index to reveal trends, a
multivariate analysis involving nominal and interval level data is
recommended in order to ascertain more precisely its strengths and
weaknesses.

Even at this stage. however, the index proved useful in identifying
peri ods of change that might be expected to coi nci de with known patterns in
the port's activity, and might also be expected to have material correlates
in the patterns discovered in the SUbsequent archaeological analysis.
Because the index was so vol atil e, three-year moving averages were
constructed. These data were then compared with the volume of imports and
exports through the port between 1815 and 1860 (Albion 1939).

In general. properties on both streets tended to become more stable until
1805-1807, when Jefferson's embargo went into effect with early and
di sasterous consequences for merchants and tradesmen on the block. Matters
worsened until about 1812. Business, particularly along Front Street,
appears to have improved until 1828, although the more erratic pattern that
characterized Water Street properti es may refl ect the instabil i ty of the
period between 1812 and 1815. Properties along both streets clearly
flourished after 1818, which is consistent with the increase in exports that
accompanied inauguration of packet service to Liverpool. The greater sta-
bility that characterized Front Street properties may indicate the street's
closer associ ati on with wholesal e and overseas commerce. The increase in
instability between 1828 and 1837 can be linked to the fires in 1828 and
1835, a brief depression in vol ume of trade between 1828 and 1830, and pos-
sibly. to the increase in new businesses associated with economic growth

57

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Table 2.5 175 WATER STREET: Mean Ages of Businesses on Front & Water Streets
by Year, 1800-1850

YEAR FRONT STREET WATER STREET

1800 2.4 2.0
1801 3.8 3.4
1802 4.0 4.4
1803 3.8 5.4
1804 4.8 3.0
1805 5.2 3.0
1806 6.2 3.4
1807 7.2 3.3
1808 6.3 3.8
1809 4.7 3.0
1810 1.8 0.7
1811 2.3 0.7
1812 3.3 1.3
1813 4.8 1.8
1814 5.8 2.0
1815 6.8 2.7
1816 7.8 2.0
1817 9.2 2.6
1818 10.2 3.6
1819 9.0 4.6
1820 7.8 4.7
1821 9.0 5.5
1822 10.0 5.2
1823 10.2 5.2
1824 11.2 6.2
1825 12.2 5.0
1826 13.2 5.7
1827 14.2 4.2
1828 14.2 5.8
1829 15.2 5.2
1830 6.2 5.7
1831 5.7 6.6
1832 6.7 7.0
1833 8.0 7.6
1834 0.7 7.1
1835 1.0 4.3
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YEAR FRONT STREET WATER STREET

1836 1.7 1.0
1837 2.7 0.7
1838 3.0 1.0
1839 2.5 1.3
1840 3.0 2.0
1841 2.2 1.8
1842 3.2 1.3
1843 4.2 1.2
1844 2.0 2.5
1845 5.5
1846 6.5
1847 7.5
1848 8.5
1849 9.5
1850 5.0
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Mean Ages Table 2.5 (continued)
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between 1830 and 1835. This was a fluctuating, volatile growth that might be
expected to affect the stability of businesses.

Stability, it should also be noted, is really a geographical notion in
this context. Thus, the disappearance of a business from the project area
might reflect relocation elsewhere. Since it is known that the distribution
of businesses changed in New York City in the 1830s and 18405, it is not
surprising to find a period of instability on this block that roughly
coincides with these years. The effect of the fire (December, 1835) is
evident in 1836, and apparently, general economic depression "as well as
another fi re in 1839 prolonged its effects. A longer seri es of data are
available for Front Street and permits further analysis. A pattern of
increasing stability is evident, which coincided with the enormous prosperity
associ ated with flouri shi ng commerce.

The index has a number of obvi ous shortcomi ngs. Nonethel ess, as thi s
exerci se shows, it is a useful devi ce fo r i dent ifyi ng peri ods of change.
These changes, it has also been shown, correlate with local events, such as
fires, and larger events associated with the city as a whole, such as
fluctuations in trade and city-wide shifts in spatial segregation.
Philosophically, one of the most difficult questions to answer in doing
hi storieal research concerns the rel ationship between the i ndi vi dual event
and a process. Detailed research required for a project of this nature falls
squarely in the center of this philosophical issue, since the bottom 1ine
consi sts of assessi ng the extent to which the 1arger hi stori cal process
explains changes in the site and the extent to which the site elaborates upon
and extends our understanding of these processes. The index represents a
handy mechanism for grappling with this issue.

The vi tal i ty of the port represents one factor affecti ng the hi story of
the project area. Both, however, are involved in the emergence of a Central
Busi ness Distri ct in New York City. The theory behi nd the eva1ut i on of the
Central Business District argues that the competition for space within the
most accessible location forces land val ues up and edges out residential
occupants (Greenberg 1980). Thus, increase in assessed values of real
estate, accessibility, and disappearance of residents are associated with
this urban process. All three factors characterize the project area in the
period 1800-1850, although, as has been demonstrated, the changes were
gradual and variation from block to block within the larger entity could be
marked, such as that between Front and Water Streets. Also rel ated to the
evolving Central Business District and the distribution of residences were
the presence of job opportunities and the location of work (Ibid.). As this
area was given over to warehousing facil ities, it offered fewer opportunties
for employment, and therefore, it is not surprising to find fewer and fewer
residential tenants. The changes described on this block in the period
1800-1850 ought, consequently, to be construed in the context of a maturing
Central Business District in lower Manhattan as well as in the context of the
development of the South Street Seaport.
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LOT HISTORIES

Lot 18

Ori gi nall y part of water lot grant two, whi en was owned by Archi ba 1d
Kennedy and James Alexander, Lot 18 corresponds to ward lot 376. Fi rst known
as 176 Water Street, it became known as 165 Water Street in 1794. The last
known building on the lot was a four-story warehouse, which had been b~ilt by
1845. This was demolished in 1956 when Water Street was widened. The depth
of the basement of the last building was 611011 (Party wall agreement, Liber
454:435). Water was extended to the property by 1820 (Water Record, Chase
Archives), and the earliest known occupant was the Widow Cawley, who, in
1789, leased residential and commercial space to dry goods merchant William
Thompson. At this time, the real estate was assessed at a value of $650, and
Thompson I personal estate was valued at $300 (New York City Directory 1789;
Tax Records 1789) (see Table 2.5).

Thompson occupi ed the property alone unti 1 1790. In 1791, the fi rm of
Thompson and Li ttl e rented the property from Caw1ey, and the real estate was
valued in that year at $900 (Tax records 1791; New York City Directory 1791).
The fi nn continued to occupy the property through 1793. The foll owi n9 year,
Thompson1 s widow Martha occupied the premises, apparently as a resident,
together with Jonathan Little, a merchant who was presumeably her late
husband I s partner. Little lived at 84 John Street (New York City Directory
1794). Martha Thompson shared the property with Little for another year (New
York City Directory 1795)" but by 1796, Little was apparently the sole
occupant of the premi ses (Ibi d. 1796). In thi s year, hi s rest dence was
1i sted as 10 John Street (Ibid.). For the next two years, Jonathan and
Eliphalet Little, a pair of merchants, occupied the property; both lived at
10 John Street (Ibid. 1797, 1798). In 1799, however, they were joined by
attorney Peter Hawes; Hawes' residence is unknown (Ibid. 1799). By 1802,
E1i pha1 et Little had 1eft the partnership and Jonathan Little shared space
with Hawes through 1805 (Ibid. 1800-1805).

In 1806, Joshua Isaacs, a broker, occupied the property (New York City
Directory 1806). The following year, Isaacs still occupied the property, but
his occupation was listed in the directory as a brass founder (Ibid. 1807).

In 1808, Widow Cawley was forced to sell the property, which eventually
went to Joshua Pe1l in a debt to a third party lawsuit (Liber 80:90). Accord-
i n9 to the tax records, Solomon I. I saac both owned and occupi ed the proper-
ty, which he apparently obtained from Pelle A brass founder, he probably
1ived and worked on the premi ses , He was taxed for real estate val ued at
$3500 and for personal property val ued at $200 (Tax Records 1808; New York
City Directory 1808).

I sa; ah Lenni ngton, an attorney and notary pub1i c , owned and occupi ed the
property in 1809. He was taxed for real estate val ued at $3400 and personal
property value at $100 (Tax Records 1809; New York City Directory 1809). The
property, however, changed hands again, and in 1810, Solomon Myers was listed
in the tax records as the owner of thi s property, then val ued at $3400 (Tax
Record 1810). A merchant, Myers probably 1ived and worked there since the
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directory did not list a separate residence (New York City Directory 1810).
The following year the tax records indicate .tnat his personal property was
assessed at a value of $500 (Tax Records 1811), and Myers apparently remained
at. this address through 1813 (Ibid. 1812-1813).

By 1814, Richard Yeo had opened a glove store at this site (New York City
Directory 1814). The following year, he was listed in the tax records as the
owner of the property, which was assessed at a val ue of $5000 (Tax Records
1815). Yeo conti nued to operate a glove and 1eather shop at thi s address
until 1828, and after his death, his widow Sarah ran the shop through 1835.
She lived, however, at 295 Pearl Street (Ibid. 1816-1835; New York City
Directories 1816-1835).

In 1836, the lot was listed as vacant in the annual tax assessment (Tax
~ec 0 rds 1836), ~nd .TI-ls_.b.eJ ..iJ~v,eg~.:th~;t=the...,Ql:I.i~.ili"!~,~<~,",~~~~~~~~:ltl~~~I'~~s.~.~o~~"d
VJ.........thg ~smalJ~··.f.lre,,~~of~.Decemb.eY.".~r:15, y.1835 ,,""wh.1Ch. .pneceded tlie ...~GY1eat•E.lre. gf
~em.b.~.r;~ )§,..J835. (see di scuss ion in text). Accordi ng to the tax records,
the si te appears to have remai ned vacant unti 1 1841, al though it changed
hands several times (Tax Records 1836-1841). A third fire on October 7, 1839
possibly destroyed a temporary warehouse that had been put up on the site
(see discussion in text). In 1841, Pellis executors sold the property to
Henry Ruggles (Ltber 457:451), and the tax records for the following year
note the presence of a "shop" at this address (Tax Records 1842). Ruggles
dealt in naval stores and lived in Brooklyn. By 1850, the building had been
converted into a warehouse for naval stores (Tax Records 1850-1860, New York
City Directories 1850-1860).

lot 19

Originally part of water lot grant two, which was owned by Archibald
Kennedy and James Alexander, Lot 19 corresponds to ward lot 375. Until 1794,
the property was known as 175 Water Street; at that time, it was renumbered
167 Water Street. The earl i est known owner of the property (after Kennedy
and Alexander) was Andrew Van Tuyl (l789). Water had been extended to the
property by 1820 (Water Record, Chase Archives), and fire destroyed the
building on the lot in December, 1835. It is not clear whether or not any
construction took place between this fire and the next one in October, 1839,
but if so, it was destroyed (see text). The last known building on the site
was a five story warehouse that was probably built in 1844-1845 (Party wall
agreement, Liber 454:435). The widening of Water Street in 1956 led to
demolition of this building.

Andrew Van Tuyl, a merchant, rented part of the property to Jacob Dennyd
in 1789. The assessed value of the real estate was $900 (Tax records 1789) ,
The following year, Van Tuyl kept a store at this address (New York City
Directory 1790), and in 1791, Abraham Prall, a merchant, was located at this
address (Ibid. 1791). Peter Bogert acquired the property in 1791 (Tax
Records 1791), and the fi nn of merchants, Prall and Li ttl e, occupi ed the
premises (Ibid.). Through 1799, Abraham Prall used the building either alone
or in partnership with Ichabod Prall (New York City Directories 1792-1799).

.The records are silent from 1800 to 1807. In that year, Elbert Kip, of
Kips Bay, sol d the property to Gerardus Post, a merchant, for $5000 (Liber
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75: 334) . The property was occupi ed by Thomas Rutter, a brush and bellows
maker, who remai ned there through 1808 (New York Ci ty Directori es 1807 -1808;
Tax Records 1808). In 1809. Will iam Post, a paint merchant, occupied the
property where he conducted his business through 1821 (Tax Records 1809-1822;
New York City Oirectori es 1809: 1822) . After 1821, hi s residence was located
at this address, and his paint store was st tuated across Water Street at No.
160 (Tax Records 1821-1822; New York City Directories 1821-1822).

In 1823, Charl es Wall en, a brushmaker, owned and occupi ed the property,
where he remained for the next three years (Tax Records 1823-1826; New York
City Directories 1823-1826). William Wheaton, a tailor, briefly occupied the
property in 1827; his residence was located at 50 Division Street ("Tax
Records 1827; New York City Directory 1827). The following year, the firm of
Wandell and Gardner occupied the property (Tax Records 1828; New York City
Directory 1828). John Field, a painter who lived at 27 Veysey Street,
replaced Wandell and Gardner in 1829 and remained at this location through
1830 (Tax Records 1829-1830; New York City Directories 1829-1830). Charl.es
Wollen returned to this location in 1831 and stayed through 1835; his
residence was located elsewhere (Tax Records 1831-1835, Mew York City
Directories 1831-1835).

The buil di ng on thi slot was apparently destroyed in the .December 15,
lJ335. Ji re , and the tax records show the lot to have been vacant~·'ttfr(ri:rgli-·r84'4",
althougtl""construction may have begun on another building which was quickly
wi ped out in the October, 1839 fi reo The estate of Will i am Post, the owner
of the property, made a party wall agreement in 1845 with adjacent Lot 18,
implying construction of a new building, although the assessed value of the
real estate did not change from 1842 through 1848 (see Table 2.5). A. E.
White, an importer whose home was located at Fifth Avenue and 12th Street,
acqui red the property from the estate of Will i am Post in 1852, and the tax
assessment of 1855 noted a "shop" at this address in that year (Tax Records,
1836-1855; New York City Directories 1836-1855).

Lot 20

Originally part of water lot grant three, owned by John Tiebout, a
turner, Lot 20 corresponds to ward lot 374. By 1774, Mary Tanner had
constructed a dwelling at this site, which her executors sold to Andrew Van
TUYl in 1785 (Liber 43:21). The location was numbered 174 Water Street until
1794, when the address was changed to 169 Water Street. Water had been
extended to the site by 1820 (Water Records, Chase Archives). The last known
structure on the property was a five-story warehouse, which was altered
between 1900 and 1910. The wideni ng of Water Str.eet in 1956 , ed to the
demolition of this building.

At the time of her death in 1774, Mary Tanner lived in the dwelling at
this site, which in 1785, her executors sold to Andrew Van Tuyl , who also
owned the adjacent lot (i .e., Lot 19). Four years later, Van Tuyl was taxed
for real estate val ued at $900. He rented the property to Sam Forbus, a dry
goods merchant who was taxed for personal propery, which probably inc' uded
his business inventory, valued at $300 (Tax Records 1789). Forbus apparently
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lived in this building as well, where he remained for another year (New York
City Directories 1789-1790)..

In 1791, the property passed into the hands of John White, a shopkeeper.
He was taxed for real estate valued at $1000 and personal property val ued at
$350 (Tax Records 1791) (see Table 2.5). White remained at this location
until 1795 and appears to have gone into partnership with Robert Wardell in a
grocery finn in 1794 (New York City Directories 1792-1795). Wardell was the
sol e occupant of the property from 1796 to 1809 and by 1808 had become its
owner (Tax Records 1808; New York City Directories 1796-1809). Between 1810
and 1812, the property was occupi ed by merchants Bernard Strong and Charl es
Williams (Tax Records 1810-1812). William Delworth occupied the property in
1815, and John Faits moved in in 1816 (Ibid. 1815-1816). Faits, consistently
assessed for personal property valued at $1000, remained at this location
through 1819 (Ibid. 1817-1819). A. K. Colwell, a brushmaker, took over the
property in 1820 (Ibid. 1820) but was replaced by Richard (or Robert) Wilson,
a saddler, who remained at this address through 1825 (Tax Records 1820-1825).
Strong, Williams, Delworth , Colwell and Wilson all appear to have been owner-
occupants who lived and worked at this site. The pattern, however, was
broken in 1825, when Wilson established residence at the adjacent 171 Water
Street (New York City Directories 1810-1825).

John Ayres, a silver plater, acquired the property in 1826 (Liber
205:53), which he shard with Charles Lawton, a broker (Tax Records 1826) The
following year, he rented space to Cornelius G. Lake, a saddler (Ibid. 1827).
In 1828, Ayres, who lived on Bowery Hill, went bankrupt and sold the property
to merchant El i White, who immedi ately sol d the property to broker Charl es
Lawton at a loss of $600 (Liber 238:162; Liber 239:123). The property chang-
ed hands twice again between 1829 and 1832. In this three-year period, it
was occupied by Stacy Pancoast, a silver plater who briefly owned it; in
1830-1831. by David Sturgop, another sil ver pl ater who rented the space; and
by J. Pait, a third silver plater, who appears to have owned the building in
1831-1832 (Tax Records 1829-1832; New York City Directories 1833-1835). Hugh
Hughes, a merchant, who 1i ved at 271 East Broadway, owned the property from
1833 to 1835 (Tax Records 1833-1835; New York Ci ty Oirectori es 1833-1835).
By_H~3..6,,_.Sh~.tQQF1_A·.Ghur:<;:~~.and ,Gomp~J1Y,'~ri!..JiPll. of .saddl er-s; ,had .accutred the
Rrop,e.r_ty:,.whi·chapp.~i!r::s~ I~O- .n.ave. been\;,.9~mage~i:..:bY/rf.j.r,eo:-:in"?JJ3,~!5. Church made
his home in Brooklyn (Tax Records 1836-1838; New York City Directories
1836-1838). Furrier John Oppenheim. who lived on Broad Street, acquired the
property in 1839, whi ch he 501 d to another furri er, El i White, in 1845.
Another fire may have damaged the property in 1839. White lived at 34 Beach
in 1845, but he had moved to 51 Fi fth Avenue by 1847 (Tax Records 1839-1855;
New York City Directories 1839-1855).

Lot 21

Originally part of water lot grant four, owned by Henry Rycke (or Riker),
Lot 21 corresponds to ward lot 374. Until 1795, it was known as 173 Water
Street; it was then renumbered 171 Water Street. The Rycke family owned the
property until 1792~ when they sold it to George Fox (Liber 48:415), a
tailor, but as early as 1786, it was rented out to J. Planton, a shopkeeper
(New York City Directory 1785). Water had been extended to the site by 1820
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(Water Records, Chase Archives), and the last known building at this location
was a five-story warehouse, demol i shed in 1956 for the wi deni ng of Water
Street.

Following Planton's tenure, John Rycke leased the property to Peter
Griffin, a dry goods merchant, in 1789 (Tax Records 1789). Griffin remained
at thi s 1ocati on through 1792. Fox, who acqui red the property in 1792,
ren ted space to merchant Richa rd Hallet in 1792 and to i ron monger J eremi ah
Hallet and Company in 1793. Both maintained their businesses at this address
through 1795. From 1797 to 1803, Fox kept his .tat l or ship there, and from
1805 to 1808, Thomas Whittemore, a dry goods merchant, occupied the property.
He 1i ved at 48 Second Avenue (Tax Records 1791; New York Ci ty Directories
1790-1803).

Will iam Fox sol d one-fourth interest in the property to Joseph Shotwell
(Liber 72:41), who lived at 280 Pearl Street (New York City Directory 1811)
in 1806. Between 1808 and 1810, a series of merchants (John Davis, Benjamin
Tredwell and Thomas Whittemore) moved in and out of the property (New York
Ci ty Directories 1808-1810), until Shotwell himsel f set up in the premi ses
from 1811 through 1814 (Tax Records 1811-1814). In 1815, George Charter,
another merchant, occupied the building. In 1816, Shotwell, who apparently
had acquired full control over the property, sold it to Josiah Williams
(liber 114:69), a merchant, who occupied the building from 1816 to 1824 (Tax
Records 1816-1824; New York City Directories 1816-1824).

In 1825, Williams sold the property to Walter Burling (liber 187:169);
Robert G. Wil son occupied it that year (Tax Records 1825). The following
year (1826), Jeremi ah Clark kept a boardi ng house at the si te, but thi s
enterpri se was short-l ived. In 1827, Ebenezer Fi sk , a sl ave deal er , occupi ed
the premises where he remained until 1829, although his occupation after 1828
was listed in the city directories as "merchant" (Tax Records 1827-1829; New
York Directories 1827-1829). From 1830 to 1834, three merchants (William
Tandy. Owen Warren, and Thomas Hills) succeeded one another. Joseph Barron,
a furrier whose home was located nearby at 16 Maiden lane. set up in 1835.
The lot was vacant in 1836 as aresul t of the fi re, and_Gr.ann~!s:pWhite and
compariY;-whi en-' -dealt -'i nY~Shoe'S~"'op~ne-a"'7l~'store~rn'''1'831~:-''''"Veader, -.Li-ttl e, and
Merrick, another shoe company, took over the store in 1838 and remained at
this location through 1839. S. W. Bradie acquired the property in 1840, and
in 1841-1842. James W. Brodie operated a fur store at this address. Benjamin
Tredwel1, a merchant who lived in Brooklyn and who owned property elsewhere
on the block, bought the property in 1843, and Edward Tredwell, a merchant,
briefly occupied it in the same year. James Pourling owned it in 1844, and
by 1845. Edward Burling owned the property. Its use is unknown, although it
appears that Burl ing rented out space as a source of income (Tax Records
1826-1855; New York City Directories 1826-1855) (see Table 2.2 for assessed
real estate values).
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lot 22
Originally part of water lot grant five, owned by Edward Burling, Lot 22

corresponds to ward lot 372, and until 1795 was known as 172 Water Street.
It was subsequentl y renumbered as 173 Water Street. Water had extended to
the site by 1820 (Water Records, Chase Archives).

Henry Thompson, the owner of the property in 1789, was taxed for real
estate valued at $800 at 172 Water Street (Tax Records 1789). Although he
1i ved at thi s address, he -al so rented space to the fi nn of Hawxhurst and
Mowatt, which kept a china store on the premises (Tax Records 1789; New York
City Directory 1789). The china store remained at this address through 1796,
but it is not cl ear whether or not Thompson conti nued to 1i ve here after
1789. He sol d the property to the fi nn in 1794 (Li ber 49: 356), and James
Hawxhurst subsequently purchased his partnerls interest (Liber 50:181).

In 1797-1798, Henry F. Franklin Company, merchants, occupied the premises
(New York City Directories 1797-1798), and in 1799, Dunlap and Judah opened a
"cooking and glass etc." store (Ibid. 1799). William N. Kettletas started a
china and glass store at this address in 1800, which remained at this
location through 1808. This was one of three such stores that Kettletas
maintained in the city. By 1808, he had also purchased the property,
although he continued to live at 11 Stone Street (Tax Records 1808; New York
City Directories 1800-1808).

Between 1809 and 1816, the property changed hands twice. Thomas Rutter,
a brush and bellows maker, who apparently 1 ived and worked at thi s address,
bought the property in 1809 (Tax Records 1809; New York City Directory
1809-1810). Charles Wollen, another brush maker, bought the property in 1812
and rented it to Robert Lee, a bellows maker in 1812, and to William Silcock,
another bell owsmaker in 1813 (Tax Records 1812-1813; New York City Direc-
tori es 1812-1813). Si 1cock may have 1i ved on the premi ses (New York City
Directory 1813). In 1814, Wollen himself appears to have lived at 173 Water
Street, and in 1815, Wollen sold the property to Silcock, who, in turn,
rented it back to him (Tax Records 1815).

James Burl i ng, who had substanti al real estate interests in the area,
bought the property in 1816 (Tax Records 1816) and opened a chi na store,
which he operated through 1826 (Ibid. 1816-1826). In this period, he lived
first at 377 Broome Street, then at 85 Water Street, and finally at 195 Water
Street (New York City Directories 1816-1826). The tax records describe the
property as being in "ruins" in 1827 and 1828, apparently the victim of fire
(Tax Records 1827-1828).

In 1829, James D. Allaire occupied the property. He was a steam engine
maker who 1i ved on Cherry Street. In the fall owing two years, Charl es Has-
well, who 1ived on Cl i nton Street, occupi ed the property, and the store at
this location was described in the 1832 tax records as "shut Up". The mercan-
tile firm of Gay and Fullerton occupied the property in 1833. Patrick Fuller-
ton and various partners occupied the property through 1835. In 1836-1837,
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the lot was vacant i as a result, evidently, of the December. 1835 -,fire> and
James-''ifrid<:'>SarattSurn rig~sOl'd fhe"property'to th-ree--m'etc-han'ts",-'jOhn-'F~;';>MagR'fe,
Sameul Oakley, and William Jennison. in 1837 (liber 373:537). These
merchants individually and separately occupied the lot until 1839, when it
was sold to George Howland (Ltber 397:559). Various merchants continued to
occupy it through 1841. although in 1842 it was again vacant as a result of
the fire in October. 1841. Howland, described in the records as a
"capt tal i s t" from New Bedford. Massachusetts. hel d the property until 1853,
when he sold it to William A. White, a dealer in hatters I goods, who lived in
Brookl yn and used the property as a store (Tax Records 1829-1855; New York
City Directories 1829-1855) (see Table 2.2 for assessed real estate values).

The last known structure on this property was a five-story warehouse that
had been constructed by 1860 (Tax Records 1860). Widening of Water Street in
1956 led to demolition of this building.
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Lot 23

Lot 23 was originally part of water lot grant six, which Elizabeth
Schuyler owned. First known as 171 Water Street, it was renumbered 175 Water
Street in 1795. Occupation had taken place by 1786. and by 1820, water lines
had been extended to the property (Water Records. Chase Archives). The last
structure at the site was a five-story warehouse, which had been constructed
by 1860. It was demolished in 1956 when Water Street was widened.

By 1786. William Johnson. an iron monger. had established himself on the
property, which he rented from William Lupton (New York City Directory 1786).
Lupton, a blacksmith. had bought the property from Schuyler by 1773, which,
at that time, was apparently unimproved (Friedlander 1981:7-11). Johnson
rented the building through 1794. Its assessed value in 1789 was $700. but
this increased to $800 in 1791 (Tax Records 1789. 1791; New York City Direc-
tories 1789-1794) (see Table 2.2). In 1795 and 1796, John Hinton, a cutler.
rented the. property from the estate of William Lupton (New York City
Directories 1795-1796).

In October 1796. William Lupton, gentleman (probably the son of the
grantee). sold the property to William Smith in what appears to have been a
straw man transaction, since Smith sold the property to Benjamin Walker the
fall owi ng day. Walker immediately sol d the property to David Gel ston (Liber
54:28-30). Between 1797 and 1819. when Gelston sold the property to Charles
Wollen, a brush maker. eight separate businesses functioned on the property.
In 1797 and 1798. Cortl and Babcock, a merchant. occupi ed the premi ses (New
York City Directories 1797-1798). In 1800. Dunlap and Judah, a finn that
dealt in "I ookt nq glasses etc.". occupied the premises; the Dunlap home was
also located at 175 Water Street. Julian Mathan. a glover. moved in the
following year and remained there through 1808 (New York City Directories
1801-1808; Tax Records 1808). Garret Kettl etas opened a china and gl ass
store at this address in 1809. David Ge1ston, then collector of customs,
occupied the building in 1810 and 1811. although he lived at 26 Broad Street.
He al so rented space to merchant Willi am Lucas and confecti oner John Garl and-
between 1811 and 1813. although he himself appears to have vacated the
property. James McRay occupi ed the buil ding in 1815. and in 1816, Charl es
Wollen moved in and stayed until 1834. A brush maker. he bought the property
from Gel stan in 1819 (Liber 135:532). Through 1815, Wollen had owned and
briefly occupied the adjacent lot (i.e., Lot 22), which he had held for five
years. Between 1815 and 1834, he 1ived at 39 Oak Street. 45 Oak Street, 27
01 iver Street, 167 Water Street and 412 Bowery (Tax Records 1815-1834; New
York City Directories 1815-1834).

Wollen sold the property to John L. McCracken. a merchant, in 1838 (Liber
385: 7) • McCracken ev i dentl y defaul ted payment on the mortgage since Wo" en
sold the property again in 1844 to William A. White. a furrier (Liber 442:
523). In 1835, fur merchants Van Wink1e and Randall occupi ed the premi ses ,
Van Winkle lived at 172 Hudson Street and Randall lived at 162 Barrow.
DespjJft __t~,e~ fi re in Q.ec_~!J1p.~r..,...,1835•.. that 1eft,. ~hft ...1ot vacant -;i.n.~Je.36•._ the
f..Lrm returned to'th.i~lo:¢a~ti.on._and."~remained_un.tjl~ .. 184~. In 1842 and 1843.
Woll en again occupt'ed the Duil di ng himself.' In 1844. White, who 1ived in
Brooklyn, moved his fur business to this address and continued to operate it
at this location through 1855 (Tax Records 1835-1855; New York City
Directories 1835-1855).
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Lot 30

Lot 30 was originally part of water lot grant five owned by E1izabeth
Schuyler. It was numbered 170 Front Street until 1819, when it was renum-
bered 176 Front Street. William Lupton, an iron monger, bought the property
by 1773, and in 1789, Lupton rented part of the property to David Mumford and
kept a store in the remainder. The real estate was valued at $900 (see Table
2.2). Two years later, Mumford still rented space from Lupton, but the value
had declined to $600 (Tax Records 1789', 1791). In 1794, Lupton 1eased space
to David Gelston (New York City Directory 1794). Will iam Lupton sold the
property, with Lot 23, to Gelston in October, 1796, in a series of straw man
transactions (Ltber 54:30), and the lot, although legally distinct from lot
23, by 1796 was not owned separately until Gelston sold it to Benjamin
Hustace, another merchant, in 1809 (Liber 83:366). Water mains were extended
to the property in 1808 (Water Records, Chase Archives). The last building
on the site was a five-story warehouse, which was demolished in 1961.

Gel stan occupt ed the property from 1796 through 179B. Jonn Chapman, a
merchant who 1i ved at 27 Mai den Lane, . occup i ed it from 1799 through 180l.
Hustace, a grocer who lived at 30 Dey Street, took over the property in 1802,
which he subsequently bought. After 1809, he gave his occupation as a
"merchant" and stayed at this address until 1830. Hustace and his heirs
appear not to have sold the property after 1830, although it was leased to a
series of merchants between 1831 and 1841. In this decade, Elias Drake, Hick
and Smith, and Birdsall, Schenk, and Sneden occupied the property. In 1842,
Benj amin Hustace reoccupi ed the bui1 ding, a1 though he or hi 5 hei rs may have
leased it to another individual or finn after 1842. During this time, he
1i ved on Fu1ton Street (Tax Records 1808-1855; New York Ci ty Directori es
1796-1855) .
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Lot 32

Lot 32 was originally part of water lot grant four owned by Henry Rycke.
Separa ted from Lot 21 (the other ha1f of the ori gi na1 grant) by 1792, when
the Rycke family sold the property to James and Gilbert Woodhull, the lot was
listed in 1789 as rental property. Water mains were extended to the lot by
1820 (Water Records, Chase Archives), and until 1819, it was known as 166
Front Street. Thereafter, it was listed as 172 Front Street. The last known
building on the site was a five-story warehouse that had been constructed by
1860. It appears to have been demolished in 1961 along with the building on
Lot 30. The history of the lot is particularly interesting in that it seems
to have been used almost continuously as a warehouse, or "stor-e", after 1800.
Moreover, none of the merchants who owned or occupied it after 1800 lived on
the property, and no other evidence has surfaced showing. or even suggesting,
that portions of the lot were rented to residential tenants after the turn of
the eighteenth century.

Henry Rycke rented the property to Evert Duycki nck , I s sac Whipps , and
Thomas Jennings in 1789. It was valued at $600 (Tax Records 1789) (see Table
2.2). Two years later, he rented it to Duyckinck, Jennings, and William
Simms (Ibid. 1791). In 1792, the Rycke family sold the lot to James and
Gilbert Woodhull, a firm of grocers,for $1400 (liber 48:1797). and in 1798,
Benjamin Strong set up his mercantile "store", or warehouse, at this location
(Ibid. 1798). His home was located at 148 Water Street. Together with
Joseph Strong. he maintained an establ i shment at this location through 1811
(New York City Directories 1799-1811).

In 1811, Joshua Pell, "qerrtl eman" of New Rochell e and widower of Ann
Woodhull Pell, sold the property to George Griswold, a merchant (Liber
100:417). In 1813, Griswold sold the property to Strong and Havens, a firm
that had preplaced Benjamin and Joseph Strong on the site in 1811 (Liber
101:152). Havens held one-third of the property. and Strong owned the
remainder (t.tber 101:163). Strong and Havens used the building until 1819,
and from 1820 to 1822, Havens and Woodhull occupied it. In 1823, Havens sold
his one-third interest to James Strong. of Brookhaven, Long Island, who then
owned the entire property (Liber 164:302). The finn of James and Charles
Strong, merchants and distillers, occupied the property through 1826. In
that year, they sold it to Thomas Townshed (Liber 211:352), who sold one-half
interest to Robert Carter in 1827(L iber 227:538). In the meantime, Gideon
Howland, another merchant, set up his establ ishment at this address. From
1831 to 1832, Hicks and Smith, Frui ti ers, occupi ed the premi ses but were
replaced by Dortic and Rich, another firm of merchants. in 1833. Dortic and
Rich stayed at this address until 1839, when Josiah Rich alone used the
building. Rich kept the space through 1844. In the following year, Robert
Carter, who had obtai ned full control of the property. took it over, and by
1850, he had rented the space to Henry Ruggles, a dealer in naval stores (Tax
Records 1811-1855; New York City Directories 1811-1855).
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Lot 33

Lot 33 was origi nally part of water lot grant three owned by John
Tiebout. It had been separated from the other portion (Lot 20) by 1774,
since Mary Tanner's will of that year lists Teunis Tiebout as her neighbor to
the southea st and si nce Ti ebou tis 1774 water lot grant for fi 11 i n9 ri ghts
below Front Street notes that the grant lay across from a house Tiebout owned
(Grants of Land under Water 0:452). Until 1819, the address was 164 Front
Street; in this year, it became 170 Front Street. Water was available on the
property in 1806 (Water Records, Chase Archives). The last building on the
site was a four-story warehouse. which appears to have been demolished in
1961. Like that of the adjacent lot (32), the history of this site is
interesting in that it became a warehouse facility in 1798, and residential
use appears to have ended as early as 1796. .

In 1789, Teunis Tiebout rented the house and lot to Timothy Crowley. It
was assessed in 1789 at $350 but increased in value to $450 the following
year (Tax Records 1789-1791) (see Tabl e 2.2). Three years 1ater, in 1794.
Tiebout rented the property to William Crowley, a grocer, and two years late,
John Gelston. a merchant who lived at 53 Brewer Street, occupied the
property. James Casey, who 1ived at 84 John Street. occupied the property in
1798, whieh ; s i denti fi ed as a "merchant store", i.e., a warehouse (New York
City Directory 1798). None of the subsequent owners and known occupants
lived on the property.

Casey kept the property through 1802. In 1803. John Church moved in and
stayed through 1804. The fi rm of Church and OeMi11e, merchants, used the
facil ity through 1808. In 1809, Treadwell and Thorne and Company took over
the property. and the fi rm conti nued to function at thi s address through
1840. In 1834. the description in the tax records noted a "shop" at this
address. and retailing as well as storage and wholesaling probaby became
associated with the property. Wetherhill. Sprague, and Company moved into
the buil di ng in 1841 and stayed until 1843.

Merchant Robert Carter appears to have bought the property from Treadwell
and Company in 1844. It then passed to the estate of his daughter, Garetta
Cowenhaven, and was sold to John W. Smith in 1852 (Ltber 602:246; Libert
596:510). Although Carter appears to have used the building in 1844, it was
rented out after 1845, and the occupants are not known (Tax Records
1808-1855; New York City Directories 1789-1855).
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Lot 36

Lot 36 was origi nal ly part of water lot grant one owned by Abraham and
Peter DePeyster. Ownership of the property devolved among several heirs. By
1774~ Corneilia DePeyster, widow of Peter DePeyster, had obtained control of
the entire tract~ which she then sold to Jacobus Lefferts. In 1793~ Lucretia
Lefferts. widow of J acobus ~ sold a pa rce 1 that can s i sts of the present Lat
36, to Daniel Leary (or Lary) (Liber 48:97). Between 1774 and 1789~ the
parcel had been subdivided into two lots, known as 156 and 158 Front Street.
These were renumbered 162 and 164 Front Street in 1819. The two lots were
consolidated in 1834 after Nehemiah Denton acquired both of them. The lot
was then known as 164 Front Street. Water had been extended by 1820 (Water
Records, Chase Archives), and fires in 1835 and 1839 appear to have damaged
the property. The last building on the site was a five-story building built
between 1845 and 1860. It was evidently demolished in 1961.

In 1789, Lefferts rented the house and lot at 156 Front Street to James
Gandy and George Cant; ne. The real estate was val ued at $600. Lefferts
rented the adjacent property, assessed at a value of $700, to John Maloney
(Tax Records 1789) (see Table 2.2). In 1791, James McGaney and George Canton
rented 156 Front Street, and the fi rm of Small and Henderson rented part of
158. Donald Cameron also occupied 158. Daniel Leary, the owner in 1794, set
up a tail or and slop shop at 158 Front Street, and Jacob Vredenburgh, a
hairdresser, occupied 156 Front Street. Vredenburgh shared the premises with
printer George Furman in 1795. In 1796 and 1797~ Vredenburgh and Leary
occupied the two properties. In 1798, Noah and El ijah Jarvis, shoemakers,
moved in to 156 Front Street, where they were joined the following year by
William Dolloby.

. .~.

Leary occupied 158 Front Street until he died, and his widow Mary
continued to maintain an establishment at this address until 1809. Charles
Lee, a victualler, al so used the property. In 1810, David Nuttman opened a
hatter's shop at 156 Front Street; he lived around the corner at 16 Fletcher
Street. Nuttman' s business stayed at this location until 1829. In 1830,
Samuel Nuttman, presumeably his son~ set up another hatter's establishment at
this address (now 162 Front Street) which remained in operation until 1833.
A seri es of other cra ftsmen shared the premi ses and adj acent property until
1812. They include the following:

156 Front Street/162 Front Street*

1811 John Gardiner,
rigger

1812 John Gould,
rigger

James Gorman,
ropemaker

158 Front Street/164 Front Street

Year Occupant

1810 Nicholas Roberts,
tailor

1811 Nichol as Roberts,
tailor

1812 Nicholas Roberts~
tailor

Year Occupant

* In addition to David Nuttman

72



After 1813, Nicholas Roberts continued at the 164 location through 1816.
In 1818, John and James leary, hatters, moved into the building where they
remained though 1829. Francis Kelley, a grocer, moved in 164 Front Street,
where he remained until 1832, when the property was sold to Nehemiah Denton
for $10,200 (Libert 298:68). In 1833, Bradley St. John, a clothier, occupied
162 Front Street. In 1834, Hugh Annstrong, a "grocer, occupied 164 Front
Street, and in this year Denton acquired the second parcel and consol idated
the property. He leased the property to Havens Suydam and Co., which
remained at this address until 1843. Havens and Son was located at this
address in 1843, but was replaced by merchant Samue1 Denton in 1844. After
1845. the estate of Nehemiah Denton conti nued to own the property. described
in the tax records as a store, but the tenants are unknown (Tax Records
1789-1855; New York City Directories 1789~1855).

73

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

CHAPTER2: BIBLIOGRAPHY

Published Sources

Abbot.t , Carl
1974 The neighborhoods of New York, 1760-1775. New York History

55:35-54.

Albion, Robert G.
1939 The Rise of New York Port, 1815-1860. New York: Charles

Scrlbner's Sons.

Armytage, W. H. G.
1961 A Social History of Engineering. _ London: Faber and Faber.

Bailynt Bernard et a1.
1977 The Great Republic: A History of the American People.

Lexlngton. Massachusetts and Toronto: D.C. Heath and Company.

Batemant Fred
1982 Pioneering in industrialization. Reviews in American History

10:177-181.

B1ackmart Betsy
1979 Rewa1king the "walking ci ty" housing and property relations in

New York City, 1780-1849. Radical History Review 21:131-148.

Brouwer, Norman
1980 The Ship in our cellar. Seaport 14(3):20-23.

Brown, Jeffrey L.
1980 Earthworks and industrial archaeology. Industrial Archaeology

6:1-8.

Buchanant Robert Angus
1969 The Cumberland basin. Bristol.

6:235-233.
Industrial Archaeology

Calhount Daniel Hovey
1960 The American Civil Engineer; Origins and Conflict. Cembridqe ,

Massachusetts: TechnOlogy Press.

Cresy , Edward
1847 An Encyclopaedia of Civil

and Practi ca 1 • 2 vol s .
Longman.

Engineering, Historicalt Theoretical,
London: Longmans, Brown, Green and

Deant Joanna B. and Ellen Rosebrock, editors
1975 Mirror for South Street. Manuscript Series #1. New York:

South Street Museumt Museum Publications.

74



Derry, T. K. and Trevor I. Williams
1960 A Short History of Technology from the Earliest Times to A. D.

1900. Oxford: Clarendon Press.
Franklin, Benjamin

1964 Autobiography. Edited by Leonard W. Labaree et al. New Haven.
Connecticut: Yale University Press.

Friedlander. Amy
1981 175 Water Street History. Report on file at Soil Systems,

Inc.• Marietta. Georgia.
Goldfield. David

1981 The urban south; a regional framework. American Historical
Review 86:1009-1034.

Greenberg, Douglas
1979 The middle colonies in recent American historiography. William

and Mary Quarterly 36:396-427.
Greenberg. Stephanie

1980 The relationship between work and residence in an industri-
alizing city: Philadelphia. 1880. In The Divided Metropolis;
Social and Spatial Dimensions of Philadelphia, 1800-1875,
edited by William w. Cutler ItI and Howard Gillette. Jr.,
Westport. Connecticut: Greenwood Press.

Harris, Wendy
1980 Historic Background Study of Block 74W. Report on file at the

Office of Economic Development. New York.
Hershberg, Theodore. Harold E. Cox. Dale Light Jr., and Richard R. Greenfield

19B1 The "Journey-to-work": an empirical investigation of work.
residence and transportation. Philadelphia, 1850 and· 1880. In
Philadelphia; Work. Space, Family and Group Experience. in the
Nineteenth Century; Essays Toward an Interd1 SC1plinary History
of the City. edited by Theodore· Rershberg. New York: Oxford
University Press.

Jones. Alice Hanson
1980 Wealth of a Nation to be; The American Colanieson the Eve of

the Revolution. New York: Columbia University Press.
Jordan, Jean P.

1977 Women merchants in colonial New York. New York History
58:412-439.

Millar, John F.
1978 American Ships of the Colonial and Revolutionary Periods. New

York: w. w. Norton and Company.
Minutes of the Common Council of the City of New York1905 F1ve vols. New York: Dodd, Mead and Company.

75

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
~I

Nash, Gary B.
1979 The New York census of 1737: a critical note on the inte-

gration of statistical and lite-rary sources. William and Mary
Quarterly 36:428-435.

New York City Directories
1786- New York: New York Historical Society.
1860

Page, John
1935 Letters from old trunks. Notes by Rosewell Page. The Virginia

Magazine of History and Biography 43:289-293.
Peterson, Arthur E. and George William Edwards

1917 New York as an Eighteenth Century Municipality. New York:
Longmans Green and Co.

Rappole, George H.
1978 The old Croton aqueduct. Industrial Archaeology 4:15-25.

Ring, Elias.
1799 Report of the Manhattan Committee. John Furman, New York.

Salwen, Bert
1978 Archaeology in mega pol is: updated assessment. Journal of

Field Archaeology 5:453-459.
Scott, Kenneth, compo

1977 Genealogical Data from Colonial New York Newspapers.
Baltimore: Genealogical Publishing Company.

1970 Genealogical Data from the New York Post-Boy, 1743-1773.
Washington: National Genealogical Society.

Sharp, Eric
1967 The evolution of St. Peter port harbour. Societe Guernaise.

Report and Transactions 18 {pt.2):226-237.
1968 The evolution of St. Sampson's harbour. Societe Guernaise.

Report and Transactions 18 (pt. 3}:226-255.
Spann. Edward K.

1981 The New Metropolis; New York City, 1840-1857. New Yorl<:
Columbla Unlverslty Press.

Stevenson, David
1838 Sketch of Civil Engineering of North America. John Weale,

London.
Still, Bayrd

1956 Mirror for Gotham. New York: New York University Press.

76



Stokes, I. N. P.1895- Iconography of Manhattan Island, 1498-1909. 6 vo1s.
1928 H. Dada, New York.

Robert

Wegmann, Edward1896 The Water-Supply of the City of New York, 1658-1895. New York:
John wl1ey and Sons.

Wilkenfeld, Bruce1976 New York city neiqhborhoods , 1730. New York History 57:165-
182.

Wright, N. R.
1965 Buildings of the old port of Boston, Lincolnshire. Industrial

Archaeology 2:133-146.

Unpublished Sources
Arexander, J.

1730 Letter in James Alexander's handwriting to. Mr. Murray, 1
October 1730. Alexander Papers, Box 6, not numbered. On file
at the New York Historical Society, New York.

1742 Agreement concerning bill of Ex[change], 1 December 1742.
Alexander Papers, Box 10, #117. On file at the New York
Historical Society, New York.

[Alexander, James and Mary]
1757 Lands in New York belonging to the state of the late James and

Mary Alexander, deceased. Alexander Papers, Box la, #154. On
file at the New York Historical Society, New York.

Bakewell, S. R.
1810 S. R. Bakewell to Henry Remson, President of the Manhattan

Company, 9 November 1810. Papers of Henry Remson, President,
Manhattan Company, New York. On file at the New York
Historical Society, New York.

Chenevard,
1732/3

Isaac
Letter of attorney to James Alexander, 21 March 1732/3.
Alexander Papers, Box la, #69. On file at the New York
Historical Society, New York.

DePeyster, Abraham
1768 Inventory of the estate of Abraham DePeyster. On file in the

Manuscript Room, New York Public Library, New York.
Draft of a royal order naming James· Alexander Attorney General and Advocate
General, Province of New York

1721 Alexander Papers, Box 10, #29. On file at the New York
Historical Society, New York.

77

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
Ij



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Grants of Land under Water
Office of the President,· Borough of Manhattan, Topographical
Division, Municipal Building, New York.

Great Britain, Public Record Office
1736- Naval Officer's Records, Port of New York. Microfilm on file
1765 at the New York Historical Society, New York.

Invoice of sundries sent by the owners of the Ship London and Messers Isa[ac]
and Abra[ham] DePeyster, 22 June 1743

1743 Alexander Papers, Box 6, not numbered. On file at the New York
Historical Society, New York.

Invoice of goods requested by James Alexander of Rodrigo Pacheco
1738 Alexander Papers, Box 10, #180. On file at the New York

Historical Society, New York.
Invoice of items shipped by James Alexander on the sloop "Hester" ,

1724 Alexander Papers, Box 10, #40. On file at the New York
Historical Society.

Invoice of one hogshead of cocoa shipped in the Margaret
1732 Alexander Papers, Box 10, #182. On file at the New York

Historical Society, New York.
Invoice of sundries shipped by James Alexander of New York

1732 Alexander Papers, Box 10, #183. On file at the New York
Historical Society, New York.

Invoice of sundry merchandise shipped on board the "Albany"
1738 A1exander Papers, Box 10, #181. On fil e at the New York

Historical Society, New York.
Invoice of sundries shipped by the owners of Ship London and Messers Isa[ac]
and Abra[ham] DePeyster, 22 June 1743

1743 Alexander Papers, Box 6, not numbered. On file at the New York
Historical Society, New York.

Kennedy, Archibald
1740/1' Archibald Kennedy to James Alexander, Esq , , 31 January 1740/1.

Alexander Papers, Miscel1aneous Manuscripts, Box 4, #74. On
file at the New York Historical Society, New York.

Libers/Deed Books
Hall of Records, 31 Chambers Street, New York.

Livingston, Henry B.
1810 Henry B. Livingston to Henry Remson, Esq., 11 April 1810.

Papers of Henry Remson, President, Manhattan Company, New York.
On file at the New York Historical Society, New York.

Pacheco, Rodrigo
1737 Rodrigo Pacheco to James Alexander, 16 January 1737. Alexander

Papers, Box 6, not numbered. On file at the New York
Historical Society, New York.

78



Pacheco, Rodrigo1737/8 Rodrigo Pacheco to James Alexander , 11 February 1737/8.
Alexander Papers, Box 6, not numbered. On file at the New York
Historical Society, New York.

1738 Rodrigo Pacl1eco to James J!..1exander, 1 June 1738. A1exander
Papers, Box 6, not numbered. On file at the New York
Historical Society, New York.

1743 Rodrigo Pacheco to James Alexander and Robert Livingston, 15
February 1743. Alexander Papers, Box 6, not numbered. On file
at the New York Historical Society, New York.

1745/6 Rodrigo Pacl1eco and Tavarez to James Aisxander , 25 January
1745/6. Alexander Papers. Box 6. not numbered. On file at the
New York Historical Society, New York.
Rodrigo Pacheco to James Alexander, 24 March 1745/6. Alexander
Papers, Box 6, not numbered. On file ~~ the New York
Historical Society, New York. .

1745/6

Record of Wi11sProbate Court, 31 Chambers Street, New York.
Remson, Peter1769 Deed, Peter Remson to Simon Remson, 18 March 1769. Manuscript

on file at the New York Historical Society, New York.
Report of the Superintendent for Water Works, 10 June 1810

1810 Papers of Henry Remson, President, Manl1attan Company, New York.
On file at the New York Historical Society, New York.

Schuyler, Ann Elizabeth
1737- Account book. Manuscript on file at the New York Historical
1769 Society. New York.

Ships. Albany1736- Manuscript file at the New York Historical Society. New York.
1743

Swadle, Stephen
1738 Bond for 60 pounds Sritish money, 7 July 1738. Alexander

Papers. Box la, #93. On file at the New York Historical
Society, New York.

Tax Records
1789- Municipal Archives. 52 Chambers Street, New York.
1860

Water Book
1820 Chase Archives. One Chase Plaza, New York.

79

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
·1
I



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
'II
1
'!

I,
I

.1
I

CHAPTER 3 FIELD REPORT: YARD EXCAVATIONS
INTRODUCTION

It is the purpose of this chapter to describe archaeological testing and
mitigation excavation on the 175 Water Street block (Block 71) in lower
Manhattan. As presented heres with one exceptions the text describing yard
excavations and accompanying deposit descriptions (Locus appendices) were
written by Steven Nicklas and Valerie DeCarlo. The exception is Lot 33 for
which the text and appendix were prepared by Anne Donadeo.

Based on the findings of the historical background study (Friedlander
1981), the field investigation described here was undertaken to identify and
document any significant archaeological resources remaining on the block.
Where such remains were located through field testing, archaeological teems,
implementi ng an expl icit sampling desi gn, proceeded to excavate and document
selected archaeological features and related deposits. Mitigation was
directed toward answering research questions related to the historic and
economic development of New York City and its port area (see Introduction.
Chapter 1). .

As noted previ ously, the 175 Water Street block is composed of "made
land," in this case land that was created by filling in the early eighteenth
century and hereafter referred to as original landfill. In the field, this
fi 11 was identifi ed by its rnatri x: an organic materi al i ncorporati ng oyster
shells, leather, and, often, woodchips. As indicated in Chapter 2, there is
relatively little documentation of eighteenth-century American landfill
techniques; this project, therefore, provided an excellent opportunity to
study some of these techniques in detail (see Landfill, Chapter 5).

The 175 Water Street project al so provided the opportunity to investi-
gate several other questions. Because of the unusual archaeological and
historical situation of the block, the eighteenth-century lot lines were
definable and excavation could be associated with a given lot. In turn;
since the history of each individual lot had been researched, information
recovered through· excavation could be correlated with the written record.

FIELD METHODS
Testing

Archaeological testing was conducted over a three-week period within a
section of the 175 Water Street block that contained a majority of the lot
backyards. At the time, the entire block was an asphalt parking lot (Plate
3.1). This test area was designated as a strip approximately 32 feet wide
and 192 feet long with a north-south orientation. Fieldwork indicated that
the strip; which was somewhat west of the block's current center, contained
two-thirds or more of the backyards on the block. The off-center position of
this yard area is the result of the widening of Water Street in the 1960s and
the reduction of the block's western boundary.
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The major emphasi s of the testi ng phase was to determi ne the number of
yards preserved in place and their horizontal and vertical extent. Addition-
al testing goals were to determine the nature and density of backyard
features and to obtain information about the feature fill. This information
was used in planning the more intensive mitigation phase.

Initially, the testing phase involved marking approximate lot boundaries
on the asphalt to divide the testing area into lot-specific sections. The
block was fenced for security purposes, and the lot lines, as determined from
historic maps, were than painted directly on the wooden fence as references
for the excavators.

The second step in preparing the area for excavation involved the use of
heavy equipment for removal of the asphalt and demol t tf on debris. After the
asphal twas stri pped wi th a bull dozer, a backhoe and several dump trucks
removed the spoil from the site. Stripping began on the Fletcher Street side
of the test area and proceeded north to John Street (Pl ate 3.1). Excavati on
on both the Telco block, one block north of this site, and 175 Water Street
has shown that demolition debris can be easily recognized in the field and
distinguished from the intact backyard deposits. .

Most of the backyards were covered with either a flagstone surface,
which was removed by hand, or a concrete floor which provided an easy
stoppi ng poi nt for debri s removal. The concrete fl oors w~re broken through
with a Dynahoe and hammer. and the debris removed with the backhoe; the
intact backyard deposits were then exposed and ready for excavation. In
those lots where backyards or sections of the backyards had not been covered
with concrete or fl agstone floors (Lots 32 and 33). the debri s coveri ng the
yards was removed by hand. These deposits were therefore undi sturbed by
heavy equipment.

The strategy employed during testing involved excavation of the exposed
backyards to the point where any features would be revealed (Plate 3.2). In
most cases features. such as privies and cisterns, were located a few inches
below the level of the concrete basement floors. Excavation eventually
reveal ed a total of fourteen backyard areas wi thi n the stri p, ten of whi ch
were tested. The four that were not tested were determined to have been very
heavily disturbed by the construction of deep basements.

The excavation plan for the backyards called for each yard to be treated
as a distinct entity and, if possible, for each to be subdivided into four
excavation units. As soon as these units were establ ished, the process of
excavation by loci commenced (for reference to the locus method, see for
example Dever and Lance 1978; Barker 1977; Joukowsky 1980).

The "l ocus" is an entity; for example. a wall, an installation, or a
distinctive layer of dirt, etc. By definition it is three dimensional: it
ha s 1ength, width , and height. The loei encountered in the course of the
excavation at 175 Water Street were therefore described in three dimensional
terms at all times.
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I Plate 3.2: View of the 175 Water Street block backyard area, the focus of in-

itial archaeological investigation.. Photo taken towards the end of the three
week testing phase. Water Street is to the right of the photograph and Front
Street can be seen to the left.

I
I

I



Plate 3.1: Parking lot surface broken by a 977 loader and op.erator in prepara-
tion for archaeological investigation of the 175 Water Street block (Block 71).
Asphalt removal began on October 28, 1981.
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Each locus was identified by a distinct "locus number" which is made up
of three numerical components. The first is the lot identification number,
the second is the unit identification number, and the third number identifies
the locus itself. For example, the number 33.02.003 is the locus number for
the third locus encountered in Unit 2 of Lot 33. Any loci excavated or
described before excavation uni ts were es tab l t shed were ass; gned a liD" for
the unit identification number. Also, any loci extending beyond more than
two units within a lot, such as the wharf/grillage system (see Landfill,
Chapter 5), were assigned a "0" unit designation.

For vertical control during the excavation, no locus was to extend beyond
4 inches; therefore loci were removed in arbitary four-inch (or less) levels.
Each level was recorded and drawn on separate locus sheets, and the recovered
artifactual material bagged and labeled by level. However, to limit the time
spent on record keepi nq, loci that had al ready been tested and i denti fi ed as
(or were suspected to be) deep, discrete deposits, were often removed in
arbitrary levels of six inches or more without losing stratigrapic control.

The above-mentioned procedure is best utilized in the removal of debris
and sediment 1ayers; however, the "locus-system" was appl i ed to the removal
of all loci, including architectural constructions, such as feature walls.
In some instances, this resulted in complicated recordation, but maintaining
the system was necessary for consistency.

As noted previously, the lot walls defined the initial areas of excava-
tion which were later divided into smaller unt ts to maintain control , Either
a single unit in a lot was excavated or two units were excavated simultaneous-
lyon a diagonal to maximize infonnation gained from the profiles. These
profiles, on the east/west and north/south axes. were drawn and photographed
before the adjacent unit was excavated. 'A minimum of two profiles was
recorded in each unit unless the complexity of the unit required more. Also,
in certain cases where the complexity of the unit/lot required additional
information, temporary baulks were maintained until profiles were drawn.

A site datum on a north/south axis was establ ished from which perpendi-
cul ar 1i nes were extended for hori zon tal meausurements of i ndi vi dual lots.
The number of perpendicular lines established was arbitrary but kept to a
minimum so that several lots could be plotted from a single line.

Vertical measurements, or elevations, were taken from datum points within
lot units which were transferred from fixed datum points established for each
lot. These lot datums, in turn, were tied into the central site datum
through transit survey. El evations within units could then be taken using a
line level and folding rule, and all measurements could later be calculated
relative to the site datum. This system provided vertical and horizontal
control over the entire excavation area while retaining the flexibility of
treating each backyard as a separate entity. Further documentation was
provided by color slide and black and white print 35 mm photography at all
critical junctures of the excavation.
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Throughout the course of testing and later mitigation, numerous soil and
flotation samples were taken. A soil sample, approximately 1/4 cup in
volume, was recovered from each locus below the demolition debris. It was
from this sample that the Munsell and Wentworth readings were to be analyzed
in the lab; currently, Munsell readings have been done on selected samples
(see Artifact Appendix B, Chapter 4). A second sample, four quarts in
vol ume, was taken from selected loci for flotation when it was detennined
that a deposit contained large amounts of organic material that could not be
recovered adequately in the screening process.

Artifacts recovered from the excavations were taken to the field
1aboratory at 163 Front Street for bag inventory control and prel imi nary
processing. No attempt was made to completely wash and catalog these
materials during the testing phase; however, artifacts critical to data
recovery decisions (coins, etc.) were processed as feasible.

Throughout the course of the excavation, whenever possible, water
screening was employed for artifact retrieval. At times, however,
parti cul arly duri ng the miti gati on phase, sub-zero temperatures made water
unavailable, and only dry screening was possible.

Mitigation

Most of the fi el d methods employed duri ng the miti gati on phase were the
same as those util ized duri ng testi ng. The only differences between the two
were the amount of area to be excavated and the addi ti on of a new excavati on
strategy.

As outl i ned in the block I s Interim Report (see Gei smar and Nickl as 1982),
the sampling strategy employed to facilitate mitigation was as follows: In
order to provide comparable samples in the mitigation phase, to include yard
areas not obvi ously feature specific or feature rel ated, and to ensure that
"original" landfill was reached in at least one segment of each yard, a two
part sampling strategy was undertaken. Where possible, each exposed yard was
first divided into four equal sections. One of these quarters was then
arbitrarily selected as a unit for stratigraphic hand excavation down to what
was considered primary landfill; that is, fill material used for land
construction rather than that associated with occupation debris.

To compensate for bi as introduced by the arbi trary sel ecti on of the unit
to be sampled, shovel clearing in the remaining sections of each yard was
then undertaken. Features located in this manner such as privies, cisterns,
barrels, and other occupation-related constructionswere sampled. Sample
si zes screened from these features ranged from 25 to 50 to 100 percent,
depending on the nature of the feature and the time available for this
activity. In this manner, all the yards under investigation were sampled to
landfill and all exposed features were documented and tested. In addition to
the location of occupation-related features, this strategy prOVided a
remarkably clear picture of structural elements within the yard area (see lot
descriptions for excavation strategies in individual yards).
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Several deep excavations into the original landfill were al so undertaken
during the mitigation phase. Four deeptests, in lots 14a, 29/30, and 33,
were centered on the locations of three proposed piling cluster sites for the
175 Water Street building.

The methods employed for excavation of the deeptests were essentially the
same as those developed by SSI for the Tel co project. Heavy equi pment, in
the form of a backhoe and front-end loader; was used to remove the basement
fill from an area sufficiently large enough to protect the crew from trench
wall collapse. Concrete basement and cellar floors from former buildings
were then broken with a Dynahoe and hannner and the concrete removed by
backhoe. The deeptest excavati on was advanced by the backhoe, wi th trenches
broken into 10 to 12 foot hori zontal segments. A wheel barrow full of fil 1 ,
the equivalent of seven excavation buckets, was removed for screening from
each level of vertical excavation in each section, and the trenching was
carefully monitored by an archaeological team. It should be noted; however,
that excavati on with heavy equi pment obvt ousl y 1acks the preci se control of
hand excavati on. When a trench was compl ete, strati graphi c profi 1es were
cleaned and drawn. Any evidence of cribbing or other fill constructions were
carefully recorded. The cellar floor was left in place on all sides of the
trench; thi s not only provided a stable work pl at form, but al so protected
agai nst sudden profil e coll apse. Peri shabl e items from the test sampl e were
kept in water-fill ed pl astic bags whil e the remai ni n9 arti facts were all owed
to ai r dry.

The following section describes the lot and deeptest excavations in
deta i 1 . These excavati ons , i ncl udi ng the deeptest.s , are organi zed consecu-
tively by lot. Each lot section describes the excavation and, where
possible, interpretations of the field data. It is important to note that
all artifact descriptions and identifications that appear in the following
section were based on field identification and therefore are subject to
change based on the findings of the laboratory analysis (see Chapter 4,
Artifact Analysis).

For each lot, relevant maps; plans, profiles, and photos are presented as
is a locus appendix. It should be noted that any elevations on the profiles
and pl ans are measurements rel ative to the Borough of Manhattan Datum (bmd) ,
a point 2.75 feet above mean sea 1evel at Sandy Hook, New Jersey (Gol dberg
1982). It should also be noted that opening and closing lot maps are
composite drawings; elevations on these plans, therefore, refer to depths at
the time of drawing and are not necessarily absolute opening or closing
elevations for the lot excavations. A key to the site plans and maps is
found in Figure 3.1.

Lot appendices are organi zed by uni t and 1i st the loci described and/or
excavated within that unit. Following each locus number is a locus descrip-
ti on and, if 1ess than 100 percent, the percentage of the sampl e screened.
Al so provided in the appendices are the appropriate "feature (F)/non-feature
(NF) numbers" assigned to loci during the lab processing. The former, which
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are specific, appear with their appropriate loci; the latter, which are
general, are noted by unit. These numbers were used to organize the material
in the computer data bank and are provided in this section since they are the
analytic units used in the artifact analysis. It should be noted, however,
that often non-feature loci did not yield ceramic and glass material, the
primary analytic categories in the artifact analysis and, therefore, many
non-feature loci will not be found on the computer pri ntouts for these cate-
gories. This was the case, for example, when loci referred to construe-
ti ons--such as a wall or the wood from a wharf, a fl oor , or a b~rrel--rather
than fill. In all, fifty-seven features were defined (see Chapter 4).

LOT DESCRIPTIONS

Lots 14 and 14a (20 Fletcher Street andd 18 Fletcher Street)

On October 29, 1981, the backhoe removed the destructi on debri sin the
area of Lot 14 and it was suspected that the basement area of the lot had
been extended with the structure, thus removing much of the backyard
deposits. Because a column of stone was discovered on the north lot wall
where a wall had apparently been, it was apparent that the structlire on lot
14 had been combined with that in Lot 14a. The result was one structure with
a common basement and no obvious internal dividing walls.

Once the concrete floor had been exposed, a secti on of the floor in Lot
14a was se1 ected for one of the deeptests. Soon after the floor was broken
through, excavation was begun in a section approximately 10 feet long by 4
feet wide (see Figure 3.2). The first level below the concrete floor, a thin
layer of reddish brown sand and brick rubble, was apparently part of the
latest fill below the floor and, as such, was not sampled. Subsequently,
samples were taken from all arbitrary twelve inch levels under this fill,
beginning at approximately twenty-four inches below the surface of the con-
crete floor. The first sample level was apparently the top of original land-
fill; this suggested that the basement extension in this trench had destroyed
backyard deposits built into this early fill.

The fall owi ng procedure was foll owed in order to recover 1andfi 11
sampl es. One backhoe bucket of 1andfil1 was removed from each twel ve inch
1evel , and one wheel barrow full of 1andfi 11, the equival ent of seven excava-
tion buckets, was wet screened from each of these samples.

Excavation continued to a depth of 108 inches, at which point river
bottom fi 11 represented by sand was in i t tal l y thought to have been reached."
It should be noted that similar sand observed during the construction-
related excavation that followed archaeological fieldwork was identified as
possible ship's ballast (Smith 1982: personal communciation). This interpre-
tat; on is a1 so supported by the descri pti ons of 1eve1 s 5 through 7 in the
deeptest. Each of these levels was identified as grey silty sand with
crushed coral, large cobbles, and large pieces of coral. all of which
resembled the ballast excavated from the ship on this block. Ship ballast is
known to be used as land-building material in seaport cities (Smith 1982:
personal communi cati on; see Landfill, Chapter 5, thi s report). The sand in
this deeptest raises questions about the actual depth of river bottom that
are unanswered at present.
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Figure 3.1
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Figure 3.2
175 WATER STREET
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Opening Map

r" -,,-,.- "~I
· ,· ,

I

I

I

.,

-:., "".

0~~·--'·::~~'
, ,· .
L .. _,,_,,_ .. ~

CONCA~T~ nOOR

.." ."

~,~ .... ".:,-
: - .....

-:

I.
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

'1
I
I
I



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

In all, seven arbitrary levels of landfill were removed from Lot 14a.
The fill was excavated by 1evel instead of by locus because of the 1imited
control possible during backhoe excavation. For descriptions of the level s
see the appendix for Lot 14a, Deeptest (see Figure 3.3 for soil profile).

Lot 14 and 14a (Deeptest. Architectural, and Fill Loci:603NF)

Locus number Identification
14.0.001 Brick rubble; destruction debris

removed from the area of the basement
in Lot 14.

14.0.002
14.0.003

Not avail able
The removal of two layers of concrete
basement floor.

14.0.004 The east lot stone wall, which also
functioned as a common wall between
lots 14 and 36. It was constructed of
cut stone 1ined with parged or mortar-
faced brick.

14.0.005 The north lot stone wall; a double
stone wall which was a common wall
between Lots 14 and 35. It also had a
parged red brick liner.
Wall dividing 14 and 14a. There was
only a column of stone remaining along
14a.0.004 and 14.0.005.

14.0.006

Lot 14a.0
Locus number Indentification

14a.0.001 Destruction debris removed from the
basement area of Lot 14a.

14a.0.002 The seven arbitrary levels of original
landfill recovered from the deeptest.
Grey sandy silt with black and yellow/
grey sandy silt with some wood frag-
ments, 1eather, and brick . There was a
strong oil smell from the sample.
Between 24 and 36 inches below the
surface of the concrete floor.

Level 1
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Locus number Identification
Level 2 Brown grey sandy silt with some black

and yellow/grey sandy silt. Very
organic with large amounts of wood.
Strong oi1 smell. Between 36 and 48
inches below surface.

Level 3 Brown grey sandy silt with some black,
tar-l ik.e substance and heavy 011 odor.
Conta1 ns oyster shell and 1eather.
Wood content very high . Between 48 and
60 inches below surface.

Level 4 Brown grey sandy silt with wood and
1eather • Oil sme11 1ess predomi nant
and also somewhat less brick. Between
60 and 72 inches below surface.

Level 5 Grey brown coarse sand with some s11ty
sand. Contains crushed coral, large
cobb 1es , 1arge chunks of coral and
small smooth pebbles. Between 72 and
84 inches below surface.

Level 6 Light grey silty sand with crushed
coral, large cobbles , chunks of coral,
brick fragments, and shell. Contains a
great deal of small smooth pebbles.
Between 84 and 96 inches below surface.

Level 7 Light grey silty sand with crushed
coral, coral pieces, cobbles, and
shell. Between 96 and 108 inches below
concrete surface.
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Figure 3.3
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Lot 18 (165 Water Street)

Excavation in Lot 18 started on November 16, 1981. With backhoe removal
of the demolition debris down to the concrete floor, the walls of the lot
were defined (see lot appendix below for descriptions). A two-layer concrete
floor was broken wi th the Oynahoe and hammer and removed wi th the backhoe.' A
well preserved fl agstone floor was then reveal ed below the concrete floor of
the basement area. As evi denced by decayed mortar and reddi sh brown sand
removed from between the stones, the flagstone floor originally (see map,
Figure 3.4) may have been mortared.

With the removal of the flagstone floor, four units were established in
the lot. Excavation began in Units 2 and 3 located, respectively, in the
southeast and northwest quadrants of the lot. Subsequentl y, Unit 2 became
the focus of the yard's 100 percent sample, and excavation in Unit 3
temporarily suspended.

Unit 2, Lot 18

The fi rst locus removed in Uni t 2 was a thi n 1ayer of brown si 1ty sand
with reddi sh brown sand which was SUbsequently encountered across the entire
lot. Below this was a thick deposit of brown silty sand as well as a thin
layer of brown sandy silt with brick rubble. While the brown silty sand was
being excavated, two layers of wooden planks along the eastern edge of the
unit were uncovered. These pl anks may have been part of a wooden floor;
however, based on the random pattern, the planking probably represented
"trash" .

.
Below the brown silty sand, the footing stones for the east lot wall were

located. In the northern half of the unit was a grey/brown silty sand and in
the southern half was a yell oW/1i ght brown c1ayey sil t. The cl ayey sil t
continued down into a stone privy (Feature 51) located at the very top of the
unit. This locus was probably fill that was inadvertently deposited in the
privy.

The first locus excavated within the privy was a thin layer of yellow/
light brown clay. At this point the privy was bisected and each half
excavated separately. Below this clay was a deposit of dark grey clayey silt
with a high concentration of organic material and a pocket of orange brown
sand. Thi s locus probably represents "nightsoil", the deposit rel ated to the
use of the feature as a privy. Thi s deposi twas foll owed by a bl ui sh grey
clayey silt, which may al so represent nightsoil, as well as a thick layer of
black soil located below the clayey silt.

Below these nightsoil deposits on the western side of the privy was a
deposit of brown and tan silt with brick rubble, while on the eastern side
there was a thick deposit of brown silt with some black silt, which again,
may represent nightsoil. This was the last locus excavated within the privy.

In the northeast corner of the unit was a corner of a wooden box (Feature
52) from which a thin layer of reddish brown sand was removed. This was the
only locus removed from within the box in this unit (see Figures 3.5 and 3.6
for box and soil profiles).
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Several pockets of soil were removed from outside the privy. incl uding
black silty clay. yellow brown clay. brown silty sand, and grey sand. Below
these loci was a grey brown silty sand with waterworn pebbles and cobbles and
charcoal. This locus was followed by several thin loci: first. a reddish
brown sand with brick, then a grey clay with mortar. charcoal. and brick. and
finally. a- fine brown silt. Below these was a thick deposit of dark brown to
grey clayey sil t in the eastern hal f of the unit and a brown sil ty sand wi.th
brick rubble in the western hal f. The grey brown sandy s11t continued under
the dark brown to grey clayey silt outside the box and privy. This locus was
located above a dark grey sandy silt with brick and small pebbles. With the
removal of this locus the bottom of the wooden box ·was exposed at approximate-
ly 95 inches below datum. This locus may represent the transitional level
above original landfill. Next, a thin layer of brown and black sand was
encountered, a sand that was identified as the transitional level above
landfill in other lots. Below this sand was another layer of grey/black sand
with shell (Locus 18.02.33), the last locus excavated in Unit 2, possibly
original landfill.

Unit 3, Lot 18
I

As mentioned above. excavation in Unit 3 began simultaneously with that
in Unit 2. The first locus encountered was a thick deposit of reddish brown
sil ty sand with rubble. waterworn pebbl es, and cobbl es , With the removal of
this locus, a reddish brown silty sand was located but not excavated. It was
identified as a possible builders' trench for a now-defunct lot or building
wall. Also located, but not excavated. was a reddish brown with yellow sandy
silt inside what appeared to be the curved sandstone base of a cistern
(Feature 54); the remainder of this feature was excavated in Unit 4.

A brown clayey silt with brick and mortar was located around the
"but l ders I trench" and the cistern base. This locus too, was not excavated.
nor was a yellowish brown clay identified as a possible builder's trench for
the ci stern.

Unit 4, Lot 18
The next unit to be excavated was Unit 4. The removal of the first

locus, a brown s i 1ty sand, exposed more of semic i rcu 1ar base- segment of the
stone cistern (Feature 54) first located in Unit 3. Most of the feature was
located in this unit, and only half of this section was excavated.

TwOloci were exposed within the cistern, a dark brown silty sand in the
southern hal f of the excavated area and a brown sandy sil t in the northern
hal f. With the removal of these deposits, a thick layer of dark brown sandy
silt was uncovered. It was initially identified as a builder's trench for
what would have been the west wan of the basement area. However, si nce the
removal of these loci exposed the cistern's floor, it seems unlikely that
this was a builders' trench for that wall (see Figure 3.7).
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Figure 3.4
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Figure 3.5
175 WATER STREET
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Figure 3.6
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A shovel test of the deposi ts outs i de the ct stern was dug and revealed a
yellow and brown silty clay and a thin layer of yellow clay sand above what
was identified as original landfill, a grey sand with a great deal of oyster
shell (Locus 18.04.11). This was the only testing af the deposits outside
the cistern in this unit.

A section of the cistern floor was removed and revealed ,a construction
of sandstone over a double layer of brick and mortar. The elevation of the
floor was approximately 54 inches below datum. Below the doubl e 1ayer of
brick was a deposit of large stones, al so probably related to the construc-
ti on of the floor, perhaps a foundati on • A thi c k deposi t of brown cl ayey
sil t with brick and mortar was located below the stones al ongsi de a wooden
foundation beam for the yardls west wall (see Figure 3.8).

Unit 1, Lot 18

The last"unit excavated in Lot 18 was Unit 1. The first locus encoun-
tered was a brown -511 ty sand. This locus was shoveled off to expose the
wooden box (Feature 52) initially located in Unit 2. In addition to the box,
the south stone wall af an unidentified feature (Feature 53) was exposed
under the fi 11 1oct just to the north of the wooden box. A1so uncovered
below the fill were the stone footings for the north wall of the lot.

Only the western hal f of the uni dentifi ed stone features was excavated.
The first locus removed from within the feature was a brown silty clay.
There were no artifacts in this deposit. The next locus was a grey sandy
silt with iron and ash. With the removal of this depcsf t , the exter-ior north
side of the wooden box was located under the south stone wall of the feature.
The stone features consisted of only two courses of dry- iaid stone and the
locus described above was the last locus within the walls of this feature.
Below the stones was a grey silt above light brown sand. The removal of
these loci uncovered a section of wooden planking with bol ts which may have
been part of a floor. These planks were removed with the light brown clayey
silt which was also located below the brown sand. A thick deposit of grey
brown clayey silt was the next deposit excavated. Below this was a thin
layer of brownish gray silt with light grey mortar. The last locus excavated
within the area of the unidentified stone feature was a thin layer of dark
grey sand with pebbles (Locus 18.01.017). This locus may represent the
transitional level above original landfill.

The wooden box (Feature 52) contained a light brown sandy silt with char-
coal and wood fragments. Below this, inside the box, was a thick layer of
grey sand with lenses of red sand. Only 50 percent of this deposit was
screened; when it was detenni ned that there was 1ittle cul tural materi al ,
screening was stopped. Artifacts were recovered as they were exposed during
excavation. A grey sand was located below the mottled grey and red sand and
this was followed by what was identified in the field as a deposit of black
"ntqhtso l l n; however I it seems unlikely that this locus was nightsoil or
privy rel ated. The last locus removed from within the wooden box was a grey
and black sand, possibly the transitional level above original landfill.
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In the southwest corner of the unit9 outside the west wall of the wooden
box, a grey/brown sandy sil t with charcoal was i dentifi ed but not excavated
(see closing map, Figure 3.9).

Lot 18 Architectural and Fill Loci

Unit 18.0

Locus number Identification

18.0.001 Removal of demo1it i on deb ri s with
backhoe to concrete floor.

18.0.002 Removal of concrete floor, 2 1ayers of
concrete separated by a thi n 1ayer of
tar. Above a flagstone floor.

Removal of fl agstone floor and medium
brown silty sand with reddish brown
sand decayed (?) between stones.

The north lot wall was constructed of
red brick (with an interior parged
bri ck 1i ni ng) and was adj acent to the
south lot stone wall of Lot 19. It
had a cut stone foundation wall below
the brick wall.

18.•0.003

Walls of the lot:

The south lot wall was constructed of
red brick (with an interior parged
bri ck 1i ni ng) and was adj acent to the
north lot stone wall of Lot 14/14a.
It had a cut stone foundation wall
below the brick wall.

The east 1at wall was constructed of
stone but had remants of a brick wall
at the top. It fanned a common wall
with Lot 35.

Unit 18.01 (501 NF)

18.01.001 A 2 to 7 inch layer of brown sil ty
sand over most of the unit with a
pocket of dark brown sand over the
rest of the unit. No soil was
screened. Only diagnostic artifacts
exposed during excavation were saved.

18.02.002 Stone wall of unt dentified
below 18.01.001, approximately
inches thick (two courses of
(Feature 53).

feature
6 to 12
stone) •
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Locus number Identification

18.01.003 A 3 inch layer of brown silty clay
inside unidentified stone feature,
below 18.01.001 (Feature 53). A 25%
sample was screened but no artifacts
were recovered.

18.01.004 (F52.l) A 5 to 9 1/2 inch layer of light brown
sandy sil t with charcoal and wood
fragments inside wooden box (Feature
52). A 50% sample was taken.

A grey brown sandy sil t with charcoal
f1ecks along western si de of and
outside the wooden box in southwest
corner of the unit. This locus was
not excavated.

18.01.005

18.01.006 (F52.1) A 23 to 26 inch 1ayer of grey sand
with lenses of red sand insi de wooden
box (Feature 52). Pebbles and cobbles
increased as depth i ncrea sed. No soi 1
was screened and diagnostic arti facts
were recovered while excavating.

18.01.007 (F52.1) A 2 1/2 to 5 inch 1ayer of grey sand
inside wooden box. No soil was
screened. Only diagnostic artifacts
were recovered during excavation.

18.01.008 (F52.2) A 4 to 6 inch 1ayer of black soi 1 ,
simil ar to "nt ghtsoilll inside wooden
box. A 50% sample was taken.

A 4 to 6 inch layer of grey and black
sand inside box. A 50' sample was
taken.

18.01.009 (F52.9)

18.01.010 The west wall of the wooden box
(Feature 52).

A 5 1/2 to 8 inch 1ayer of grey sandy
silt containing large amounts of iron,
ash, and 1ime, insi de uni dentifi ed
stone feature (Feature 53). A 50%
sample was taken.

18.01.011 (F53.1)
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I Locus number

18.01.012 {F53.l}

I
I 18.01.013 (F53.l)

I 18.01.014 (F53.l)

I
I

18.01.015 (F53.l)

I
I 18.01.016 (F53.1)

I
18.01.017 (F53.2)

I
I Unit 18.2 (501NF)

18.02.001
I
I
I

18.02.002

I 18.02.003

I
I

IdentificClJion

A3 1/2 to 6 inch layer of grey silt
in the unidentified stone feature
under 18.01.011. A 25% sample was
taken.

A thin 1ayer, 1/2 to 3 inches thick.
of 1ight brown sand insi de the
unidentified stone feature under
18.01.012. A 25% sample was taken.

A 1 1/2 inch layer of light brown
clayey silt with brick and mortar. A
section of wooden flooring with bol ts
was also removed. Inside unidentified
stone feature under 18.01.013. A 25%
sample was taken.

An 8 to 10 inch 1ayer of grey brown
clayey silt under 18.01.014 inside
uni dentifi ed s tone feature. A 25%
sample was taken.

A 1 1/2 to 9 inch 1ayer of browni sh
grey sil t with 11ght grey mortar under
18.01.015 inside unidentified stone
feature. A 25%sample was taken.

A 2 to 3 inch 1ayer of dark grey sand
with pebbles. The last locus exca-
vated in Un;t 1. Dark grey sand at
the bottom of this locus.

A 1 inch thick layer covering the
entire unit; a brown silty sand
mottled with reddish brown sand.
(Ei ghteenth to ni neteenth century).
No soil was screened, artifacts were
recovered while excavating.

A 10 to 19 i neh 1ayer of brown si 1ty
sand cover; ng most of the unt t (1ate
eighteenth century).

A 1 1/2 to 5 inch layer of brown sandy
silt mottled with yellow clay contain-
ing brick rubble and charcoal.

104



Locus number Identification

18.02.004 A grey brown silty sand, 6 1/2 to 20
1/2 inches thick, with charcoal
fl ecks, (mid to 1ate eighteenth
century) •

1 to 3 1/2 inches of wooden plank in9
in two courses, running north/south
along east and south edges of the
unit.

A 5 to 9 1/2 inch layer of yellow to
11ght brown cl ayey si 1tin the south
half of the unit. The first two
levels were above the privy (Feature
51). The third level was within the
privy. (Late eighteenth century
cultural material).

18.02.005

18.02.006

18.02.007 A wooden pl ank along the southern edge
of the unit, pl anks ran east/west and
were approximately 1/2 inch thick.
(late eighteenth century).

A yellow to light brown clay, approxi-
mately 3 to 4 inches thick inside the
privy. (Feature 51). (Mid to late
eighteenth century cultural material).

Dark grey clayey silt with a heavy
concentration of organic material,
approximately 5 to 8 inches thick
inside privy. (Feature 51). This is
probably nightsoil. (Mid-eighteenth
century cultural material).

A 1 to 7 inch layer of bluish grey
clayey silt inside the priVy. This
may al so be ni ghtsoi 1. (Mid-
eighteenth century cultural material).

An 8 inch thick black soil, probably
nightsoil, in privy.

A 4 to 19 inch layer of brown and grey
si 1ty sand with brown si 1tins i de the
privy.

18.02.008 (F51.1)

18.02.009 (F51.l)

18.02.010 (F51.1)

18.02.011 (F51.2)

18.02.012 (F51.2)
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I Locus number

18.02.013

I
18.02.014 (F51.l)

I
I 18.02.015 (F51.l)

I 18.02.016 (F51.l)

I
I 18.02.017

I 18.02.018

I 18.02.019

I
I

18.02.020
I
I 18.02.021

I 18.02.022

I 18.02.023

I
I

Identifica.t.ion
Wood planking or 1arge wood fragments
in the Southea st corne r of the unit ,
approximately 1 1/2 inches thick.
A small pocket of orange/brown sand, 2
inches thick, within 18.02.009 inside
the privy.
A small pocket of brown clayey silt,
approximately 2 1/4 inches thick in
the privy.
A 2 to 5 1/2 inch thick layer of

brownish grey sandy si1t mattl ed with
orange sand and containing brick,
waterworn cobbles and charcoal.
Inside the privy.
A 24-inch thick strip of reddish brown
sand along the southern edge of the
wooden box (Feature 52); mostly in
Unit 1.
North stone wall of privy (Feature
51). Three courses of stone between
8 and 17 inches thick.
A pocket of bl ack silty clay at the
western edge of the unitouts ide the
privy. Approximately 3 1/2 inches
thick. All soil was saved for soil
and flotation samples; was not
screened.
A 2 to 4 inch thick layer of brown
silty clay with brick, mortar, and
charcoal; north of the privy.
Grey sand under 18.02.020 north of the
privy; approximately 1/2 to 2 inches
thick.
Reddish brown sand, approximately 3
inches thick under 18.02.021; north of
the privy, outside wooden box.
A 1 1/2 to 5 1/2 inch 1ayer of grey
clay with brick, mortar and charcoal
under 18.02.022.
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Locus number Identification
18.02.024 Brown silt, 1/2 to r I 3/4 inches thick,

under 18.02.023.
18.02.025 Dark brown/grey clayey silt with brick

under 18.02.024 on the eastern side of
the unit, north of the privy. This
locus is 5 to 10 inches thick.

18.02.026 Brown silty sand with brick rubble
under 18.02.024 on the western side of
the unit, north of the privy. This
locus is 3 1/2 to 10 1/2 inches thick.
A 1 to 3 inch thick layer of grey
brown sandy silt under loci 18.02.025
and 18.02.016, north of the privy.
A 3 1/2 to 6 inch layer of brown and
tan silt with brick rubble inside
privy along the western one half of
the unit.

18.02.027

18.02.028 (F51.9)

18.02.029 {F51.31 A pocket of tan sand 1n southeast
corner of the privy, approximately 4
inches thick.

18.02.030 Grey sandy silt with brick and mortar,
north of the privy, under 18.02.027;
1 to 7 inches thick.

18.02.031 A 3 to 5 inch thick layer of dark grey
sandy silt with pebbles below
18.02.030. The bottom of the wooden
box (southern wall) was visible at
approximately 95 inches 'below datum.
A 50% sample was taken.
Brown sand with black sand, 1 to 2
inches thick below 18.02.031, north of
the privy. A 50% sample was taken.
A 1 to 6 inch layer of grey/black sand
with shell, under 18.02.032. This is
the 1ast locus removed in th1s unt t.
May be original 1andfill . A 50%
sample was taken.

18.02.032

18.02.033
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Locus number

18.02.034

I
I 18.02.035

I 18.02.000

I Unit 3 (501 NF)

18.03.001

I
I 18.03.002

I
18.03.003

I
I 18.03.004

I
18.03.005

I Unit 4 (501 NFl

I 18.04.001

I
I
I
I

Identification

The south wall of the wooden box
excavati on in Uni t 1. Between 55 and
90 inches below datum. Uncovered
along the northeastern corner of Unit
2.
A 3-inch pocket of yellow brown cl ay
overlying north privy wall.

Material recovered from the cleaning
of the east wall profile.

A 9 to 12 inch layer of reddish brown
s i1ty sand with rubb 1e , waterworn
pebbles and, cobbles, over the entire
unit. (Mid-nineteenth-century cultu-
ral material).

Reddi sh brown s i 1ty sand. A pass i b1e
buil der ' s trench along the western
wall. Not excavated.

Reddish brown with yellow sandy silt;
inside the cistern base (Feature 54).
Only a small section is in this unit.
Not excavated.

A brown clayey silt with yellow brown
clay, grey sand, brick and mortar out-
side of the cistern and but l der t s
trench. Not excavated.

Yellowish brown clay around cistern.
'Possibly a builder's trench. Not
excavated.

Brown sil ty sand approximately 1 to 3
inches thick, over the entire unit
(surface rubble). This locus was
shovel ed out and only di agnosti cs seen
while excavating were saved.
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Locus number Identification

18.04.002 Part of a circular cistern base
(Feature 54) constructed of sandstone;
along the western edge of the unit)
approximately 9 inches deep.

A 4 to 5 1/2 inch 1ayer of dark brown
s11ty sand with charcoal f1ecks in the
southern half of the cistern.

18.04.003 (F54.l)

18.04.004 (F54.1) An 8-inch thick 1ayer of brown sandy
si1 t in northern one hal f of the
cistern. A 25~ sample was taken.

A 14 to 17 inch thick layer of dark
brown sandy sil t with 1arge stones and
brick. A possible builders' trench
for wall no longer standing at the
western edge of the yard. A 50%
sample was taken.

A shovel test into a 4 1/2 inch 1ayer
of yellow and brown silty clay outside
the cistern, in the southeast corner
of the unit.

18.04.005 (F54.1)

18.04.006

18.04.007 Removal of the cistern
Constructed of sandstone.

floor.

18.004.008 Below the sandstone floor of the cts-
tern: a double 1ayer of bricks with a
thick layer of mortar separati ng them.
Below this, large stones were
encountered. A total of 10 inches.
No artifacts were recovered.

18.04.009 (F54.2) A 13 1/2 to 14 1/2
clayey silt with
below the cistern.
taken.

inch layer of brown
bricks and mortar

A 50~ sample was

18.04.010 Spreadfooting complex below builder's
trench for the west wall menti oned in
18.04.005.

18.04.011 Shovel test of yellow/brown clay)
approximately 10 1/2 inches deep.
Below was a yellow clayey sand and
grey sand with oyster shell s which may
have been original landfill. No
datable artifacts.
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Lot 19 (167 Water Street)

On November 4, 1981, the walls of Lot 19 were exposed and defined with
the use of the backhoe. Six discrete walls were identified and indicated a
division of the lot into two sections. One section was sealed by a flagstone
surface uncovered duri ng testi ng, and was located at the easternmost end of
the lot (see open; ng map, Fi gure 3.10) . At the north and south end of thi s
section the inner walls were constructed of brick against outer stone walls.
The south wall was located next to the north wall of Lot 35, while the north
wall fonned a common wall with Lot 33. The east wall of this section was
constructed of stone and appeared to have been 1ai d agai nst the back lot
brick wall of Lot 34. The wall dividing the two sections of Lot 19 was
constructed of brick on the uppermost section with two window frames or
sills. Below the brick section, the wall was constructed of stone, possibly
the foundation for the wall. This may have been the back wall of the
building, and, later, of the basement extension. The north and south walls
of the basement area were constructed of stone and 1ined with a 1ayer of
parged, or mortar-faced, brick. The western face of the dividing wall was
a1so lined with parged brick which seal ed off the windows. These liners may
have been added not only to seal off the windows, but also to stabilize the
walls and seal out moisture.

Once the walls were defined, hand excavation began in the eastern
section of the lot. A thick deposit of coal dust was removed and found to
contain numerous twentieth-century artifacts, including fabric, plastic
syringe caps, and safety glass. The deposit covered the flagstone surface
mentioned above. The artifacts recovered from the removal of this floor
indicated a late-nineteenth or ear1y-twentieth-century construction.

With the removal of the flagstone floor, two· excavation units were
established: Unit 1 in the southern half and Unit 2 in the north. Of the
two, only Unit 1 was entirely excavated (see below). A third unit, which
will be discussed later, was established in the basement area.

Unit 1, Lot 19

During the testing phase, only Unit 1 was excavated. The first locus
below the floor was a layer of light brown and tan fine sand mottled with ash
and mortar that contained predominantly early-twentieth century cultural
material. Several loci were uncovered below this fill: a dressed stone wall
that was either part of the south backyard wall or adjacent to it, a circular
brick feature (possibly a drain), and the surrounding fill, and a grey/brown
sand mott1 ed with charcoal and brick fragments. Below this soil level was a
1ayer of rust brown sand contai ni ng 1ate-ei ghteenth and ni neteenth century
material. Surrounding the drain feature was a 6 to 9 inch layer of dark
brownish grey sandy silt which was thought to be its builders' trench; the
drain was filled with a deposit of black silt. Several loci, approximately 7
to 14 inches thick, of brown, grey, and grey/brown sandy sil t were excavated
above a wooden plank that formed part of a possible "coffer-dam-I ike" or
bulkhead construction (see Figure 3.11). To the east was a deposit of
several layers of grey silty sand with pockets of reddish brown sand. On the
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western si de of the pl ank , a post and several 1evel s of greyi sh brown sil ty
sand were excavated (see Figures 3.11 and 3.12). Below these loci was a
thick layer of light and dark grey sand with wood fragments, possibly a
transitional level above original landfill. The dark grey sand was located
below the footing stones for the yard1s south lot wall. Contiguous to this
deposit was a thick layer of rust/brown/orange fine sand, possibly a
transitional level, identified as such in other lots. Below the footi ng
stones for the western backyard wall was a thin 1ayer of grey/brown sil t
mottled with grey sand, wood fragments, and oyster shell. This locus
(19.01.028) was identified as original landfill. On the western side of the
wooden structure, excavation continued into landfill for approximately two
feet; at this point an auger was used to further test the landfill. The test
revealed that the grey sandy silt continued below the level of excavation.

Unit 2, Lot 19

Unit 2, like Unit 1, was also covered by a layer of light brown fine
sand. Below this level several fill loci varied from brown grey silty sand
to reddish brown sand. Below this was the stone footing for the north back-
yard wall. Alongside this footing was a possible builders· trench consisting
of brown/rust sand and brown grey silty sand that contained cultural material
from the mid-ni neteenth century. South of th i s n trench It were depos its 0 f
brown and brown grey sil ty sand as well as rust brown and reddi sh brown sil ty
sands. Below this fi 11 loci was the northern section of the wooden construc-
tion first uncovered in Unit 1. Here it extended northward approximately
two-thirds of the length af Unit 2 with the builders· trench to its north.

The western side of the wooden planks was excavated to determine the
extent of the soil deposits ·and the construction on at least one side of the
planks. As in Unit I, several layers of dark browni sh grey sil ty sand were
excavated. The footing stones for the west backyard wall were exposed at the
bottom of this deposit. Below this footing several inches of a dark gray/
black silty sand (19.02.024) were excavated and identified as originial
landfill. Because of freezing, additional excavation was not possible in
this unit.

Unit 3, Lot 19

The third and final unit in Lot 19 was establ ished in the basement area
in the hope of locating backyard features. The unit began as a test trench
to determi ne the exi stence and i ntegri ty of any such featu res and deposi ts •
With the removal of the first locus in the trench--a reddish brown silty sand
with brick, mortar, and shell fragments--a section of a stone privy wall was
uncovered. The unit was then expanded to locate the remainder of this
feature and to become the 25 percent of this part of the yard to be fully
excavated.
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Because of the limitatiQns imposed by support scaffolding for the site's
protective covering, only about half of the lot's concrete basement floor was
removed; therefore excavation was limited to the cleared section in this part
of the lot. The reddish brown silty sand covered this entire area and
contained cultural material from the early-eighteenth to the mid-nineteenth
centuries. Below this fill and outside the privy was a thin layer of grey
brown silty sand. This locus covered the entire area. Its removal uncovered
what appeared to have once been the north privy wall, now destroyed (Figure
3.13). This deposit of stones sat in a matrix of reddish brown sil ty sand.
To the east of the privy was a 1ayer of 1ight grey s11ty sand with yellow
orange sand. Below this was a grey clayey silt and a dark brown sandy silt
with stones, brick, and mortar, identified as a builders' trench for the
dividing wall of Lot 19.

Below the fill in the bas.ement area outsi de the privy was a section of
the Wharf/grillage complex that extended north across the block from this lot
to Lot 23 and perhaps beyond (see Chapter 5). The privy stones. approximate-
ly two courses high. were laid upon this wharf complex. Apparently several
1ayers of the wharf had been removed to fonn the privy (see Figure 3.14 for
wharf/grill age profile in the privy). The l ast deposit in this feature con-
sisted of a dark brown silt with dark grey sandy silt. Below this locus was
a layer of light grey silty sand with a pocket of dark brown/black clayey
sil t.

A secti on of a bui 1ders I trench was noted ins ide the pri vy si nee the
privy was bui 1t agai nst the south lot wall. The loci i denti fi ed as the
trench consisted of a thick layer of greyish brown sil ty sand with brick,
mortar, and stone rubble.

. A thick 1ayer of dark grey sandy s11t mottl ed with reddish brown sand
was also removed from within the privy. A thin layer of yellow/brown silty
sand followed this deposit and was the 1ast deposit in the privy above the
wharf. Footing stones for the south lot wall were al so located above the
wharf.

The first level of logs in the privy was cut and removed along with the
grey/brown s 11ty sand between the logs. Below thi s was another 109 1ayer
which was al so removed. reveal ing a deposit of grey/brown sil ty sand mixed
with 1arge cobbles; thi s was fall owed by yet another log 1evel . The soil
between these logs, a dark grey/brown 5il ty sand, was al so removed. At this
point, since its construction had been documented, excavation of the wharff
grillage complex was stopped.

Before ending excavation in this unit and the lot, a shovel test was dug
in the buil ders I trench between the wharf and the east basement wall to
determine the extent of the wall. Grey, rust, and white banded fine sand was
renoved, This locus was identified as the transitional level above original
landfill (see closing map, Figure 3.15).
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Figure 3.1.2
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Lot 19 Architectural and Fill Loci
Unit 19.0 (604 NF)
Locus number

19.0.001

19.0.002

19.0.003

19.0.004

19.0.005

19.0.006

19.0.007

19.0.008

19.0.009

19.0.010

19.0.011

Identification
Removal of destruction debris in the
basement and backYard area of the lot.
Removal of the black deposit resembling~coal dust~ (4 to 10 inches thick)
located below locus 19.0.001 in the
backYard area. Contained twentieth
century material.
Removal of the flagstone floor located
below the coal dust in the backyard
area.
North section of the western backyard
wall. This wall may have functioned as
the demolished structurels back wall.
It was constructed of red brick, and
had two window frames.
South section of western backyard wall.
Constructed of red brick with one
window frame.
South lot wall of backyard area. Con-
structed of stone.
South section of east 1at wall. Con-
structedof stone.
North section of east lot wall.
Constructed of stone and 1aid against
lot wall of Lot 34.
North lot wall of backyard area.
Constructed of brick on surface and
stone below.
Removal of a section of the concrete
floor in basement area comprising two
layers of concrete. Also removed
several inches of soil below to clear
away rubble.
North lot
adjacent to
stone with a
interior.

wall of basement area
19.0.004. Constructed of
parged brick 1iner on the
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Locus number Identification

19.0.012 South lot
adjacent to
stone with
interior.

wall of basement area
19.0.005. Constructed of

a parged brick liner on

19.1/2.001 Two wooden posts associated with wood
planks running north/south between the
posts. Drain was in between the two
planks. Possibly a section of a
"coffer-damn or bul khead construction.

Unit 19.01 (502 NF)

19.01.001 A 5 to 9 inch 1ayer of li ght brown/tan
fine sand, mottl ed with decayed mortar,
ash, and black. silty. This locus con-
tai ned cul tural materi al from the late-
ni neteenth and pass i b 1 y the earl y-
twentieth century. Locus 19.01.001 was
similar to 19.02.001 in Unit 2.

19.01.002 A 6 inch 1ayer of 1 i ght brown/tan fi ne
sand mottled with yellow/orange sand
and brick rubble. This locus covered
the southeast corner of the unit, and
contained late-eighteenth to early-
nineteenth century cultural material.
This locus was a 4 to 5 inch layer of
grey brown sand heavily mottled with
charcoal and brick rubble. 19.01.003
covered the enti re uni t except for the
southeast corner. It contained
cultural material from the mid-nine-
teenth century.

The circul ar red brick and mortar
structure, filled with black silt.
This feature was probably a drain. It
was located in Unit 1, along the Unit 1
and Unit 2 boundary in the north.

A small cut stone wall at the southern
end of Un;t 1. It appeared that the
south backyard wall, 19.0.006, was
founded on 19.01.005, but the associ a-
tion of the walls was unclear.

19.01.003

19.01.004

19.01.005
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Locus number Identification
19.01.006 A 4 to 7 inch layer of brown/rust sand,

that covered all of the unit except for
the southwest. This locus contained
cultural material from the late-
eighteenth and early-nineteenth
century.
An a-inch segment of brick and mortar
attached to the south side of the sump.19.01.007

19.01.008 A 6 to 9 inch 1ayer of dark brown; sh
grey sandy s11t surroundi n9 the drain.
This locus contained late-eighteenth to
early-nineteenth century artifactual
mated al ,

19.01.009 This locus was a 1 to 4 inch layer of
brown silty sand that was mottled with
charcoal. It was located in the north-
west corner of the unit and cantained
mid-nineteenth-century artifacts.
This loeus was a 2 to 4 ; nch 1ayer of
brown/grey sandy silt with inclusions
of rust brown sand that covered most of
the unit. It contained mi d to 1ate-
nineteenth-century artifactural
material.

19.01.010

19.01.011 A 5 to 10 inch layer of brown/grey
sandy silt. with inclusions of char-
coal, pink sand, and tan sand. This
locus covered three-quarters of the
unit and contained mid to late-nine-
teenth century artifacts for example,
a Bristol glazed stoneware beer bottle,
1850-1875).

19.01.012 A 4-1 nch 1ayer of brown s11ty sand w1th
inclusions of decayed mortar in the
northwest corner of the unit. It
conta ined late-ei ghteenth and early-
nineteenth-century artifacts.
This locus was a 12 to 13 inch layer of
grey sandy silt with inc1usions of char-
coal, and decomposed mortar in the
western 1/2 of the unit. 19.01.013
contained early-nineteenth-century
cultural material.

19.01.013
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Locus number
I 19.01.014

I 19.01.015

I
19.01.016

I
I
I 19.01.017

I
I 19.01.018

I 19.01.019

I
I 19.01.020

I
I 19.01.021

I 19.01.022

I
I
I

199ntification
The deposit of black silt within the
drain.
A I-inch layer of brown/grey silty sand
with inclusions of stone rubble. It
was located in the southwest corner of
the unit.
A 3-inch layer of grey/brown sandy silt
with inclusions of grey silt, heavy
charcoal. brown/red sand, mortar and
tan silt. This locus was located below
19.01.011 in the southeast corner of
the unit and contained late-eighteen-
th century cultural material.
A 7 to 8 inch 1ayer of grey silty sand
with pockets of reddish brown sand. It
was located on the east side of- the
cofferdam or bul khead plank , The locus
contained mid to late-eighteenth-
century artifacts.
Pockets of 1ight grey and yel low fine
sand within 19.01.013.
Thi s locus on the western side of the
unit was a 3 inch layer of grey/greyish
brown sand, with inclusions of tan and
rust/brown sand pockets. It contai ned
late-eighteenth-century artifactual
material.
Thi s locus was a 5 inch 1ayer of grey
silty sand with inclusions of pink
sand, charcoal, and decayed mortar. It
was located on the eastern side of the
cofferdam or bulkhead plank.
A sump pit/hole that was dug by the
excavators in the southeast corner of
the unit in order to pump out the lot.
A 4 inch layer of grey/brown silty sand
in the eastern half of the unit.
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Locus number Identification

19.01.023 A 4 to 6 inch deep deposit of 1ight
grey clayey silt with some wood debris;
it was located in the southeast corner
of the unit. It may have been part of
the original landfill sequence.

This locus was a 4-inch layer of dark
brownish grey silty sand with inclu-
s i ons of tan sandy sil t and wood. It
was located on the western si de of the
unit.

19.01.024

19.01.025 A 1 to 13 inch layer of light grey sand
with incl usions of dark grey sil t, wood
fragments, and black sand. Thi s 1Deus
was located on the western side of the
uni t, and was i denti fi ed as a 1ayer of
original landfill.

19.01.026 A 6-inch level of dark grey sand with
wood fragments slightly below footing
stones for the south lot backyard wall.

This locus was a 3 to 14 inch layer of
rust/brown/orange fine sand with incl u-
sions of coarse rust/brown/orange sand.
It was located alongside 19.01.025 and
was identified as a possible interface
above original landfill.

19.01.027

19.01.028 A 1/2 to 6 inch layer of grey/brown
silt with grey sand and small amounts
of wood fragments and oyster shell. It
was located below the footing stones
for the western backyard wall and was
i dentifi ed as ori gina 1 1andfi 11•

This locus was a 5 to 6 ; nch 1ayer of
dark brown sand with a good deal of
wood and shell and seaweed. It was
located on the western side of the
unit, and was identified as a layer of
ori gi nal 1andfi11 •

This locus, a 2 to 6 inch layer of grey
fi ne sand located on the weste rn si de
of the unit, was identified as original
1andfi1l •

19.01.029

19.01.030
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36.01.006 (F 1 9) A layer of grey/brown sandy silt with
grey coarse sand and wood chips. It
was located below 36.01.005 and below
the spread-footer for the south
cistern wall. Thi s 1evel may be
ei ther transi ti anal or it may be
original landfill at least in the
lower levels.

36.01.007 A coin that was found out of context
from Lot 36, Unit 1. It was an
American Large Cent (1812-1850).

The sl ump of the north wall below the
upper timber which was probably a
support beam for the cistern walls.

A shovel test in the western hal f of
the unit. It was a 9 to 10 inch layer
of grey coarse sand wi th i ncl usi ons of
brown silt. A layer of large rocks
prevented further testing.

A combination of loci 36.01.006, level
3 and 36.01.009. These loci were
identified as original landfill.

The mater; al recovered from the fi na 1
profiles of the north, south, and west
wall s ,

36.01.008

36.01.009

36.01.010 (F 1.9)

36.01.011

36.01.012 The north c i stern wall. Brick faced
with several layers of mortar and
footed on a wooden beam.

36.01.013 The south cistern wall. Brick faced
wi th several 1ayers of mortar and
footed on a wooden beam .

36.01.014
. ,

~ I ;

The east cistern wall. Brick faced
wi th several 1ayers of mortar and
footed on a wooden beam.

36.01.015 The west cistern wall. Brick faced
with several layers of mortar and
footed on fl agstones.

36.01.016:NA
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36.01.017 The mortar and brick floor of the
cistern located approximately 69 to 70
inches below datum.

36.01. 018 The flagstone footing/support for the
cistern f1 oor, Iocus 36.01.017.

36.01.019 Two wooden support planks that ran
east/west under the north and south
eistern walls,

36.01.020 The wooden spread-footer compl ex below
the north wall of Lot 36. There were
four levels: a squared-off timber
running east/west, two 1evels of large
planks running north/south~ and
another squared-off timber running
east/west.

36.01.021 The woden spread-footer campl ex below
the south cistern wall consisting of
two layers: a squared-off timber with
planks beneath it running north/south.
The timber ran east/west.
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Locus number Identification

19.01.031 This locus, identified as original
1andfi 11, was a 3 to 6 inch layer of
grey sand and brown clay. It was
located on the western side of the
unit.

19.01.032 A 2 to 4 inch layer of light grey sand,
that was ; denti fi ed as a layer of
original landfill; this locus was
located on the western side of the
unit.

19.01.033 This locus, identified as original
landfill, was a 1/2 to 3 inch layer of
dark grey sil ty sand with a hi gh
dens; ty of wood chi ps and leather. It
was located on the western side of the
unit.

19.01.34 This locus was a 2 to 3 inch layer of
grey sil ty sand. It was located on the
western side of the unit and was identi-
fied as a layer of original landfill.

An auger test into original landfill,
the so;l encountered was a grey s11ty
sand.

19.01.035

Unit 19.02 (502NF)
19.02.001 A 5 to 9 inch layer of light brown/tan

fine sand mottled with inclusions of
decayed mortar, ash, and black silt.
This locus contains cultural material
from the late nineteenth and possibly
the early - twenti eth -- century. A 50%
sample was taken.

19.02.002 A 4-inch layer of dark brown sil ty sand
with tan sand and heavy bri ck rubbl e.
This locus was located along the west-
ern backyard wall and contai ned 1ate-
eighteenth to early-nineteenth-century
artifactual material.
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Locus number Identification
19.02.003 This locus was a 4 to 5 1nch 1ayer of

reddish brown sand with inclustons of
decayed mortar. It was located along
the northern edge of the unit and con-
tained late-eighteenth to early -nine-
teenth-century artifacts.
A pocket of brown silty sand within
19.02.003; it was bricks and charcoal.

19.02.004

19.02.005 Thi s locus was a 3 to 10 inch 1ayer of
brown/ grey si1ty sand with incl ustons
of tan silt, mortar. and charcoal.
Locus 19.02.005 covered the entire unit
and contained late-eighteenth and
early- nineteenth- century artifactual
material. A 50% sample was taken.

19.02.006 The footi n9 stones for 19.00.006 in the
northern section of the unit.

19.02.007 A locus consisting of a 2· to 4 inch
layer of brown silty sand with rust
brown silt. was located along the
northeastern corner of the unit. It
contained late-eighteenth-century
cul tural mater; al • Later it was com-
bined with 19.02.009. 19.02.012, and
19.02.016.

19.02.008 A locus consi sti n9 of a 1 to 5 inch
layer of brown/rust sand with
inclusions of brown silty sand with
decaying mortar. This locus was
located in the southeast corner of the
unit, and contained cultural material
from the late-eighteenth to the mid-
nineteenth - century. Later combined
with 19.02.011, 19.02.013. 19.02.015,
and 19.02.017.

19.02.009 Brown sandy sf1t wi th decayi n9 mortar
along the northern and eastern edge of
the unit.
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Locus number
I 19.02.010

I
I

19.02.011

I
I 19.02.012

I 19.02.0013

I
19.02.014

I
I

19.02.015
I

19.02.016

I 19.02.017

I 19.02.018

I
I
I
I
I

Identification
This locus was a 1 to 5 inch layer of
brown silty sand with inclusions of
mortar, and grey/brown silt, was
located· in the southern half of the
unit. It contained cultural materi al
from the 1ate-eighteenth to early-
nineteenth-century.
Brown/grey silty sand with rust/brown
silty sand, brown clayey sand, decayed
mortar, brick rubble, and charcoal
along the southern edge of the unit.
Brownish/grey silty sand with brick,
stone, rust/brown st 1ty sand. This
locus was found in most of the unit.
Rust brown sand with small pockets of
tan and grey silt along the southern
edge of the unit.
This locus was a small 3 inch deep
pocket of dark grey silt with inclu-
sions of sand. It was located along
the southern edge of the unit, and
contained 1ate-eighteenth .., century
artifacts.
Brown/rust brown sand aT ong the eastern
edge of the unit.
Greyish brown si1ty sand along the
eastern edge of the unit.
Reddish brown sand with grey si1ty sand
in the southeast corner.
A pocket of dark grey silt located
along the cofferdam or bulkhead in the
center of the unit. This locus con-
tained eighteenth-century cultural
material.
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Locus number Identification

19.02.019 A possible trench along the north back-
yard wall. This locus consisted of a 3
to 5 inch 1ayer of brown/ greyi sh brown
s11ty sand with incl usions of grey
silt, decayed mortar, brick rubble, and
oyster shell. It contai ned cultural
material from the late-eighteenth to
mid-nineteenth- century (J. Bourne Denby
ceramic ink bottle, 1833-1860).

19.02.020 This loeus was a 2 to 5 inch 1ayer of
dark grey; sh brown si 1 ty sand located
along the western wall.

A 3 to 6 inch 1ayer of dark. brown; sh
grey si 1ty sand with i nel us; ons of
charcoal, grey silt, decayed mortar,
and bri c k rubb1e. Thi s locus was
loeated in a strip along the western
half of the unit.

19.02.021

19.02.022 This locus was a two inch 1ayer of dark
greyish brown/dark grey sil ty sand with
varying amounts of silt. It was 19-
cated in the western one-thi rd of the
unit. This locus may be a transitional
1evel •

19.02.023 A 2 to 7 inch layer of brown/gray silty
sand with inel usions of dark brown sity
sand, charcoal, light grey silt, and
mortar. It was located along the
western third of the unit. Footing
stones for the western backyard wall
were exposed at the bottom of this
1ocus. This may be interface above the
landfill.

19.02.024 This loeus was a 1 to 4 inch 1ayer of
dark grey/black silty sand with inclu-
sions of grey brown sil ty sand. It was
located along the western edge of the
una and is probably part of the
ori gi nal 1andfi 11•
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Locus number
I Unit 19.03 (503 NF)

I 19.03.001

I
I
I 19.03.002

I
I 19.03.003

I
I 19.03.004

I 19.03.005 (F50.1 )

I
I

19.03.006 lF50.1 )
I
I 19.03.007 CF50.1 )

I
I
I

Identification

This locus was a 2 to 4 inch layer of
reddish brown silty sand with inclu-
sions of brick, mortar, and shell. It
covered the entire unit and contained
cultural material from the early-
eighteenth to the mid -nineteenth
century. One artifact of note was a
Half Penny of King William II
(1694-1702) in very poor condition.
This locus, which covered the entire
surface of the unitaro und the outside
of the privy, was a 1 to 6 inch 1ayer
of grey/brown silty sand with inclu-
sions of brick, mortar, pebbles, and
oyster shells.
ThiS locus was a 2 inch 1ayer of red-
dish brown silty sand with inclusions
of grey sandy silt. It was located
inside the stones of the north privy
wall in the western half of the
feature.
This locus was a 1 to 4 inch 1ayer of
light grey sand with streaks of ash,
yell ow/orange/red sand, and grey silt ,
It was located east of the privy wall.
This locus was a 3 to 10 inch layer of
dark brown silt, and dark grey sandy
silt with inclusions of charcoal, WOOd,
and ye11ow sand. It was the top locus
within the excavated boundaries of the
privy.
A 2 to 6 inch layer of light grey silty
sand with inclusions of yellow/orange
sand, and dark grey silt. It was
located in the privy.
A three quarters to 3 inch thick pocket
of dark brown/black clayey silt with
medium brown silt; it was located in
the privy.
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Locus number Identi fication

19.03.008 This locus. a 4 to 5 inch strip of
brown silty sand. was located along the
east basement's wall.

19.03.009 (f50.1) A 13 inch layer of greyish brown silty
sand with incl usions of brick. mortar.
sandstone. and granite. This locus was
located inside the privy along the
lot's southern wall. It possibly func-
tioned as a builder's trench for the
above mentioned wall. and contained
cultural material from the late-
eighteenth to the early-ni neteenth
century.

19.03.010 CF50.1) A lO-inch level of dark grey sandy silt
with brown silty sand located inside
the privy along the southern basement
lot wall •

19.03.011 A 2-inch layer of reddish brown silty
sand with brick rubbl e between the
stones which is probably wall destruc-
tion of the pri vy. It was located just
outside the north privy wall.

A 2-inch layer of reddish brown silty
sand and the rock rubbl e described in
19.02.011.

19.03.012

19.03.013 A 5-inch layer of grey clayey silt with
inclusions of reddish brown sand. This
locus was located below locus
19.02.012. north of the privy; con-
tained eighteenth - century cultural
material.

19.03.014 This locus was a small pocket (1 1/2 to
4 inches deep) located below the
western hal f of locus 19.03.013. It
consisted of red and light grey sand.

Wooden planks outside of the privy and
part of the wharf/grillage. The planks
were located below locus 19.03.013.

19.03.015
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locus number
19.03.016

I 19.03.017 (F50.l)

I
I

19.03.018 (F50.l)
I
I
I 19.03.019 (F50.l)

I
I
I

19.03.020

19.03.021
I 19.03.022

I 19.03.023

I
I 19.03.024

I
I
I

IdentiJication
A clean up locus inside the privy after
flooding. Dark brown sandy silt with
red silty sand and dark grey clay.
This loeus was a 6 inch 1ayer of dark
grey sandy silt with incl usfons of
reddish brown sand, and dark grey clay.
It was located inside the privy and
contained late-eighteenth to early-
nineteenth-century artifacts.
This locus was a 4 lnch tayer of dark
grey sandy silt with inclusions of
reddish brown sandt charcoalt stainstsome cobblest and large limestone
rocks. It was located below loeus
19.03.017 inside the area of the privy
and contained cultural material from
the mid to late-eighteenth century.
A 1 to 2 inch 1ayer of yellow/brown
sil ty sand with inetusions of grey
silty sand. This locus was located
inside the privYt and contained mid-to
1ate-eighteenth century artifactual
material. This was the last deposit
above the wharf/grillage complex.
The wooden timbers of the wharf/
grillage complext located in the privy.
The privy walls and associated soils on
the wharf/grillage complex.
The footing stones for the south
basement wall.
A c1earing of deposits in the rest of
the unit/lot to determine the extent of
the wharf/grillage. A 25% sampling was
taken.
Part of loci 19.03.001t19•03 .004. Th is 1ocus
clearing of deposits in
of the lot. A 25% sample

19.03.002 and
was also a

the remainder
was taken.
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Locus number Identification

A possible builder's trench for the
rear basement wall. This locus
consisted of a 4 to 10 inch layer of
dark brown sandy sil t, with incl usi ons
of stones, brick, and mortar. It was
located along the rear basement wall
and contai ned cul tural materi al from
the 1ate-ei ghteenth to earl y-ni neteenth
century. It was east of the wharff
grillage complex.

A deposi t of dark grey/brown sil ty sand
located between the ti mbers of wharf /
grillage complex, at the very bottom of
the pri vy. A 50% sample was taken.

A clean up locus in the pri vy after the
removal of the first layer of wharff
grillage timbers.

A deposit of grey/brown silty sand
located between the timbers of the
second layer of wharf/grillage.

The rocks and associated soil below the
second layer of wharf/grillage timbers.
Thi s locus contained cul tural material
from the mid-eighteenth century.

A deposit of black/brown silty sand
with incl usions of wood chips and
rocks. This locus was associated with
the last layer of timbers to be removed
from the pri vy area.

A shovel test to detenni ne the bottom
el evati on of the eastern basement wall.
Excavated grey, rust and white banded
very fine sand. Thi s lac us canta i ned a
great deal of faunal material.

19.03.025

19.03.026

19.03.027

19.03.028 {F50.9}

19.03.029 (FSO.9)

19.03.030 (F50.9)

19.03.031
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Lot 20 (169 Water Street)

Excavation began in Lot 20 on November 6, 1981 As the backhoe began
removing the destruction debris from the southeast corner of the basement
area, it exposed a wall dividing the lot into two sections. The smal1 sec-
tion, approximately 8 feet by 15 feet, was covered by a flagstone surface. A
square hole, apparently a drain into a large stone feature below, was cut
into one of the slabs in the northeast corner of this section of the lot.
The surface stones of the subterranean feature were mortared together. This
section of the lot appears to have served as a backyard area and was undi s-
turbed by the extension of the buil ding and construction of the basement
floor. The bottom elevation of the floor (when removed) was approximately 38
inches below datum.

The lower portion of the north waH of this yard area was fieldstone,
the upper section a parged brick. The bricks appeared to be relatively
recent, perhaps of 1ate-ni neteenth or early-twenti eth-century manufacture
(Joan Geismar 1981: personal communication). Thi s wall divided the lot into
a backyard and basement. The east and south walls were constructed of field-
stone. The west end of the excavation area exposed what appeared to have
been a doorway leading into the backyard. The doorway was constructed over a
flagstone or bluestone underpinning.

The removal of the destruction debris from the northeast sec tron of the
lot exposed an area, approximately 12 feet by 15 feet, covered by a double
wooden fl oor , The el evati ons of these fl oors were lower than the adj acent
flagstone surface. The planks of the first wooden floor ran north/south
whil e those of the second fl oor ran east/west. Each was constructed of 26
tongue and groove boards with round-headed machine-made nails at the tongues.
The fi rst fl oar was apprOXimately 36 inches below the top of the walls. The
boards were oil soaked, probably frcm some sort of seal er or treatment for
the wood (see opening map, Figure 3.16).

Like the wall dividing the basement and yard area. the north and east
walls of this section were constructed of fieldstone with a parged brick
liner. Initially these walls were covered with wooden vertical boards on the
; nside (perhaps some sort of panel 1i ng) whi ch fe 11 away duri n9 the course of
excavation.

The removal of the wooden fl oor reveal ed a concrete fl oor between 57 and
71 inches below the lot datum. Under this floor was a 1-inch thick concrete
floor covered wi th creosote (71-72 ; nches below Lot 21 datum). The fl oors
were broken with the Dynahoe and hammer and the debris cleared with the
backhoe.

With the cleaning completed, the lot was divided into 8 units; 1-4 in
the backyard area and 5-8 in the basement area. From each area. one section
was chosen for 100 percent excavation. The lot was divided into two discrete
analytic sections because of the apparent difference in their use and subse-
quent disturbance at the time of the construction of the basement and
subdivision of the lot.
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Units 1-4, Lot 20

With the removal of the flagstone floor excavation began in Units 1-4.
Unit 1 was chosen as the 25 percent sample of thi s section of Lot 20. The
fill below the f1 oar; recovered across the unit and around the 1arge stone
feature, was a brown/dark brown silty sand with some orange brown sand
containing artifacts possibly dating from as 1ate as the 1840s. The fl ag-
stone floor, therefore; must have been constructed after this time; perhaps
in the nineteenth century. Below this deposit and across most of the lot,
was a layer of orange brown sand possibly deposited as a fill to level the
area for the construction of the flagstone floor. The cultural material from
this sand may be as late as 1820-1830.

Along the south wall, in Unit 4, was a strip of dark. brown/bl ack sandy
silt with charcoal and mortar identified in the field as a builders' trench
for this wall. In Unit 4, contiguous to this "trench" t was a deposit of
grey/ brown sand with charcoal and mortar, again containing cultural material
from as late as 1830.

In Unit 1; between the drain feature and the north wall. was a' dark
brown silty sand containing artifacts from the mid-nineteenth century. This
silty sand, mixed with red brick, mortar, and small cobble rubble, was also
found along the north wall in Unit 3 and was identified as a possible
bui 1ders I trench for thi s wall. However, the materi a1 from Uni t 3 ranged
from the last quarter of the eighteenth century to the mid-nineteenth
century, a range slightly earlier than the deposit in Unit 1. It is possible
that the construction of the drain disturbed the deposit in Unit 1.

Along the east and south wa11sin Units 1 and 2 was a 1ayer of dark
brown silt and clayey silt thought to be a trench for these walls. The
deposit dates from the late-eighteenth to the early-nineteenth century.
Consequently, it seemed possible that thi s deposit might be related to the
privy uncovered farther down in Unit 2; this privy was apparently destroyed
somewhat by the construction of the large stone feature.

What appeared to be destruc ti on debri s , a dark brown/b 1ack sil ty sand
overlying red brick, was recovered from the top of the stone feature. The
entire deposit within this feature could not be removed without dismantling
the stones. Where the excavation was stopped, the dark silty sand appeared
to continue.

A deposit of mixed light brown and orange/brown silty sand with mortar
and brick rubble and charcoal was removed from the western edge of the lot in
Units 3 and 4 (see Figure 3.17). It was thought that this deposit might be
related to the construction of an opening that would have led into this area.
The cultural materfal recovered ranged from the late-eighteenth to the
early-nineteenth century. The soil matrix of this fin was similar to that
covering the remainder of this section of the lot, but here it contained more
rubble.
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Because of the difficulty in working around the stone feature,
excavation did not continue in Units 3 and 4; it al so had to be stopped in
Unit 1. the unit chosen as the 100 percent sample for this lot segment.
Rather than removing this feature, excavation in the unit next to it, Unit 2,
was continued in order to see the featurels construction on at least one side
and to further test thi s section. The excavation reveal ed that the feature
was constructed of large dry-laid stones, possibly taken from the dismantl ing
of the privy mentioned above, upon which it appeared to sit.

Below the orange brown sand fi 11 and the possibl e "tr-enches" in Unit 2
was a black/dark brown silt and sandy silt with some red brick. and mortar
overlying stone rubble. This rubble was probably related to the privy
uncovered by the removal of the rubble 1ayer. A section of the east and
south privy walls was exposed in this unit" and it is assumed that these
walls may have continued into the other units; it may not have extended into
Unit 1 where construction of the stone feature may have destroyed a portion
of the privy.

The fi rst deposi t withi n the privy wall s was a dark brown sandy sil t
with some mortar and bri ck , The cul tural materi al suggested 1ate-ei ghteenth
to early-nineteenth-century dates. Below this deposi t was a layer of orange
brown sand with some cl ay, charcoal, cobbles, bri ck , and stone rubble. Thi s
orange brown sand resembled the sand fill found throughout this section of
the lot; however, the cultural material, dating from the last quarter of the
eighteenth-century was somewhat earlier. The last deposit within the privy
was a dark brown sandy silt with brick and cobble rubble (see Figure 3.18).
At the bottom of this locus. an American 1799 Half Eagle gold piece was recov-
ered alongside the stone feature. It is unknown whether the gold piece was
rel ated to the deposi t within the privy or the construction of the stone
feature since it was found close to the latter's south wall.

Around the outside of the privy walls, a dark brown silty sand with clay
inclusions, coal, charcoal, and some rubble was excavated. It was observed
in the field that this locus resembled "nightsoilll and possibly indicated
leakage from the privy or a cleaning episode. This deposit contained
material from the last quarter of the eighteenth century.

Below the wall s of the privy and the yard's east and south wall s was a
thick layer of light tan, grey, rust, and black banded fine sands with hard-
packed grey sil t , rusty tan sil t, charcoal, and wood chips. This locus was
identified as the transitional deposit above original landfill and contained
material fran the late-seventeenth to late-eighteenth centuries. Below this
was a dark brown/black silt with oyster shell, identified as original
landfill (see Figure 3.19). At this point, excavation in this section of the
lot ended since original landfill had been encountered.
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With the removal of .the concrete fioor debris from the north section of
this lot, Units 5-8 were establi shed. At the extreme western edge of the
lot, in Units 7 and 8, a foundation beam running north/south was exposed indi-
cati n9 where a wall had once been. It was then assumed that prior to the
building of the basement the area east of this beam had once been part of the
lot's backyard area. To test this, Unit 7 was chosen as the 25 percent
sample of this section of the lot to be completely' excavated. With the com-
pletion of excavation in Unit 7, Unit 8 was cleared to determine the extent
of the wharf/grillage complex exposed in Unit 7. Therefore, these units will
be discussed together.

Units 7 and 8, Lot 20

The first locus encountered .below the debris, which covered the entire
surface in this lot section, was a dark brown sandy silt containing material
from the last quarter of the eighteenth century. Below this fill in Unit 7
and 9 were several loci, including an orange/brown sand along the foundatiOn
beam. Removal of this sand exposed the beam1s spread-footers which ran in an
east/west direction.

Also below the fill was a dark brown sandy silt with oyster shell and
large lime or coral cobbles which ran along the spread-footers. East of this
was a dark brown sil t wi th some shell, mortar, and stone. These were the
last loci exposed in Unit 8 before it was shoveled off to expose the
remainder of the wharf/grillage complex already uncovered in Unit 7.

Above the wharf/grill age compl ex were several thi n soil deposi ts incl ud-
ing a brown sand above a layer of stone and wood rubble. Below this was a
thin layer of orange sand with mortar, brick, and shell which covered Unit 7.
Removal of this locus exposed a brown sandy silt with shell, mortar, wood,
brick, and coal sl ag, and another 1ayer of orange sand on and between the
spread-footers (for the north wall?). The spread-footers sat directly on the
wharf complex.

A dark brown and grey sandy sil t wi th oyster shell was removed from
between the wharf/grillage logs (Locus 20.07.013) to further delineate their
configuration before excavation ended in Unit 7. The first course of logs
ran in an east/ west direction.

Since no occupation-related features were found in Units 7 and 8, excava-
ti on .began in Unit 5 in the hope of 1oeati ng such features.

UnitS, Lot 20

Below the dark brown sandy sil t that covered the four units was another
layer of this sandy silt with brick, mortar, oyster shell, and limestone.
Thi s loeus covered the privy and conti nued down around the outsi de of the
priVy wall s, The privy I s west and south stone wall s were exposed. Adjacent
to the south wall wa sal ayer of 1arge stones, apparently once part of the
south privy wall destroyed by the construction of the concrete f1oor. Thi s
stone rubble filled the space between the privy and a wooden board, lai.d hori-
zontally on edge, that was 1ater di seovered to be part of an open-ended
wooden bOX-like construction that extended into Units 6, 7, and 8.
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At the western edge of Unit 5 a horizontal wooden board simil ar to the
bulkhead-type construction exposed in Lot 19, Units 1 and 2, standing on
edge, was exposed. It sat directly above the wharf/grillage complex and was
at first thought to have been part of the wooden box mentioned above.
However, its function remains unclear since it ultimately did not appear
related to any structures in the lot.

The first locus inside the privy, and covering some of its wall stones,
was a grey sand mottled with mortar. Below this was a dark. brown sandy silt
wi th tan and brown sand and mortar that contained cul tural materi al from the
1ate-ei ghteenth to early-ni neteenth centuri es , The last deposit wi.thi n the
privy was a dark brown sil ty sand and st l t wi th mortar and brick mixed wi th
material from the third quarter of the nineteenth century.

Insi de the privy and below the privy wall s was a 1ayer of bl ack sil t
wi th 1arge 1imestones or coral and oyster shells. Thi 5 was i denti fi ed as
original landfill. Below this was an almost solid layer of large limestones
or coral so tightly deposited that excavation had to be stopped at this 1evel
(see Figure 3.20). Before ending excavation in this unit, however, the south
and west privy walls were dismantled and the associated soils were screened.
The cultural material recovered yielded dates from the mid-nineteenth
century. Below the stones was a layer of grey brown silt and sand with rust
stains that sat above the black silt and limestones considered original
1and f i 11 (20 . 05 .008) .

While cleaning the north walls of the unit for profiling, the soil fell
away and exposed part of the north stone wall of the privy. After completing
profi1 es of the uni t.' s north and east wan s, the soil was removed to expose
both the north and east privy walls. These walls were directly underneath
the east and north lot wall s of thi s secti on i ndi cati ng that they were buil t
sometime after the constructfon of the priVY.

unit 6, Lot 20

Excavation in Unit 6 began with the removal of the dark brown sandy silt
that covered this section of the lot. This uncovered the east wall of the
wooden box-l ike construction found in Unit 5, possibly a cofferdam-rel ated
feature. Below was a dark brown sandy silt with stone and red brick and a
pocket of grey sand and oyster and clam shell in the northeast corner. (This
locus had been removed as a test from the section of the box that was in Unit
5) . The rest of thi s secti on in Unit 5 was 1eft as an 18-; nch wide baul k
along the north wall of the box. Similarly, 18-inch sections of the box in
Units 7 and 8 were also left standing. These baulks were eventually removed
to expose the feature1s nor.th and west walls.

Below the dark brown sandy silt were several loci, including a light
grey sand with a thin layer of black clayey silt and a great deal of oyster
shell and wood wi thin the sand locus. Thi s covered most of the unit. The
rest of the unit was ali ght grey sand, brown grey sandy sil t. and bl ack
silty sand with a large amount of oyster shell. Below thi's mixed locus was a
grey/black clayey silt with grey sand (Locus 20.06.009). (see Figure 3.21).

139

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



I
I
I.
I
1
I
1
I
.1
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

"
-0.25

r

,.

-'
'i·~

® :7~
. ,' ..,~~~~ -1.25~.' ,

r.:

®

-2.25

0

Figure 3.19
175 WATER STREET

CD D.rll brow" •• nd, alit with
~h,,~oal and ~Iay I"elualon.

o D.rll brow" alit with
"har"o.l and cl., h""h•• lon.

Lot
East

20 Unit 2
Wall Profile

1.75 .

0.75

f.et b"'d

o D.rll br .. wn aand, aut with
charco.l and wood chip.

® B.nd of rual colored .and

® Lot .all

o 6

! I



Figure 3.20
175 WATER STREET

(2) ES8e yard w811

o Brick

® T8r

o Tan sand willi mortllr lind
brick rubble

I
Lot 20 Unit 5
East Privy Wall Profile I

I
I
I
I

7,55

~2

Incll ••

I
I

5,55 I
I
I

3.55

I
I

1.55 I
I

f •• t bmd

I® Black .111

F~~~~~fConcreee" "

~llm.8ton.~
j'.: .. ;.,':. ::1 Mortar I

_BriCk

[I\-..:J Stone I
I



-------------------
Figure 3.21
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With the completion of excavation in Unit 6, the last unit excavated in
thi slot. the baul ks menti oned above were removed. Thi s exposed the north
wall of the box-l ike feature compri si ng two wooden pl anks witil square wooden
posts in the interior west and east corners. The west wall was wooden plank
resting on the wharf/grillage logs that extended into the box (see Figure
3.22). Both the west and east walls of the box continued under the stone and
brick dividing wall. tnd tcat t ng that its southern 1imi t may have extended
beyond thi sun; t. The box 1ike feature does not seem to have been destroyed
by the construction of the concrete floor (see closing map, Figure 3.23; also
Plate 5.5).
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Lot 20 Architectural and Fill Loci
Unit 20~0 (606NF)
Locus number

20.0.001a

20.0.001b

20 O.002a

20.0.002b

•20.0.003b

20.0.004b

20.0.00Sb

20.0.006

Identification
Backhoe clear; ng of destruction debri s
in the south section of the lot.
Backhoe cleari ng of destruction rubble
from north section of the lot.
Removal of sandstone and
floQr in backyard area.
possibly once mortared
square hole cut in $tone in
corner over stone drain.

flagstone
Stones

together.
northeast

Removal of wooden fl oor in basement
area. Tongue and groove boards
running east/west; machine-made nails.
Removal of second wooden floor in
basement area. Tongue and groove
boards running north/south. Leveling
boards found below floor running
north/south.
Removal of concrete floor with a
second 1 inch thick 1ayer of concrete
covered by creosote. These concrete
floors were beneath this wooden
floar.
Cleari ng of concrete floar debris :
dark brown silty sand with red brick ,
concrete, tar, mortar, stones, and
wood in the basement area.
Cofferdam/Wooden "box", It consi sted
of 3 wall s (the box continued beyond
the area of excavation) of planks with
squared wooden posts in the inner
corners. The western wall sat on
a wharf/grillage complex. The "box"
was located in the southeast corner of
the basement area (in Units 5,6,7,8)
and conti nued under the wall dividi ng
the basement and backyard.
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Unit 20.0 (606NF)
Locus number Identification

20.0.007 Wharf/grillage complex. Top course of
logs run north/south and sit on course
running east/west. Located in Units
5. 6. 7 and 8 and extend eastward into
the lot. 4 feet from the east wall.
Wall dividing north and south sections
of lot, forming basement and backyard
area. Constructed of a fieldstone
foundation with a parged brick upper
section.

20.0.008

20.0.009 South lot wall, constructed of
fieldstone. Formed the south ,wall of
the backyard.
North lot wall, constructed of field-
stone with an interior parged brick
lining. Upper portion of this wall
had a vertical wooden board lining.
East lot wall (section in the back-
yard) constructed of fieldstone.
East lot wall (section in the base-
ment) constructed of fieldstone with
an interior parged brick lining.
Upper portion of this wall had a
vertical wooden board lining.
Wooden foundation beam. running north/south in Units 7 and 8 at the western
edge of the excavation area.

20.0.010

20.0.011

20.0.012

20.07/8/001

Wooden spread footer, for foundati on beam
ran east/west under beam. Above wharf
grillage.

NOTE: The a and b that follow some of the locus numbers signify the section
of the lot this locus applied to before units were established (a~backyard
area. b=basement area).

147

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



I
I
I

Unit 20.01 (504 NF)
Locus number

I 20.01.001

I
I

20.01.002

20.01.003

I
I 20.01.004

I 20.01 005

I
I 20.01.006

I 20.01.007

I
I Uni t 20.02 (504 NF)

I
20.02.001

I
I 20.02.002

I
I

Identification
A layer of brown/orange sand with
inclusions of black sandy silt and
brown silty sand. It covered the
entire unit except the area of the
large stone feature.
A layer of orange sand along the
western border of the unit.
A 1ayer of dark brown silty sand in a
strip between the stone feature and
the north wall. This locus contained
cultural material from the mid-
nineteenth century.
A layer of dark brown clayey silt
along the eastern wall.
A dark brown layer of clayey silt in a
small pocket along the east wall.
This locus contained artifactual
material from the mid-to late-
nineteenth century.
The stone feature "drain" constructed
of uncut drY-laid stone.
The fill inside the stone feature that
consisted of a layer of dark brown/
black silty sand with inclusions of
red brick. This locus contained no
ceramics, only small glass fragments
were recovered.

A layer of dark brown silty sand that
covered the entire unit. This locus
contained artifacts from the last
quarter of the eighteenth century to
the first quarter of the nineteenth
century. A 50% sample was taken.
A layer of orange sand that covered -
approximately 2/3 of the unit. It
seemed to be concentrated around the
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Locus number Identification
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Unit 20 02 (504 NF)

area of the privy. This 1 to 10 inch
layer of sand contained artifacts from
the last quarter of the eighteenth
century and the first quarter of the
nineteenth ~e"tury.

20.02.003 A 1 to 10 inch thick layer of .dark
brown silt in a strip against the
IIbackll and south lot walls. This
locus contained cultural material from
the late-eighteenth and early-nine-
teenth century.

20.02.004 A 6 to 10 inch layer of brown/orange
sand with inclusions of clay and
charcoal; located between the privy
and the east wall. This locus con-
tained artifacts from the late-
eighteenth and early~nineteenth
century.
A 1 to 10 inch layer of black to dark
brown silt overlaying the privy in the
southwest corner of the unit. This
locus contained cultural material from
the late-eighteenth and early-
nineteenth century.

20.02.005

20.02.008 (F48.1)

Wall cleaning.
The removal of the privy wall as well
as the 8 to 12 inch layer of dark
brown sandy silt that was associated
with the stones of privy. This locus
contained cultural material from the
mid-eighteenth to early-nineteenth
century.
A 4 to 6 inch layer of dark brown
sandy s11t with inclusions of mortar
and brick rubble. This locus was
located under the stones of 20.02.007
and inside the area of the privy. It
contained artifacts from the mid-
eighteenth to the early-nineteenth
century.

20.02.006
20.02.007 (F48.1)
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I
I Unit 20.02 (504NF)

I Locus number
20.02.009 (F48.2)

I
I
I 20.02.010 (F48.2)

I
I

20.02.011 (504NF, F48.2)
I
I
I 20.02.012 (F48.2)

I
I
I 20.02.013 (F48.9)

I
I
I 20.02.014 (F48.9)

I
I

Identification
A 15 to 20 inch layer of orange/brown
sand with inclusions of clay and char-
coal. This locus was located below
20.02.008, inside the area of the
privy. It contained cultural material
from the last quarter of the eigh-
teenth century up until the 18305. A
50% sample was taken.
A 16 inch deep layer of dark brown
silty sand with inclusions of coal,
clay, and rubble, located outside of
the area of the privy, along south and
east lot walls. The locus contained
cultural material from the last
quarter of the eighteenth century.
A 6 to 10 inch layer of orange/brown
sand with inclusions of clay, char-
coal, cobble stones, and brick. This
locus was located below locus
20.02.009, inside the area of the
privy. It contained cultural material
from the last quarter of the
eighteenth century.
A 6 to 10 inch layer of dark brown
sandy silt with inclusions of brick
and cobbles. This locus was located
below locus 20.02.011, inside the area
of the privy. It contained cultural
material from the late-eighteenth to.
the early-nineteenth century. One
artifact of note was an American 1799
gold Half-Eagle.
A 4 to 16 inch layer of fine sand with
inclusions of dark grey hard packsilt
and charcoal. This locus was located
below the privy and covered most of
the unit. It contained cultural
material from the second half of the
eighteenth century. A 50% sample was
taken.
A 1 to 2 inch layer of black sand and
rusty tan silt with inclusions of
charcoal and wood chips. It contained
artifacts from the mid-eighteenth
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Locus number Identification
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Unit 20.02 (504NF)

century. This locus was identified as
a transitional level above the
original landfill, identified as dark
brown/black silt with oyster shell,
which was not removed. A 50% sample
was taken.

20.02.015 A cleaning of the east wall profile
below the lot wall.

Unit 20.03 (504NF)
20.03.001 A 1 to 4 inch layer of dark brown

sandy silt with inclusions of pebbles,
red brick and mortar. This locus
covered the entire surface of the
units. It contained no diagnostic
artifactual material. A 25% sample
was taken.

20.03.002 A 1 to 7 inch layer of light tan sand
with inclusions of red brick and mor-
tar, located in the eastern third of
the unit. This locus contained no
diagnostic cultural material. A 25%
sample was taken.

20.03.004

A 1 to 10 inch thick layer of orange/
brown sand that covered most of the
unit. It contained artifacts from the
last quarter of the eighteenth to the
first quarter of the nineteenth
century. A 25% sample was taken.
A thin layer of dark brown sandy silt
with inclusions of red brick, mortar.
and small cobbles. This locus was
located along the north lot wall. It
contained cultural material from the
first third of the nineteenth century.
A 50% sample was taken.
A 6 to 10 inch layer of light brown/
orange silty sand with inclusions of
mortar and red brick. This locus was
located in the western 1/2 of the unit
and contained artifacts from the late-
eighteenth century to the 1830s.

20.03.003

20.03.005
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Unit 20.04 (504 NFl
Locus number Identification

20.04.001 A 1 to 4 inch layer of light brown
silty sand with inclusions of red
brick, mortar, and charcoal. The
locus covered most of the unit and
contained cultural material from the
mid-nineteenth century. A 25% sample
was taken.

20.04.002 A 1 1/2 inch layer of dark brown/
black sandy silt located in a strip
along the south lot wall. This locus
contained no diagnostic cultural
material. A 25% sample was taken.
A 1 to 2 1/2 inch layer of grey/brown
sand with inclusions of charcoal and
mortar. This locus covered most of
the unit and contained cultural
material from the late-eighteenth to
early-nineteenth century. A 25%
sample was taken.
A 2 1/2 to 13 inch layer of orange/
brown sand that covered most of the
unit. This locus contained cultural
material from the late-eighteenth to
early-nineteenth century. A 25%
sample was taken.

20.04.03

20.04.004

20.04.005 A dark brown/black sandy silt with
inclusions of charcoal and mortar,
located in a strip along the south lot
wall. This 11 to 15 inch thick locus
contained no diagnostic cultural
material. A 25% sample was taken.

20.04.006 A 7 inch layer of orange/brown silty
sand with inclusions of clay and
charcoal in the western 1/2 of the

·unit. It contained late-eighteenth
and early-nineteenth-century cultural
material. A 25% sample was taken.

Unit 20.05 (505NF)
20.05.001 A 4 to 7 inch layer of brown silty

sand with inclusions of red brick,
stone, and wood trash. This locus was
shoveled off. No soil was screened
and no artifacts were recovered.
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Unit 20.03 (504NF)

20.05.003 (F47.1)

An 11 to 19 inch layer of dark brown
sandy silt with inclusions of oyster
shell. This locus was located in
approximately 3/4 of the unit (the
north/west, the south/west, and the
south/east). This locus covered and
went down around the outside of the
privy wall.
A 1 to 6 inch layer of grey sand
heavily mottled with mortar fragments
and decayed mortar. This locus
contained cultural material from the
late-eighteenth century.
A 1 to 3 inch layer of dark brown
sandy silt with inclusions of stone
and brick. This locus was excavated
as a test (probe) within the IIbox II
(20.0.006). most of which extended
into Unit 6. The locus contained
cultural material from the late-
eighteenth century.
A layer of dark brown sandy silt
mottl ed wi th tan sand and mortar.
This locus was located within the
privy and contained cultural material
from the third quarter of the
nineteenth century.

20.05.002

20.005.004 (F49.1)

20.05.005 (F47.2)

20.05.006 (F47.2) A 1 to 2 inch layer of dark brown
silty sand with inclusions of mortar.
This locus was located below locus
20.05.005 inside the privy. It con-
tained cultural material from the
third quarter of the nineteenth
century. One artifact of note was an
American 5 cent piece that was issused
between 1867 and 1883.

20.05.007 (F47.2) A 4 to 8 inch layer of dark brown silt
with inclusions of brick mortar and
decayed mortar. This locus was loca-
ted in the western half of the privy.
It contained no diagnostic cultural
material.
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Unit 20.05 (505NF)
Locus number Identification

20.05.008 (F47.3) A 7 to 8 inch layer of black silt
mottled with brown silty sand and with
inclusions of large limestone cobbles,
boulders and oyster shells. This
locus, located below 20.05.007 within
the privYt contained mid-nineteenth-
century cultural material.
The stones of the privy wall and the
associated grey/brown silty sand. The
top of the wall was located at 26
inches below the unit datum, while its
foundation level was 37 1/2 inches
below. This locus contained cultural
material from the mid-nineteenth
century.
Profile cleaning to expose privy wall.
Removal of a temporary baulk that was
inside the wooden !lbox" (20.05.006).
Artifacts recovered while excavating.
No screeni ng.

20.05.009 (F47.9, 505NF)

20.05.010
20.05.011

20.05.012 A 3 to 5 inch layer of dark brown
silty sand. This locus was located
below the walls of the priVy and
contained eighteenth-century cultural
material.

20.05.013 A layer of limestone cobbles and
boulders that formed an almost solid
layer. This locus was 7 to 11 inches
thick.

20.05.014 A wooden board that rested on the
lower level of the wharf/grillage
complex and ran under the north wall
of the lot.

Unit 20.06 (505 NF)
20.06.001 A 3 to 13 inch layer of brown silty

sand with inclusions of wood frag-
ments. This locus was similar to the
11001" loci in the rest of the basement
area, so it was shoveled off in orderto expose the extent of the wooden
"box" (20.0.008). No soil was
screened; artifacts were recovered
during excavation.
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Unit 20 06 (S05NF)

20.06.002 (F49.1) A 1 1/2 to 5 inch layer of dark
greyish brown and dark grey sandy silt
with some inclusions of grey and brown
sand. This locus covered the entire
unit.

20.06.003 (F49.1) A 1 inch thick layer of greyish brown
silty sand and dark grey sandy silt.
This locus was below locus 20.06.002
and also covered the entire unit. It
contained cultural material from the
1780s.

20.06.004 (F49.1) A 5 inch layer of dark brown silt and
sandy silt with some inclusions of
grey sand and large amounts of clam
shell. This locus covered most of the
unit, and also contained eighteenth-
century artifacts.

20.06.007 (F49.2)

A light grey sandy locus that was
approximately 16 inches deep and
covered 2/3 of the unit. The
artifactual material recovered from
this locus dates it to the last·
quarter of the eighteenth century.
A 2 to 3 inch layer of black clayey
silt with some inclusions of wood
chips and oyster shell. This locus
covered approximately 1/3 of the unit,
and contained mid to late-eighteenth
century artifacts. Tentatively
identified as nightsoil seepage from
the privy in the backyard area.
A thin layer of light grey sand that
covered about 1/3 of the unit. This
locus contained a large amount of
oyster shells as well as numerous late
eighteenth century artifacts.
A mottled locus consisting of light
grey sand, brown/grey sandy silt, and
black silty sand. This locus covered
the entire surface of the unit for a
depth of 2 to 4 inches. It contained
eighteenth-century cultural material.

20.06.005 (F49.1)

20.06.006 (F49.1)

20.06.008 (F49.3)
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Unit 20 06 (50SNF)
Locus number Identification

20.06.009 (F49.9) A thick layer of grey/black clayey .
silt with pockets of grey sand that
covered the entire unit. Thi s locus
was original landfill and contained
cultural material from the mid-to
late-eighteenth century.

Unit 20.07 (505 NF)
20.07.001 A 1 to 5 inch layer of dark brown

sandy silt with inclusions of red
brick, shell, stone, and mortar. The
locus covered the entire unit and
contained cultural material from the
last quarter of the eighteenth
century.

20.07.002 A 3 inch layer of orange sand located
in the southern corner of the unit
against the spread-footers (20.0.014).
A three inch deep strip of brown silt
located in front of the IItroughlike"
piece of wood in the middle of the
unit. This locus contained several
fragments of creamware.

20.07.003

20.07.004 Orange sand with mortar, shell, brick,
and charcoal in the northern corner of
the unit. Probably associated with
.002.

20.07.005 A small pocket of dark brown silt
located inside the "trough-like" wood.
This locus contained no cultural
material.

20.07.006 A 4 to 7 inch layer of orange sand and
dark brown sandy silt, located in a
strip along the northwest corner of
the unit. This locus contained
artifactual material from mid-to late-
eighteenth century.
The removal of stone rubble and wood
fragments as well as the "trough-like"
wood. This was a "clean-up" loeus and
contained no cultural material.

20.07.007
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Unit 20 07 (50SNF)
Locus number Identification

20.07.008 A 1/2 to 2 inch layer of orange sand
mottled with brown silt. mortar, brick
fragments. and shell. This locus

.covered the entire unit and contained
cultural material from the late-
eighteenth century.
A 1/2 to 3 inch layer of brown sandy
silt with inclusions of shell. mortar.
wood, brick, and coal slag. Located
in the center of the unit, this locus
contained cultural materi al fran the
late-eighteenth century.

20.07.009

20.07.010 Thin 1ayer of orange sand over dark
brown sandy 511t with shell, mortar,
wood, brick and coal slag.

20.07.011 A 4 inch layer 9f orange sand mottled
with dark brown sandy silt. with small
amounts of coal slag. This locus was
located along the spread-footers
(20.0.014) that ran along the western
edge of the unit. It contained
late-eighteenth-century artifacts.
Orange sand in a pocket in the south-
east corner against the spread-footers.20.07.012

20.07.013 A 5 to 7 inch layer of dark brown/grey
sandy silt, located between the
timbers of the spread-footer complex
(20.0.14). This locus contained
cultural material from the mid-to late-
eighteenth century.

20.07.014 Part of locus 20.07.013.

unit 20.08 (505 NF)
20.08.001 Ali nch 1ayer of brown sandy silt

with inclusions of brick, shell,
sandstone, mortar, and wood fragments.
This locus covered the surface of the
entire unit and contained cultural
material from the eighteenth century.
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Unit 20 08 (SOSNF)
Locus number Identification

20.08.002 A 2 to 5 inch layer of orange with
brown sand located in a strip on the
western side of the unit along spread
footing. This locus contained
cultural material from the eighteenth
century.

20.08.003 A 2 to 6 inch layer of dark brown
sandy silt with inclusions of
limestone and coral. This locus
contained cultural material from the
eighteenth century. .

20.08.004 Removal of the temporary baulk inside
the wooden box along its west wall,
including the small section of the
baulk in Unit 7. No soil was screened
and only diagnostic artifacts were
recovered during excavation.
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Lot 21 (171 Water Street)

On November 18. 1981. the backhoe removed the demol ition debris from the
southeast section of the basement of Lot 21. When approximately four feet of
fill was removed. a section of a red brick floor wasencount'ered (see opening
map. Figure 3.24). To uncover the entire floor. the remainder of the
demolition debris·was removed. The bricks appeared to be of late-nineteenth
century manufacture. corroborating the construction of the floor sometime
after 1867 as indi cated on the Perri s and Browne Insurance Map. Removal of
the fi 11 exposed a squa re hole in the bri ck floor in the southeast corner of
the lot. The hole apparently functioned as a drain (Feature 45) in Unit 2.

The brick floor as well as the thin layer of sand below it was removed.
exposing a concrete floor. also with a hole in the southeast corner. This
floor. too. was removed along with the layer of ash and cinder below it.
With the lot now cleared. it was divided into four units and excavation began
in Uni t 1 in the northeast corner of the lot. Uni t 1 was arbi trari 1y
selected as the 25 percent sample of Lot 21 to be completely excavated.

Uni t 1. Lot 21

The first locus excavated from Unit 1 was a thick deposit of brown and
dark brown silty sand with rubble. It covered the entire unit and contained
artifacts from the ei ghteenth and nineteenth cen turi es. The stone rubble in
thi s deposi t may have once been the upper courses of a pri vy destroyed when
the concrete fl oar was constructed. The stone wall s of two pri vi es were
encountered below this; one small. and almost square privy. situated within a
larger. rectangular privy (Figure 3.25).

Excavation in the larger privy (Feature 43) began with the removal of a
dark brown sand wi th stone rubbl e. Thi s locus was approximately 18 inches
thick. Its removal uncovered a thin 1ayer of dark brown sand around the
outside of a semicircular stone "draf n" located along the south wall of the
1arge privy. Thi s "drat nil may have been constructed of stones taken from the
south wall of the 1arger privy as suggested by a secti on of the wall where
stones were apparently removed. The drain contained dark brown cl ayey sand
with mortar. brick; and charcoal and a dark brown sandy silt. 1he bottom of
this feature was reached at approximately 80 inches below datum.

Below the dark brown sand outside the drain was a thin deposit of dark
brown/black silty sand. At the bottom of the drain and below the above locus
was a thin layer of dark brown clayey silt with some organic material. The
locus below this. an 8 inch layer of dark brown silty sand. contained a large
amount of organ i c materi al fo 11owed by another deposi t of dark brown cl ayey
silt. The loci containing the organic material may represent nightsoil.
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A black clayey silt was located below the nightsoil deposit. It
contained a great deal of oyster and clani shell and was continuous to what
may have been bui 1ders I trenches fo r the south and east walls of the pri vy.
The "trenches" consisted of grey brown sandy silt and silty sand. It is
possible that the black clayey silt may be original landfill into which
buil ders I trenches for the privy wall s were dug. Below these trenches was a
deposft of grey/bl ack sandy si1 t wittl a 1arge amount of shell; thi s loeus was
identified as original landfill (Locus 21.01.022). This deposit was also
excavated below the bl ack cl ayey sil t and was located approximately 6 inches
below the wall s of the privy at 90 to 94 inches below datum. Thi s was the
1ast locus excavated wi thin the 1arge privy.

The loci within the large privy appear to be fill material until very
near the bottom of the feature where deposi ts of dark brown cl ayey si1 t and
silty sand containing large amounts of organic material were encountered.
These deposits probably represent nigh"tsoil, the deposi ts rel at; ng to thi s
featurels use as a pri'lY. It is likely that the privy-was cleaned out, but
apparently some of the nightsoil at the bottom was not removed before the
privy was refilled.

The first deposit in the small privy (Feature 42) was a 12 inch layer of
brown silty sand. With the removal of a few inches of this deposit, at
approxtmate ly 50 inches below datum, a cut stone footing for the north lot
wall was uncovered. Below this locus was a 30 inch deposit of dark brOWn
silty sand with brick, mortar. and coal. It should be noted that two
brownstone 1intel s , subsequently found to be overlyi ng the east wall of the
privy, were uncovered under the east lot wall. However, these 1inte1 s were
laid across the north and south privy walls and somewhat forward of the east
privy wall. creating a gap into which material from Lot 32 may have fall en,
contaminating the privy deposits.

Stone rubbl e was encountered wi thi n the dark brown sil ty sand near the
bottom of th1 s deposi t. A 20 inch 1ayer of dark brown to bl ack sil ty sand
was excavated below the stone rubbl e at approximately 85 inches below datum.
It contained 1arge amounts of oyster shell and was ; denti fi ed as original
landfill (Locus 21.01.008). This was the last locus excavated within the
small privy (see Figures 3.26 and 3.27).

It is not cl ear which privy was constructed fi rst. The fill s within
each are somewhat different in soil composi tion as well as in the dates for
the cultural material. The fill within the smaller privy appears to be later
than that of the large privy. This would indicate a later date for the
filling of the small privy, but, since it does not appear to contain
nightsoil, not necessarily for its use as a privy. Ini ti ally excavation in
Units 1, 2. and 3 had begun stmu'l taneuus ly. Excavation in these latter two-
units was temporarily halted until Unit 1 was almost completed.

Unit 2. Lot 21

The first locus excavated in Unit 2 was a dark brown silty sand with
tar, concrete, and charcoal. This deposit covered the entire unit outside
the Ildrainl1 (Feature 45) first discovered as a hole in both the brick and
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concrete floors. With the removal of the first locus. two deposits were
uncovered. A dark brown silty sand with charcoal flecks was possibly a
but l der s ' trench for the east basement wall. A thin layer of clayey silt
with charcoal fl ecks was also 1oca ted below the fi rst locus around the
outside of the drain.

The dark brown silt that fanned the circul ar "dratn" stain was bisected
and the north half removed. It became apparent that this locus was separated
from the interior deposit of brown silty sand by a clay 1ining. These were
excavated separately and the removal of the outer dark brown sil t conti nued
to approximately 102 inches below datum where excavation of this locus was
arbitrarily stopped. The dark brown silt was still evident below the
excavated level -

In the northeast corner of the unit, a charcoal and cinder "pt t" was
excavated. The "pt til, approximately 2 feet in di ameter and 9 inches deep,
was composed mainly of coal and contained little artifactual material. A
large stone was uncovered below this deposit. Based on the deposit·s
isol ated and contained nature, this coal "pi til probably represents the
cleaning out of a stove or hearth rather than a fire.

A buildersl trench, consisting of a loosely packed 7-inch thick layer of
brown sandy silt with mortar, was located along the south wall of the lot and
unit. Removal of this trench revealed flagstone footing stones for the south
lot wall.

A 12 inch depos it of brown sil ty cl ay with mortar and charcoal was
removed frOOl the northern thi rd of the unt t. Removal of thi s locus defi ned
the northern section of the wall of a circul ar privy (Feature 44). Below
thi s locus was a brown and grey sil t with charcoal fl ecks around the north
end of the privy. This locus was not excavated.

Only the eastern half of the circular privy (see Figures 3.28 and 3.29)
was excavated. The first deposit encountered was a thick layer of reddish
brown silty sand with mortar and brick. This deposit was sampled with only
25 percent of the soil screened.

Three courses of stone from the privy wall were removed (the secti on
surrounding the half being excavated). The associated soil, a brown silt,
was screened to obtain artifacts for dating the privy wall.

Next, the interior of the "dratn" was bisected and the first deposit was
removed. It consisted of a 58-inch thick layer of reddish brown silty sand
containing modern material including beer cans, a cigarette pack, and
al uminum foil. Thi s feature may have been in use as 1ate as the
mid-twentieth century, perhaps until the building was demolished. This was
the hole first encountered in the brick and concrete floors below the
demolition debris. The second level of the deposit did not appear to contain
any modern debris. Although the deposit continued, the removal of this locus
was arbitrarily stopped at approximately 102 inches below datum.
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The next deposit within the privy but outside the "drain" was a thick
layer of brown silt with some charcoal. The bottom of the privy wall was
encountered with the removal of this locus. The clay lining of the "draf n''
was removed down to an arbitrary 102 inches below datum. No soil was
screenedt but a sample of the clay was retained.

A greyish brown silty sand containing a great deal of oyster shell was
removed within the privy. This locus appears to be the surface on which the
first course of privy stones was laid and may be original landfill t or the
interface above landfill. A rust brown sand with lenses of greyish brown
silty sand was located below the greyish brown silty sand. This locus
contai ned a very small amount of oyster shell. Thi s sand may be simi1 ar to
the banded sand excavated in many of the other lots and i dentifi ed as the
interface above landfill.

The final locus excavated in Unit 2 was a black silty sand with a heavy
concentration of oyster shell and some iron. Excavation of this deposit
ended approximately two feet below the bottom of the pr ivy wall and was
identified as original landfill (Locus 21.02.016).

unit 3, Lot 21

Excavation of Unit 3 began with the removal of a yellowish brown silty
sand which covered the entire unit. This deposit was not sampled but
diagnostic artifacts were recovered while excavating. Below this fill was a
deposit of dark brown sand that also covered the entire unit. A thin layer
of brown silt was encountered below the sand and was followed by a dark brown
silty sand with cobbles. This locus was located below a cobble floor and
part of the privy (Feature 43) previ ously excavated in Unit 1. The cobbl e
floor covered most of the unit to the west. Alongside the floor, along the
eastern edge of the unit, was a brown silty sand that was shoveled out since
it had been sampled in Unit 1. To the north, along the north wall, was a
brown sandy si.l t , The removal of thi s locus exposed the footi ng stones for
the north lot wall.

The cobbl e f1 oar was approximately 22 inches thi ck and sat in a matri x
of brown sil t , Removal of the floor exposed the footi ng stones for the west
wall of the basement area, a wall that was no longer standing at the time of
excavation. Below a second 1evel of the cobble f'l oor , a section of the
wharf/grillage complex was exposed (see Figure 3.30). Only a small section
of· the second 1evel of the floor was removed. Two courses of stone of the
west wall of the 1arge privy were removed along wi th the dark brown sandy
silt between the stones. This soil was not screened, but all diagnostic
artifacts seen duri ng excavati on were saved. The 1ast locus removed from
Uni t 3 was a thin deposi t of brown s11 t from the eastern edge of the uni t
where the cobble f1 oor ended.

Unit 4, Lot 21

The first locus excavated in Unit 4 was a brown silty sand with rubble.
Below this locus in the western half of the unit was a thin layer of building
rubb l e in a cinder matrix. In the eastern hal f of the uni t was a thick

164



Figure 3.26
175 WATER STREET

Lot 2 1 Unit 1
West Wall Profile, Two Privies

o BrDwn lilty land with

mDrtar. brick, and concr.ta

® Dark brDwn .and and IDma IUt with

ItDna, mDrtar, and brick

® Dark brDwn land with

lilt and ItDna rubbla

o Dark brown CDarae land

- - - - - - -

J- .- '- ....J,...l~..-....-~~-.....:~..-;' •.")

I
I

®

o Dar'" brown clay.y IUt

® Black clayay lilt

o Gr.yllh brown landll lilt with mortar

® Grall black allty IlIInd

® StDna privy wall with

dark brown .andy lilt

- - -- -

f.at bmd

- 0.11

- 2.11

-

1.89

Inchea

® StDne privy waU with

light brown IUtll aand

brick, mDrt,r. and charcoal

@ Dark grey IUty lend with IheU

Bi]'''--ISt-, \ 1\' one
I " ~

I:·':':. ::'·1Mortarr ••••

~:} :.:. -:I CDr,1 .. Brick

-. _, Une.cavated

- - - - - -



- - --- --
Figure 3.27
175 WATER STREET

0) Brownetone lintel

® Footlng atone

o Stone privy wall

o Grey black allty sand

o Heavy concentration of oyeter line II

- - - - - -
Lot 21 Unit 1
East Wall Profile, Two Privies

o Dark brown - black ellty .and mottled with

grey .lIt

(j) light brown .lItv .and with

brick, mortar, and coal

-

1.22

- 0.68

-2.68

feet bmd

- - -

Inchee

I·:·::':. ::::1 Mort ar

_BriCk

- -



I
Figure 3.28
175 WATER STREET

Lot 21 Unit 2
Circular Privy Plan

I
I
I
I
I

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

G) Brown .nd gr., .Ut

® Dark IIrown .Ut wltll ell.reoa'

o Footing .ton ••

o R.d brown .llly •• nd with ellareo.1 I
- - - Ral•• d portion 0' .011 eround fa.tur.

1::-·/;"./:1Mort.r
"BriCk I

I



- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .- -
Figure 3.29
175 WATER STREET

Lot 21 Unit 2
. .

West Privy Wall Profile

CD Reddl8h brown 811ty 8and with mortar and brick

® Brown ellt with charcoal

o Greyish brown 811ty8and with oyeter .hell

o Ru.t brown .and with I.n ••• of dark gr.y 8and

o Black .lIty .and with oyetar sh.1I and mortar

_ Brick t~~;:I';JStone



o 12

I Ii I
Inch••

I'
I
I'
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Figure 3.30
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cepost t of brown sil t with mortar and charcoal f1 ecks. Thi s locus was al so
located below the cinder deposit. Along the southern edge of the unit was a
brown sandy si 1t with mortar. It was i denti fi ed as the overflow from a
builders' trench.

A small section of the circular privy (Feature 44) tested in Unit 2
extended into this unit. The first locus within this feature was a red brown
silty sand; but it was not excavated.

The cobbl e f1 oar was exposed below the brown si 1t that covered the uni t
(see Figure 3.3l). However; since it had been tested in Unit 3; the floor
was not remov~d. To the south; along the southern edge of the unit; was dark
brown silt i denti fi ed as a bui 1ders' trench. Below th; s were the footi ng
stones for the south wa11 prev; ous1y uncovered in Uni t 2. A brown sil t wi th
mortar; charcoal flecks; and a great many cobbles (probably overflow from the
cobble floor); was located in the northeast corner of the unit; but was not
excavated (see closing map; Figure 3.32). No further excavation occurred in
Lot 21.
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Lot 21 Architectural and Fill Loci
Unit 21.0 (608 NF)
Locus number

21.0.001

21.0.002

21.0.003

21.0.004
Walls of the Lot:

Unit 21.01 (506 NF)
Locus number

21.01.001

Identification
Clearing the south and east walls.
The destruction debris and brick
rubble that was removed from the
southern half of the basement area.
The removal of the destruction debris
and brick rubble that was removed from
the northern half of the basement
area.
The removal of the red brick floor and
sand below it; located below 21.0.001
and 21.0.002. in the area of the
basement. There was a square hole in
the floor in the southeast corner.
The removal of the concrete floor.
The south wall was constructed of
brick above a stone foundation. This
wall formed a common wall wi th Lot 20.
The north lot wall was constructed of
brick above a stone foundation and
formed a coemon wan with Lot 22.
The east lot wall was constructed of
brick and formed a common wall with
the backyard of Lot 32.
The west wall of the basement was no
longer standing. However. the
remnants of the wall was constructed
of cut stone with 6 planks running
north/south, 6 feet from the north end
of the wall. The planks apparently
represent a doorway.

Identification
A 1/2 to 4 inch layer of brown silty
sand that covered the entire unit. It
contained late-eighteenth to late-
nineteenth-century cultural material.
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21.01.002 (F43.1. F43.2 506 NF)

21.01.003 (F42.1)

21.01.004

21.01.005 (F42.2)

21.01.006

21.01.008 (F42.9)

21.01.009 (F43.3. F46.1; 506 NF)

21.01.010 (F43.2)

This locus was a 12 to 17 inch layer
of dark brown sand with traces of
brown silt that contained a large
number of late-eighteenth to
early-nineteenth-century artifacts.
It was located above the large privy
and continued down into it.
A 11 to 12 inch layer of brown silty
sand that contained late-eighteenth to
early-nineteenth century cultural
material. It was located within the
walls of the small privy.
The field stone walls of the small
privy (Feature 42), top elevations
between 44 1/2 and 47 1/2 inches.
A 27 to 31 inch layer of dark brown
silty sand with brick, mortar and
coal. located below 21.01.003 within
the small privy. It contai ned
late-eighteenth to early-nineteenth
century-cultural materJal.
Slump from the east wall below the
1intel .
This locus was a 20 to 23 inch layer
of dark brown/black silty sand with
inclusions of grey silt. This locus
was identified as original landfill,
and contained a large number of oyster
shells and was the last locus removed
from the small privy. Closed at
approximately 106 inches below datum.
Possible "drainll constructed of
fieldstone. It was located within the
large privy and below 21.01.002. along
the south wall of the privy. It
contained dark brown clayey sand with
mortar. brick and charcoal.
This locus was a 1 1/2 to 6 inch layer
of dark brown coarse sand that
contained a large number of
1ate-ei ghteenth-century art; facts.
located below 21.01.002 in large
privy.
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21.01.011 (F43.2) A 1 to 3 inch layer of dark
brown/black silty sand with a large
number of late-eighteenth-century
artifacts- This locus was located
below 21.01.010, within the large
privy, outside the "drain".

21.01.012 (F43.2) A 2 1/2 to 4 1/2 inch laye~ of dark
brown clayey silt with organic matter,
and late-eighteenth-century artifacts.
It was located below 21.01.010,
21.01.016, and around and below
21.01.009, within the area of the
large privy.
This locus was a 7 to 8 inch layer of
dark brown silty sand that contained a
large amount of organic material, and
eighteenth-century cultural material.
It was located below 21.01.012, within
the area of the large privy.

21.01.013 (F43.1)

21.01.014 (f46.1) This locus was a 6 1/2 inch layer f
dark brown clayey sand, located within
the "drain".

21.01.015 The south and east fieldstone walls of
the large privy (Feature 43) with dark
brown sandy silt between the stones.
This locus was located below 21.01.014
inside the "drain". It consisted of a
6 1/2 inch layer of dark brown sandy
silt with mortar, brick and shell.
A 4 to 8 inch layer of black clayey
silt with large amounts of oyster,
clam and other shell and organic
matter and a large amount of
1ate-e ighteenth century cul tural
material. This locus was located
below 21.01.012, within the area 'Of
the large privy. This may be original
1andf i11 •

21.01.016 (F46.1)

21.01.017 (F43.3)

21.01.18 (F43.3) A 1 1/2 to 6 inch layer of greyish
brown sandy silt with mortar that
contained late-eighteenth-century
cultural material. It was located
below 21.01.012, and 21.01.017, along
the south privy wall and may be a
builders' trench for the east privy
wall .
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I 21.01. 019 (F 43.3)

I
I
I

21.01.20
21. 01.021 (F43.3)

I
I
I

21.01.022 (F43.9)

I
I Unit 21.02 (s07 NF)

Locus number

I 21.02.001

I 21.02.002

I
I

21.02.003

I
I 21.02.004 (F45.1)

I
I
I

A 1 1/2 to 3 inch 1ayer of greyi sh
brown silty sand with oyster shell
that was located below 21.01.012 along
the east wall of the privy. It
contained late-eighteenth-century
artifact's and may be a buil der s'
trench for the east privy wall.
N/A

This locus was a 4 1/2 to 8 inch layer
of greyish black sandy silt located
below 21.01.019 inside the area of the
large privy. It contained large
amounts of shell and wood fragments
and was identified as original
landfill.
A 4 to 10 inch 1ayer of grey black

silty sand that extended at 1east 6
inches below the walls of the large
privy. It contained 1arge amounts of
shell and wood fragments and was
identified as original landfill.

Identification
A 4 to 6 inch layer of dark brown
silty sand with tar, concrete and
charcoal. It covered the entire unit.
Possibly a builder's trench for the
east basement wall. It consi sted of a
4 to 6 inch 1ayer of dark brown silty
sand with charcoal flecks.
A 1 to 3 inch layer of clayey silt,
with inclusions of charcoal flakes.
Thi s locus contai ned a number of
late-eighteenth and early-nineteenth-
century arti facts. The locus was
located below 21.02.001.
Thi s locus was a 36 to 41 inch deep

dark brown circular stain (silt) that
contained mid-twentieth century
cul tural material. It was identified
as a drain (Feature 45). A 50% sample
was taken of Levelland no sample was
taken from Level 2.
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21.02.005

21.02.006

21.02.007

21.02.008

21.02.009

21.02.010

21.02.011

21.02.012

21.02.013

(F44.1)

(F45.U

(F44.1)

Thi s locus was
and cinder
21.02.001. It
21.02.009.

a 1 to 3 inch deep coal
IIpit" 1oca ted under
was dug into the top of

The builders·
basement wall.
inch 1ayer of
mortar.

trench for the south
It consi sted of : a 7

brown sandy silt with

A 7 to 12 inch layer of brown silty
clay with inclusions of mortar and
charcoal fl akes. It was located below
21.02.003, 21.02.002, and 21.02.005,
in the northern half of the unit.

The area just to the north of the
pri vy . It wasal ayer of grey and
brown mottl ed sf l t with charcoal and
was not excavated.

An 11 to 15 inch layer of reddish
brown sil ty sand located in the
interior of the privy, below
21.02.003. A 25% sample was taken.

The stone wall of the large circular
privy (Feature 44) in units 2 and 4.
This locus was associated with
21.04.009 in unit 4. The elevations
range from 49 to 57 1/2 inches below
datum.

The interior of the "drain",
21.02.004. It consisted of a 58 inch
deposi t of brown sil ty sand that
contained twentieth-century cul tural
material, including beer cans and a
pack of ci garette s , A 25% sampl e was
taken of Levelland no sample from
Level 2 was taken.

This locus was an 8 to 10 inch layer
of brown silt, with some charcoal. It
was located below 21.02.009 within the
privy. A 50% sample was taken.

The circular clay lining of the
"drat nil. It was a dark reddi sh brown
cl ay 58 inches thi ck , No artifactual
material was recovered.
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I
I 21.02.014 (F44-1)

I
I 21.02.015 (F44.1)

I
I
I 21.02.016 (F44.9)

I
I
I Unit 21.03 (508 NFl

Locus Number

I 21.03.001

I
I
I 21.03.002

I
I
I
I
I

This locus was an 11 to 14 inch layer
of greyish brown silty sand located
below 21.02-012 within the privy. It
contained oyster shells and may be the
locus on which the privy stones were
laid. A 50% sample was taken.
This locus was a 1 to 5 inch layer of
rust brown sand wi th 1enses of dark
grey sand. It was located below
21.02.014 within the area of the
privy. The drain was still visible at
this level which may be original
landfill or the interface above
landfill. A 50% sample was taken.
This locus was a 10 to 12 inch layer
of black silty sand located below
21.02.015, within the area of the
privy. It contained a great deal of
oyster shell and was identified as
original landfill. A 50% sampl e was
taken.

Ident; ficati on
This locus was a 1/2 to 5 inch layer
of yellowish brown silty sand that
covered the entire unit. It was
associated with the "001" loci in
Units 1, 2, and 4. It contained
mortar, red brick, and charcoal. No
material was screened; only
diagnostics seen while excavating were
recovered.
This locus was a 1 to 7 1/2 inch layer
of brown sand wi th traces of silt It
covered the entire unit and was
located below 21.03.001. The
artifactual material recovered from
21.03.002 date from the
late-eighteenth to the
early-nineteenth century. A 50%
sample was taken.
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21.03.003 A 1 1/2 to 2 1/2 inch layer of brown
silt with mortar and charcoal flakes,
as well as late-eighteenth to
early-nineteenth-century artifacts.
This locus covered the entire unit
below 21.03.002. A 50% sample was
taken.

21.03.004 This locus was a 2 to 4 1/2 inch layer
of dark brown silty sand with red
britk, mortar, cobbles, and
late-eighteenth to early-nineteenth-
century arti facts. It covered the
entire unit below 21.03.003. A 25%
sample was taken.
This locus was a 5 1/2 to 51 inch
layer of brown silty sand, that was
located on the eastern side of the
unit below 21.03 004. It was shoveled
out without sampling to expose the
privy wall, 21.03.007.
A 21 1/2 to 23 inch layer of brown
silt, with large"cobbles, mortar,· and
cultural material from the
late-eighteenth to early-nineteenth
century. It was located below
21.03.004, along the western side of
the unit, just above the footing
stones for the west wall of the lot
and the wharf/grillage complex. This
locus was identified as possibly being
the remains of a cobbled surface
associated with 21.04.007 in Unit 4.
A 25% sample was taken of Level 1 and
Level 2 was shoveled out.

21.03.005

21.03.006

21.03.'007 This locus was the western fieldstone
wall of the large privy that was first
located in Unit 1 (21.01.015). Only
eighteenth-century artifacts were
recovered during its removal. It was
located along the eastern edge of the.
unit below 21.03.005. One to two
courses of stone and the associated
dark brown sandy silt were removed
along with only diagnostic artifacts.

21.03.008 This locus may have been a builders~
trench for the north basement wall.
It consisted of a 1 1/2 to 2 inch
layer of brown silty sand with mortar,
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21.03.009

red brick charcoal, and small
cobbles. The locus also contained
cultural material from the
late-eighteenth to early-nineteenth
century. A 50% sample was taken.
A 2 to 4 inch layer of brown silt
located along the east edge of the
unit next to 21.03.005J 21.03.006, and
21.03.008. This locus contained
eighteenth-century cultural material.
A 50% sample was taken. '
The spread-footer complex (foundation
beams overlying spread-footers) for
the west wall of the lot.

21.03.010

Unit 21.04 (508NF)
Locus number Identification

21.04.001 This locus was a 2 to 3 1/2 inch layer
of brown silty sand that covered the
entire unit and contained late-
eighteenth to late-nineteenth-century
artifacts. One artifact of note was
an 1B90 Liberty Head Nickel.
21.04.001 was associated with the
"001" loci in the other units in Lot
21.

21.04.002 This locus was a 2 to 3 inch thick
layer of rubble in a cinder matrix
with red brick, mortar, cobbles, silty
sand. and eighteenth to nineteenth-
century artifacts. It was located
along the western unit edge below
21.04.001.

21.04.003 A 5 to 10 inch layer of brown clayey
silt with mortar, charcoal. and
eighteenth to nineteenth-century
artifacts. It was located below
21.04.001 and 21.04.002, in the north
area of the unit.

21.04.004 This locus was a 3 to 6 inch layer of
brown sandy silt with mortar. and
eighteenth to nineteenth century
artifacts. It was located against the
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south basement wall and was identified
as overflow from the builders I trench,
21.04.006.

21.04.005 This locus was the unexcavated deposit
within the circular privy that was
located in Units 2 and 4. It con-
sisted of a layer of reddish brown
silty sand and was associated ,with
21.02.009 in Unit 2. 21.04.005 was
located below 21.04.001.

21.04.006 The builders' trench for the south
basement wall. It consisted of a 3 to
4 inch layer of dark brown sandy silt,
and was located below 21.04.004.

21.04.007 This unexcavated locus was a 1eyer of
brown silt with mortar, charcoal , and
numerous large cobbles. 21.04.007 was
located below 21.04.003 along the
western 2/3 of the excavation unit.
It was identified as possibly being
the remains of a cobbled surface
(associated with 21.03.006 in Unit 3).

21.04.008 This unexcavated locus was a layer of
brown silt with inclusions of light
brown silt, charcoal, and eighteenth-
century artifacts. It was located
below 21.04.003 in the northeast
corner of the unit, just to the east
of 21.04.007.

21.04.009 The fieldstone wall of the circular
privy that was located in both Units 2
and 4. This locus was associated with
21.02.010 in Unit 2.
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Lot 22 (173 Water Street)

Excavations began on November 10, 1982, in Lot 22. Initially the
backhoe removed only a sman section of the basement fi 11 in the northeast
corner of the lot, revealing a section of a concrete floor. The walls of the
lot were exposed and defined. The north wall of the lot which was
constructed of stone, fonned a commonwall with Lot 23; thi s wall was faced
with several 1ayers of parged bri ck. The south wall was al so constructed of
stone with brick liners and fanned a common wall with Lot 21. Seven foot
long sections exposed on each wall indicated that a brick extension had
expanded the north and south wall sand fonned the east, or back, wall of the
lot which in turn abutted a stone wall that was probably the back wall of Lot
31.

Several days 1ater the remai nder of the destructi on debri s was removed
from the basement exposing two brick support pillars. Apparently. these
pillars were built to support the extension added to the building. The
pillars, as well as the concrete floor, were removed (see opening map figure
3.33). .

Unit 1, Lot 22

Before excavation began in the basement area of Lot 22. a triangul ar
structure, had been defined and excavated and was identified as Unit 1. This
fea ture was located in the north wa11 of the lot between Lots 22 and 23.
Limited excavation comprising two loci took place here. The first locus was
a 2 inch layer of twentieth-century destruction debris above a 30 inch layer
of black silty sand containing early twentieth-century debris. This feature
was tentatively identified as a coal chute; however, its function is not
clear. Excavation in Unit 1 ended at this point.

Four excavation units were established in the basement section of the
lot. Units 2-5. A deposit of brown silty sand with charcoal. tar paper,
concrete. and gravel was found throughout the entire lot below the cement
fl oor. This thi n 1ayer of fi 11 covered three sets of wooden p1anks runni ng
north/south apprOXimately in the center of the lot. Two of the pl anks were
later detennined to be foundation beams apparently used to support what had
been the back wall of the building. The third plank. in two halves. appeared
to have been laid next to the foundation beams to help distribute the weight
of the pillars. It seems that these beams and planks. which were directly
below the concrete floor where the pi 11ars had been. may have been supports
for the pill ars . The thi rd set of wooden pl anks were removed, and the lot
was divided into four units: Units 3 and 5 to the west of the foundation
beams, and Units 2 and 4 to the east. Unit 2 was chosen as the unit to be
completely excavated in Lot 22.

Units 3 and 5. Lot 22

A brown silty sand with red brick, large stones. mortar and a thin layer
of tar covered Units 3 and 5. Below this fill was the Wharf/grillage complex
ul timately found throughout much of the block. Resting on the wharf at the
western edge of the exposed area was a series of wooden pl anks running east/
west, possibly spread-footers for a wall that had once been standing west of
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the exposed area of the lot. Wooden footings) running north/south for the
north and south lot wall s , were al so exposed sitti ng above the wharf complex.
Contiguous to the spread-footers for the south wall were several wooden
planks running north/south which were either part of the wharf complex or
served as 1eve1s for the concrete fl oor. However, these pl anks di d not run
across the entire Wharf camp1ex and had they served to 1evel the concrete
f1oor they shoul d have covered" the enti re area. Thei r functi 0n, therefore,
remains a mystery. As found in other lots the logs of the wharf / gri 11age
were laid perpendicularly with the upper logs in a north/south direction with
the second course running east/west.

Units 2 and 4, Lot 22

A dark brown silt with concrete and tar was found in Unit 2, and a mixed
brown and grey sandy s i 1t , also with concrete and tar, was exposed in Unit 4.
These loci were combined because of their highly disturbed yet similar
nature.

Below this fill in Unit 4 was a deposit of grey sand with brown silty
sand, brick, decayed mortar, and charcoal. This locus covered two wooden
posts with a horizonal1y laid wooden board running between them, perhaps part
of a "coff'erden-Hke" structure or a bulkhead-type construction similar to
that found in Lot 19, Units 1 and 2. The northern post formed one corner of
an unidentified stone structure in the northeast corner of the lot. In the
southeast corner of this unit, approximately one quarter of a circular brick
construction, possibly a ci stern, was exposed. Thi s brick feature sat under
the back wall of the lot, above the privy in Unit 2; it is likely that the
feature, apparently dry-laid brick, was destroyed by the construction of this
privy. Although no mortar was visible, it may have decayed.

In the northeast corner of Unit 4, as mentioned above, a corner of a
stone structure, tentatively identified as a privy in the field, was found.
This feature ran under the brick lot walls and is assumed to have continued
into Lot 23 and/or Lot 30. This may indicate a commonbackyard at some time.
Light grey silt and brown sandy silt were excavated outside this privy. The
first locus excavated from within this feature was a brown sandy silt. The
next and 1ast locus in the privy was a brown coarse sand containing a great
deal of brick rubble. Below this, both inside the feature and below the
priVy walls. was a grey and tan fine sand. This locus was followed by a
black sandy silt containing decayed mortar which was identified as original
landfill in the field. However, below this deposit was a wooden plank
apparently running north/south. Thi s pl ank was thought to be part of the
cofferdam-like structure but its function is unknown. After encountering the
plank, no further excavation occurred in the unit.

Below the fill that covered Units 2 and 4, the north stone wall of the
privy that was found to occupy most of Unit 2 was exposed. This wall abutted
the multi-layered foundation beams that served as the west wall of the privy.
The east and south wall 5 of the privy were under the east and south lot
walls, obviously predating the construction of one brick wall and the
extension. The south privy wall was partially destroyed. probably by the
brick wall above it.
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The first deposit in the privy was a dark brown silt with some rubble,
perhaps debris from the construction of the concrete floor. This disturbed
sfl t was excavated separately from the undi sturbed deposi ts. The dark brown
silt excavated from below the disturbance was a deep deposit that filled most
of the privy; it was rich in cultural material dating to the early-nineteenth
century and was identified in the field as relating to the glass and china
store once located on the lot. Below this deposit was a dark grey/black silt
with oyster shell and wood chips, part of a wooden barrel was found in this
1evel . Although the barrel was uncovered in the brown sil t, it appeared to
be sitting in the black silt deposit. The barrel was filled with the brown
silt that also surrounded the upper staves. Below this was a black silt
similar to that found outside the barrel. Also outside the barrel was a thin
layer of light grey silt with inclusions of white clayey silt, possibly
decayed mortar. The barrel staves were removed and further excavation under
the barrel revealed a black silt containing a great deal of wood (22.02.013)
which was identified as original landfill. Below the .. landfill level, a
shovel test uncovered grey sand with water worn pebbles and shells. (See
profile of lower levels of privy, Figure 3.34.)

The excavation of the privy reveal ed that the foundation beams were laid
on a level of spread-footer beams running east/west. Below these was another
beam running north/south above east/west running spread-footers. This
spread-footer-foundation-beam camplex and the privy buil t against it seem to
support the idea that this section to the east of the complex functioned as
the backyard of the building in Lot 22 (see closing map, Figure 3.35).
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Lot 22 Architectural and Fijl Loci
Unit 22.0 (NF 609)
Locus number

22.0.001

22.0.002

22.0.003

22.0.004
22.0.005

22.0.006

22.0.007

22.0.008

22.0.009

22.0.010

22.0.011

22.0.012

Identification
Clean in9 of the south 1ot wall for a
plan view.
Removal of apprOXimately 10 square
feet of rubble and modern debris from
the northeast corner of the lot.
Removal of debris and two massive
pi11ars on top of the concrete fl oor.
Removal of the concrete floor.
The removal of the concrete floor;
gravel, charcoal, tar paper and
concrete debris.
Artifacts
(22.0.009)
beams.

recovered under wooden
plank east of foundation

Two wooden foundation beams that ran
north/south near the middle of the
lot.
Wooden spread-footers for 22.0.007
that ran east/west beneath 22.0.007
and above 22.0.011.
Two wooden planks located to the east
of 22.0.007 in Units 2 and 4.
Wooden spread- footers for a previously
existing wall along the western edge
of the lot.
Logs of the Wharf/grillage complex in
Un; ts 3 and 5. The upper logs ran
north/south while the lower course ran
east/west.
The northern
parged brick
probably added
lot walls) .

stone lot wa11 (with
liners which were

1ater to support the
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Figure .3.34
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22.0.013 The southern
parged brick
probably added
lot wall s) .

stone lot wall {with
liners which were

later to support the

22.0.014 The brick wall addition built at the
ends of 22.0.012 and 22.0.013 at the
back (east) of the lot.
Spread-footers for 22.0.012 that ran
north/south in Unit 5.22.0.015

22.0.016 Spread-footers for 22.0.013 that ran
north/south in Unit 3.

22.0.017 Wooden planks that rested on 22.0.008
and 22.0.011. They ran north/south at
approximately the same level as
22.0.015 and 22.0.016 (spread-
footers).

Unit 22.01 (NF 509)
Locus number Identification

22.01.001 Brick rubble in tan sandy silt with
inclusions of green clay and twentieth-
century cul tural material. Thi5 locus
was approximately 23 inches deep. No
soil was screened. arti facts were
recovered during excavation.

22.01.002 Black silty sand (coal dust) with
several late-nineteenth and early
twentieth century bottles. This locus
was arbitrarily closed at a depth of
approximately 30 inches. No soil was
screened; artifacts were recovered
during excavation.

Unit 22.02 (NF 510)
Locus number Identification

22.02.001 A layer of dark brown silt with
inclusions of concrete and tar that
covered the entire unit. This 'locus
was approximately 2 inches deep.
A 1ayer of dark brown silt and coarse
sand that extended across the entire
unit. except the area under 22.0'.009.
This locus contained a large number of

22.02.002 (F41.1)
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22.02.003 (F41.1)

art;facts from the eighteenth and
early-~ineteenth century. It varied
in depth from 9 to 16 inches.
A layer of dark brown silt within most
of the privy. This locus was 6 to 7
inches deep and contained few
artifacts from the eighteenth and
nineteenth century.

22.02.004 (F41.1) A 1ayer of dark brown si1t 1eft as a
temporary baulkin the southern half
of the unit.

22.02.005 (F41.1) A layer of dark brown silt, probably a
continuation of 22.02.002.

22.02.006 (F41.1) A 1ayer of dark brown silt located
ins;de the wooden barrel staves- This
locus was approximately 4 inches deep
and contained only one fragment of
creamware and a sherd of yellow
slipware.

22.02.007 (F41.2) A 1ayer of dark grey si1t with wood
and shell, an almost black
"nightsoil", located outside of the
barrel. This locus was 5 to 7 inches
deep and contained numerous inclusions
of wood, shell. white salt glazed
stoneware, slipware, creamware,
scratch blue, pearlware, and delft.

22.02 . 008 (F41.2) A layer of light grey silt with
pockets of white clayey silt. This
locus was four inches deep and
contained cultural material from the
late-eigthteenth and early-nineteenth
centuries.

22.02.009 CF41.1)
22.02.010 (F41.1)

The barrel staves and cane hoops.

22.02.011 (F41.2)

A layer of light tan clayey silt
surrounding the barrel, 22.02.009.
A layer of black silt (similar to

22.02.006) located under the barrel.
This locus was 6 to 7 inches thick and
contained no diagnostic artifacts.

22.02.012 (F41.2) A 1ayer of black silt within the
barrel, similar to 22.02.007. It
contained a great deal of wood. This
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22.02.013 (F41.9)

locus produced numerous eighteenth-
century artifacts and was
approximately 3 inches deep.
A layer of black silt with inclusions
of wood chips s seeds s and shells,
This locus covered the entire surface
of the privy although it was well
below the bottom of the privy walls
and was therefore probably original
landfill. A 50~ sample was taken.
A 1ayer of graphite colored sand with
quartz sands small waterwashed
pebb1es sand tiny she11 fragments.
This locus was probably original
landfill. This locus was an auger
test (2011 deep).

22.02.014 (F41.9)

22.02.015 (F41.1) Dark brown silt inside the second half
of the barrel in the south baulk.

22.02.016 North wall of the privy with its
associated soils: grey/black silty
sands grey sandy silts red silty sands
light grey clays light brown clays and
dark.grey clay.

Unit 22.03 (512 NF)
Locus number Identification

22.03.001 Brown silty sand with red brick., rock.,
mortar and concrete rubble. This
locus was shoveled off to expose the
rest of the wharf/grillage complex.
No soil was screened; only diagnostics
were recovered while excavating.

Unit 22.04 (513 NF)
Locus number Identification

22.04.001 (513NF) A layer of mixed brown sand and
grey/brown silty sand with concretes
tar, and rocks. This locus covered
the entire unit and was 1 to 6 inches
deep. It contained cultural materi al
from the late-eighteenth as well as
the early-nineteenth centuries. No
soil was screened; material was
recovered during excavation.
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22.04.003

A layer of grey sand, light grey sand.
and grey/brown sand with inclusions of
brick, decayed mortar, and charcoal.
The western half of the locus was
sealed by 22.0.009, while the eastern
hal f was exposed. Thi s locus was
approximately 4 inches deep and
contained material from both the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries.
Level 1 was screened but Level 2 had a
25% sample taken.
A layer of light grey silt mottled
wi th charcoal located in the southern
third of the unit. This locus was 3
to 4 inches deep and contained
arti facts from the 1ast quarter of the
eighteenth century as well as the
first quarter of the nineteenth
century. No soil was screened and
only diagnostics were recovered during
excavati on.

22.04.002

22.04.004 A 1ayer of brown sandy silt that was
located in the northern third of the
unit (inside the privy). It was
approximately 7 inches deep and
contai ned arti factual materi al from
the late-eighteenth and early-
nineteenth century.

22.04.005 A layer of brown coarse sand with
inclusions of heavy rubble. This
locus was located inside the stone
feature and was approximately 5 inches
deep. It contai ned cul tural materi al
from the late-eighteenth century.

22.04.006 A 1ayer of grey and tan very fine sand
inside the unidentified stone feature.
This locus was 2 to 3 inches deep and
contained eighteenth-century arti-
factual material.

22.04.007 A layer of black sandy silt with
inclusions of decayed mortar. This
locus was located below the stones of
22.04.009. It was approximately 12
inches deep and contained creamware
and white salt-glazed stoneware.

22.04.008 Not a val id
recovered whi1e
being obtained).

sample (artifacts
a wood sample was
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22.04.009 The stone wall of the feature located
in the southwest corner of Unit 4. It
appeared to extend under wa 11
22.0.014. It was 13 inches high and
consisted of only two courses.

22.04.010 A wooden plank that ran north/south
below the black sandy silt of
22.04.007 and below the stone feature.

22.04.011 Two wooden posts and their associ ated
p1anks that ran northlsouth into the
stone feature, 22.04.009. May be part
of a bu1khead, simi1 ar to that found
in Lot 19.

Unit 22.4/5

Locus number Identificat;on

22.04/5.001 A c ircul ar brick structure; possibly a
quarter of a c; stern. It appeared to
be dry1 aid unl ess the mortar decayed
and was located above the privy in
Uni t 2 and beneath the ea st 1at wa11 .
It may have been destroyed by the
construction of the privy.

Unit 22.05 (512 NF)

Locus number Identification

22.05.001 A 14 inch layer of brown silty sand
with concrete f1 oar debris and tar in
the first level and large stones,
mortar, brick, and charcoal in the
remain; ng levels. Thi sdeposit was
shoveled off to expose the
wharf/grillage and a 50% sample was
taken.
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Lot 23 (175 Water Street)

Using the backhoe, excavation began in Lot 23 with the removal of the
twentieth-century demolition debris. A concrete floor, 16 feet 6 inches x 14
feet 6 inches, was exposed as was a rectangular brick feature in the
southeast corner of the lot adj acent to the tri angul ar bri ck feature in Lot
22 Uni t 1. Thi s feature extended up approximately from the basement f1 oar to
ground level (see opening map, Figure 3.36).

Unit 1, Lot 23

The fi rst uni t to be establ i shed in Lot 23 was wi thi n the wall s of the
above ment i a ned feature, ; ni t i ally i dent ifi ed asal ate- nineteenth-c entury
coal chute. It contained a 54 inch thick layer of brick rubble in a tan
sil ty sand matrix wi th twenti eth-century cul tural materi al , A 1 inch 1ayer
of brown silt, possibly decayed wood indicative of a floor, was located below
the rubbl e. Removal of the brown st It exposed a concrete floor and ended
excavation of the unit. This structure was tentatively ,identified as a coal
chute partially because of the existence of a bricked-in archway in its north
wa11 that once may have opened into the ba sement , However, its func ti on
remains unclear. All walls of this feature were constructed of brick and. in
addi ti on, the north and west wall shad bri ck footi ngs above the basement IS
concrete floor.

After the removal of the basement floor with a Dynahoe, hammer, and
backhoe, four excavati on uni ts were estab 1i shed in the backyard of Lot 23.
This was the first attempt at yard clearing on the block below a cement
basement floor; it revealed several features, or their vestiges, including a
section of circular brick cistern base in Unit 4 (Feature 38) and a
semicircular stone privy in Unit 5 (Feature 32). Feature excavation began in
the privy. Unit 4 was the unit ul timately chosen as the 100 percent sampl e
of Lot 23.

unit 5, Lot 23

The fi rst loeus encountered wi thi n the pri vy was a dark brown si 1ty sand
mixed with destruction debris. While the fill locus was being removed, a
small pocket of grey fine silt with decayed organic matter was located along
the wall s of the privy and continued down for approximately 10 inches. This
deposit might represent "nightsoil" left around the edges of the privy when
it was cleaned.

The next locus in the privy was a thick 1ayer of brown and grey brown
sandy silt with brick and mortar. This deposit probably represents
redeposi ted fill. Withi n this locus, located along the inner southern edge
of the privy, was a pocket of yellowish green sandy silt with organic
material that may also represent the remains of a "nightsoil" deposit.

The brown and grey brown sandy silt deposit was deepest in the southern
hal f of the privy. In the northern hal f al ongsi de thi s deposi t was a dark
brown sandy silt with organic material. Al so contiguous to the grey brown
sandy silt was a thin layer of light brown silty sand containing decaying
metal, mortar, and charcoal.
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Figure 3.36
175 WATER STREET

Lots 23 and 30
Opening Map
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A dark.. brown sandy silt 1n the southern half of the pri vy and a grey
brown sandy silt with decomposing mortar, charcoal, and organic material in
the northern hal f were a1so uncovered. Thi slatter locus was al so found
below the dark brown sandy silt in the southern section.

A dark brown sandy si1 t with charcoal and wood fragments was located
below these deposits. Along the southern edge of the privy, the soil became
more organic and contained a great many more ceramic and glass artifacts than
e1sewhere in this deposit. In addition, alight grey brown sandy silt was
located along the eastern wall of the privy.

In the northern half, below the dark brown sandy silt, was a thin layer
of grey clay with wood fragments. This was the last locus removed from
within the privy. It should be noted that the privy excavation was completed
in two stages. Initial investigation was temporarily halted when it was
decided to concentrate excavation in Unit 4, the focus of the 100 percent
excavation of the yard. Only after this sample was complete did excavation
resume in the privy and in the unit.

An unidenti fied amorphous stone feature (Feature 33) was located west of
the privy in Unit 5 (see closing map, Figure 3.41). It consisted of two
dry-l aid stone wall s and appeared to be the remai nder of a feature tha thad
been destroyed by the construction of the privy (Feature 32). The first
tocus removed from the western half of this feature was a thick deposit of
light tan and grey silt with charcoal. It was noted that this locus appeared
to be decayi ng mortar with some ash and burned arti facts. In the eastern
half, a deposit of grey brown silt with mortar was excavated; this deposit
may rel ate to the destruc ti on of the feature.

With the removal of these deposits, the bottom of the feature's walls was
exposed. Both loci continued below the walls but excavation was stopped
because of time constra i nts. However, a shovel test was dug to obta ina
profile of. the stratigraphy below this level. The shovel test revealed that
the deeper deposits continued as defined within the feature. This, again,
may indicate that this feature was destroyed by the privy and the deposits on
the eastern side may be rel ated to thi s epi sode. At approximately 63 to 64
inches below the unit datum, a black. silt with charcoal, leather, and oyster
shell was revealed. This deposit was identified as original 1andf il l (Locus
23.05.018), but it was noted that seepage of water made it difficult to make
a conclusive identification. This was the last locus excavated in Unit 5.

Unit 4, Lot 23

As noted above, the remnants of a cistern base, only one brick course
high (Feature 38), was exposed below the concrete floor during clearing in
Unit 4. It was constructed of red brick and was located north of the
feature identi tied as a coal chute (Unit 1). The IIcoal chute", which was
associated with the later cement floor, was located above the cistern base;
the upper portion of the cistern apparently had been destroyed during
a1terati ens to make or extend the bui1 di ng I s basement and cement fl oor (see
Figure 3.37). .
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The first locus removed in the cistern was a reddish brown silty sand
with decayed mortar and brick fragments. It was located in the northern half
of the ci stern and may represent fi 11 from the destructi on of the feature
duri ng con structi on of the basement f1oor , In the southern half was a
deposit of grey coal ash and cinder. A baulk was left standing along the
eastern edge of the cistern to obtain a profile.

With the removal of these deposits, the f1 oar of the cistern was exposed
reveal i ng a 1ayer of mortar over fl agstones (see F.igure 3.38). Presumably
the entire ci stern had been 1ined with mortar. At thi s time the baul k was
drawn and removed to facilitate removal of the cistern floor. Below the
floor was a very thin layer of pinkish/brown coarse sand with a great deal of
mortar followed by a thin layer of brown sandy silt. These deposits may have
been used to level the cistern during construction. Both loci contained
nineteenth-century cultural material indicating that the feature was probably
built sometime in that century. The remnant of the cistern walls was removed
revealing a reddish brown silty sand with schist and slate slabs. The stone
sl abs may have been part of a second f1oar for the ci stern. A brown cl ayey
silt, also with schist and slate slabs, was located in the center of the
cistern and may have served to stab i 1; ze the ci stern fl oar.

Outside both the cistern and the but'lders ' trench for the east lot wall
was a thick deposit of reddish brown sandy silt. Below the first few inches
of this deposit were the walls of an unidentified stone feature initially
identified as a privy (Feature 40). This feature presumably extended north
into Unit 5, but the baulk left standing across the lot interferred with
i nterpretat1 on.

The first locus within Feature 40 was a thin deposit of light brown sandy
ash. A dark grey cl ayey silt located below thi s ash deposit, was fall owed by
a thi n 1ayer of tan brown sand wi th mortar. Below thi s was a brown grey
sandy silt with charcoal. Removal of these fill loci uncovered a thick
deposi t of bl ackt sh grey cl ayey s11t wi th burned wooden beams and charcoal.
It was noted that the wood was deposited haphazardly and was therefore
removed wi th the ct ayey silt. Thi s deposi t extended into the stone wall s of
the feature. Alight brown/grey sandy silt was located below the clayey
sil t. There was al so a pocket of grey brown si 1ty sand near the center of
the feature below the clayey silt. The feature's bottom course of stones was
visible with the removal of these deposits. The last locus within the
feature walls was a thin layer of tan clayey silt with decaying mortar.

Several fill loci were located outside Feature 40 and below the cistern:
a dark brown sandy silt, a dark brown clayey silt with organic material, and
a brown sandy sil t with mortar and br-ick rubb1 e. The buil ders' trench for
the east wall (Feature 39), mentioned above, continued down to this level.
It consisted of a reddish brown/grey sandy silt with brick and mortar rubble.
What may have been a builders' trench for the cistern was also located at the
cf sterns north end. It consisted of a yellow brown sandy silt with a great
deal of mortar. Thi s loeus a1so extended parti ally under the c1stern f1oor.
Whether or not thi s wa s a but 1ders I trench is uncl ear. The rest of the
trench may have been disturbed by subsequent yard construction.
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In the northwest corner of the unit, beside Feature 40, was a deep pocket
of brown sandy silt with a great deal of charcoal and coal. Along the east
s! de of the feature was a deposi t of hard packed yell ow/tan/orange cl ayey
silt with a lens of charcoal.

In the area where the ci stern had been located, the fi rst 1evel of a
"pt t", or yard deposit (Feature 34), was uncovered. It consisted of a dark
grey sandy silt with charcoal, coal, and cinder that extended across most of
the unit ouside the unidentified stone feature, and contained a great many
ceramic and glass artifacts (see Figure 3.39). However, the distribution of
this deposit does not seem to indicate that it was an identifiable pit, such
as a trash pi t , dug to di spose of materi al . Rather, it may represent a
depressi on in the yard where materi al may have purposely been deposi ted or
may have simply collected (see Chapter 5). While this feature was being
excavated, several deposi ts were uncovered and removed reveal i ng subsequent
feature levels. These deposits were a brown sandy silt, a pocket of grey
ash, charcoal grey clayey silt, and a small pocket of light brown/orange
sandy silt. .

A concentration of ceramic sherds , possibly part of the pit deposit but
located under the wall of the unidentified stone feature, was encountered.
In the western section of the unit was a deposit of brown sandy silt above a
hard-packed light brown sandy silt.

Two wooden "boxes" were al so uncovered, Features 35 and 36. The 1arger
box (Feature 35) was adjacent to the north wall of Uni t 1 and consi sted of
three wood-plank walls; the fourth wall was not located and is presumed to be
situated beneath Unit 1. This IIbox" contained several loci, the first a dark
grey sandy silt with decaying wood and organic material. With the excavation
of this deposit, the west wall of the box was revealed. Below this highly
organic soil was a dark brown sil t , al so with a high organic content, and a
lens of grey/black organic material in the east corner. Two square wooden
posts were also uncovered, one located in the northeast interior corner of
the box, the other near the northwest corner. The 1ast deposit in the box
was a grey black silty sand with decomposing wooden planks and wood chips.
This locus probably represents the wooden floor of the box.

The smaller box (Feature 36) was located in the southwest corner of the
unit against the west wall of Unit 1. A small section of this feature
extended westward into Unit 2. The first deposit in the box was a very thick
layer of dark brown sandy silt that contained a large number of complete and
restorable ceramic vessels identified in the field as broken china from
commercial shipments. The part of this locus that extended into Unit 2 was
removed wi thout screeni nq , but arti facts were recovered duri ng excavation.
With the removal of this deposit in Unit 2, some of the logs of a
wharf/grillage system were exposed. The remaining deposit in the box, a grey
brown/black silty sand with oyster shell, brick, and wood, was removed
revealing more of the Wharf/grillage. As was the case with the cQfferdam/box
in Lot 20, the west wall of this box was apparently built on the
wharf/grillage complex.

In the northern third of Unit 4, a deposit of orange clayey silt with a
pocket of green decomposed copper and an orange and tan cl ayey si 1twas
removed. In the southern end of the unit, a dark brown organi c sandy si1 t
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with wood chips was exposed. Below these loci was a ceramic (slipware)
surface which sat on a deposit of brown and grey brown si1 ty sand with a
pocket of ci nder and a pocket of orange and tan cl ayey si 1t with wh i te ash.

In the western half of the unit. below these deposits was a thick layer
of dark brown silty sand with wood, oyster, and charcoal. The profile of the
logs of the wharf/grillage were exposed while this locus was being removed.
This deposit was identified as original landfill (Locus 23.04.060).

In the southwest corner of the unit, beneath the small wooden box, was a
grey silty sand with wood and decomposing organic matter. This locus
(23.04.063) was also identified as origi.nal landfill as was the locus belOW
thi s (23 .04.064), a dark grey brown st 1ty sand. The removal of these loci
defined the wharf/grillage as wooden logs running in an east/west direction.
No further excavation took place in Unit 4 since the edge of the
wharf/grillage was located and defined and original landfill was identified
(see Figure .3.40 and Plate 3.3).

Units 2 and 3j Lot 23

The excavation of Unit 2 began in order to detennine the western extent
of the wharf/grillage uncovered in Unit 4. The brown/grey sandy silt
covering this unit was shoveled off. It was a thick deposit that contained
1arge cobb1es and some rubb1e. Removal of thi s locus exposed a top 1eve1 of
logs running north/south and a second course running east/west.

Clear i ng of the top fi 11 in Unit 3 was undertaken to expose any features
located in th; s unit. The west wall of the uni denti fi ed stone feature
located in Unit 5 was exposed as was a wooden barrel and a small brick
drain-like feature that was not tested.

The wooden barrel (Feature 37) contained a dark brown/grey sandy si1 t
with wood. This locus was highly organic and oi1y(see Feature 37 in the
Glass section, Chapter 4) until the bottom of the barrel staves was reached;
at thi s point the soil became sandier. The barrel was f1oor1 ess , and was
apparently sitting on a brown sandy silt into which a shovel test was dug.
This revealed a brownish grey sandy silt above a light grey silt with
charcoal and, finally, a grey silt with charcoal. Below this last locus was
stone and a large log or timber, probably part of the wharf/grillage complex.

Surroundi ng both the barrel and the red bri ck drai n-1 ike feature was a
deposit of grey ashy si 1t . A few inches of thi s deposit were removed but
excavation stopped within this locus.

When Unit 2 was c1eared of fill, a 1arge wooden beam along its southern
edge was exposed. This beam continued east across the lot into Unit 5.
Because it was partially covered with mortared brick and stone, it appeared
to be a· foundation beam for a wall; however, only the top of the beam was
exposed. Since the soil on either side of the beam was not excavated, there
is no information about any associated spread-footers. Such information
wou1d suggest the ex; stence of a now-gone wall t perhaps a southern backyard
or building wall for the lot next to Lot 23 that faced John Street. If this
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were the case, it would indicate that the backyard of Lot 23 at some time had
been expanded. The unidentified stone featlire in Unit 5 might have been
associated with this other lot and been destroyed when the privy (Feature 32)
in Unit 5 was constructed. However, since there is no solid field evidence
as support, this hypothesis remains speculative (see closing map, Fi.gure
3.41) •



Lot 23 Architectural and Fill Loci
Unit 23.0 (610 NF)
Locus number

23.0.001

23.0.002

23.0.003
23.0.004

23.0.005
23.0.006
23.0.007

Walls of the Lot:

Unit 23.01 (514 NF)
Locus number

23.01.001

Identification
The backhoe removal
destruction debris; tan
with brick rubble.

of modern
sandy silt

The removal of the concrete floor
located below 23.0.001.
Clearing of the concrete f1oar debris.
Srick wall wi th a brieked-in archway
(the coal chute) located in the north
wall of Unit 23.1. The brick footing
for the wall was 53 1/2 inches below
the lot datum.
The west brick wall of Unit 23.1.
Removal of the brick wall (23.0.004).
Cleariog away of debris from the
removal of 23.0.006.
The east lot wall, constructed of red

brick, fanning a common wall with the
backyard of Lot 30.
The west lot wal'l, constructed of red
brick.
The north lot wall, constructed of red
brick.
The south lot wall, constructed af red
brick, fanning a conmon wall with Lot
22. The structure of Unit 1 was built
in the southeast corner of this wall.

Indentification
A layer of brick rubble in tan si1ty
sand with inclusions of green clay.
This locus contained twentieth century
cultural material. This locus was 54
inches deep. No soil was screened.
No artifacts were recovered.
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23.01.002 Ali nch 1 ayer of brown si1 t over top
of concrete floor 23.01.003. No soil
was screened. No artifacts were
recovered.

Unit 23.02 (515 NF)
Locus number Identification

23.2.001 A 7 to 13. inch layer of brown/grey
sandy silt with large cobbles and some
rubble. This locus contained
eighteenth century cultural material.
No soil was screened; only diagnostic
artifacts were recovered during
excavation.

23.02.002 CF36.1) A 17 to 20 1/2 ;nch 1ayer of dark
brown sandy s11t located on the
western side of the wooden box
(Feature 36). No soil was screened;
artifacts were recovered during
excavation.

23.02.003 Wharf/grillage complex; approximately
54 to 60 inches below datum~

Unit 23.3 (515 NF)
Locus number Identification

23.03.001 Mixed top fill, 11 to 13 inches in
depth, shoveled off to expose
features. No soil was screened and no
artifacts were recovered.

23.03.002 (F37.1) A 5 to 9 inch layer of dark brown/grey
sandy silt with inclusions of decayed
wood and glass. This locus located
inside the ~oden barrel (Feature 37)
contained artifacts from the
eighteenth century.
A 1 to 5 1/2 inch 1ayer of grey ashy
silt with inclusions of mortar and
charcoal. This locus contained
cultural materia' from the eighteenth
century; outside the barrel.

23.03.003

23.03.004 A shovel test in the barrel. Dark
brown sandy silt that the barrel was
resting on; approximately 37 inches
deep. No soil was screened and no
artifacts were recovered.
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23.03.005 The wooden barrel, Feature 37, 7 to 10
inches from the top to the bottom of
the staves.

23.03.006 The red brick sump. This sump was
constructed of small stones and
mortared red bricks. Not excavated.
Top elevation approximately 20 inches
below datum.

23.03.007 The large wooden
east/west along the
3, approximately
datum.

beam that ran
south wall of Unit
27 inches below

Unit 23.04 (516 NF)
Locus number Identification

23.04.001 (F38.1) A 2 1/2 to 4 inch 1ayer of reddish
brown silty sand with decayed mortar
and brick fragments located in the
base of the brick cistern (Feature
38). This locus contained mid to late-
nineteenth century cultural material.

23.04.002 (F38.1) Ali nch 1ayer of grey coal ash and
cinders with inclusions of red brick
and mortar. This locus, located in
the area of the cistern base,
contained artifacts from the 1ate-
eighteenth to the early-nineteenth
century.

23.04.003 A 1 to 2 1/2 inch layer of mortar at
the bottom of the cistern.

23.04.004
23.04.005 (F39.1)

The flagstone floor of the cistern.
A wa11 trench (bui1der's trench)

located along the east lot wall. The
fill in this trench consisted of an
8 1/2 inch layer of reddish brown/grey
sandy silt with inclusions of brick
rubble and mortar.

23.04.006 (F38.1) A 1/2 to 1 1/2 inch 1ayer of pink!sh
brown coarse sand located inside the
area of the cistern. This locus
contained nineteenth-century cultural
material. Below the first floor of
the cistern.
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23.04.007 (F38.2) Ali nch 1ayer of brown sandy sil t
located under locus 23.04.006 inside
the area of the cistern below the
first floor. This locus contained
artifactual material from the
nineteenth century.

The second ci stern II fl.oor" (only the
outer perimeter; see 23.04.027). This
locus cons i sted of a , ayer of reddi sh
brown si'ty sand with schi st and sl ate
sl abs.

23.04.008 (F38.2)

23.04.009 The entire surface area outside of the
cistern and the wall trench
(23.04.005). This locus consisted of
a 1/2 to 10 inch 1ayer of
yellow/reddish brown sandy silt that
conta ined , ate-ei ghteenth to , ate-
nineteenth-century cultural material.

A 1/2 inch layer of light brown sandy
ash located under 23.04.009 inside the
area of the uni dentifi ed circular
stone feature (Feature 40) in the
northwest corner of the uni t. This
locus contained a , arge amount of
mortar as well as cultural material
from the earl y (?) .nineteenth century.

23.04.010 (F40.1)

23.04.011 (F40.1) A 2 1/2 to 3 1/2 inch layer of dark
grey clayey silt. This locus located
under 23.04.010 in the unidentified
stone feature (Feature 40) contained
inclusions of red brick and nineteenth-
(?) century artifacts.

A 1 to 3 1/2 inch layer of tan brown
sand with inclusions of mortar. This
locus was located below 23.04.011
inside the privy. It contained
cultural material from the early-
nineteenth (?) century.

A 1 to 3 1/2 i nchl ayer of brown/grey
sandy silt with inclusions of
charcoal. This locus located under
23.04.012t contained eighteenth-
century cultural material t inside the
unidentified stone feature.

23.04.012 (F40.l)

23.04.013 (F40.1)

23.04.014 (F40.2) An 8 inch layer of blackish grey
clayey sil t wi th incl usi ons of
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23.04.015 (F40.3)

I
I

23.04.016 (F40.3)
I
I
I

23.04.017 (F40.9)

I
I 23.04.018

I
I
I 23.04.019

I
I 23.04.020

I
I

23.04.021

I
I

charcoal. This locus was located
below 23.04.013. It contained
eighteenth century artifacts.

A 2 1/2 to 3 1/2 inch 1ayer of 1ight
brown/grey sandy sil t , with pockets of
tan silt. This locus located under
23.04.014, in the unidentified stone
feature, contained numerous eighteenth-
century artifacts.

A 2 3/4 inch deep pocket of grey/brown
sil ty sand. Thi s locus was located in
the center of the uni denti fi ed stone
feature below 23.04.015; it contained
cultural material from the late-
eighteenth century.

A 1 1/2 inch 1ayer of tan and grey
cl ayey sil t with incl usions of mortar
and brick (yellow and red). This
locus, located in the uni denti fi ed
stone feature below loci 23.04.015 and
23.04.016, contained cultural material
from the eighteenth century.

This locus was a 4 1/2 to 6 inch layer
of dark brown sandy s i 1t wi th
inclusions of small pockets of orange
and black sand. This locus was
located in the north below the cistern
wall both ins; de and outside the area
of the cistern. It contained
eighteenth-century artifactual
material.

A2 to 7 inch layer of dark brown
clayey silt with large amounts of
organic material. This locus was
located below 23.04.018 between the
cistern wall and the unit1s west wall.
It contained eighteenth-century
artifacts.

Removal .of the bottom course of the
brfck ci stern wall. between 44 and 49
inches below datum.

A 1 to 3 1/2 inch layer of grey /b rown
sandy silt with inclusions of mortar
and brick rubble. This locus was
located under 23.04.019. It contained
cultural material from the late-
eighteenth century.

210



23.04.022 This locus is a continuation of
23.04.005 in the trench for the east
wal 1 .

23.04.023 A possibl e ci stern w~l1 trench in the
northeastern corner of the unit. This
locus consisted of a layer (3 inches
deep) of yellow/brown sandy si 1t , The
locus conta i ned eighteenth-century
cul tural material. It continued under
the cistern floor.

23.04.024 An 8 inch deep pocket of brown sandy
silt with heavy inclusions of charcoal
located in the northwest corner of the
unit between the privy wall and the
western edge of the unt t. Thi s locus
contained cultural material from the
eighteenth century.

A 3 to 5 1/2 inch layer of hard packed
yellow/tan/orange clayey silt with
inclusions of mortar and brick rubble.
Thi s locus was located along the
northeast side of the sma11 pri vy
under 23.04. 009. It contained
eighteenth-century cultural material.

A small charcoal 1ense located under
23.04.009 within 23.04.025 and also
beside the wall trench {23.04.022}
along the east lot wall.

23.04.025

23.04.026

23.04.027 (F38.2; 516 NF) The inner part of the second ci stern
"floor" (Feature 38). This locus is a
brown clayey silt containing some late-
eighteenth and early-nineteenth-
century artifacts.

. 23.04.028 (F34.l) Thi s , ocus covered most of the area
below the cistern. It was an 8 1/2
inch deep layer of dark grey sandy
silt with inclusions of clayey silt
and pockets of coal cinders. This
locus contained a large amount of
yellow combed slipware. and probably
represents the surface of the "pi til
(Feature 34).

23.04.029 (F34.1) A 1 inch thi ck 1ayer of grey mortar
located below the cistern wall
(23.04.020) and above 23.04.028. No
diagnostic artifacts were identified
from this locus in the field.
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23.04.030 (F34.1) A 3 1/2 to 5 1/2 inch deep pocket of
charcoal grey cl ayey si1 t. Thi s loeus
was adjacent to 23.04.028 and also
contained eighteenth-century cultural
material.

23.04.031 (F34.1) A 2 to 6 inch deep pocket of 1 i ght
brown/orange sandy sil t with some sl ag
in the "pf t", This locus was adjacent
to both 23.04.028 and 23.04.030. It.
also contained eighteenth-century
cultural material.

23.04.032 {F34.1} A 1/2 to 6 1/2 inch deep pocket of
mottled grey ash with inclusions of
charcoal and oyster shell. Thi s loeus
was also adjacent to 23.04.028 in the
"p it" and also contained late-
eighteenth-century artifacts.

23.04.033 A 1 to 3 inch 1 ayer of mottl ed brown
sandy silt with inclusion of brown
organic material in the "pit". This
locus was located against the northern
face of the 1arge wooden "box" that
was found to extend under the south
lot wall. 23.04.033 contained large
amounts of creamware as well as other
eighteenth century artifacts.

This locus was identified as a
II surf'ace"; it consi sted of 1arge
amounts of combed sl ipware and del ft.
23.04.034 was located below 23.04.028
and its associated loci in the "pit".

23.04.034 (F34.2)

23.04.035 (F34.2)

23.04.036

The cleanup from around 23.04.034.

23.04.037

A 1/2 to 3 inch layer of mottled brown
sandy silt located below 23.04.009 in
the western quarter of the unit.

The privy wall (Feature 40) and its
associ ated soil (dark brown sil t) •
Eighteenth century artifacts were
recovered during the removal of the
wall.

23.04.038 Located under 23.04.036 in the western
quarter of the uni t; 23.04. 038 was a
1/2 to 2 inch 1ayer of hard packed;
mottled light brown sandy silt with
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inclusions of charcoal. This locus
contained mid to 1ate-e i ghteenth
century-artifacts.

23.04.039 (F35.l) A 3 to 6 inch deep 1 ayer of dark grey
sandy si 1t, located withi n the wooden
uboxu (Feature 35). This locus had
inclusions of decayed wood as well as
bri ck fragments (red and yellow) and
charcoal. The cul tural materi al
recovered from the loeus date it to
the mid to late-eighteenth century.

A 1 to 7 inch 1ayer of orange mottl ed
clayey silt located in the northern
1/3 of the unit below 23.04.034; in
the II pit" . This loeus conta i ned
arti factual materi a1 from the mid to
late-eighteenth century.

The box-l ike structure located in the
south of Unit 4 (Feature 35), 52 to 64
inches below datum.

23.04.040 (F34.2)

23.04.041

23.04.042 (F34.2) Al1/2 to 5 i neh 1ayer of rnattl ed
orange/tan cl ayey si 1t wi th i ncl usi ons
of white ash, charcoal and mortar.
This locus was a pocket within
23.04.040 in the "pit".

23.04.043 (F35.1) A 2 to 5 1/2 inch layer of dark brown
silt with organic inclusions. This
locus was located belOW 23.04.039
inside the wooden box. It contained
cultural material from the mid-to late-
eighteenth century.

Flotation sample.of grey black organic
fill taken from below 23.04.043. The
entire locus was used as a flotation
sample.

23.04.044

23.04.045 (F34.2; 516 NF) A 4 to 7 inch layer of very fi ne dark
brown sandy silt with a great deal of
wood chips in the "pt t", This locus
contained a large amount of yellow
combed sl ipware (tea cups) and other
mid to late-eighteenth century
artifacts.

23.04.046 Wall clearing in the southeast corner.

23.04.047 (F34.2) A cinder pocket within 23.04.045 in
the "pit".
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23.04.048 (F34.2; 516 NFl A 1 to 3 inch deep pocket of green
decomposed copper located in the
northwest corner of the unit under
23.04.034. This locus contained
eighteenth century artifacts and was
located in the IIpi til .

23.04.049 (F34.2) Located in the southwest corner below
23.04.045. This locus was a 1 to 10
inch layer of grey/brown sandy silt
with inclusions of ash, sand pockets,
and a 1arge amount of ei ghteenth-
century ceramics in the "pt t".

23.04.050 (F34.2) A 1 to 4 1/2 inch 1ayer of reddi sh
yellow/grey silty sand with inclusions
of cinder and charcoal. This locus
was located in the northwest corner of
the unit below 23.04.040 in the "pt t".
It contained eigtheenth-century
cultural material.

23.04.051 (F34.3) This locus was identified as a ceramic
"surface", It was located below
23.04.028, 23.04.045, and 23.04.054,
in the "pt t",

23.04.052 (F35.1) Thi s locus was i denti fi ed as a small
pocket of ceramics (mostly creamware)
located in the corner of 23.04.039,
inside the wooden "box",

23.04.053 (F35.2) A 3 to 5 inch layer of grey/black
silty sand inside the wooden "box"
below 23.04.043. This locus contained
eighteenth-century artifacts.

23.04.054 (F34.2) A 2 to 9 i neh 1ayer of red sand with
cobbl es , ocated along the northern
unit edge. This locus contained
arti factual materi al from the
eighteenth century.

A 2 to 7 inch layer of mottled
grey/black and red sandy silt with
inclusions of red brick, mortar, and
some wood. This locus was located
above the wharf/grillage complex in
the west unit baul k and was part of
the 11 pi til. It contained arti facts
from the mid to late-eighteenth
century.

23.04.055 (F34.4)
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23.04.056 {F34.S) A small pocket of "oily" bl ack sandy
silt located outside of the wooden
"box" (23.04.041); possibly a 1eakage
from the contents of the box. Thi s
locus conta i ned arti facts from the mid
to late-eighteenth century.

A smal l pocket of concentrated
ceramics and 91 ass located in the
south unit wall. The locus was
completely bordered by the vertical
pl anks of the southern wooden "box".
It contained eighteenth century
cul tural materi al .

23.04.057 (F35.1)

23.04.058 A 1 foot thick 1ayer of dark brown
mottled silty sand with wood, oysters,
and charcoal located in the western
1/2 of the unit. Thi s locus was
identified as original landfill at
approximately 70 inches below datum.

The fill within the small wooden "box"
located in the southwest corner of the
unit. This loeus was a 15 1/2 to 18
ineh 1ayer of dark brown sandy si 1t
that contained a large number of
complete and restorable ceramic
vessel s , The recovered arti facts date
the locus to the late-eighteenth
through early-nineteenth century.

Dark brown sil ty sand with wood chips.
Original landfill. A 50% sample was
taken.

23.04.059 (F36.l)

23.04.060

23.04.061 (F36.2) Grey brown/black silty sand with
oyster, wood, and brick. Maybe
original landfill below 23.04.058 and
23.04.051, inside the small wooden
box.

23.04.062 The small wooden "box" in the
southwest corner of the Unit (Feature
36) •

23.04.063 Grey silty sand with wood and
decomposing organic matter in the
southern third of the unit.
Identified as original landfill. A
50~ sample was taken.
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23.04..064 Dark grey/brown silty sand with
pockets of black organic matter in the
northern half of the unit. Original
landfill. A 50% sample was taken.

NOTE: I t shoul d be noted tha t what is
called a II pi til in some of the above
loci descriptions is actually what may
be deposits of artifacts and
associated soils that were
concentrated in depressions in the
yard. The use of the word "pit" here
must be di stinqui shed from a purposely
dug hole or depression~ 'such as a
trash pi t.

Unit 23.05 (No NF #)
Locus number Identification

23.05.001 (F32.1) A 5 to 7 inch 1ayer of dark brown
silty sand with destruction debris in
the priVy (Feature 32).

A pocket of dark brown/ grey s 11 t with
wood fragments and organic material
along the inside of the western privy
wall.

23.05.002 (F32.1)

23.05.003 (F32.1) A 16 inch layer of brown/grey brown
sandy silt with brick and mortar in
the privy below 23.04.001 and
23.04.002.

23.05.004 (F32.1)

23.05.005 (F32.2)

A pocket of yell owi sh green sandy sil t
wi th organic material along the inner
southern edge of the privy wall.

A dark brown s11 ty sand in the
northern half of the privy.

A pocket, 3 inches thick, of dark
brown silt along the inner west edge
of the privy.

A 1/2 to 3 inch 1ayer of 1i ght brown
silty sand with decaying metal ~
mortar~ and charcoal; contiguous to
23.05.003.

23.05.006 (F32.2)

23.05.007 (F32.2)

23.05.008 (F32.2) A 5 inch , ayer of dark brown sandy
silt in the southern half of the
privy.
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23.05.009 (F32.2) A 1 1/2 to 5 inch deposit of grey
brown sandy silt with decomposing
mortar, charcoal, and some organic
matter in the northern half of the
privy.
A 2 to 6 inch 1ayer of dark brown

sandy silt with charcoal and wood
fragments over most of the privy.
Dark brown sandy silt with a great

deal of organic matter contiguous to
23.04.010 in the southern edge of the
privy, approximately 6 inches deep.

23.05.010 (F32.2)

23.05.011 . (F32.2)

23.05.012 (F32.2) A pocket of light grey/brown sandy
silt with mortar along the eastern
edge of the privy, approximately 1 1/~
to 3 inches thick.

23.05.013 (F32.3) Grey cl ay with wood fragments, 1 to
3 1/2 inches thick, in the norther~
half of the privy.
A 1 to 2 1/2 inch layer of brown silty
sand with brick and mortar under
23.05.012 in the northern section of
the privy.
A light tan and grey silt with pockets
of brown st 1t and decaying mortar or
ash in the western half of the
unidentified stone feature (Feature
33). All artifacts were burned.
Approximately 12 inches in depth.
A grey/brown sandy silt with reddish

brown silty sand; approximately 12
inches thick • This locus was 1ocated
in the eastern half of the
unidentified stone feature contiguous
to 23.05.015.

23.05.014 (F32.4)

23.05.015 (F33.1)

23.05.016 (F33.1)

23.05.017 The stone walls of the unidentified
stone feature (located to the west of
the privy, Feature 32). Two walls
were uncovered, the west and south
walls. Top e1evation appr-oxtmately 30
inches below datum.
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23.05.018 A shovel test in the unidentified
stone feature: several deposits
encountered were identified as
original landfill (black silt with
charcoal and oyster shell). The
shovel test ended between 61 1/2 and
64 inches below datum. No soil was
screened and no artifacts were
recovered.

23.05.019 The privy (Feature 32) wall.
semicircular, top elevation
approximately 25 inches below datum.
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Lot 30 (176 Water Street)

Unit 1, Lot 30

This unit was chosen as the 25 percent sample of Lot 30 to be completely
excavated. Excavation began on November 1, 1981 (see Figure 3.36). The
first locus encountered was a brown sandy silt with twentieth-century debris.
Removal of this strata uncovered a lintel and a brick feature.

Below the first locus was dark brown silt, hrown sandy silt with mortar,
and black. silt mottled with yellow clayey silt. The black. silt contained
charcoal and cinder. The lintel was also removed with this locus. The black.
silt level may represent either a burned deposit cleaned out from a hearth or
stove, or an episode of fire or burning. This level was approximately 1-inch
thick in excavation but appears in profile as a level of up to 12 inches tha~
occurred apprOXimately 12 inches from the surface (below the fl oor) • Under
this "burn'' 1evel was a reddi sh brown sil ty sand wi th pebbl es and a grey
brown sandy sil t , Below thi s was a thin charcoal 1ens in the northern corner
of the unit. Under the reddi sh brown s11 ty sand, the top of a wooden barrel
was exposed. The grey/brown sandy silt continued down around the upper
portion of the barrel giving way to what appeared to be a surrounding trench.
This deposit consisted of a gray clayey silt. The level below the grey/brown
sandy silt was considered original landfill (locus 30.01.008); this was a
grey silty sand, with large amounts of wood, of which approximately 30 inches
were excavated. With the removal of ·the first level ·of this deposit, an
unidentified wooden construction was encountered. It extended beyond the
west wall of the lot where it was removed by sawing.

The above-mentioned barrel, containing several loci, appears to have been
parti ally deposi ted in thi s 1evel. The fi rst loci at the top of the barrel
was dark brown si 1t wi th 1arge stones; thi s soil became more organic with
increasing depth. Below this level was a dark brown clayey silt with wood
followed by a 4 to 8 inch layer of highly organic grey/green clayey silt.
The barrel staves extended approximately 1 inch into a grey 511 ty sand
(probably landfill). A circular, multi-layered brick and stone construction
in the northern end of the unit was removed next. One course of stone was
removed reveal i ng four more courses of stone followed by three of brick. It
was noted that the lower three courses of unmortared brick appeared to be
haphazardly laid. Inside this feature was coal dust which, when removed,
exposed a black clayey silt that was not excavated (see Figure 3.42).

Unit 2, Lot 30

The first locus encountered in Unit 2 of Lot 30 was a brown/dark brown
sandy silt containing a good deal of rubble. This locus is probably compar-
able to the first locus excavated in Unit 1 which contained twentieth-century
debri s. Removal of thi s locus uncovered a brown sandy silt with mortar, a
dark. brown sandy silt with brick. and mortar, and a black sandy silt, similar
to the second 1evel excavated in Unit 2. Part of the brick construction
described in Unit 1 as the circular brick. and stone feature was also
uncovered. Below the brown sandy silt in the southern quarter of the unit
was a layer of red/brown silty sand with pebbles. A similar level was
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exposed below the "burn" level in Unit 1. Also under the brown sandysil t,
near the center of the unit, was grey/brown sandy silt with mortar, bricks,
oyster and clam shell, leather. and wood. This deposit had been identified
as original landfill in Unit 1. In this unit, it was probably the first
1eve1 of 1andfi 11 . The dark brown sandy sil t with rubb1 e under the fi rst
loeus was 'located along the enti re eastern boundary of the uni t and, when
removed, revealed a red/brown silty sand with pebbles. This level was
probably associated with the red/brown soil in the southern quarter of the
unit. Alongside this was a thin layer of mortar. Below the mortar was a
deposit of black oily sandy silt as well as original landfill. The black
oily sandy si1 twas simi1 ar to the b1ack sandy sil t found above and around
the ci rcu1 ar brick and stone feature. A . charcoal 1ens was found below thi s
and above original landfill. Below all of the above loci was the grey/brown
sandy silt (30.02.006) identified as original 1andfill in other units. A
brick trough was a1so uncovered at the base of the stone and brick ci rcu1 ar
feature. It appears that the trough sat on the 1andfi11 previously exposed
in the unit. Not surprisingly, inside the circular brick and stone feature
was a deposit of coal dust, as was also found in Unit 1.

Unit 3. Lot 30

With the removal of the flagstone floor, a large rectangular brick
cistern. seemingly intact, was uncovered. The elevation of the top of the
wall s of the ci stern ranged from 42 3/4 to 50 1/2 inches below uni t datum.
5i nce the ci stern was fill ed wi th standi ng water. no attempt was made to
drain or excavate it. (This water was tested by the NYCDepartment of Health
and was found to be innocuous). However. some of the fill around the cistern
was cleared to define its walls and what appeared to be an overflow pipe for
the feature was revealed. This pipe appeared to drain into the circular
brick and stone feature in Units 1 and 2. No further excavation took place
in thi s unit.

Unit 4: Unexcavated

Unit 5, Lot 30

A test trench in the basement area of the structure on Lot 30 was begun
in Unit 5. Black silty sand and light brown silty sand above decomposed wood
which fanned a pattern of alternating strips between 8 to 12 inches Wide was
excavated. No further testi ng took pl ace because it was determined that the
base construction was too deep to preserve archaeological deposits.

Conclusions for Lot 30

It appears that several features in the backyard area. the circular brick
drain and stone feature, the wooden barrel, and the brick trough were built
either on or near the top of the original landfill. The wooden barrel,
however, appears to have been deposi ted in the 1andfi 11 a fter a trench,
approximately 40 inches deep, had been dug. There are several deposits above
the 1andfi 11, one of them the burn 1eve1 more fully exposed in Uni t 1 (see
closing map. Figure 3.41).
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Lot 30

Unit 30 0 (6l1Nf)

Locus number Identification

30.0.001 Removal of brick rubble from basement
area and coal dust in backyard area.

30.0.002

30.0.003

30.0.004

Removal of concrete floor.

Wall s of lot

Removal of coal dust and slag.

Removal of fl agstone fl oor .

The back lot wall. located between
lots 30 and 23. It was constructed of
red brick and had a stone footing.

The north backyard wall. It was
constructed of red brick and had a
stone footi ng.

The south backyard wall. It was
constructed of red brick and had a
stone footing.

Unit 30.01 (517NF)

30.01.001 A 6 to 9 l/2-inch 1ayer of mott1 ed
brown to dark. brown sandy sil t. Thi s
locus covered the entire unit and
contai ned twentieth-century cul tural
material.

30.01.002 A 2 to 3 inch deposit of dark brown
sil t around a 1intel and the ci rcul ar
red brick drain.

30.01.003 A 3 to 9 inch 1ayer of brown sandy
silt, with inclusions of mortar. This
locus was located below 30.01.001 in
the northern two-thirds of the unit.
It was associated with loci 30.02.002
and 30.02.003 in Unit 2. A 50% sample
was taken.

30.01.004 A 1 to 12 inch 1ayer of black silt
with inclusions of yellow silt and a
heavy concentration of s1 ag and brick.
There were also a large number of arti-
facts from the ei ghteenth century.
This locus was associated with locus
30.02.004.
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30.01.005 A 1 to 6 inch 1ayer of reddi sh brown
sil ty sand located at the southern end
of the unit. Th.is locus was associ-
ated with loci 30.02.005 and 30.02.007
in Unit 2.

A 5 to 7 1/2 inch 1ayer of grey/brown
sandy si 1t wi th brick and oyster shell
and inclusions of brown silty sand.

30.01.006

30.01.007 A thin 1ense of charcoal located in
the northwest corner of-Unit 1.

30.01.008 A 28 1/2 to 31 1/2 inch layer of
greyi sh brown si 1ty sand with oyster
shell, some bone, 1eather, and 1arge
amounts of wood. Thi s locus was
located below locus 30.01.006 and
covered most of the unit. It was
identified as original landfill.

30.01.009 A 1/4 inch to 2 inch layer of red sand
located under 1Deus 30.01. 007 in the
northwest side of the unit.

30.01.010 A 3 to 6 inch 1ayer of grey cl ayey
silt, that was identified as a small
trench around the barrel (30.01.001).
This locus was located beiow locus
30.01.008.

30.01.011 The wooden barrel (Feature 31) ,
between 60 1/2 and 102 1/2 inches
below datum.

30.01.012 (F31.1) A 6 to 11 inch 1ayer of grey dark
brown 511 t with large stones that was
located below locus 30.01.013 inside
the barrel.

30.01.013 (F31.1) Several pieces of wood, decayed wood,
and dark brown clayey silt approximate-
ly 2 1/2 inches thick above the
deposit in barrel. It may have been a
lid for the barrel.

30.01.014 (F31.1) Located below locus 30.01.012, a 14 to
18 1/2 inch layer of grey/green clayey
silt with large stones.

A 2 inch layer of grey silty sand into
which the bottom of the barrel staves

30.01.015 (F31.2)
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extended approximately 1 inch. This
locus was i denti fi ed as ori gi nal
1andfill .

30.01.016 The stone and red brick circu1 ar
feature (drain). Part of the feature
was in the northwest corner of thi s
unit and extended into Unit 2.

30.01.017 An 11 inch layer of "coal dust" within
the drain. No soil was screened and
no artifacts were recovered.

Unit 30.02 (517 NF)
30.02.001

30.02.003

A 6 to 8 1/2 inch 1ayer of dark brown
to brown sandy silt with 1arge amounts
of rubble. This locus was associated
with 1aci 30.01.001 and 30.01.002 in
Unit 1. A 25% sample was taken.

A 5 to 6 1/2 inch layer of brown sandy
silt with mortar, located in the south-
west corner of the uni t , Thi s 1ocus
was associated with locus 30.01.003 in
Unit 1. A 25% sample was taken.

A 2 to 5 1/2 inch 1ayer of dark brown
sandy sil t wi th rubb1 e. Located below
30.02.001 and is probably a continua-
ti on of that locus. A 25% sampl e was
taken.

30.02.002

30.02.004 A 6 1/2 to 7 1/2 inch layer of black
sandy silt, located around the west
side of the drain. This locus was
associated with locus 30.01.004 in
Uni t 1.

30.02.005 A 6 to 9 inch layer of red/brown silty
sand with pebbles. This locus was
located below 30.02.002 and was
associated with 30.01.005 in Unit l.
A 25% sample was taken.

A layer of green/brown sandy silt with
mortar, brick, oyster and cl am shell,
leather. and wood and was identified
as original landfill. It was located
below loci 30.02.002, 30.02.005,
30.02.007, 30.02.008, 30.02.010 and
30.02.012.

30.02.006
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30.02.007 A 2 to 7 1/2 ;nch pocket of reddish
brown silty sand with pebbles and
mortar. It may be part of 30.02.005.
A 50% sample was taken.

30.02.008 A 2 inch layer of mortar located below
locus 30.02.003, ~long the east wall.
Coal dust (11 and 12 inches deep)
within the brick and stone drain. A
50% sample was taken.
A pocket of black oily sandy silt in
the northeast corner of the unit, 1 to
5 inches thick.

30.02.009

30.02.010

30.02.011 The red brick
feature which may
drain. A metal
feature.

and stone circular
have functioned as a
pipe ran into this

30.02.012 A thin lens of charcoal with brown
sandy si1t along the north edge of the
uni t.

30.02.013 A 9 to 11 1/2 ;nch 1ayer of mortar
with grey brown sandy silt , This
locus may be a bui1ders I trench for
the east lot wall.

30.02.014 Greyish brown silty sand along the
north edge of the unit, contiguous to
the drain, not excavated.

30.02.015 The brick trough, probably associated
with the drain.

Unit 30.03 (517 NF)
30.03.001 Clearing of the rubble and brown and

dark brown sandy si1t around the
rectangular brick cistern to define
its wall. No soil was screened and no
artifacts were recovered.

Unit 30.05 (517 NF)
30.05.001 The beginning of a test trench. Four

to 5 inches of surface rubble was
cleared and exposed a light brown
silty sand on decomposed wood and
black sand. The soils alternated in
stripes across the trench with the
light brown sections being 8 inches
wide and the black being 12 inches
wide.
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Lot 29/30

After backhoe preparation, tnc'ludi n9 the removal of the basement f1oor
with the Dynahoe and hammer, was complete, backhoe excavation on a double
deeptest was begun on December 16, 1981. Initially, to determine if the fill
within the lots was contemporary and/or fran the same source, it was decided
to excavate one deeptest across a commonwall between twa water 1at grants.
If the fill proved identical, it would indicate that the lots were filled
contemporaneously and wi th fi 11 from the same source. Ultimately, because of
the instability of the fill material and the nature of testing with a
backhoe, discrete trenches on either side of the lot wall were alternately
dug. Keeping the tests di screte al so provt ded better control on arti fact
recovery.

The southern deeptest was designated as 29/30.1 in Lot 30, and 29/30.2
in lot 29 to the north. This di vi sian mai nta i ned a lot proven i ence for
material recovered below the foundation of the commonwall between Lots 29
and 30 while still considering the deeptest as a single test.

The backhoe started work in Lot 30, Unit 1, or 29/30.1 (see opening map.
Figure 3.43). Once the destruction debr-is and concrete floor were removed,
the excavation of the deeptest began. As was the case in deeptest 14a,
1andfill was excavated in arbi trary 1evel s , in thi s case at approximately
10 inch intervals. (Ten inch rather than 12 inch levels were the result of
the intrinsic inaccuracies of the backhoe as an archaeological tool).
Several pl anks of a spread-footer camplex were encountered beyond the third
1evel, and the deep test was extended to the east in order to continue
excavation. (See lot appendix for soil descriptions of each level excavated
in 29/30.1; see Fi gure 3.44 for so il profi 1es of the west and south trench
walls, and Figure 3.45, the closing map. for a plan of the wood construction
encountered) .

The excavation of Lot 29, Unit 2. or 29/30.2. started on December 23,
1981. After the removal of the twentieth-century destruction debris and the
concrete fl oar, backhoe excava ti on of the 1andfi 11 began. As in 29/30.1.
material from this test. was also removed in 10 inch arbitrary levels. See
lot appendix for descriptions of each level.

From the description of the natural stratigraphy within the deeptest. it
is possible that the fill in Lots 29 and 30 did originate at the same source.
However, a statement as to whether or not the fill s are chronologically
contemporaneous will have to await laboratory analysis. It should be noted
that the trench walls in 29/30.2 were 1ess stable than those in 29/30.1; in
fact. it was impossible to record the profiles before the walls collapsed.
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29/30 1 Architectural and Fill Loci
(South Trench in Lot 30)
Unit 29/30.1
Locus number Identification

29/30.1.001 Remova1 of approximately 2 feet of
brick ruobl e., destruction debrf s , and
sand with the backhoe from the south
side of the trench. A concrete fl oor ,
6 feet below the wall dividing Lots 29
and 30t was also removed.

29/30.1.002
Levell: Approximately 0 to 12 inches below

29/30.1.001, a brown sand with the
brfck , mortared stone, wood, and tar.
A very small ,sample was taken to
determine whether or not there had
been a fl cor at this elevation.

Level 2: Dark yellow/brown sand with brick and
wood approximately 13 to 24 inches
below 29/30.1.001. A small sample was
taken of this level.

Level 3: (F55.1) A grey/brown clayey silt 25 to 30
inches below ,29/30.1.001. At 30
inches a wooden foundation beam with
wooden spread-footers was encountered.
The trench was expanded at this point
in order to continue excavation.

Level 4: (F55.1) Dark brown sandy silt with wood,
brick and mortar 31 to 40 inches
below 29/30.1.001. 'This level repre-
sents the extension of the trench.
More timbers were exposed which may
also have been part of the spread-
footer complex. A full sample was
taken of this level.

Dark brown sand with highly organic
silt 41 to 50 inches below
29/30.1.001. This level contained
many wood fragments and some coral.

Level 5: (F55.l)

Level 6: (F55.2) Dark brown sandy silt with a great
deal of wood fragments and shell t and
same brick, 51 to 60 inches below
29/30.1.001. A bottle seal was
recovered from this level with a date
of 1763.
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Level 7: (F55.2) Dark brown sandy si1 t with a heavy
concentration of wood chips between 61
and 70 inches below 29/30.1.001.
Bottl e seal s dated 1763 were recovered
from this level.

Level 8: (F55.2) Dark grey/brown sandy s11 t , 71 to 80
inches below 29/30.1.001.

Level 9: (F55.2) Grey/brown sandy s11 t wi th brick.
mortar. wood. and shell. 81 and 90
inches below 29/30.1.001.

Level 10: (F55.3) Brown/grey silty sand with brick.
mortar. and shell. between 91 and 100
inches below 29/30.1.001.

Level 11: (F55.4) Dark grey clayey silt 101 and 110
inches below 29/30.1.001.

111 to 120 inches below 29/30.1.001
was a dark grey cl ayey s11 t with wood
fragments. shell. charcoal. and brick
fragments. This level contained
relatively few artifacts.

Banded grey/brown and black clayey
silt. 121 to 130 inches below
29/30.1. 001.

Level 12: (F55.4)

Level 13: (F55.4)

Level 14: (F55.4) Black to brown,ish grey clayey silt
between 131 and 140 inches below
29/30.1.001. Near the bottom of this
1evel , grey sand wi th small waterworn
pebbles was encountered.

Grey/bl ack sandy sil t and sil'ty cl ay,
141 to 150 inches below 29/30.1.001:
with the excavation of this level the
north wall was undercut and subse-
quently collapsed. There was no
further excavati on on thi s si de of the
test.

Level 15: (F55.4)
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29/30.02
(North Trench in Lot 29)
Uni.t 29/30.2
Locus number Identification

29/30.2.001 Removal of demolition rubble and
concrete fl oar encountered 6 feet
below the wall that divides Lots 29
and 30. An additional 31 inches of
brick and concrete debris was removed
from below the first concrete floor.

29/30.2.002
Level 1: (F56.l) Reddish brown sandy s11t with black

sandy silt, 0 to 10 inches below
29/30.2.001.

level 2: (F56.I) Reddish brown sandy s11t with black
sandy silt, 0 to 10 inches below
29/30.2.001.

Level 3: (FS6.1) Dark brown sandy silt with reddish
brown sand, shell, organic material,
and wood chips, 21 to 30 inches below
29/30.2.001.

Level 4: (FS6.I) Dark brown sandy silt with reddish
brown sand 31 to 40 inches below
29/30.2.001.

Level 5: (F56.1) Dark brown sand with reddish brown
sand 41 to 50 inches below
29/30.2.001.

Level 6: (F56.2) Reddish brown silty sand with dark
grey to black sand, 51 to 60 inches
below 29/30.2.001.

Level 7: (F56.2) Brown sand with black silty sand 61 to
70 inches below 29/30.2.001.

Level 8: {F56 .2} Brown sand with dark grey sand 71 to
80 inches below 29/30.2.001.

Level 9: (F56 .2) Dark brown sandy s11t with dark grey
sand 81 to 90 inches below
29/30.2.001.
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I
Level 10: (F56.3) Dark grey cl ay with brown sand 91 to I

100 inches below 29/30.2.001.

Level 11: (F56.4) Black to dark grey cl ayey sil t with I
brown sand 101 to 110 inches below
29/30 . 2.001 . I

Level 12: (F56.4) Black to dark cl ayey si1 t withgrey
brown sandt 111 to 120 inches below -
29/30.2.00l. I

Level 13: (F56.4) Dark brown to black clayey silt with
wood and shell t 121 and 130 inches Ibelow 29/30.2.001. This is the last
locus excavated in the deep test.
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Lot 31 (174 Front Street)

With the excavation of the destruction debris. it became apparent that
an extension was added possibly at the time of construction of a basement
floor. The extension was similar to many of the other extensions seen on the
block such as that found ; n Lot 22 where the back wa11 of the bui 1di ng was
removed and the si de wa11s were extended by a new back wall. The basement
floor seemed sufficiently deep to preclude finding much of a backyard
deposit. However. in the process of removing the destruction debris. a
feature was located in the southwest corner of the basement (see opening map.
Figure 3.46).

The feature consi sted of a small brick and concrete semicircul ar wall
connecti ng the western and the southern wall s of the lot. The area enc1osed
by these walls became Unit 1. ~fter the walls of the unit were drawn. excava-
tion commenced. The top locus within the feature was a 1ayer of decayed
wood. Below this was a layer a coal dust with a pocket of brown silty sand.
Once both the coal dust and the silty sand were removed, a concrete floor was
uncovered. Based on the artifacts recovered from the uni t, the feature was
probably constructed in the late-nineteenth century, and may have functioned
as a coal bin.

Since it appears from the maps and from field observation that this
feature was buil t at the same time as the extension, it can be assumed that
this extension was built sometime in the late-nineteenth century.
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Lot 31 Architectural and Fill Loci

Unit 31.0 (614 NF)

Locus number

31.0.001

31.0.002

31.0.003

31.0.004

31.0.005
unit 31.01

31.01.001
31.01.002

31.01.003

31.01.004

Identification

Brick rubbl e destruction debri sin the
area of the basement.

A 1 to 3 foot 1ayer of brown sandy
silt located below locus 31.0.001.
This locus contained twentieth-
century cultural material.

The west rear 10t wall that al so
functi oned as the common wall between
Lot 31 and Lot 22.

The south basement wall that a1so
func ti oned as the common wall between
Lot 31 and Lot 32.
The concrete f1oar of the basement.

A 1/2 inch layer of decayed wood.

The east wall of the un; t (and al so
the feature). It was can structed of
red brick and concrete.

A 15 to 17 1/2 inch layer of coal dust
located below locus 31.01.001. This
locus contained cultural material from
the late-nineteenth and early-
twenti eth century. Soil was screened
from Levelland Level 2 and no soil
was screened from 1eve 1s 3 and 4
(artifacts were recovered from these
levels while excavating).

A 5 1/2 inch layer of brown silty sand
wi th incl usi ons of red bri ck , mortar,
and wood fragments. This locus
contained twentieth century artifacts
and was located below locus 31.01.003.
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Lot 32 (172 Front Street)

Ouri ng testi nq, the basement and backyard areas of Lot 32 were both
exposed and defined by the backhoe; backhoe excavation continued in the
basement area until the western section was cleared.

The backhoe cl ear; ng exposed two gaps in the western wall of the base-
ment which may have been either windows or a window and doorway. The western
basement wall was constructed of dressed stone whil e the north and south
walls of this section were constructed of dressed stone and red brick.
Removal of the demolition debris exposed a concrete floor. Because it was
assumed that construction of the deep basement f1 oar waul d have destroyed too
much of the backyard deposits to justify excavation. no further excavation in
this area was under.taken.

Excavation of the backyard area of the lot began on November 4, 1981.
Thi s area extended approximately 3 feet west of the basement and was more
than 4 feet higher than the basement level (see opening map. Figure 3.47).
The west wall enclosing the backyard was constructed of stone while the north
and south wall s were brick extensi ons of the north and south basement stone
walls. The backyard was cleared of debris (see Figure 3.48) and then divided
into two units, Unit 1 in the southern half and Unit 2 to the north. Partly
because of time constraints and partly because excavation of Unit 2 exceeded
the minimum sample requirements of a 25 percent sample from each yard, Unit 1
remained unexcavated.

Unit 2. Lot 32

Excavation in Unit 2 began with the removal of a thick deposit of dark
brown sandy silt containing some rubble and twentieth-century cultural
material. This deposit covered the entire unit and ran under several wooden
planks in the north end and along the western wall of the unit. The function
of these pl anks is not known; however, they may have' been part of a
twentieth-century wooden floor. The dark brown sandy silt deposit continued
down alongside a mortared cut-stone wall that ran north/south along the
western edge of the unit (see Figure 3.49).

With the removal of the first locus, several deposits were uncovered;
these included a thick deposit of light brown sandy silt and dark brown silty
sand. A halfpenny of King William III (1694-1702) was recovered from the
dark brown silty sand. A black/brown sandy silt was al so uncovered which
contained gl ass dating to the early-nineteenth century. These two deposi ts ,
with arti facts dated fran the early-ei ghteenth and early-ni neteenth
centuries. may indicate a mixed fill.

Below these loci were several deposits including light yellow/brown
s11 ty sand, grey/brown c1 ayey si1 t, and brown sandy sil t. Wood "stains"
began to appear as these loci were removed. The II stai ns" were 1ater recog-
n-ized as a wooden box (Feature 30) containing a dark brown to bl ack sandy
silt. Initially. only two walls of the wooden box were located, but when the
interior profiles collapsed, all four walls were uncovered. The feature was
ori ented in what appeared to be a northeast/ southwest di recti on from the
site's projected north, but was probably oriented north/south from true
north. Four wooden posts were located inside the box near the corners.
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The fi rst deposi t in the box was a 36 inch level of dark brown sandy
silt with yellow/brawn sand and mortar. The next locus, also dark brown, was
much siltier than its predecessor. Below this, near the bottom of the box,
was a thin layer of grey/black silt, possibly an interface above original
landfill. At approximately 100 inches below unit datum, when a light grey to
black sandy silt level (32.02.031) was removed, the bottom of the box was
located. This soil locus was identified as original landfill and, as confir-
mation, another locus of dark grey sandy silt with limestone or coral
(32.02.032) was removed in a shovel test. The limestone or coral may repre-
sent shipls ballast. This was the last locus removed from within the
confines of the box.

Outside the box were several deposits, including a builders· trench
identified by a light brown to brown sandy silt deposit along the north wall.
Another builders' trench was located along the west wall; this deposit
consisted of light brown/yellowish silty sand. There were also seyeral
deposits of dark brown to light brown sandy silts along the outside of the
box. These loci contained a great many olive oil bottle fragments dating
between 1823 and 1863. (Interestingly, there was a complete absence of
imported 01ive oil and wine bottles inside the box. [J. Oiamond 1982:
personal communication]).

The deposit identified as original landfill alongside the wooden box
(Locus 32.02.033) was a yellow/brown sandy silt with large stones encountered
approximately 75 inches below lot datum. This locus changed to a grey sandy
silt with a great deal of oyster shell and many large stones (Locus
32.08.34). To further determine its matrix; a shovel test into this landfill
was taken to approximately 97 inches below datum. The soil became darker
with heav i er concentrati ens of shell and stones; thi s too, may have been
ship's ballast. Excavation in this unit was ended at an elevation of 104 1/2
inches below datum (see closing map, Figure 3.50).

It appears that the wooden box may have been deposited either in origi-
nal 1andfi 11 or the transi ti anal 1eve' above 1andfi 11 (the yellow/brown sandy
silt). The deposit within the box is siginificantly different in soil matrix
and artifact content from that outside the box. The box deposit also appears
to be earlier than the fill outside it. It is possible that the box was
filled with a secondary, earlier, fill. It may also have been free-standing
and a fill containing a great many imported 01ive oil and wine bottles, may
have been subsequently deposi ted around the outside. Other expl anations are
a1so possible.
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lot 32 Architectural and Fill Loci
Lot 32.0
Locus number

32.0.001

32.0.002

32.0.003

Wall s of the lot:

Unit 32.02 (519 NF)
32.02.001

32.02.002

32.02.003

32.02.004

32.02.005

t-

:PSIDMARKS PRESERVATIO~
'. COMMISSlOri ,~(j
'k~:::.,..:..;.~-

Identification
Removal of destruction debris in
backyard and basement areas.
Removal of destruction debris in the
basement area.
Removal of destruction debris in
backyard area.

West wall of basement: Stone and
mortar with either 2 windows or a
window and doorway. Not cleared
enough for identification.
North and south walls of basement:
Mortared stone and brick.

An 11 to 16 1/2 inch 1ayer of dark
brown sandy silt with brick, mortar
and charcoal. This nineteenth/
twentieth-century fill layer covered
the entire unit, except in the north
where 32.02.001 ran under the wooden
planks of 32~02.003.
The dressed stone wall (mortared) that
ran north/south along the west edge of
Unit 2.
The wooden
1ayer of
number of
19505).

II flocr".
wooden

rubber
This 2 to 5 inch

planks covered a
ink stamp s (c .

A small (5 to 6 courses deep) red
brick wall located at the southern
edge of the unit.
The west backyard wall, constructed of
red brick. This wall was a common
wall between lots 32 and 21.
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I
I Locus number

I 32.02.006

I 32.02.007

I 32.02.008

I
32.02.009

I
I 32.02.010

I
I
I 32.02.011

I 32.02.012

I
I

32.02.013

I
I
I
I
I 244

ldentification
A 1 1/2 to 2 inch thick wooden plank
that ran north/south along the north
edge of the rear lot wall, 32.02.005.
The northern backyard wall, a red
brick extension of the north basement
wall.
Two pockets of dark brown to light
brown and orange very compact sandy
silt in 32.02.001.
An 8 inch 1ayer of 1ight brown sandy
silt, that contained eighteenth and
mid to late-nineteenth century
artifacts. This locus was located
below 32.02.001.
A 25 inch layer of mottled 1ight/dark
brown silty sand, with inclusions of
carboni zed wood and plant matter, and
two coins (see coin report, Chapter
4) ; one ha1fpenny of Wi11iam III
(1694-1702) and another of George II
(1737). This locus was located below
32.02.009.
A 10 inch strip of black/brown sandy
silt along east and south walls.
A 14 to 16 inch 1ayer of 1; ght brown
sandy silt that contained cultural
material from the late-eighteenth to
early-nineteenth century. This locus
was contiguous to 32.02.010.
A 23 inch layer of greyish brown
clayey silt, with inclusions of red
brick mortar, and wood. The arti-
factual material recovered from this
locus date it to the late-eighteenth
to early-nineteenth century. This
locus was located in the center of the
unit contiguous to 32.02.010,
32.02.012 and 32.02.014.



Locus number
32.02.014

32.02.015

32.02.016

32.02.017

32.02.018

32.02.019

32.02.020

32.02.021

(F30.1; 519 NF)

Identification
A 4 to 6 inch layer of red brick
rubb1e located below 32.02.013 in the
southern 2/3 of the unit.
The top locus withtn the wooden "box"

(Feature 30). This locus was a 36
inch layer of dark brown to black
sandy silt that contained a 1arge
number of early-nineteenth-century
artifacts. It was located below
32.02.010. 32.02.011. and 32.02.012.
A 2 to 3 inch 1ayer of brown sandy
silt , located on the eastern side of
the unit. This locus contained
nineteenth-century cultural material.
It was located below 32.02.014.
This locus. located below 32.02.016,
was identified as a 2 to 3 inch layer
of grey/brown silty sand with.
inclusions of ash and charcoal. It
contained nineteenth-century cultural
materi al .
A 3 to 8 1/2 inch 1ayer of dark brown
sandy silt. This locus was located
below 32.02.017 and to the south of
the box. It contained 1ate-
eighteenth and early-nineteenth
century artifactual material.
A 1/2 to 2 1/2 inch 1ayer of orangel·
1i.ght brown silty sand .. This locus
was located in the southern half of
the unit below 32.02.017, outside the
box.
A 2 1/2 to 5 inch 1ayer of yellow/
brown mottled silty sand. It was,
located below 32.02.019 and 32.02.017 ..
An extensi on of the excavati on area.
A layer of mixed fill, dark brown
silty sand approximately 40 inches
thick.
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Locus number Identification
32.02.022 A 3 1/2 to 10 inch layer of dark

brown/black sandy silt. This locus
was located over top of the north
backyard wall (32.02.007) which was
removed with this 1ocus.

32.02.023 A 10 to 15 1/2 inch layer of light to
dark brown sandy si1t tal ong the north
backyard wall. This nineteenth-cen-
tury locus may have been a builders I
trench.

32.02.024 A 12 1/2 to 14 inch 1ayer of 1ight
brown/yellowish sandy silt located
below 32.02.023. This locus was part
of the builders' trench sequence.

32.02.025 (F30.1) A 2 to 3 inch 1ayer of brown sandy
silt wi thin the box. It may be part
of the wall collapse.

32.02.026 A 6 to 10 1/2 inch 1ayer of reddi sh
brown" sandy silt. This locus was part
of the builders' trench sequence.

32.02.027 An a to 9 1/2 inch layer of dark brown
sandy s11t. This loeus was the bottom
of the builders' trench sequence along
the west wall.
The next locus below 32.02.015t inside
the wooden feature. It was a 5 to 9
1/4 inch layer of dark brown silt with
yellow/brown sand and mortar.
This locus, located below 32.02.028twas a 2 to 4 inch layer of dark brown

silt with some sand inside the box.

32.02.028 (F30.2)

32.02.029 (F30.2)

32.02.030 (F30.3) A 2 to 3 1/2 inch layer of grey/black
silt located below 32.02.029 inside
the area of the box. This locus
contained cultural material from the
late-eighteenth to early-nineteenth
century.

32.02.031 (F30.4) A 5 1/2 to 7 inch layer of light grey
to black oil stained sandy s'llt , Thi s
locus was identified as a layer of
original landfill below the box.
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Locus number Identification

32.02.032 A shovel test in the bottom of the
wooden "box" , a 10 inch layer of dark
grey sandy sil t wi th 1imestones or
coral, possibly ballast. Original
1andfill .

32.02.033 A 20 1/2 to 22 ; nch 1ayer of yell owl
brown sandy silt that was identified
as original landfill and contained
brick and large stones.

A 7 1/2 to 9 1/2 inch 1ayer of dark
grey sandy silt, with shell that was
i dentifi ed as a 1ayer of or; gi nal
1andfill . It was located below
32.02.031.

32.02.034
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Lot 33 (170 Front Street)

Backhoe cl earing of Lot 33 began on October 28, 1981. The bl acktop and
rubble were stripped revealing occupational deposits at an unexpectedly high
elevation (see opening map, Figure 3.51). The rear of the lot represented
the most undisturbed backyard on the site, starting approximately 1 1/2 feet
below the bottom of the bl acktop, and for thi s reason was chosen as the yard
for extensive excavation. An attempt was made to excavate the entire area to
what was considered original landfill.

At the highest elevation, the rear of the lot was divided by a stone and
brick wall into a generally rectangul ar section. approximately 20 feet by 17
feet. and an L-shaped all eyway apprOXimately 3 1/2 feet wide along the west
and south sides of the lot. This yard area was sectioned into eight
excavation units, four in the alley (Units 6, 5, and 7 numbered east to west
in the south leg, and Unit 9 in the west leg), and four quadrants within the
rectangular backyard (Unit 1 in the southwest, 2 in the northwest, 3 in the
southeast, and 4 in the northeast). As excavation proceeded, it became clear
that the configuration of backyard and all ey was rel ative1y recent since the
stone and brick wall cut through or sat on several features and strata which
were found bo~h in the alley and in the backyard. It must also be noted that
at several times in the past the rear of Lot 33 may have been used in quad-
rants, or secti ons approachi n9 quadrants, makin9 it somewhat diffi cul t to
detennine temporal relationships between units in the field. In some cases,
deposit changes followed unit 1i nes al mast exactly. These will be noted as
discussion of the excavation units proceeds.

Unit 1. Lot 33

under the disturbed fill at the top of Unit 1, the deposit was dominated
by the remains of a barrel (Feature 3), probably used as a cistern. Its
interior fill was a yellow clayey silt packing outside with a grey/brown fill
around the packing. The hole for the barrel extended to a depth of 82 inches
below unit datum into a dark organic silty sand assumed to be original
landfill (Locus 33.01.007) leaving only a 2 foot strip in the east and a 6
inch strip along the south wall of the unit of nan-barrel related strata.
The barr-el ' s exterior fill was cut through in the northwest corner by the
builders· trench (Feature 5) for the stone cistern found later in Unit 9.

At the top of the barrel deposit, three areas could be distinguished: a
nearly perfect circle of yellow clayey silt with brown rubbly silty sand
inside and brown/grey rubbly silty sand outside. The interior of the circle
was excavated fi rst and consi sted of brown sil ty sand for about 20 inches
until it became somewhat greyer. This grey/brown locus continued to the
bottom of the barrel. At about 10 inches down from the top of the yellow
ci rcl e, thin deposi ts of decomposed wood and wood stains were found adheri ng
to the yellow clayey silt. They were the remains of vertical planks. Behind
them, in the cl ay, were the impress; ons of hoops runni n9 around the outs i de.
At about 27 inches from the top of the yellow circle was the surviving lower
part of the barrel. All of the staves appeared to have been broken off about
13 inches above the bottom of the barrel. The base pl anks were set into
niches in the staves about 2 i nches above the i r bottom edges, and a hal f-
round strip of wood with bark was wrapped around the outside of the barrei at
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the 1eve1 of the base boards. The barrel was sitti ng on a 1ens of grey si 1t
within the landfill. Three inch wide planks. possibly a support for the
barrel. were noted. Outside the barrel for almost its entire depth was the
yellow clayey silt; the deposit contained few cultural remains. The
brown/grey rubbly silty sand deposit outside the yellow clayey silt became
narrower as the yellow expanded horizontally with depth. but the nature of
the soil was fairly consi stent to the bottom of the barrel.

Just to the east of the base of the barrel was a section of a 1arge log
firmly planted vertically in the landfill. This log was possibly a post on a
north/south line with a similar log, or post, in Lot 19. Unit 1. The log in
uni t 1 was decayi ng but appeared to have been broken off at the top, not
sawed.

In the eastern part of Unit 1. two areas emerged under the top fill. In
the southeast corner. a secti on of an unmortared bri ck pl atfonn was found
(Feature 16) surrounded by yell ow/tan cl ayey sil t , Parts of thi s pl atform
were also found in Units 3 and 6 [N.B. - In the Feature list. the brick
platfonn was given three numbers by unit, Features 10.16, and 19, but all
three are parts of the same feature]. There was an a rea of burned wood in
the center of thi s section of the p1atform not found in the other excavated
portions. The bricks and wood sat on a carefully constructed unmortared
stone footing.

In the northeast corner of the un!t , under the top fi 11. was a 1ayer of
tan and brown sand and a line of stones. possibly a wall remnant (Feature
17). The line of stones ran north/south about 2 1/2 feet west of the east
edge of the uni t, from approximately 1 foot south of the north um t boundary
to the brick platfonn. These stones were level with the footing of the
platfonn and continued the line set by the western edge of this footing. Two
of the stones were the halves of a column base or a small millstone.

To the east of the 1ine of stones, under the tan and brown sand, was a
1ayer of grey/brown sandy si1 t , the western edge of whi ch was quite straight
where visible between the stones. This locus was part of a grey living
surface found in Units 1. 2. 3. and 4 (Feature 27). Under the grey surface
was a layer of coarse orange sand on which all the stones (the wall remnant,
and the base of the brick platform) were resti.ng. The orange sand was a
second surface found in Units 1, 2. 3, 4. and 9 (Feature 28). Under the
orange surface was a thi ck 1ayer of banded grey, white, and brown sand and
silt. This banded stratum was found under the orange surface in all five
uni ts where the orange was found. and was underl ai n in each case by a dark
organic landfill.

The south edge of the unit presented a strati graphi c sequence which is
particularly difficult to interpret. At the level of the orange surface, a
strip of orange sand ran along the south edge of the unit curving north where
it met the platform footing. This strip of sand dipped to the south under
the stone and brick all ey wall. Immediate1y under thi s was a 1ayer of brown
sand. al so curved, which ran east only to the edge of the pl at f'orm. At the
jucture of these curving strata and the p1atfonn footing was a series of
small loci. triangular in plan, of grey sandy silt, grey/brown silty sand.
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orange sand, and brown sand which lensed into each other. A prel iminary
interpretation suggests that this corner was the point of contact for at
least three features: the barrel, the platfonn, and a privy in Units 5 and
7.

The depo sits along the south wa11 of Uni t 1 were most probably not
rel ated to the strata in the eastern secti on of the unit but were associated
with those found outside the privy in Unit 5 just to the southwest. The
sequence of soil types was the same in this southern area of Unit 1 as in the
top portion of the northeast corner of Unit 5. It would seem that the build-
ing of the privy disrupted the orange surface; the strata associated with the
c onstructi on of the pri vy were then cut through duri ng the in sta 11at i on of
the barrel. The grey surface obviously postdates the orange, but it is not
clear from this sequence what its specific temporal relationship is to the
pri vy or the barrel ci stern. The south profil e of Uni t 1 is mi sl earli ng in
thi s respect, but si nce these 1ayers were qui te thi n in pl aces and tended to
fade in and out, the profil e of the south wall must be can s i dered 1e ss
reliable then the excavators I records (see Figure 3.52). It appears that at
1east by the time the grey surface was used, thi s southwest section of the
lot was spati ally separated from the southeast secti on along the north/south
line of stones.

It shoul d be noted at thi s point that wall fragments were also found in
the southeast corner of Uni t 2 (Feature 18) and along the southern boundary
of Unit 4 (Feature 26). The stones in Unit 4 were clearly a1 igned and
sitting firmly on the grey surface. The stones in Unit 2 were less clearly a
wall remnant; they were tilted in all directions, with cultural material
strewn throughout (as opposed to the section in Unit 4). The stones in Unit
2, however, were in a grey silty matrix and the lowest" stones were more
securely associated with the grey than the underlying orange sand. The grey
silty matrix was the same soil as the grey living surface, though less well
packed, which would be expected if this part of the wall had been churned up.
One possibility is that the section in Unit 2 represented a disturbed corner
between the walls in Units 1 and 4, but it seems more probable that the
stones in Uni t 1 were part of an 01der wall, perhaps associ ated wi ttl the
brick pl atform, and the stones in Units 2 and 4 were part of a 1ater wall
disrupted in the west by the installation of the barrel. [N."B. - In the
Feature list each of these wall remnants has a separate. number by Unit,
Features 17, 18, and 26; however, each of these features is referred to as an
"L-shaped wall seqment" which is erroneous. The entire complex would be L-
shaped if it were a single installation, but, as noted above, this is highly
unl ike1y.]

Unit 2, Lot 33

At the top of Unit 2, several strata were visible. In the western part
of the unit, a jumble of mortar and stones was found which proved to be the
destroyed east wall of a stone cistern later excavated in Unit 9 (Feature 4).
The builders' trench (Feature 5) for this wall was clearly visible in the
lower portion of the tumble, and the corner of the trench was found in Unit 1
as mentioned above, with an intact fragment of the cistern wall running under
the stone and brick alley wall. In the southeastern corner of the unit was

251

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

an area of brown/grey soft sandy si 1t with stones. Thi s appears to be the
remnant of an east/west wall (Feature 18), the continuation of which, as
noted, was later found in Un.lt 4 (Feature 26).

For the most part, the upper strata of Unit 2 were various mixtures of
destruction debris and fill. A test trench that documents a soil change in
that area to a yellow/brown sandy silt was shoveled out along the south edge
of the unit to a depth of 49 inches below unit datum. This is a deposit
associated with the barrel in Unit 1.

With the resumption of stratigraphic excavation outside the trench,
several clear areas emerged at a depth of approximately 38 inches below unit
datum. The southeast corner remai ned brown/grey sandy sil t , The western
part of the unit incl uded the remains of the stone ci stern wall and the
builders' trench. The northeast corner was covered by a section of flagstone
floor. The eastern edge of the stones was straight and ran almost exactly
along the 2/4 Unit boundary. Later excavation in Unit 4 revealed a different
stratigraphic sequence at this depth with significant late disturbance in the
locus immediately adjacent to the flagstone paving.

The center of the uni t was covered wi th a brown sandy fill wi th three
fl at stones simil ar to those in the floor remnant, but pl aced irregul arly.
The western and southwestern edges of the uni t remai ned the same (c i stern
wall in the west and yellow/brown sandy silt in the southwest) to the deepest
extent excavated. The central and eastern areas, however, showed a series of
thin strata apparently indicating a sequence of fill and use episodes.

The fi rst locus in thi s seri es was an ashy grey sandy sil t most apparent
in the center of the unit; this was the grey living surface. Underlying this
was a layer of coarse orange sand, the second surface. Below this surface,
in the north and center of Unit 2, were the remains of a wooden floor.
Although the wood was mostly decomposed, the outl ines of the pl anks were
clearly visible as was the direction of the grain which was generally north/
south. The position of nails was clear in several of the planks. There was
an area approximately 1 foot in di ameter in the center of the pl anks where
the boards appeared to have been scorched. The pl anks were resting on a
thick layer of the banded grey, white, and brown silt and sand which in turn
sat on the stratum of dark organic landfill. There was a concentration of
broken bottl es in the eastern secti on of the unit wi thi n the banded grey at a
depth of 60 to 70 inches below unit datum, but no clear pattern of deposition
was apparent, and it was assumed to be simply a feature of the filling epi-
sode represented by the banded grey.

unit 3, Lot 33"

At the top of Unit 3, in the southeast corner, was a small, rectangul ar
brick and stone construction (Feature 20, called the "fl owerbox") attached to
the remains of the back wall of the building. The soil in the rest of the
unit was a dark brown rubbly loam. When th; s loam was cl eared, two areas
emerged: a reddi sh/brown si 1ty sand wi th buff cl ay mottl i ng in the north,
and a dark brown silty sand in the rest of the unit. The reddish brown
deposit eventually underlay the dark brown level throughout the unit and then
gave way to three distinct deposits. In the northeast, a fluffy fine-grained
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brown/grey sandy silt emerged in an uneven pattern which, it was realized as
the excavation proceeded, was caused by rodent activity in similar soil s
associated with several activity areas. These included the wall remnant in
Unit 4 (Feature 26) and parts of two builders' trenches; one, Feature 21,
associ ated wi th the II fl owerbox", another, Feature 22, associ ated with the
northern section of the rear wall of the building. In the center and south
of the unit was a layer of dark brown and grey silty sand directly associated
with the "fl owerbox", In the southwest section was a deposit of yellow silt
that eventually covered the entire western portion of the unit and which
overlay and was associated with the unmortared brick platfonn found in the
southwest corner of Unit 3, the southeast corner of Unit I, and the northwest
area of Unit 6 in the alley. This part of the platfonn sat on a rectangular
stone footi nq, but here, under the bri ck , there were sands and si 1ts in the
center rather than the burned wood found in Unit 1. This area of the unit
was left as a baulk.

In the rest of the unit, except for the rodent disturbances, a clear
stratigraphic sequence was evident and echoed the strata in Units 1 and 2.
First came the grey living surface (Feature 27) with artifacts resting firmly
on it in hori zontal positions. Next, the orange surface (Feature 28) of
rusty colored coarse sand was uncovered. Under these, although there was no
wood, was the same banded grey, white, and brown silty sand found overlying
the dark organic 1andfill in the other units (see Figure 3.53 for south wall
profil e).

There were several unit-specific anomalies which must be noted. In the
center of the unit, rather deep within the banded grey, was a charcoal
deposit that had not burned in place; this deposit was found at approximately
the same level as a large charcoal lens in Unit 4. Immediately to the south-
west of the charcoal. along the south wall of Unit 3, an area of medium-
brown sandy silt sat on a layer of wood planking. This area of wood. whiCh
sloped sl i ghtl y to the east, was only about 1 1/2 feet wide north/ south by 2
feet wide east/west [N.B. - The bau1k left in the southwest corner of the
unit abutted the wood which probably continued into the baulk for a short
di stance. However, the wood could have extended only about 1 foot into the
baul k si nce no trace of it was found on the baul k I s western si de]. The
pieces of wood were small, about 8 inches long by 4 inches wide, but where
the grain could be discerned, they appeared to be laid in a checkerboard
pattern remini scent of a parquet fl oor , Under the wood was an area of ashy
grey sand and silt with charcoal. Although in the field the areas appeared
to be a dump within fill or perhaps a temporary work p1atfonn, the brawn
sandy sil t , the \'«>od, and the ashy grey sand and 511 t were each excavated
separately. It should be noted that the wood did not look like an in-situ
secti on of fl oar.

Unit 4, Lot 33

The top of Unit 4 was dominated by a stone "stoop" (Feature 23) along the
eastern wall, with its associated dark brown silty sand extending to the
center of the uni t , The western part of the uni t was covered by a mixed
brown rubbly fill. With the removal of the top sections of the fill in the
west, two features emerged: a narrow builders' trench (Feature 24) for the
brick facing on the north wall of the backyard (the Lot 32/33 wall); and a
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semicircular area along the west edge of the unit which included brick and
mortar rubble in a brown,. yellow, and red ;~ilty sand. This rubble locus
incl uded twenti eth-century cut tural materi al that i ndi cated severe di stur-
bance at the top of the unit west of the stoop.

As excavation continued in the western section, several loci appeared.
In the northwest corner was an area of rubble abutting the fl agstone fioor
remnant in Unit 2, partially under but distinct from the twentieth-century
disturbance. In the center and south of the unit were small sections of
yellow/brown clayey silt, red silty sand, and brown silty sand with several
charcoal patches and white sand areas. Along the southwest edge of the unit
was a thin strip of light grey/brown silty sand which proved to be associated
with the wall remnant runnt ng east/west. The rubbl e was removed reveal; ng
more of the northern but l ders ' trench (Feature 24) and an area of red silty
sand, part of which was already visible. All these loci overlay a layer of
mixed orange sand and silt covering most of the unit. Under this sand and
silt layer was the grey living surface (Feature 27) and the remaining extent
of the east/west wal', with its stones sitting directly on the grey surface.
During excavation, this surface in Unit 4 was repeatedly subjected to
repeated freezi ng and thawi ng epi sodes and was excavated by scrapi ng when
feasibl e. Therefore, because of the vici ssitudes of weather, measurements
may be slightly inaccurate and may not reflect stratigraphic reality. The
grey surface again rested on the orange surface which overl ay a thick 1ayer
of the banded grey, white, and brown sand and sil t , which was fall owed by the
dark organic landfill.

To the extent excavated, the eastern part of Unit 4 di spl ayed a strati-
graphic sequence which incl uded the buil der s ' trench for the stoop super-
imposed on a simil ar trench (Feature 25) for the north section of the east
wall, the back wall of the building. The corner of this trench was found in
Unit 3. However, at higher elevations this small trench section was not
clearly definable due to the rodent di sturbances mentioned in the di scussion
of Unit 3. Rodent burrowing, it turned out, was a particular problem in Unit
4. This eastern section and, at lower elevations, the central portion of the
unit included several clusters of stones, often tilted as if they had fallen
into a hole, and a large number of serpentine lenses. A rodent, or rodents,
apparently caused the mixing of several strata in the critical area of the
3/4 unit boundary; this was critical because, as excavation proceeded, it
became cl ear that the unit 1ine ref1 ected areal boundary.

The back wall of the building was not a single wall but two adjoining
walls. The southern part, the east wall of Unit 3, was a well-constructed,
smooth-faced, mortared stone wall wi th a corner fall i ng di rectly at the
boundary between Uni ts 3 and 4. In the northwest corner of Uni t 4 was a
matching corner (see Figure 3.54). The northern part, the east wall of Unit
4, was a pile of rough stones filling in the gap, or doorway, between the two
corners. There were two cut stones within this pile that created a step just
above and to the east of the II stoop'' . The strati graphy between Units 3 and 4
showed that this division was not just between wall sections. Several
features in Unit 4 ended along thi s 1i ne, notably, the southern edge of the
east/west wall remnant (Feature 26) and a small section of a wooden trough or
curved plank which ended abruptly along this line as well.
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The most cl ear-cut demonstrati on of thi s demarcati on occurred at the
level of the grey living surface. Here, a ceramic vessel was found sitting
on the surface, mouth down, half in Unit 3 and half in Unit 4. The circle of
soil visible in the opening was clearly divided into two soil types, with the
east/west interface neatly bisecting the opening along the boundary of units
3 and 4. The differentiation along this boundary is particul ar1y puzzl ing
si nce beyond thi s depth the sequence of grey surface-orange surface-banded
grey-and landfill existed clearly in both units. Several reasons for this
division are possible: The soil differences may relate to the use of the
yard indicated by the wall, or they may be local anomalies, or the result of
post-depositional factors. Certainly the wall would have caused differential
soil settlement, and this alone may be the cause.

The trench, presumably related to filling in the door or gap in the east
wall of Un; t 4, di sturbed all 1ayers except the II stoop" . Unfortunately it
obliterated details about the nature of the gap. However. the corner in the
northeast extreme of the unit seems to indicate that the gap represented an
alley or at least an exterior alcove, into which the backyard deposits
extended until the area was dug out and the rough wall erected. The south
wall had no bui1dersl trench and extended down as far as the unit was
excavated.

Units 5 and 7, Lot 33

Since Unit 7 was opened as an adjunct to Unit 5, they will be discussed
together. Excavation in Unit 5 revealed a series of widespread but thin
lenses of brown, grey/brown, and tan silt and sand. One area was yellow sand
much like modern "c l ean fill". When these lenses were removed, a number of
features were revealed. In the center and east of the unit. not abutting the
walls, was a wooden floor or walkway (Feature 11). Along the western part of
the northern wall was a narrow strip of brown loam, probabl y a but l der s '
trench (Feature 6) for the all ey wall. Another stri P. of medi urn brown sandy
sil t about 1 1/2 feet wide was found. along the south wall. In the western
part of the unit was an arc of stones with yellow-brown sand inside that was
correctly presumed to be the southeastern quadrant of a privy (Feature 2).
The privy was bisected east/west by the alley wall which by this time was
known to be shallow. 5i nce it was anti caped that an i nteri or profi1 e of the
privy would underl ie the wall, Unit 7 was opened to facil itate excavation in
thi s small space. Uni t 7 i ncl uded only the southwestern quadrant of the
privy and was considered a separate unit only for recording purposes.

Below the yellow sand in the northern part of the privy (Uni ts 5 and 7)
was a 1ayer of coal and ci nder which dipped in the northeast corner of thi s
half of the privy. This stratum was found under the brown loam along the
alley wall outside the privy as well. Under this was more brown loam in a
narrow strip to the north in Units 5 and 7, and in the privy this brown loam
enclosed a cut stone which formed a partial footing for the alley wall.

The secti on of privy in the all ey was approximately 6 1/2 feet in di a-
meter with the walls about 1 foot thick. The walls themselves were construct-
ed of uncut stones with dark grey/brown slightly sandy silt among them. The
remaining privy wall went down 6 feet 6 inches at its deepest point from the
openi nq ground surface, and the bottom cut into the dark organic landfill
found throughout the lot.
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The deposi ts inside the privy were extremely varied and inc1 uded soil s
rangi ng from white sand to grey/bl ack cl ayey si1 t. In the central range of
depths, the interior deposits were bowl-shaped; some of the strata which
seemed like deposits left along the inside of the walls after cleaning for
reuse. were actually the upper parts, or "rims", of these bowl-shaped strata
(see Figure 3.55).

At a depth of about 3 1/2 feet, a solidified layer of white calcareous
material, either lime, mortar, or totally decomposed oyster shell, nearly
seal ed the feature. The deposits below, however t were not significantly
different from those above, although they did tend to be slightly siltier.
The deepest strata in the privy were generally darker and sil tier than those
in the higher elevations, but few, if any, internal deposits could be tenned
"ntqhtsot l ". In fact, many of the strata, even at greater depths, were light
grey, brown, or red and qui te sandy. If the privy was cleaned out at some
point in the past, few deposits adhered to the insi de of the wall as wauld
have been expected; in the field, the privy looked more like a repository for
soil, stones. and rubbi sh than a waste or garbage dump. Withi n the confi nes
of the privy, two levels of what appeared to be original landfill (Loci
33.05.062 and 33.05.064) were encountered.

Outside the privy in Unit 5, as mentioned earlier, the wooden walkway
overlay a cindery layer. Under the cinders, with the exception of the
northern strip associated with the alley wall, was another more extensive
layer of wood planks (Feature 12) that overlay the privy wall in the west and
extended to the eastern edge of the unit. This was probably the same floor
as Feature 8 in Unit 6. Immediately below these planks were several
irregul arly shaped sheets of metal (Feature 13) which may at one time have
been attached to the wood rather than representing another surface.

Under the wood pl anks , an i rregul ar but di sti nct differenti ati on between
the north and south unit segments was reveal ed. The southern foot or so of
the unit seemed to be a trench, possibly associated with the ccrnmon wall
between Lots 19 and 33; however, the east profile of the unit indicated that
the southern edge was not very trench-l ike a1though the soil s were di fferent
from those in the northern part of the unit. The deposit configuration
suggests that it was dug out from the south rather than from the top. Thi s
caul d be the case if the 19/33 wall was a repl acement for an earl ier wall
with a basement behind it in Lot 19. The existing wall was not faced on the
Lot 33 si de and caul d have been constructed from insi de Lot 19. Thi shari zon-
tal digging followed by post-depositional sett1 ing may account for the pre-
sent profile. The west profile of Unit 6 is not helpful here. The strata in
this profile do not seen to be related to those in the east profile of Unit
5, and show no hi nt of a trench in the south. These two profil es, however,
were seven feet apart, a distance offering a multitude of possibf1ities. The
Un;t 6 profi 1e may al so be too far east to pi ck up evi dence of the wall
trench; it is difficult to draw conclusions from the structural remains on
the surface.

In the northern part of the unit outs; de the privy, the strata were
fairly regularly layered, but at a slope of about 45 degrees. The soils were
variable and included light and dark brown silts and sand, red and yellow
sil ty sands grey/brown sandy silts, and brown loam. The top section of the
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northeast deposi ts abutted the privy wall. However, at a depth of about 4
feet 8 inches below unit datum, an area of grey/brown clayey silt appeared
along the outside of the privy. The deposits to the east continued to slope,
but thi s area next to the wall showed no slope and no change for about 2
feet, until it was finally discovered that this stratum was associated with
the remains of a wooden barrel (Feature 57) (see Figure 3.55).

The barrel appears to have been install ed before the privy but after the
sloping strata which in profile looks like a large trench for the privy. The
bottom of the barrel was found under a bottom stone of the pri vy wall and
several fragments of staves and metal hoops were found among the stones of
the next two higher courses of privy wall. The soil inside the barrel was
quite distinct from the surrounding soils. The barrel itself was broken by
the privy wall, but was sitting on a clear circle of dark grey/black clayey
silt that presumably outlined its original position. A level of what may be
original landfill (Locus 33.05.065) was encountered beneath the barrel.
[N.B. - the north profile of Units 5 and 7 is misleading. It appears that
the barrel occurs quite a bit higher than the bottom of the privy. It must
be remembered that the base of the barrel was lower than the -sect ton left in
the wall and that the bottom 1evel of the privy wall stones was not a
complete semicircle.]

In profile it is clear that the barrel was placed inside a trench (see
Figure 3.55, strata 52 and 54) cut into landfill (Figure 3.55, strata 44, 56,
57,61-67). The deposit inside the barrel was balloon shaped; but it is
possibl e that pressure from the east caused the cl ayey si It to bu1ge upward
creating the rounded top on the stratum. It is undeniable, however, that the
stratigraphy presents problems in deciphering the events leading to this
configuration. If strata 41 and 44 were first dug as a trench for the
barrel, there is no indication that the barrel deposit was disturbed by the
privy except that the barrel itself was broken by the privy wall. It is
possibl e that the soil taken out of the barrel to put in the privy was then
put right back into the barrel once the privy stones were in place, which
would account for the lack of a trench within the barrel fill. Needless to
say, this is only one interpretation and possibly a far-fetched one. It does
seem possible, however that the privy was shallower when first constructed.
As the all ey fill ed in, stones were probably added to the privy wall, bui 1d-
ing it up slowly over time.

A small feature within the northern deposits in Unit 5 warrants mention.
A lens of brown sandy silt, clearly rectangular in profile and trapezoidal in
plan, occurred at a depth of 37 to 46 3/4 inches below unit datum, 2 inches
south of the north wall of the unit and 10 inches from the east wall. Since
it may have been a post hole, it was excavated separately, but its identifica-
ti on remains unknown and it apparently occurred in strati graphic i sol ation.
No trace of wood, metal, or wood stains were found, nor were the surrounding
strata composed of identical soil.

As was mentioned in the discusion on Unit I, the installation of the
barrel cistern (Feature 3) may have eliminated the strata of the privy build-
ers' trench Which otherwise would have extended into Unit 1 west of the brick
pl atform.
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Unit 6. Lot 33

At the very top of the unit was a wooden floor or walk way (Feature 12).
Under thi s was a 1ayer of brown and grey sandy sil t simil ar to the stratum
under the wood in Unit 5. In the southwest corner of Unit 6 was a small area
of reddi sh-brown sil ty sand. Thi s western section of Unit 6 was not exca-
vated to any great depth, therefore interpretive associations with the
deposits in Unit 4 on the other side of a 2 foot wide baulk are highly specu-
lative; but it does seem possible that this area of red/brown sandy silt may
reflect part of the possible builders' trench in the southern part of Unit 5.
The rest of the unit was covered with a brown and black silt and with rubble.

At this point, as time was short. only the western part of the unit was
excavated stratigraphically whil e the eastern part was dug as a test trench.

The brown and bl ack rubbly sil ty sand was removed in the western part of
the unit revealing another section of the unmortared brick platform (Feature
10) in the northwest, and in the center of the unit a brown/yellow sand silt
deposit around a circul ar area of yel10w cl ayey sil t , 2 feet 8 inches in
diameter. In the brown soil around the yellow circle were pieces, apparently
in-situ, of three large iron rings. probably from a wooden tub (Feature 7).
The bottan ri ng was heav; er than those above the profn e and showed the
distinctive truncated conical shape of a tUb. The yellow clayey silt appears
to have been an interior deposit. Although the browns il ty sand was not
decomposed wood (it contained a lot of cinder). it ran down the sides and
under the bottom of the yellow cl ayey silt in the shape of the wall sand
floor of a tub. No surface was distinguishable immediately underneath, but
in the small area of profile visible, the brown soil under the tub slightly
overlay an orange sand layer. As the "base" of the tub was 12 to 14 inches
below the surface of the brick ol atforn, and in Units 1 and 3 the platform
footing stones were sitting on an orange sand surface approximately 12 inches
below the top of the bricks, the orange sand in Unit 6 may be the surface on
which the tub was sitting and may be the same orange surface found in Units
1, 2. 3, 4, and 9.

The eastern part of the unit was shoveled out in 1 foot levels. In the
process of digging the test trench it was noted that there was much more
cinder and ash in this section than had been found elsewhere in the lot and
there was al so a quantity of burned gl ass. The upper 2 feet or so resembl ed
dumped resi due from an inc i nerator. There was one curi ous feature in the
east profile. In the alley, the back wall of the building had a footing
about 2 1/2 feet below the opening ground surface. The wall construct; on was
the same as that of the smooth wall ; n Unit 3 to the north on the other side
of the all ey wall. but the shallowness of the wall and the cindery stratum
associated with it (in profile this stratum looked like a very wide shallow
builders' trench) suggests a later construction date than the Unit 3 wall.

In the north profile of the test trench. four strata were visible which
relate the lower part of Unit 6 with the deposits in Unit 3. In sequence.
top to bottom abutting the footing in the east, were a thin layer of grey
sandy silt, a slightly thicker orange sand layer, a layer of grey, and white
banded sand and silt. Under this and below the level of the wall footing.
was a thi clc. 1ayer of brown cl ayey sandy s11t with some grey sil t and wh;te
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sand over a layer of brown and black organic sand and silt which got darker
and more full of charcoal with depth. The absol ute el evations of these
strata were consistently 7 1/2 inches higher than those in Unit 3 and the
sequence is compelling.

Unit 7, Lot 33 (see Unit 5)

Unit 8, Lot 33 (see Deeptest)

unit 9

Unit 9 (see Figure 3.56) was the most northerly part of the alleyway, on
the opposi te si de of the all ey wall from Unit 2 and the north part of Unit l.
The northern area of Unit 9 was for the most part inside the stone cistern
(Feature 4). The interior showed minimal stratigraphic diversity, varying in
colors, which ranged between grey and brown/grey, and in mortar content. The
cistern itself was constructed of medium sized uncut stones with a fine
mortar-like lining about 3/4 of an inch thick. At a depth of approximately
80 inches below unit datum, a 1ayer of sand and cl ay was found around a
number of stones arid a considerabl e amount of fi ne mortar was incl uded in the
matrix. This probably represents the trashed based of the ci stern which had
perhaps been broken to allow drainage when the cistern was filled in. In the
top 16 inches or so in this northern part of the unit there were a number of
thin strata mostly above the level of the remaining cistern walls. In pro-
file they appeared pit-like, but their configuration may be the result of
filling added as the cistern fill settled.

The southern part of the unit was outs; de the ci stern and reveal ed the
remains of a brick floor or walkway which showed minimal sinking. The bricks
in the thin strata over the cistern could be the sunken remnants of parts of
this walkway. It is curious that the fill within the cistern did not have
the configuration of a pit but resembled "l ayer-cake" stratigraphy. It may
be that the mortar-like lining allowed the strata to sink at an even rate.

Under the bricks in the southern part of the unit was a foot of mixed
fill simil ar to that found within the top of the cistern. Under this was a
reused lintel stone with another under it in the south and a brown loam under
it in the north. The brown loam was associated with a possibl e east/west
wall remnant, or brae; ng for the ci stern and had the configuration of a
shallow builders' trench (Feature 29). Under the lintel stones was a light
brown silty sand, followed by two thin layers connecting this lower section
of the unit with the deposits in the rectangular backyard area. First was a
layer of orange sand underlain by a layer of grey sandy silt with white sand
banding. A correlation of absolute depths for these strata in Units 1,2,3,4,
and 9 indicates a gradual downward slope to the east, but it seems clear that
at least the orange sand surface at one time covered almost the entire
backyard of Lot 33 and is undoubtedly the most extensive early stratum
remaining on the site (see closing map, Figure 3.57 and Plate 3.3).
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Lot 33, Deeptest (170 Front Street)

Uni t 8. Lot 33

:1
I
I

On J'anuary 6. 1982, in preparation for the last deeptest excavatton, the
backhoe removed approximately 77 inches of twentieth-century demol ition
debri s from a small sect.t on of the basement of Lot 33. The test area was
approximately 30 feet east of tile backyard excavation. As expected" a
concrete floor was encountered below the debris. The floor was removed with
heavy equipment and excavation of the deeptest, des.i qnated 33.8, was begun.

Samples were taken from arbitrary 12-inch levels beginning at 18 inches
below the concrete floor. As in the other deeptests, this method was adopted
as a vtable sampl ing strategy for backhoe excavattcn. As was the procedure
In the other deeptests, one Wheel'barrow load of fi 11, or the equ iva1:ent of
seven buckets, was screened from each Tevel . Original landfill: was encoun-
tered directly below the remains of the concrete floor; in all, a total of
twelv,e arbitrary level s was excavated. For complete description of the loci
in the deeptest, see the AppendiX for Lot 33.8.

I
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It is important to note that a square wooden post was uncovered. in the
first level of the deeptestalong the trench' s east wan {see Figure 3.58}.
This post was first identified as part of a cribbing structure: it was later
(January 7, 1982) determined to be possible stabilization for the port side
of the hull of an ea.rly-eighteenth-century merchant ship used as cribb,ing.

A section of the hull was exposed a.long the 1engthand depth of the east
wall of the trench (Plate 3 ..4) It was believed that, should the ship be
intact,. the rema.inder of it would be east of this deeptest; therefore,
another unit (33.11) was opened east of 33.8 after the deeptest was
comple ted, (see Chapter 7, particularly the ship field report, for
informat.i on concern; ng the ex.ca.vati on of the snt p.)

It should be noted that the 1: ast level excavated in the deeptest con-
ta ined a great many' arge boul ders that may represent bal l ast- f'i l l stmt l ar to
that found in deeptest 14a.Whether river bottom was reached was not deter-
mined; no further excavation took pi ace in this deeptest and it was subse-
quently fi l led to facilitate excavation of the ship ...



Plate 3.3: Re:movingbaulk in Lot 33. Note salt hay used to keep g.round
from freezing in bitter January weather.
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I Plate 3.4: Exterior port side of the late-17th or early-18th-century derelict

merchant ve.ssel discovered during testing on the 175 Water Street block. Heavy
planking was at first thought to be cribbing or bulkhead constructed during the
landfill process. Note bottom of test trench in lower right corner of pi.ct.ure
(arrow) .

I
I
I
I



Lot 33 Architectural and Fill Loci

Locus Number

33.0.001

33.0.002

33.0.003

33.0.004

33.0.005

33.0.006

33.0.007

33.0.008

33.0.009

33.0.010

33.0.011

Identification

Removal of backyard fi 11.

Cl ear; ngw; th backhoe - The north center
wall was located at approximately 18 feet
below the surface.

Cl eari og between rear lot wan of 33 and
rear lot wall of 22.

Cl ear; ng between south house wall and north
wall of Lot 34.
East section of the south wall. The wan
was constructed of red brick wi th footings
of redbri ckand stone. Thi s wan meets
the east wall at a curve; rather than jo; n-
ing at a right angle, the south curves
northward approximately 40 feet before it
meets the east wall.

The west sect ion of the south wall. Thi s
wall was constructed of red bri ck with a
footi ng of red brick and stone. Thi s
section of the wall meets the west wall at
a right angie.
The south section of the west wan. con-
structed of red brick with red brick and
stone footings.

The north section of tM west wan. con-
structed of red brick wi thred brick and
stone footi nqs,

The west section of the north wall. con-
structed of red brick wi th stones overlyi ng
the brick. The footings are stone.

The east section of tM north wa11 ,
constructed of red brick with stone
overlying the brick. The footings are red
brick.

The north section of the eastwall
constructed of red brick wi thstones
overlyi ng the brick. No apparent footi ngs.
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Locus Number Identification

33.0.012 The south section of the east wall
constructed of red brick. with stones
overlying the brick. .. No apparent footing.

33.0.013 A shovel test in the center of the lot in
units 1, 2, 3, and 4.

Unit 33.01 (520 NF)

33.01.001

33.01.002

A 1/2 to 8 inch th ick 1ayer of grey/brown
sandy silt. It contained late-nineteenth
and early-twentieth century cultural
material. This locus is similar to loci
33.02.001 and 33.04.001 and was probably
disturbed by backhoe clearing.

A 2 to 11 inch 1ayer of dark brown/bl ack
sandy silt with some yellow clay in the
southwest corner of the unit. This locus
may be associated with the privy, Feature
2, but was not considered so for the
current artifact analyses.

33.01.003 A 5 to 14 inch layer of grey/brown sandy
silt with some yellow clay, similar to
33.02.003, 33.03.003 and 33.04.003. 50%
was screened.

33 .01. 004 (Fl5 .1) A 12 to 13 inch 1ayer of dark brown sandy
5i 1tin the northwest corner of the unit.
Thi s locus is probably part of the
bu11ders I trench for the stone ct stern in
Unit 9.

33.01.005 (FI6.1) A 6 to 9 inch layer of yellow clayey silt
around red bricks in the southeast corner
of the unit, the brick platform. This
locus was steril e of artifacts except for
the bricks of the platform.

33.01.006 (F16.1) This locus represents a layer of wood
inside the brick platform with sane ashy
black silt. It was 1 to 3 1/2 inches
thick.

33.01.007 (F16.!) A 4 to 6 inch layer of 1ight brown to tan
sand under the bricks of the platform.
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Locus Number Identification

33.01.008 (F3.1) An 18 to 22 inch 1ayer of brown sil ty sand
with some yellow clay mottling. This locus
is contained within the circle of yellow
cl ay above the traces of the barrel
cistern. It contains eighteenth- and some
nineteenth-century cultural material.

A 4 1/2 to 10 inch 1ayer of brown si1 ty
sand with yellow cl ay , outside the circle
of the barrel cistern.

33.01.009

33.01.010 (F16.1) A 1 to 4 inch 1ayer of yell ow c1 ayey sil t
between the footing stones of the brick
platform. This is the same as 33.03.010.

A 9 1/2 inch deep lump of yellow clay
i nsi de the wooden ci stern. Thi s locus is
probably a piece of the c1 ay "packing"
outside the barrel which fell in when the
wood decomposed.

33.01.011 (F3.1)

33.01.012 (F17.1) A 1/2 to 4 inch 1ayer of tan and brown
sand. This locus occurred in the northeast
corner of the uni t , but was the same as
33.02.005~ and includes 1ate-eighteenth-
century cultural material. Associated with
stone wall.

33.01.013 (FI7~1) An 11 to 14 inch layer of yellow silt and
brown sand' between the stone footi ngs of
the brick platform, and was associated with
the stone wa11~ Feature 14.

33.01.014 (F3.1) A 6 to 8 inch 1ayer of da rk greyi sh/brown
silty sand inside the barrel cistern.

33.01.015 (F3.2) A 10 1/2 to 14 inch layer of greyish-brown
silty sand inside the barrel cistern. This
locus rested on the wooden bottom of the
barrel.

33.01.016 A 2 1/2 to 4 inch 1ayer of yellow c1 ayey
silt outlining the circle of the barrel
cistern. This locus contained no cultural
materi al .

33.01.017 (F27 .1) A 1/2 inch to 1 1/2 inch 1ayer of
grey/brown sil ty sand mott1 ed wi th yell ow
clayey silt. This locus is probably the
remains of the grey living surface.
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Locus Number Identification

33.01.018 A 1 to 3 1/2 inch layer of light grey sandy
silt. This locus is probably the lower
part of 33.01.017. It contains eighteenth-
century cultural material (not considered
feature in this analysis).

33.01.019 (F28.l) A 1/2 to 2 1/2 inch 1ayer of red/orange
sl ightly silty sand .. This locus was the
same as 33.03.025t 33.02.017 and is part of
the orange living surface. It contained
eighteenth-century cultural material.

33.01.020 A 2 to 6 inch layer of brown and grey silty
sand coveri ng the uni t outsi de the barrel
cistern. It contained eighteenth-century
cultural material.

33.01.021 (F17.1) A 2 to 7 1/2 inch layer of brown sand and a
1i ne of mediurn st zed stones runni n9 north/
south through the center of the unit. It
shoul d be noted that this 1ine of stones
ran along the western 1imit of the grey
living surface.

33.01.022 A11/2 to 2 1/2 inch layer of brown sand
which is 1ike 33.01.020 but was taken out
as part of a pedestal.

A 1 to 4 inch layer of brown/grey silty
sand on the eastern side of the unit.

33.01.023

33.01.024 Thi s locus represents a test trench tn the
northern part of the unit, outside the
barrel ci stern. At the base of the trench
a large log was found set upright. 50% was
screened.

33.01.025 This locus represents the wood of the
barrel ct stern. The pl anks were generally
1 inch thick and the staves stand to a
height of 8 to 10 inches. The bottom
planks of the barrel were 2 to 3 inches
above the bottom of the staves.

33.01.026 A 2 to 5 inch 1ayer of bl ack sandy sil t
under the wood floor of the barrel cistern.

33.01.027 (F3.1) A 2 to 15 inch 1ayer of dark brown and
black silt with wood chips. This locus may
be original landfill under cistern. Wood
pl anks , possibly support for barrel t were
noted by excavators.
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Locus Number Identification

33.01.028 A 2 to 4 inch layer of brown and grey silty
sand with ash excavated in the southeast
portion of the unit. This locus is similar
to 33.03.026 and 33.03.031.

33.01.029 An 11 to 12 inch 1ayer of brown s i 1ty sand
and yellow clayey silt excavated in the
southern port; on of the un; t. Th; 5 locus
is a combination of soil types since it was
found that the brown silty sand and the
yell ow cl ayey si 1t around the barrel 1ensed
considerably at the interface. The yellow
clayey silt in this locus was not screened.

33.01.030 A 2 1/2 inch layer of orange and brown sand
along the south wall of the unit. This
locus ;s probably the same as 33.01.022,
but on the lower part of a sloping deposit.

A 1 to 3 inch 1ayer of brown/grey sil ty
sand with whi te sand patches excavated in
the untrenched southeast section of the
unit.

33.01.031

33.01.032 A 1 inch layer of 1ight brown silt with
grey sand incl usi ons in the southeast part
of the unit.

33.01.033 A 6 1/2 to 8 inch layer of grey and dark
grey s i 1ty sand in the southea st part of
the unt t ,

33.01.034 (F17.1) A 7 to 9 inch layer of grey and brown silty
sand in the southeast part of the unit.
50% was screened. Associated with stone
wall remnants.

Unit 33.02 (520 NF)
33.02.001 A 1/2 to 2 1/2 inch 1ayer of brown and

yellow sandy silt, disturbed by backhoe
clearing. This locus is similar to
33.01.001, 33.03.001, and 33.04.001.

33.02.002 (F5.1) A 1/2 to 5 inch 1ayer of compact brown/
bl ack silty sand in the western part of the
unit; there was some spread into the
eastern section, possibly associated with
the destruction of the cistern wall. This
locus is similar to 33.01.004. An 1859
Indi an head cent was found in thi s locus.
May be a but l der i s trench for cistern in
33.09.004
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Locus Number I denti fi cati on

33.02.003 A 2 1/2 to 12 1/2 inch 1ayer of yell owl
brown sandy silt covering the whole unit.
There were patches of 33.02.002 along the
west wall which lensed into this locus, but
33.02.003 eventually underlay 33.02.002 all
across the unit. This locus is similar to
33.03.003 with less charcoal, and to
33.01.003. A 1773 Virginian hal f-penny was
found in this locus.

33.02.004 A 1/2 inch to 4 1/2 inch 1ayer of brown/
yellow sandy silt with white and grey sand
i ncl usions. Thi s locus may be the lower
portion of 33.02.003.

33.02.005 (33.02.005.02
and 33.02.005.03)(F18.1) A 6 to 14 1/2 inch layer of light grey fine

silty sand with some brown silty sand in
the southeast area of the unit. This locus
included some stones and is probably
associated with the wall remnant in 33.04;
there are, however, some twentieth-century
cultural remains indicating significant
disturbance

33.02.006 A 4 inch 1ayer of yellow/brown sandy sil t
which was found only in our prel iminary cut
in this unit and is probably a mixture of
33.02.003 and 33.02.007.

33.02.007 A 1/2 inch to 5 inch layer of mixed orange
and bl ack sil ty sand with a great deal of
mortar and some large stones. This locus
is probably associ ated with the destructi on
of the. cistern wall represented by
33.02.002. Two 1863 Indian head cents were
found in this locus.

33.02.008 A 1/2 inch to 1 inch thick patch of pink
mortar along the northeast wall of the
unit.

33.02.009 (F5.l) A 1 to 11 inch layer of pink/orange mortar
with white 1ime patches in the western part
of the unit, thickest in the northwest; may
be a builders' trench for 33.09.

33.02.010 A 5 to 11 inch layer of mixed yellow, brown
and orange silty s1 ; ghtly sandy cl ay. Thi s
may be fill associated with the wooden
ci stern although it run s a11 the way to the
north. A 1753 George III half-cent was
found in this locus.
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Locus Number Identification

33.02.011 (F5.1) Dark brown/black sandy silt along the
western wall of the uni t. Thi s locus was
probably a buil ders l trench for Feature 4,
the stone cistern, with its corner in 33.01
(see 33.01.004).
A 5 1/2 to 6 inch layer of light grey/
brown sil ty sand wi th charcoal. Thi s locus
may be related to 33.02.005, which is
possibly related to 33.01.021 or 33.04.026,
33.04.031 and 33.04.032, the part of the
east-west wall in 33.04 which is above the
grey living surface.

33.02.012

33.02.013 A 1/2 inch to 4 1/2 inch layer of grey/
brown silty sand with coal. This locus
included the remains of a possible stone
floor or pavement in the northeast corner
of the unit. A 1787 Auctori a Connecticut
coin was found in this locus. (Not
considered a feature in this analysis).

33.02.014 A 1/4 inch to 1 1/4 inch scrapi ng of dark
to medium brown silty sand after a freeze/
thaw episode.

A 1/2 inch to 2 inch 1ayer of grey s il ty
sand and ash and the stones in the
southeast corner of the uni t , probably part
of the east/west wall in Unit 33.04.
A 1 to 5 inch 1ayer of grey/brown sandy
s11 t wi th yell ow mortar, charcoal and ash
inclusions. This locus was probably the
remains of the grey living surface (see
loci 33.01.017, 33.02.016, 33.03.013,
33.03.023, 33.03.009, and 33.04.033). A
1786 Nova Caesarea medall ion/coin was found
in this locus.

33.02.015 (F1B.I)

33.02.016 (F27.1)

33.02.017 (F28.1) A 1/2 inch to 6 inch 1ayer of orange sand
coveri ng most of the uni t , Thi s locus is
the same as 33.04.035 and 33.01.019 and is
part qf the orange surface.

An 11 to 12 inch layer of brown and yellow
silty clayey sand surrounding the barrel
cistern in the southwest portion of the
unit.

33.02.018
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Locus Number Identification
33.02.019 This locus represents a decomposed wooden

floor in the northern part of the unit.
Spaces were clearly visible between planks
and stains indicated the position of nails.
The 1ayer was 1/2 inch to 1 inch thick and
the boards were 5 inches wide. (Not
considered a feature in the artifact
analysis.)
A 15 1/2 to 19 inch 1ayer of banded grey
and white silty sand. Four coins were
recovered (see Coin report Chapter 4); a
William III halfpenny (1694-1720); a George
II halfpenny (1729-1739); a Queen Charlotte
Medallion (1761); and a Colonial copper
(1785-1788).

33.02.020

33.02.021 A 2 to 8 inch 1ayer of dark grey to brown
sandy silt with brick, shell, mortar and
charcoal inclusions. The change from
33.02.020 to this locus was fairly gradual;
the transition was included in 33.02.020.

Unit 33.03 (520 NF)
33.03.001

33.03.002

A 1/4 to 1 inch layer of mixed orange,
brown and grey sand, silt and clay. This
locus is similar to 33.01.001,33.02.001,
and 33.04.001, all probably disturbed from
backhoe clearing.
A 4 inch 1ayer of dark brown si1ty sand,
covering the whole unit except the
northeast area. Only 50% was screened.

33.03.003 A 1/2 inch to 22 inch 1ayer of reddish-
brown silty sand with buff clay mottling
and some dark grey clayey silt in the
eastern portion. This locus was thickest
in the northern part of the unit , and may
be related to 33.04.003.

33.03.004 A 1/2 inch to 4 inch layer of reddish-
brown si1ty sand excavated in the northwest
test trench. This locus was combined with
33.03.005 level .02 after this.



Locus Number Identification
33.03.005 A 1/2 inch to 6 inch 1ayer of dark brown/

grey si1ty sand with buff cl ay 1umps. Thi s
locus was extremely irregular and becomes
narrow and turned down when it reached the
rocks between units 33.03 and 33.04; may be
rodent destruction.

33.03.006 (F19.!) A 1/2 inch to 3 inch layer of orange/brown
sandy clayey silt with charcoal and brick
fragments, in the western portion of the
unit. This locus was probably associated
with the construction of the brick. platfonn
(see 33.01.005 and 33.06.012).
A 1 to 4 inch layer of ash and grey/brown
silty sand with brick rubble, located in
the eastern portion of the unit partly
overlaying the "f'l owerbox" (Feature 20).

33.03.007

33.03.008 (F20.1) A 7 to 10 1/4 inch layer of dark brown loam
inside Feature 20, the uflowerboxl1•

33.03.009 (F27.1) A 1 to 5 1/2 inch layer of grey/brown sandy
clayey silt with coal and cinder. This
locus appears to be part of the grey living
surface, but may be disturbed in the
southwest area where locus 33.03.010
appears.

33.03.010 A 7 1/2 to 13 inch layer of mixed light red
and brown silty sand with yellow silt
mottling.
This locus represents the artifacts sitting
on grey living surface, Feature 27.
A 3 inch 1ayer of banded 1ight brown s11 ty
sand, yellow clay with ash and cinders and
charcoal, inside a ceramic vessel sitting
on the grey 1iving surface along the north
edge of the unit , The internal banding was
found to be a compressed version of the
stratigraphy outside the vessel.
A 1/2 inch to 3 inch layer of sandy clayey
silt, probably part of the grey living
surface. This section was given a separate
locus number during excavati on because it
was in a small test trench dug
;ntenni ttently along the north edge of the
unit.

33.03.011 (F27.1)

33.03.012

33.03.013
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Locus number Identification

33.03.014 (F21.l) A 1/8 inch to 2 inch 1ayer of dark brown
sil ty sand surrounding the "fl owerbox",
Feature 20 and including some possible
footi ng stones for it. This locus may be
the remnant of a buil ders I trench for that
feature.

33.03.015 (Fl9.1) Thi s locus consi sted of the bricks of the
platform, Feature 19 and the grey/brown
sand between them. It vari ed from 1/2 to 2
inches in thickness.

33.03.016 (FI9.I) A 3/8 inch to 5 inch 1ayer of wh i te-cream
colored decomposed mortar occurring at the
base and to the east of the brick platform.

A 1/2 inch to 4 7/8 ; nch 1ayer of mottl ed
brown silty sand, grey sandy silt, and
yellow clayey silt excavated inside the
footing stones of the brick platform.

A 1 1/8 to 5 7/8 inch 1ayer of red/orange
sandy silt in the center area within the
footings of the brick platform.

33.03.017 (F19.1)

33.03.018 (F19.!)

33.03.019 (F19.1) A 2 1/4 to 3 3/4 inch section of light
reddish-brown sandy silt between the
footing stones of the brick platform.

This locus included the brick walls and
fl oor of the IIfl owerbox" and the dark brown
silty sand in between the bricks. The
thickness of the locus varied from 3 1/2 to
18 inches.

33.03.020 (F20.I)

33.03.021 (F20.1) A 1 1/2 to 5 inch 1ayer of yell ow mortar
and sil t along the east wall of the uni t
under the 11 fl owerbox", Feature 20.

33.03.022 A test cut running north/south through the
unit varying in thickness from 15 1/2 to 9
1/4 inches. In thi s cut was found a
possibl e section of the grey 1ivi ng surface
and a section of the possible orange
surface. 50% was screened (not included in
feature breakdown).
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33.03.023 (F27.1) A 1/2 inch to 2 inch 1ayer of grey ashy
silty sand covering the entire unit outside
the test cut. This locus is probably the
lower section of the grey 1 iving surface
and probably should be combine with
33.03.013 and 33.03.009.
A 1/4 inch to 5 1/4 inch 1ayer of 1ight
reddi sh-brown sandy s l l t wi th charcoal
inclusions occurring in the northeast
corner of the unit. This locus is possibly
a part of a buil ders I trench for the stone
feature, Feature 23, on the east wall of
33.04.

33.03.024 (F22.1)

33.03.025 (F2a.1) A 3/4 inch to 3 1/4 inch 1ayer of orange
sand covering the entire unit. This is
probably the orange surface.

A 1 to 15 inch 1ayer of banded grey and
brown si 1ty sand wi th pockets of mortar and
ash.

33.03.026

33.03.027 A 3/4 inch to 4 1/2 inch 1ayer of 1i ght
grey ashy sand wi th charcoal 1enses. 50%
was sc reened .

33.03.028 A 5 1/4 to 9 1/4 inch layer· of medium brown
sandy sil t wi th brick. shell. and coral
inclusions. 50% was screened.

33.03.029 A 1/2 inch to 2 inch 1ayer of decomoost ng
wood pl anki ng in the southwest portion of
the unit. The wood pieces were laid in a
grossly checkerboard pattern by grain in
the manner of a pa rquet fl oor. The pi eces
of wood were approximately 2 3/4 inches
wide and 4 inches long.

A 1 1/4 to 5 inch thick 1ens of grey sand
silt under the wood of 33.03.029. 50% was
screened.

33.03.030

33.03.031 A 1/4 inch to 4 inch 1ayer of banded grey
and white silty sand with one large lump Of
yellow sil ty cl ay. Thi s locus was removed
as part of the bau1 k 1eft between units
33.01 and 33.03 and should probably be
combined with 33.03.026.
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Unit 33.04 (520 NF)

Locus number Identification

33.04.001 A 1/4 inch to 6 1/2 inch layer of mixed
brown, grey and yellow silt and clay. This
is the same disturbed stratum as 33.01.001,
33.02.001, and 33.03.001. 50$ was
screened.

33.04.002 A 7 1/2 to 9 1/2 inch layer of dark brown
sandy sil t in the eastern two-thi rds of the
unit outsi de the nstoop" . Thi s locus
conta i ned nineteenth-century cul tural
material.

33.04.003 A 1/2 inch to. 10 1/2 inch layer of
reddi sh-brown si 1ty sand with some yell ow
silty clay, in the western part of the
unit, under 33.04.002 in the center of the
uni t. Thi s locus may be rel ated to
33.03.003 and 33.02.003.

33.04.004 (F23.1) A 4 to 4 3/4 inch layer of dark greyish-
brown sil ty sand inside the n stooo" .

33.04.005 A 1 to 3 inch thick 1ens of dark brown
silty sand with brick, mortar, and slate
incl usions, along the western wall of the
unit which included intrusive twentieth-
century cul tural materi al . Thi s locus may
be part of 33.02.002.

A -1/4 inch to 4 inch thick lens of dark
brown silty sand with grey sand inclusions,
occurring along the south edge of the unit.
This locus may be part of the rodent burrow
disturbance (see 33.03.005).

A 2 to 4 1/8 inch thick lens of dark
brown/black silty sand with a great deal of
mortar occurring in the north edge of the
unit. Thi s loeus ; s probably part of the
builders· trench for the brick buttress
buil t against the stone wall to the north
of the unit.

33.04.006

33.04.007 (F24.1)

33.04.008 A 1 to 2 1/2 inch thick 1ens of dark brown
silty sand with mortar, occurring on the
south edge of the unit. This locus is
possibly a part of the rodent burrow (see
33.04.006 and 33.03.005; though it is
slightly to the east, it does overlap
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Locus number Identification

33.04.006. It was given a separate locus
number because of the difference in color
and the inclusion of mortar).

33.04.009 A 3/4 inch to 3 3/4 inch thick lens of dark
brown silty sand with grey sand inclusions
occuring on the south edge of the unit.
This locus may be part of an animal burrow
problem (see 33.03.005 and 33.04.006).

33.04.010 (F23.1) This locus included the stones of the
feature call ed the "stoop"; Feature 23.1,
and the dark brown sil ty sand with coal and
charcoal between the stones. The thickness
of the locus varies from 11 1/2 to 23
inches.

33.04.011 A 1 1/2 to 4 1/4 inch thick 1ens of dark
brown si 1ty sand with rubb1e.· Thi s may be
the remains of a rubble 1ens di sturbed by
rodent burrowing.

33.04.012 A 1 to 3 inch thick lens of dark brown
s il ty sand with grey and white sand
inclusions. This locus may be a real lens
di sturbed by rodent burrowi n9 resul ti n9 in
the mixture of 33.04.005 and 33.04.009.

33.04.013 (F 23.1) A 1 1/2 to 2 1/2 inch 1ayer of dark brown
and red/brown silty sand under Feature 23.

A 1/2 to 3 inch 1ayer of dark brown and
red/brown silty sand with rubble occurring
in the eastern part of the unit. Thi s may
be related to 33.04.015 and 33.04.016.
Perhaps the surface on which strap was
buil t.

33.04.014

33.04.015 A 4 to 5 inch layer of dark red/brown silty
sand with a great deal of rubble including
a concentration of stones. The locus and
the stones run north/south through the
center of the uni t and are probably
associated with 33.04.016.

33.04.016 A 1 to 2 1/2 inch thick lens of dark brown
and red silty sand with mortar. This locus
occurs under the southern portion of
33.04.015.
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Locus number Identification

33.04.017 A 1 1/2 to 5 1/4 inch thick 1ens of dark
brown silty sand with grey sand inclusions.
This locus occurs just to the east of
33.04.016 and may be related to the
probable burrow (see 33.04.012).

A 1/2 inch to 3 inch 1ayer of dark brown
sil ty sand in the northeast corner of the
unit. This locus is probably part of the
buildersl trench for the east wall.

33.04.018 (F 25.1)

33.04.019 A 1/2 inch to 1 inch layer of light
reddi sh-brown sf l ty sand with many bricks.
This locus is probably associated with the
di sturbed f1oor, locus 33.02.013, Or
33.04.005 and 33.04.019 is related to the
same event which disrupted the floor.

Note: There are no structural remains or
wood stains, but just at this level there
is a di fference between the soil in 33.02
and 33.04. When the units were leveled
this was marked by a perfectly straight
north/south sol1 interface along the 1tne
of the stone floor. i.e., the line between
the units.

33.04.020 (F 24.1) A 1 1/2 to 7 1/4 inch thick light
reddish/grey/brown sil ty sand strip along
the north wall of the uni t. Thi s loeus may
be rel ated to 33.04.007 as part of the
builder's trench for the brick buttress.

33.04.021 (F 25.1 ) A 7 to 12 3/4 inch 1ayer of dark brown
silty sand with brick. mortar. and rocks;
probably part of the buil ders I trench for
the east wall.

33.04.022 Thi s locus represents four sma11 chareoa 1
lenses. about 3/4 inches thick and 12 to 15
inches across. in the south-central area of
the, unit. These lenses occur at the top of
33.04.023.

33.04.023 A 1 1/4 to 4 3/4 inch layer of light
yellOW/brown silty sand occurring in the
central and southwest part of the unit.

A 1 1/2 to 4 3/4 inch thi ck stri p of dark
grey/brown sil ty sand occurri ng in an
irregul ar pattern in the northeast part of

33.04.024
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Locus number Identification

the unit; several small stones were
resting in a manner suggesting that
they slipped into a space. It was
assumed that thi s locus is a rodent
burrow.

33.04.025 A 1 1/4 to 2 3/4 inch layer of
red/brown st 1ty sand and orange sand
in the northwest area of the unit.
This locus may be related to 33.02.010
and should therefore be combined with
33.04.027.

33.04.026 (F 26.1)

33.04.027 (F 24-1)

A 2 1/2 to 3 inch lens
brown/grey sil ty sand in the
corner of the unit,
associated with 33.02.005,
segment.

A 3 1/4 to 6 1/2 inch layer of coarse
orange sand in the west and central
part of the unit outside the wall
remnant between 33.03 and 33.04- This
locus should probably be combined with
33.04.025.

of light
southwest
possibly

the wall

33.04.028 A. 1 to 3 inch 1ayer of yellow/brown
silty sand contained within a
trough-shaped area of decomposed wood.
It was impossible to tell if the wood
stains represented a curved Or
centrally compressed pl ank or a bottom
plank with two thin side planks , One
piece of metal and several nail s were
associated.
Note: The wood probably runs
north/south with the curve going
east/west; the southern 1 imi t of the
wood is directly on the 33.03/33.04
unit line. There is a structural
di fference in the east wall along the
line between the units.

33.04.029 Th;s locus represents a 1 1/2 to 2
1/2 ;nch deposi t found ins; de a broken
ceramic vessel which rests on the
33.03/33.04 unit line (see locus
33.03.012) •

33.04.030 A 3 3/4 to 4 inch
yellow/brown grey clayey

1ayer of
sil ty sand
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Locus number Identification

with ash and charcoal occurring inside
the vessel on the 33.03/33.04 line
(see locus 33.04.029).

Note: At the bottom of thi s 1evel it
was found that the mouth of the vessel
was facing down; in the circle of soil
visible through the mouth, two
distinct soils were noted. The
distinction bisected the circle
east/west. exactly on the unit
boundary between 33.03 and 33.04. The
part of the vessel in 33.03 seems to
be sitting on the grey living surface;
the part in 33.04 is on a soil
associated with the wall remnant (see
33.04.031).

33.04.031 (F26.l) A 1/4 to 1 1/2 inch layer of grey/
yell ow/brown sil ty sand among the
rocks of the wall remnant.

33.04.032 (F26.l) A 1/4 to 1 i neh layer of 1i ght grey
sandy sil t with ash and charcoal
flecks among the rocks of the wall
remnant.

33.04.033 (F27.1) A 1/4 to 12 inch 1ayer of brown/grey
sil ty sand scarped after repeated
freezi ng and thawi ng. Thi s locus is
probably the grey living surface.

This locus represents the stones of
the wall remnant and the light grey
sandy silt around the base of the
stones. The grey sandy sil twas
approximately 3 inches thick. The
stones may be sitting on the grey
living surface. Feature 27.

33.04.034 {F25.1)

33.04.035 (F2a.1) A 1/4 to 1 inch layer of
reddish-orange sand in the northwest
and north-central part of the unit.
There was a color di fference between
thi s loeus and the orange sand under
the stones of the wall remnant, but
this locus may be the top of the
orange surface, Feature 28, and
possibly should be combined with
33.04.037.
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Locus number Identification
33.04.036 (F25.1) J1. 1/4 ; nch to 9 inch 1ayer of dark

brown/black silty sand along the
eastern edge of the unit. This locus
is probably part of the builders'
trench for the east wall.

33.04.037 A. 1 to 9 1/4 inch layer of rusty-red
sand with patches of grey si1t and
possible wood chip stains. This layer
covers the whole unit except the
eastern builders' trench. This locus
is the orange surface (with
33.04.036). (Not considered feature
for this analysis).
This locus represents a test trench 33
1/4 to 43 1/2 inches deep running
east/west along the 33.03/33.04 unit
line. 50% was screened.

33.04.038

33.04.039 A 2 to 7 1/2 ineh 1ayer of 1ight and
medium grey banded ashy silty sand
covering the entire unit except the
east builders' trench outside the test
trench. This locus was possibly
associated with 33.09.011.

33.04.040 This locus represents a lens of burned
wood, possibly the bottom of a barrel,
in 1ight yellow/tan silty sand. The
locus was from 3/4 to 2 1/2 ; nches
thick and was within the banded grey
(see 33.04.039).

33.04.041 (F25.1) A 6 1/2 to 10 inch layer of red/brown
silty sand along the east wall of the
unit, possibly part of the bu11ders'
trench.

33.04.042 A 1/4 to 1 1/4 inch thick lens of
charcoal covering the entire central
portion of the unit.

33.04.043 A 5 to 9 3/4 inch layer of grey,
brown, and white banded silty sand
covering the entire unit outside -the
east buildersl trench and the test
trench. This locus is probably the
same as 33.04.039.
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Locus number Identification

33.04.044 Thi s locus i ncl uded
charcoal within
thickness ranged
inches.

three pockets of
33.04.043. The

from 1 3/4 to 5

33.04.045 Thi s Iocus represented the removal of
a baulk in the southwest corner of the
unit.

Unit 33.05 (521 NF)

33.05.001 A 1 3/4 to 5 inch layer of mixed brown
and grey sandy silt with rubb1e. Thi s
locus is the same stratum as
33.07.001.

33.05.002 A 3/4 to 5 inch 1 ayer of mixed
and grey sandy silt with rubble.
locus is the same stratum
33.07.001.

brown
This

as

33.05.003 A 6 1/2 to 20 inch 1ayer of coal and
cinder with some grey and tan silty
sand. Thi s locus is the same as
33.07.003. It is deepest around the
eastern part of the privy wall.

A 3 to 7 inch layer of orange/yellow
sand and pebbles~ deepest along the
inside of the eastern part of the
privy wall.

A 1/4 to 3/4 inch layer of decomposing
wood in the eastern portion of the
unit.

33.05.004

33.05.005 (Fl1.1)

33.05.006 (F12.1) A 1/4 inch to 1/2 inch layer of long
and short wood pl anks all hori zontally
contiguous but with the grain of some
pieces running north/south and others
east west. This locus is probably the
same as 33.06.002.

33.05.007 (F6.1 ) A 6 1/2 to 13 inch layer of brown
sil ty sand inside the privy running in
a thin east/west band against the
north wall of the unit. Possible
builders' trench for wall.

33.05.008 A 6 1/2 inch layer of brown sandy silt
with mortar in the southwest corner of
the unit.
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33.05.009 This locus represented a layer of
stones in yell ow/brown sandy sil t and
is 10 to 24. 1/2 inches thick. Thi s
layer is probably the same stratrum as
33.05.001; but with stones from the
collapsed top of the privy wall.

A 3 3/4 to 15 inch layer of dark brown33.05.010
to bl acl< sil ty loam among
of the western part of
stones. This locus is
stratum as 33.07.006.

the stones
the privy
the same

33.05.011 (F2.1) A 12 to 16 inch layer of brown/yellow
and black silty sand inside the privy.
This locus is the same stratum as
33.07.002.
A 3 1/2 to 6 3/4 inch thick lens of
grey/brown sandy silt with collapsed
privy wall stones in the eastern
section of the privy.

A 1 to 4 inch 1ayer of black/brown
silt inside the privy. This locus is
the same stratum as 33.07.007.

33.05.012 (F2.!)

33.05.013 (F2.1)

33.05.014 (F2.1) A 1 1/2 to 7 1/2 inch layer of
red/yell ow and brown sil ty sand inside
the privy. The highest area is a
strip along the ins; de of the eastern
secti on of the pri vy wall. Thi s 1ocus
is the same stratum as 33.07.008.
A 4 1/2 to 10 inch layer of grey/brown
sand with some brown sil t and cinder
in the eastern portion of the privy.
This locus is possibly the same
stratum as 33.07.010.
A 6 1/2 to 12 inch thick lens of

bl ack/brown sf 1t with charcoal and
1arge cal ci ferous 1umps. Thi s loeus
occurs in the privy and appears fi rst
along the inside of the privy wall.
It is the same stratum as 33.07.012.
A 1 to 5 1/2 1ayer of dark brown sil t
and clayey silt with an organic
component and pi eces of mortar. Thi s
is the same stratum as 33.07.009.

33.05.015 (F2.1)

33.05.016 (F2.1)

33.05.017 (F2.1)
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Locus number Identification

33.05.018 (F2.l) An 8 1/2 to 9 inch layer of light grey
and brown sand and sandy sil t in the
center of the privy surrounded by
stratum 33.05.019.

A 13 1/2 to 17 3/4 inch layer of grey
to black/brown silt with cinder and
ash appeari ng f1 rst and last along the
ins1de of the privy wall with a wider
distribution in the middle of the
locus. Thi s locus is the same stratum
as 33.07.015.

33.05.019 (F2.2)

33.05.020 (F2.2) A 3 1/4 to 5 1/2 1 ayer of orange and
tan sand and sil t wi th charcoal in the
center of the privy. This is the same
locus as 33.07.016.
A 1 1/4 to 10 1/2 inch layer of dark
grey/brown to black clayey silt inside
the privy. Thi sis the same stratum
as 33.07.017.

33.05.021 (F2.2)

33.05.022 (F2.2) A 1 1/4 to 9 3/4 inch 1ayer of dark
grey/brown to black clayey silt inside
the pri vy . Thisis the same stratum
as 33.07.018.

A 1/4 to 5 3/4 inch 1ayer of dark
grey-brown sil ty sand with orange sand
mottling. This locus occurs inside
the privy with the deepest area along
the insi de of the priVy wall. It is
the same stratum as 33.07.019.

33.05.023 (F2.2)

33.05.0~4 (F2.2) A 1 1/4 to 3 3/4 inch 1ayer of dark
brown and red/brown silty sand with
pockets of pure grey sand. This is
the same stratum as 33.07.020.

33.05.025 (F2.2) This locus represented an artifact
concentration associ.ated with the dark
brown and grey cl ayey silt inside the
privy. This is the same stratum as
33.07.021 although it appears first at
a higher elevation in unit 33.05.

This locus represents a layer of three
small sheets of metal with the
associated orange sand and grey silt
which underl ay the wood pl anks of
locus 33.05.006 in the northeastern
part of the unit.
290
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Locus number Identification
33.05.027 A 3/4 inch to 3 1/2 inch layer of dark

brown to black silt with some grey
sand and rubble in the northeast
section of the unit under the wood and
metal of loci 33.05.006 and 33.05.026.
Thi s locus may be the same stratum as
33.06.004.

33.05.028 A 1 to 4 inch layer of grey silty sand
with some black/brown silty sand in
the north. This locus occurs outside
the privy and may be part of
33.05.027.

33.05.029 A 1 1/4 to 4 3/4 inch thick strip of
grey/brown silt running east/west in
the center of the eastern portion of
the unit outside the privy.

33.05.030 An 11 to 15 inch layer of orange silt
and sand with some brown silt in the
southeast corner of the unit.

33.05.031 A 1/4 to 12 1/2 inch layer of brown
and grey sand and si1t found in the
southwest corner of the unit outside
the privy.
A 10 to 19 ;nch 1ayer of dark brown
sandy silt in the northeast portion of
the unit.

33.05.032

33.05.033 This locus represented five courses of
stones from the privy wall and the
associated dark grey/brown 51 ightly
sandy s11t , This locus was
approximately 41 to 49 inches thick.

33.05.034 A 7 to 11 3/4 inch 1ayer of dark grey
slightly sandy silt in the southwest
corner of the unit.

33.05.035 A 1/4 to 2 3/4 inch 1ayer of
yellow/brown sandy silt with some
orange mattling in the easten portiOn
of the unit; it sloped considerably
towards the west.

33.05.036 A 1/2 to 8 1/2 inch 1ayer of
yellow/tan silt with same brown
mottling found in the eastern portiOn
of the unit and thickest along the
east unit wall.
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Locus number Identification
33.05.037 This locus represented a clearly defined

area of brown silty sand within locus
33.05.036. It was trapezoidal in plan, had
distinet boundaries in profile, and may be
a posthole. Not considered a feature for
this analysis.
A 1/4 to 4 inch layer of orange/brown
slightly silty sand in the eastern portion
of the unit. This stratum is looser and
more rubble-filled towards the south.

33.05.038

33.05.039 A 4 1/2 to 10 inch layer of grey/brown
sandy silt with some clay occurring
adjacent to the exterior of the privy wall.

33.05.040 A 3/4 to 4 3/4 inch layer of tan to
yellow/brown slightly silty sand in the
southeast corner of the unit.

33.05.041 A 1/4 to 1 1/4 inch layer of orange sand in
the northeast portion of the unit.

33.05.042 A 1 1/4 to 5 1/2 inch layer of light brown
sand in the east-central portion of the
unit. with one deep pocket along the north
wall.
A 1/4 to 6 inch 1ayer of grey/brown sandy
silt, appearing first in the east-central
portion and speading over the whole eastern
part of the unit.

33.05.043

33.05.044 This loeus represented
area of privy wall for
corner of the unit and
various soils, It was
20 inches in thickness.

the removal of the
safety in the south
included stones and
approximately 16 to
25% was screened.

33.05.045 A 1 1/2 to 5 1/2 inch layer of grey/ brown
silty sand in the southeast corner of the
unt t ,
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33.05.046 A 3/4 to 43/4 inch layer of grey/
brown silty loam. This locus was an
III"-shaped strip runni ng south from
.the north wan, turni ng mid-unit and
running into the east wall.

A 17 to 30 inch layer of clayey silt
with some red clay and grey sand.
'This locus covered the eastern part of
the unit and included charcoal and
small pieces of wood, with ash in the
northeast corner.

33.05.047

33.05.048 A 6 1/2 to 9 inch 1ayer of grey to
1i ght brown coarse sandy sil t
occurri ng ina stri p along the south
wan of the uni t (part of a possibl e
builders' trench. but not considered
so for the artifact analysis).

33.05.049 This locus represents the removal of
two to three courses of privy wall
stones (the courses were not regul ar)
and associated dark grey cl ay and
si 1t. The locus was approximately 15
1/2 to 17 1/2 inches thick.

A11/2 to 3 inch 1ayer of grey and
brown sil t in the southwest corner of
the unit outside the privy.

33.05.050

33.05.051 A 5 1/4 to a inch layer of grey/brown
c1 ayey sil t in the eastern part of the
unit.

33.05.052 (F57.1) An 8 1/4 to 10 inch layer of dark grey
and brown s1 ightly si1 ty cl ay ins; de
the remains of the barrel to the east
of the privy.

33.05.053 (FI4.1) A 10 to 15 inch 1ayer of light grey
sandy si1 t wi th cl ay. Thi s 1DCUS
occurred along the south wall of the
unit; a possible builders' trench.

33.05.054 (F2.2) A 2 1/2 to 7 1/4 inch layer of
brown/black clayey silt occurring in a
strip running along the inside of the
privy wall.
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I 33.05.055 (F57.l)

I
I 33.05.056

I 33.05.057

I
I 33.05.058

I 33.05.059

I 33.05.060

I 33.05.061

I
33.05.062 (F2.9)

I (33.07.023)

I 33.05.063

I
33.05.064 (F2.0)

I (33.07.024)

I 33.05.065

I
I

Identification
This locus represented the wood and

metal of the walls of the barrel to
the east of the privy (parts of this
locus, including the bottom of the
barrel, were taken out after 33.05.067
was excavated).
A 2 to 2 1/2 inch 1ayer of red/brown
and grey sandy silt and clay silt
along the eastern edge of the unit.
A 1 to 2 1/4 inch
clayey si1tin
portion of the
barrel.

1ayer of dark grey
the east-central

unit outside the

A 2 3/4 to 6 1/2 inch 1ayer of dark
brown/black silty sand in the
east-central portion of the unit.
A 3 to 7 1/4 inch layer of tan clay in
the northeast corner of the unit.
A 3 to 6 3/4 inch layer of dark
brown/bl ack siltin the northeast
corner of the unit.
A 4 to 4 3/4 inch layer of red/brown
and grey sand in the eastern portion
of the unit, with two areas of wood in
the northeast corner.

A 10 3/4 to 15 inch
and wood fragments
Probably original
screened.

layer of grey clay
inside the privy.

1andfill . 50%

A 2 1/2 to 5 1/2 inch thick strip of
grey/brown silt running along the
outside of the barrel.

A 5 to 6 1/2 inch 1ayer of 1ight grey
sand with shell inside the privy.
Probably original landfill.
A 2 3/4 to 3 3/4 inch 1ayer of black
sand and decomposi n9 wood in the
northeast corner of the unit.
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Locus number Identification

33.05.066 A 2 to 2 3/4 inch 1ayer of dark brown
sil t wi th wood running along the south
wall of the unit. This was poss'tbl y
part of a buil ders I trench; but not
consi dered so for the arti fact
analysi s,

33.05.067 (F57.1) A 1/2 to 6 3/4 inch layer of
grey/brown silt inside the barrel.

A 1 to 4 inch thick circular lens of
dark grey/black clayey silt with
decomposing wood chips or leaves; in
the northeast corner of the unit;
beneath barrel; possibly original
1andfi 11 •

A 1/2 to 3/4 inch layer of yellow/
green cl ay wi th decomposi ng wood chi ps
or 1eaves; in the northeast corner of
the unit.

33.05.068 (F57.9)

33.05.069

33.05.070 A 6 to a 3/4 inch layer of black silt
wi th wood chtos or 1eaves; in the
southeast portion of the unit. 50%
screened.

33.05.071 An a 3/4 to 19 3/4 inch thick strip of
alternating yellow clay; black silt;
and highly compressed pieces of WOOd
or 1eaves. Thi s locus occurred along
the eastern' part of the north wall of
the unit in a well-defined rectangul ar
area.

Unit 33.06 (521 NF)
33.06.001 A j to 9 inch layer of mixed soil

di sturbed by backhoe stri ppi n9 or
blacktop. Not screened.

A 1/4 inch to 8 1/2 inch layer of wood
pl anks running east/west and metal
sheets in a combination of grey and
brown/orange s11 ty sand possibly
associated with 33.05.005 and
33.05.006.

33.06.002 (Fa.!)

33.06.003 A test trench in the eastern portion
of the uni t 60 inches deep taken out
in five 12 inch levels. Not screened.
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Locus number Identification

33.06.004 (F9.l) A 5 to 16 1/2 inch layer of dark grey
sandy 5il t in the western section of
the unit. The deepest part of the
locus was in the southwest corner of
the unit. This locus is the same
stratum as 33.05.004. Soil below
wooden floor.

33.06.005 A 1 to 6 inch layer of brown silty
fi ne sand. 50% of thi 5 locus was
screened.

33.06.006 A 2 to 15 inch layer of black/brown
silty sand with cinder and rubble.
The deepest area was in the eastern
part of the area excavated, inside the
remai ns of a possibl e barrel. Though
the barrel wood was decomposed, the
ri ngs were recovered and removed with
this locus. 50% was screened.

33.06.007 A 1 1/2 to 6 inch 1ayer of rust and
charcoal in a brown/bl ack sandy sil t
matrix. This locus was to the west of
the barrel. 50% was screened.

33.06.008 (F7.l) A 2 to 4 1/2 inch layer of yellow clay
inside the barrel. 50% was screened.

33.06.009 A 5 to 9 1/2 inch deep strip of brown
sandy si 1t around the outsi de of the
barrel. The configuration of this
locus resembled a builders trench.
50% was screened.

33.06.012 (F 10.1)

A 3 to 61/2 inch layer of yellowl
orange cl ay wi th some pockets of brown
silt. This locus is associated with
the brick pl atfonn found in this unit.
33.01. and 33.03 (see locus
33.06.012), 50 percent was screened.

A 2 1/2 to 5 1/4 inch layer of brown
sandy silt inside the barrel (not
considered part of feature).

A 4 to 5 inch layer of tan sand around
the bricks of the pl atfonn associated
wi th 33.01.005, 33.01.007 and
33.03.015.

33.06.010

33.06.011
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Unit 33.07 (522 NF)

Locus number Identification

33.07.001 A 5 to 14 3/4 inch layer of brown and
grey silty sand with rubble. This
locus included nineteenth-century
cultural material and is probably the
same stratum as locus 33.05.001. Not
screened.

33.07.002 A 2 to 21 1/2 inch 1ayer of yell ow
silt and sand deepest in the northeast
corner of the uni t (in the center of
the pr ivy) . Thi s locus conta ined
eighteenth and nineteenth-century
cul tural material and is the same
stratum as locus 33.05.011 (not
included in feature analysis).

A 4 3/4 inch 1ayer of coal and ci nder
in the northeast corner of the uni t
inside the privy. This locus is the
same stratum as 33.05.003.

33.07.003

33.07.004 A 7 1/2 inch layer of brown silty sand
wi th charcoal and some grey mottl ing.
This locus is associated with the
exterior privy wall in the southeast
area of the unit, and is the same
stratum as 33.05.010.

33.07.005 This locus represented the removal of
the first layer of stones from the
privy wall and incl uded a combination
of yellow/brown and dark brown sand
and silt with rubble among them. This
porti on of the wall was di sturbed. It
is the same stratum as 33.05.009.

33.07.006 A 2 to 9 inch 1ayer of dark brown to
bl ack sl ightly sandy sil t in the
southwes t corner of the unit outs ide
the privy. Tn; s loeus may be part of
33.07.004 associated with the
disturbance of the wall and is
therefore probably the same stratum as
33.05.010.

33.07.007 (F 2.1) A 15 1/2 inch layer of black and light
grey sandy silt inside the pr ivy ,
This is probably the same stratum as
33.05.013.
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Locus number Identifi cati on

33.0l.008 (F 2.1) A 3 1/2 to 8 1/4 inch layer of
red/brown sandy silt inside the privy.
This locus is the same stratum as
33.05.014.

33.07.009 (F 2.1) A 1/2 to 3 1/4 inch layer of brown to
black sandy silt in the center of the
privy. This locus is possibly the
same stratum as locus 33.05.017.

33.07.010 (F 2.1) A 1 3/4 to 2 1/4 inch layer of grey
silty sand in the northeast portion of
the unit inside the privy. This locus
is possibly the same stratum as
33.05.015.

33.07.011 (F 2.1) A 1 3/4 to 4 1/2 inch layer of tan and
red si1 t with pockets of dark brown
silty sand inside the privy.

A 5 3/4 to 6 1/2 inch layer of black
and white charcoal and silty sand with
large calciferous lumps inside the
privy. This is the same stratum as
33.05.016.

33.07.012 (F 2.1)

33.07.013 (F 2.1) A 1 1/4 to 5 1/2 inch thick 1ens of
brown to bl ack s11t in the northwest
corner of the unit inside the privy.

33.07.014 (F 2.1) A 7 1/2 to 8 3/4 inch 1ayer of grey
and orange/brown cinders and rust
i nsi de the privy. rhi s locus is the
same stratum as 33.05.018.

A 6 1/4 to 13 1/4 inch layer of
grey/bl ack sil t. Thi s locus appears
first only along the inside of the
privy walland then spreads across the
interior of the privy. It is the same
stratum as 33.05.019.

33.07.015 (F 2.2)

33.07.016 (F 2.2) A 5 inch layer of orange and tan sandy
sil t wi th charcoal incl us; ons in the
center of the privy. Thi s locus is
the same as 33.05.020.

33.07.017 (F ·2.2) A 5 1/2 inch layer of grey and tan
sandy silt with some brown silt
patches inside the privy. This locus
is the same as 33.05.021.
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Locus number Identification

33.07.018 (F 2.2) A 2 1/2 to 7 1/4 inch 1ayer of dark
grey/brown silty clay with some sand
inside the privy. This locus is the
same stratum as 33.05.022.

33.07.019 (F 2.2) A 1/4 to 2 inch layer of dark
grey/brown sand with orange sand
mottling. The lower part of this
locus was only along the inside of the
pri vy wall and is the same stratum as
33.05.023.

33.07.020 (F._2 ..2) A 1/2 to 1, 1/2 inch layer of
brown/black and red/brown si 1ty sand
and pure sand inside the privy. This
t ocus is the same stratum as
33.05.024.

33.07.021 (F 2.2) Thi s locus insi de the privy
represented an artifact concentration
and the associated brown, black, and
grey silts. This locus is the same
stratum as 33.05.025.

33.07.022
33.07.023

Unit 33.09 (522 NF)

33.09.001

(See 33.05.054)

(See 33.05.062)

A 1 1/2 to 2 inch 1ayer of dark brown
sandy silt with mortar. 50 percent
was screened.

33.09.002 (F 4.1)
(33.09.002.06 and
33.09.00.07) A 36 to 39 inch 1ayer of dark brown

sil ty sand with some mortar and burned
rock. The deepest area was within the
cistern walls (33.09.002.06 and
33.09.009.07). 25 % was screened.

33.09.003 A 1 to 1 1/2 inch 1ayer of fine 1ight
grey sand in the northeast corner of
the uni t.

33.09.004 A 3/4 to 1 1/4 inch thick lens of
pinkish-yellow mortar along the
northern part of the eastern unit
wa11. Thi s locus was not sc reened.
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I
I Locus number

I 33.09.005

I 33.09.006 (F 4.2)

I
I

33.09.007 (F 4.3)

I
I

33.09.008
I
I 33.09.009 (F 29.1)

I
I 33.09.010 (F 28.1)

I 33.09.011

I
I
I
I
I-
I

Identification

Thi s locus represented the removal of
a baul k 1eft along the eastern wall of
the unit. Not screened.

A 12 to 13 inch layer of red sand with
patches of dark brown sil ty sand and
one burned patch along the eastern"
1imit of the uni t excavated insi de the
stone ci stern. Thi s locus changed
gradually to a grey/brown cl ayey sil t
and sand. 25 % was screened.

A 10 to 14 inch 1ayer of grey/brown
clayey silt with some sand inside the
ci stern. Thislayer ended on a
stratum of soil which probably was the
remains of the broken bottom of the
cistern. 25 % was screened.

A 20 to 22 inch 1ayer of 1i ght brown
si 1ty sand with rubbl e south of the
cistern. 25 % was screened.

A 10 inch 1ayer of dark brown sandy
silt along the outside of the southern
cistern wall. This locus was probably
the builders' trench for the cistern
(see 33.01.004 and 33.02.011). 25
t was screened.

A 1 to 2 inch layer of orange sand in
the southern part of the unit outside
the ct stern. Thi s may be part of the
orange living surface.

A 5 to 8 inch layer of grey/brown
silty sand with white clayey silt.
Thi s locus appeared to be the top of
the banded grey found in all four
units inside the backyard area of lot
33. 25 % was screened.
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LOT 33, Deeptest 33.8 e170 Front Street)

Unit 33.8 (523 NF)
Locus number Identification

33.08.001 Removal of approximately 77 inches of
demolition debris down to ·a concrete
f1oar. No samples taken.

33.08.002
Level 1: Dark brown and grey brown si 1ty sand

with wood fragments between 18 and 30
inches below the concrete floor.
Approximately . 12 inches below the
floor a square wooden post (6 inches
wide) was uncovered along the east
wall of the trench. Full sampling
began at this level.

Dark brown and grey brown si1 ty sand
with stones 31 to 43 inches below the
concrete floor. The edge of a
cribbing structure was found 'in and
along the east wall and running into
the north wall. The structure ran in
a NW/SE direction and was later
di scovered to be the port si de of a
ship.

Dark green/brown, to grey s i1 ty sand 44
to 56 inches below the concrete f1oar.
Thi s 1evel contained both yellow and
red brick.

Level 2:

Level 3:

Level 4: Dark green/b rown to grey s 11ty sand
with stones and rubble 54 to 66 inches
below the concrete f1 oar. Ttlis locus
contained yellow brick as well as some
red brick.

Level 5: Grey/brown to dark brown sand with
some si 1t and ye 11ow and red bri ck 66
to 78 inches below the concrete fl oor ,

Grey/brown to dark brown sand with
yellow and red brick. 78 to 90 inches
below the concrete floor.

level 6:

Level 7: Grey silty sand with shell and
pebbles, 92 to 104 inches below the
concrete floor.
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I
I Locus number

I Level 8:

I Level 9:

I Level 10:

I Level 11:

I Level 12:

I 33.08.003

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Identification

Grey silty sand and sandy silt with yellow
brick and small red brick fragments and
small stones. Approximately 104 to 116
inches below the concrete floor.

Dark grey clayey silt 116 to 128 inches
below the cone rete f1oar.

Dark grey clayey silt with wood 128 to 140
inches below the concrete floor.

Dark grey cl ayey sil t with wood 140 to 152
inches below the concrete floor.

Clayey silt with large boulders 152 to 164
inches below the concrete floor. This was
the last locus excavated from the test.

Wood sampl es of the furri ng on the shi piS
hull.
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LOT36 (164 Front Street)

Because it was assumed that the backyard would have undergone too much
destruction as a result of the construction of the deep basement fioor, the
basement area' of Lot 36 was not tested. Therefore, only one unit, outsi de
the basement area, was excavated.

On November 13, Unit 1 was established in the northwest corner of Lot 36.
Thi s 1ocati on was chosen because the 1867 Perri s and Browne Insurance Map
indicated a small, walled off area adjacent to the main structure. With the
removal of the twentieth-century demolition debris, it became apparent that
Unit 1 was a rectangular mortared brick cistern approximately 48 inches wide
by 64 inches long (see opening map, Figure 3.59). The cistern walls
consi sted of one course of brick laid against the wall s of Lots 14, 35, and
36. The bricks forming the cistern were faced with three distinct layers of
quarter-inch thick mortar. The layering may indicate an initial sealing and
two subsequent repairs.

The fi rst locus within the ci stern consi sted of approximately 50 to 55
inches of the demolition debris mentioned above; this was removed with the
backhoe. The first hand-excavated stratum was a tan sand with brick rubbl e
approximately 12 inches thick. This locus was the remainder of the
demolition debris.

The next level encountered was a thick deposi t of green/brown sandy sil t
that included areas of tan sandy silt, red brick rubble, and large mortar
deposits. The mortar appeared to be the facing from either the wall s or
f1oar of the ci stern. The cul tural materi al recovered indicated a
mid-nineteenth-century deposition.

This was followed by a thin layer of brown silty sand with lenses of
brown sil t and brick and mortar. Belo'fl thi s deposi t was a 10-; neh 1ayer of
green/brown sandy si 1t al so wi th brick and mortar. The remainder of the
br; ck fl oor of the ei stern was exposed within thi s 1Deus at approximately 66
1/2 inches below datum. It had apparently been deliberately broken through
before the feature was fill ed in, possibly to recover materi al s such as brick
to be used again in another construction, or possibly to pennit water to
drain. Floor remains were located along an four cistern walls. The floor
consisted of a 2 to 3 inch layer of mortar that covered a layer of red brick.
The floor, in turn, rested on two fl agstone supports at approximately 72 1/2
inches below datum. These supports were sitting on wooden planks located
under the north and south cistern walls. .

Below the walls of the cistern was a grey/brown sandy silt Which may have
been a transitional 1evel above original 1andfill. This was the matrix into
which the cistern wall supports were built. Below this, original landfill
was identified as a grey/brown sandy silt with brown silt, coarse sand and
wood chips (36.01.006).

As a test , excavation continued beyond this 1evel of 1andfill and was
followed by a grey coarse sand with brown silt (36.01.009). At the bottom of
the first level of this new locus, water-worn pebbles and wood fragments were
encountered. Since flooding was causing the walls of the unit to co'lLapse , a
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shovel test was dug to determine the depth of the 1evel. At a depth of 119
inches below datum, this test indicated that.tne grey coarse sand continued.
This was the last deposit excavated in the cistern.

With the removal of the loci below the cistern floor and its supports,
two sets of wooden "spr-ead-footers" were exposed. Below the support plank
for the north cistern wall was a large squared-off timber running east/west.
This rested on two layers of thick planks running north/south which, in turn,
sat on another 1arge squared-off timber running east/west. Thi s campl ex may
have served as spread-footers for the north wall of Lot 36 (as was initially
identified in the field). It may also have been constructed for use in the
landbuilding process (see Landfill, Chapter 5).

The wooden construction below the south cistern wall was somewhat
different. While it consisted of a large squared-off timber running
east/west on large planks running north/south. this construction was lighter
than that previously mentioned and probably functioned as spread-footers for
a wall. Unlike the heavier construction beneath the north wall. these wooden
beams did not appear to be part of the landfill process (see Figure 3.60).
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Figure 3.59
175 WATER STREET
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.Figure 3.60
175 WATER STREET
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LOT36 Architectural and Fill Loci

Unit 36.0

Locus number

36.0.001

Unit 36.01

Locus number (NF 525)

(F 1.1)36.01.001

36.01.002

36.01.003

36.01.004

36.01.005

(F 1.1)

(F 1.1)

'.• _ • c

(F 1.1)
• 1 _

: ..... '

(F 1.2)

Identification

The removal of the twentieth-century
destruction debris that covered the
entire lot.

Identification

Thi s locus was a 1ayer of tan sand
with inclusions of brick rubble. It
covered the entfre surface of the
excavation unit and contained cul tural
material from the first to the last
quarter of the nineteenth century.

Thi s locus was a 23 inch 1ayer of
green/brown sandy silt with inclusions
of tan sandy siltt red brickt and
mortar rubbl e. It was located below
loci 36.01.001 and 36.01.003. The
locus contained cultural material from
the first to the 1ast quarter of the
nineteenth century.

This locus was a 2 inch layer of brown
sandy s11t with i ncl us ions of red
brickt mortar. and lenses of brown
silt. It was located below locus
36.01.001 and contained cultural
material from the first to the last
quarter of the nineteenth century.

A thin layer of green/brown sandy silt
with inclusions of brick and mortar .
It was located below locus 36.01.002
and contained cultural material from
the fi rst hal f of the nineteenth
century.

Thi s loeus was a 1ayer of grey/brown
sandy silt with some brick inclusions.
It was located below locus 36.01.004
and contained cultural material from
the 1ast hal f of the e; ghteenth
century.
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