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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This appendix is provided to give a detailed archaeological analysis of the features and
stratigraphy found during the excavation of the 290 Broadway site. This excludes the
analysis of the African Burial Ground itself, which is reported in Perry et al. 2006.

During the excavation, most of the site was under shelters designed to protect the graves
and provide shelter from the elements. Each area under the shelter structures was given an
alphabetic designation (for example, Structure B). These designations appear in some of the
tield photos. However, since these arbitrary areas did not correspond to areas defined by
historic use, they were not used during the post-field analysis. We mention this to avoid
confusion if one reviews the original field notes.

For the analysis, the 290 Broadway site was divided into five areas that were separated
physically from each other. These included the Southeast Area (SE), the Northeast Area
(NE), the Mid-Block Area (MID), and the Lot 12 Area (Lot 12). The fifth area, Republican
Alley, had no post-Burial Ground features or recognizable activities other than graves, so it
was not included in the analysis of the 290 Broadway component of the African Burial
Ground site. In the database, these areas were entered in the sub-phase field.

Every collection unit was assigned a field catalog number, which then became the laboratory
tracking and catalog number as well. When excavation was by excavation unit, a catalog
number was assigned to each arbitrary level within each stratum. Thus, such collection units
had an excavation unit (EU) number, a stratum number, and a level number: EU10, Stratum
XXX, Level 2 (abbreviated 10-XXX-2). Exceptions occurred when there was just one level,
and then no level number was used. If a feature was being excavated, a feature number was
assigned as well. If a feature was the excavation units, as in the MID area, then catalog
numbers were assigned to strata and level collection units within the feature (abbreviated
F56-XV-2). A field collection unit did not necessarily correspond to an entire stratum within
an excavation unit. In fact, it seldom did. Catalog numbers were also assigned to artifacts
recovered during cleaning or leveling operations within units or features where the strata
were not certain. This procedure of numbering collection units was followed in Lot 12 and
the NE and SE areas and, occasionally, in the MID area where units were used.

The analysis identified features, fill deposits, and surfaces. North American archeologists
define features as “things that cannot be taken back to the laboratory for analysis because
they are actually part of the earth or because moving will alter or destroy them” (Hayden
1993:44-45). Features generally contain things: a pit contains its fill (made of sediment and
artifacts), while a stone wall contains the stones and mortar and any inclusions in the mortar.
Fill deposits are defined as deposits that were used to fill basements or raise the overall level
of each lot to the level of the street. A surface was the original surface of the ground that
received artifacts or a yard surface that developed on top of and in the original ground
surface. Surfaces were particularly important, because the artifacts in the Lot 12 sediments
seemed to be stratified, even though precise, extensive layers could not be separated.

Fill deposits were also composed of multiple strata of distinct sediment layers that served as
collection units. Because of the mechanical removal of the upper deposits, most of the fill
deposits in the different areas belonged to the earliest filling activity and were considered as
one fill deposit.
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Ground surfaces were also affected by mechanical removal in the MID and SE areas. Only
the bottom of the A horizon or the A/B transition remained, as did the B horizon. Because of
the complex horizontal zonation of sediments in the transition and the B horizon, both the
A/B and B deposits were collected by soil stratum, but were considered one deposit for
analytical purposes within each area. In the NE Area and Lot 12, the ground surface was
preserved and excavated by stratum and levels within a stratum. In the NE Area, although
there was variation in the sediments, the deposits were grouped into the ground surface and
the A/B transition. The stratification in Lot 12 was more complex. The uppermost deposit
was a yard surface that lay on top of the original ground surface. The original ground
surface accumulated artifacts for a number of years and could be divided into an upper and
a lower portion, with the upper part of the ground surface containing later artifacts than the
lower portion, which included the A/B interface.

As described in Chapter 2.0 of Volume I, a deposit of artifacts (whether in a feature, fill, or
surface) that analysis suggested had been deposited at one time was designated an analytical
unit (AU). Ground surfaces and fill deposits were given AU numbers over 500. Distinct AUs
in the 500s were also assigned to disturbances, surface and wall cleaning when one could not
be sure where the artifacts came from, and artifacts that were recorded as finds without
provenience. The contents of features were given analytical unit numbers that matched the
number of the feature. This was done to make it easier to know the proveniences of a
particular group of artifacts. Thus, in the main text, the term AU is used most frequently
because the artifacts are discussed as units of analysis. In this appendix, feature numbers are
used in most cases since this appendix is a description of the field results. However, when
describing surfaces, the AU designation is used since the surfaces were not defined in the
field. In the MID area, features were the primary focus of excavation. In the other three
areas, analysis focused on features, surfaces, and fill deposits. Table 1 lists the designations
for the phases, sub-phases, and analytical units used to group events, either temporally,
spatially, or stratigraphically.

Within features, the artifacts from the different strata were compared to see if they
crossmended. The results of this analysis were quite different than at the Five Points site.
Since the archeological features from Five Points reflected a much longer occupation than at
290 Broadway, the archeologists identified a series of analytical strata that were often from
different periods in most of the features. Although the features at 290 Broadway often had
numerous soil deposits that served as collection units, crossmend analysis generally showed
that the contents of each feature were essentially deposited at one time.

We also follow the same presentation order as found in the main text (SE, NE, MID, Lot 12).
After the introduction for each section, the text discusses the dating of the features, surfaces,
and fills, and then describes each feature in detail. We also consider stratigraphic issues.
However, since the ground surface was mostly removed from the MID and SE areas,
stratigraphic issues, except for overlapping features and internal feature stratigraphy, are
limited to the NE and Lot 12.

12
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Table 1. Designations Used for Grouping Events at the 290 Broadway Site

Group Name Description
Phase 6 Twentieth century
5 Late nineteenth century
4 Post-fill features (1806—1860s)
3 Fill of lots
2 1787-1810
1 Pre-Revolution
Sub-Phase NE NE block of units
SE SE block of units
MID Mid-block features
Lot 12 Lot 12
RA Republican Alley
Analytical These are derived from the feature designations assigned in
Unit the field, as well as codes for particular kinds of deposits.
Feature These designations are the original field number. If the
numbers feature was actually composed of a number of events, the
different events were identified by adding a letter suffix to
the feature number. In the field, when features were
sectioned, the artifacts were assigned to a north, south, east,
or west half of the feature. These are not used in the text but
remain unchanged in the catalog database.
509 Disturbance
510 Cleaning surface after bulldozer activity
511 Cleanup of features which includes mixed phases and spot
finds
515 Fill
518 Deposit on intermediate ground surface (IGS)
519 IGS
520 Historic ground surface (HGS)
521 A/B horizon and subsoil

13
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2.0 THE SOUTHEAST AREA
2.1 Introduction

The majority of the Southeast (SE) Area of the site was divided into one large, square grid
with a few extensions, containing twenty-six excavation units (EUs) (Figure 1). To the
northeast of this grid, about 30 feet away, two other units were excavated (EUs 37 and 53),
and to the southeast, about 20 feet away, EUs 30, 48, and 49 were excavated. Within the main
grid, EUs were primarily five-by-five-foot units. Five units were smaller (33, 33E, 34E, 39W,
and 46E); others were larger (31, 32, 35, 36, 38). However, all units were five feet from north
to south on the grid. The units outside of the main grid were sized to fit the field
circumstances. The excavation units were generally shallow. Initially, these units were
excavated to expedite the discovery of burials which might lie underneath. However, in
addition to the discovery of burials (and some unassociated human bone), trenches, pits,
postholes, and modern features were recovered (Figure 1), as well as tens of thousands of
artifacts from the early stoneware potteries in the area. The waste from the potteries
included kiln furniture, kiln bricks, and wasters from vessels ruined during firing.

Analysis of the field and laboratory data identified twenty features (Table 2). Two surface
features are probably related to burial practices, and they were interpreted in the field as
grave markers (F143 and F149). A piece of wood, thought to be part of a broken coffin, was
also given a feature number (F148) in the field. The seventeen non-burial-related features are
analyzed here. The Howard University team has analyzed the burial-related features (Perry
et al. 2006). However, the relationship of specific burials to the non-burial features will be
mentioned as appropriate.

All but three (F140a, F140b and F138) of the seventeen features date to Phase 1. F138 is a
barrel dating to the late nineteenth century. This feature may have been used as a barrel
privy or been related to industrial activities. F140a is a poured-concrete pier and its builders’
trench associated with the construction of the pavilion portion of the proposed 290
Broadway construction (Phase 6). F140b is a builders’” trench along the edge of Elk Street.
This trench is the result both of nineteenth- and twentieth-century foundation excavations.
The material collected from both F140a and F140b dates primarily to Phase 1 and has been
analyzed as such.

Although several of the features overlap each other, which one came first is difficult to
determine from the field data. This was due to a variety of factors. The primary ones were
the intermingled and varied soil color and textures of the soils in the C horizon and the
dense concentration of ceramic waste that inhibited seeing successive features. The irregular
edges of the larger features suggest that multiple features have been included in a feature
number. As discussed in the following section, a tentative sequence can be suggested based
on the presence and absence and relative density of household-related artifacts.

The two features with the highest concentration of pottery waste are Features 139 and 144.
The eastern pit features (F151, F152, and F168) are much smaller and seem to be single-
dumping-episode pits. One of these pits (F168) was defined in the lab through an
examination of the profiles. These pits were excavated into a ground surface with a dense
concentration of ceramic waste products. Much of the pottery waste seems to have been
piled on the surface rather than placed in pits and was found throughout the historic-
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ground-surface sediments. The densest concentration of the waste pile was in two clusters of
units. In the east, east of the concrete pier, EUs 37 and 53 contained slightly over 8,000
artifacts. The second cluster, on the east edge of the large block of units, EUs 32, 33, 34, and
34E (the location of AU144 and AU139), contained almost 11,500 artifacts. The two
concentrations are separated from each other by the modern concrete footer (AU140).
However, the units may be two parts of a larger concentration cut by the footer. If so, the
concentration seems to roughly follow the angle of the property line, as do many other
features in the project area, including F163, a trench.

The linear feature, F163, could have been originally excavated for some other purpose,
perhaps prospecting for clay. Its orientation to the property line reflects the importance of
that line in orienting activity on the landscape. Someone disposed of a half a cow in AU 167.
This feature was cut through a scatter of pottery waste and included domestic trash (a wine
glass and liquor bottle fragments, nails, and other household pottery). In general, domestic
artifacts were rare in the SE Area. Pottery-industry byproducts comprise 98 percent of the
total artifacts from the SE Area.

The field team identified seven postholes (F142, F147, F150, F161, F164, F165, and F166)
within the SE Area, scattered within and outside of the EUs. Although the field team did not
excavate most postholes, all of the SE Area ones were excavated. Three (F142, F147, and
F150) did not have any cataloged artifacts, although field notes indicate that a brick and
piece of kiln furniture were recovered from F150. Thus, these postholes perhaps dated before
the initiation of dumping or were excavated into an area with a low density of kiln debris.
The latter seems unlikely, given the more or less continuous distribution of debris in this
area. However, their location south of the area of concentration is suspicious. There was little
field information on F150, so its nature and time period is uncertain. The other four contain
only material from the ceramic dump. They were dug after the dumping had started.

Some of the posthole features appear to be related to one another because of their size,
location, and depth. The three features F164, F150, and F161 line up roughly parallel to
trench F163 and follow the Van Borsum property line. The distribution of domestic trash
seems to be concentrated north of this possible fence line, as discussed below. However,
such projected fence lines are inconsistent with all maps showing the Van Borsum patent
division in 1788, which is roughly 30 to 50 feet north, or with the angle of the property line.
The relationship of the postholes to the other features is obscure. A piece of wood, thought to
be part of a broken coffin, was also given a feature number (F148) in the field.

Basic information on each feature is presented in Table 2. After a discussion of chronological
information, we present information on each feature.
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Table 2. Feature Descriptions, Southeast Area

Excavated
Feature Center Maximum Size Elevation Depth
No. Function Coordinates Range (amsl TPQ MCD
138  [Barrel 81.0S/253.8E 14x23 1.73-0.50 1.27 1840
139  [lrregular Pit 80.5S/228.0E 11.3x 125 0.15-0.05 0.10 1780 1780*
140a |Footing 67.55/243.5E 10.0 x 10.0 1.09 - (-1.57) 2.66
140b  |Builders’ Trench| 73.0S/257.0E 9.0x3.0 1.00 - (-1.20) 2.10 1820 1814*
142 [Posthole 88.45/232.8E 0.6x0.6 2.75-2.15 0.60
143  |Grave Marker 80.0S/236.8E 05x1.2 1.94-1.69 0.25
144 (lrregular Pit 77.55/236.0E 52x75 1.41-0.46 0.95 1670 1733*
147  [Posthole 72.0S/253.0E 1.0x1.0 0.76 —0.55 0.21
148  [Wood 63.55/253.2E 0.3x1.8 0.24 — (-0.44) 0.68
149  [Grave Marker 74.5S/231.5E 06x1.0 0.67-0.24 0.43
150  [Posthole 72.35/236.5E 0.7x0.7 0.31-0.61 0.30
151 [Pt 62.35/251.3E 0.7x1.0 (-0.40) — (-1.60) 2.00 1762] 1791*
152 |Pit 67.0S/252.9E 11x22 1.00 - (-0.60) 1.60
161  [Posthole 64.2S/253.2E 0.6x0.6 (-0.10) - (-1.70) 1.80
163  [Trench 69.75/226.6E 2.6 x16.0 1.46 -0.13 1.33 1762 1757
164  [Posthole 77.0S/224.4E 0.8x0.9 0.51-0.06 0.45
165 [Posthole 78.4S/219.8E 0.7x0.7 0.89-0.74 0.15
166  [Posthole 77.4S/245.5E 12x11 0.97 - (-0.17) 1.14
167  [lrregular Pit 64.55/230.0E 3.5x10.0 1.24-0.25 0.99 1762] 1772*
168  [lrregular Pit 62.2S/253.6E 04x2.3 0.20 - (-0.60) 0.80 1720] 1763*

* Less than 10 sherds.

2.2 Dating

There is relatively little stratigraphic information from this area. Several features overlap, but
the complexity of the sediments in the C horizon, the mixing from pit excavation, and the
focus on finding grave shafts resulted in puzzles rather than a stratigraphic sequence.
However, a combination of datable ceramics and differences in the kinds of artifacts in
features allows us to designate features as early or late.

Some features that contained mostly Phase 1 material were disturbed by later events.
AU140b is the builders’ trench associated with the 1899 rebuilding of the foundation wall for
the Elm Street side of Lot 22. A five-story brick building with a 17- to 20-foot basement was
constructed (Ingle et al. 1989:96). This activity and the associated builders’ trench (AU140b)
account for the disturbed nature of the deposit in EUs 37 and 53 in Lot 22. The uppermost
layers were a mix of ceramic kiln furniture wasters and mid- and late-nineteenth-century
artifacts. Included in these was an American Flying Eagle Cent that was manufactured
between 1857 and 1858.

The total number of sherds from intact deposits with defined beginning and end dates in the
SE Area, mostly refined tablewares, is 55 out of over 30,000. All of the early features in the SE
Area have more than 93 percent stoneware (Table 3). The analysis of the ceramics suggests
that the features fall into two groups based on the number of non-salt-glazed stonewares,
which are all placed in the industrial group. In Group A, six analytical units have creamware
(0.09 to 1.45%); of these, three have pearlware (0.12 to 0.33%). In this group of features with
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creamware, four have white salt-glazed stoneware and three have oriental export porcelain,
three have tin-glazed earthenware, and three have slipware. The MCD based on these
ceramics is 1768. The TPQ is 1780. Three pearlware sherds occur in the top of F139. Of the
two in AU521, one was found during surface cleaning in EU42, and the other in what seems
to be a small intrusion into the surrounding sterile soils. The post-1780 sherds make up
about 12 percent of the total dateable sherds. However, after analysis some of these sherds
were assigned to others contexts.

Table 3. Percent of Ceramic Ware Groups by SE Area Phase 1 Analytical Units

Feature Type |WW PW | CW | OEP | TG WSG| R/YSW RW

Group A
140b  |Builders’ Trench 0.04]10.04] 0.14 0.11 99.68 | 2,851
167 Pit 0.33] 1.00 | 0.33 1.00 0.33 3.65 93.36 301

Burials® [Shaft 0.12] 0.09 | 0.09 | 0.09]0.18 0.03 0.34 99.05 | 3,261
521 A/B Horizon 0.09 | 0.02 |0.02]0.06 0.19 99.63 | 5,363
163 Trench 0.37 0.37]0.24 0.49 0.49 98.05 820
151 Pit 1.45 98.55 69

Group B
168 Pit 0.05 0.10 99.84 11,935
144 Pit 0.03 0.01 0.01 99.95 | 7,551
139 Pit 100.00 | 3,224
152 Pit 100.00 | 1,646
161 Posthole 100.00 | 149
165 Posthole 100.00 | 118
149 Grave Marker 100.00 65
164 Posthole 100.00 20
166 Posthole 100.00 13

Key: AU-analytical unit; WW-whiteware; PW-pearlware; CW-creamware; OEP-oriental export porcelain; TG-tin glazed; WSG-
white salt-glazed stoneware; R/Y SW-red- and yellow-bodied slipware; RW-redware; SW-stoneware; N-total number.

1 The shafts investigated included only those with dateable ceramic artifacts and did not include artifacts from the lower
portions of the shaft, which were studied by the Howard University team (Perry et al. 2006).

A close analysis of the location of the dateable sherds revealed that 18 of them originally
assigned to F139 and AU521 were over grave shafts and probably in the backfill of grave
shafts, including Burials 333, 379/382, 388/432, 355/360/377. This is especially likely if the fills
of the grave shafts included large amounts of stoneware kiln debris. Some of these burials
are stratified over each other (represented by burials separated by slashes [/] with the latest
grave first), so it is uncertain which grave-digging activity resulted in the artifacts in the
grave shaft. Two of these, Burials 333 and 388/432, contained pearlware, suggesting
excavation after the introduction of pearlware in 1780. There was also one creamware sherd
in the shaft of Burial 333 (Perry et al. 2006:1:Table 4.1). Some of the sherds assigned to F163
may have come from grave shaft contexts also since they are over shafts, but others
including those in F167 come from places in the features that are not over shafts. The shaft
from Burial 379, located at the end of F163, includes, besides stoneware kiln debris, a
relatively large number of non-industrial artifacts (68) (Perry et al. 2006:4:264-266) much like
the contents of F163. This feature appears to date after the introduction of creamware in
1760. The information from the grave shafts together with the distribution of the other
dateable wares (Table 3) gives us some information on the relative dates of the SE Area
features and some suggestions for when the kiln debris was dumped on the site.
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The evidence presented in Table 3 suggests that almost all of the features were created before
1780, before pearlware, and many before the 1760s, before creamware. It is assumed that if
the features were dug through a surface with household debris on it, artifacts from that
surface would be incorporated into the fill of the pit. The features in Group B in the table
have almost no refined ceramics, suggesting that they were created before much trash
accumulated in the SE area. The graves that were dug through the kiln deposits, on the other
hand, show that the surface of the SE Area had accumulated trash after the kiln debris was
deposited. Since much of this surface was removed during the initial removal of the ground
surface, the conclusion cannot be checked.

The transition area between the A and the B horizons, incorporating the bottom of the A
horizon in some cases (especially in EUs 37 and 53), is designated AU521. This AU had no
pearlware, but a complex of creamware, white salt-glazed stoneware, and tin-glazed
ceramics typical of the 1760-to-1780 and somewhat later period. The features with that
complex may date to the 1760s and 1770s. At least two of the burial shafts (for Burial 333 and
Burial 388 or 432), as well as F167, appear to date after 1780 since they contain pearlware
sherds.

The assumptions in the above argument are that (1) the fill of features, especially large
features, excavated through a ground surface will incorporate artifacts that were on the
surface; (2) trash accumulation increased over time; and (3) trash deposition was evenly
distributed over the surface. If these assumptions are true, then most of the ceramic waste
dates before the 1760s when domestic occupation of the surrounding area was minimal and
the ground was being used as the African Burial Ground. Later, more domestic trash
accumulated and a few features were dug into the surface, including some graves. Some
features could have been dug into the surface during the 1760s and 1770s, but the number
seems low. Perhaps this is due to the Teller fence, erected in the 1760s and destroyed in the
late 1770s.

If assumptions 2 and 3 are incorrect, other interpretations are possible. For example, if all the
trash was deposited after the Teller fence was destroyed and the trash was unevenly
distributed over the surface, then all of the ceramic waste could belong to Phase 2 rather
than Phase 1. This, however, seems unlikely given the situation in F139. In that feature,
conservatively about 100 square feet, with dimensions roughly about 12 by 8 feet, the only
domestic artifacts, including pearlware, occurred in the grave shafts; none occurred in the
feature itself. The exception to this is the two tobacco pipe stems in the northeast portion of
F139 that is adjacent to F144. F144 does have two domestic sherds, oriental porcelain and a
redware sherd, as well as seven pipe fragments, and it is possible that there was some
mixing between the fills of the two features when F144 was excavated into F139.

There is also evidence that another fence that followed the Van Borsum property line,
represented by Features 164, 150, and 161, may have affected the distribution of domestic
artifacts. The distribution of the domestic artifacts not found in burial shafts is almost
completely restricted to the area north of this projected fence line. In AU521, the remnants of
the original ground surface and the transition between the A and B soil horizons, there are
only two domestic artifacts, a white salt-glazed stoneware sherd and an unglazed redware
sherd, both in EU38. A manganese-glazed redware sherd appears in AU521 in EU52 that is
bisected by the projected fence line. All the domestic sherds from EU37 are northwest of the
posthole F161. Both features F151 and F168 seem to have been dug through this surface.
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The distribution of the other artifact groups suggests the same division of features into an
earlier and a later group or an undisturbed and disturbed group (Table 4). A separate
analysis (not shown) demonstrated that the percentage of non-industrial-group artifacts was
not correlated with the total number of artifacts in a feature. F144 did have a higher than
expected number of non-industrial artifacts, but it was cut by F139 and by F140a, which may
have added some non-industrial artifacts. In summary, the preponderance of evidence
suggests a pre-1760 date for the features and the stoneware. Except in a few features, the
later artifacts are due to disturbance.

Table 4. Percentage of Artifact Groups in SE Analytical Units

Total % of All SE )
Non-Industrial  Non-Industrial Total Non-Industrial Artifacts
Feature Type Artifacts Artifacts Artifacts of Total Artifacts
Group A
167 Pit 167 445 451 37.0
163 Trench 82 21.9 886 9.3
151 Pit 2 0.5 70 2.9
Burials  |Shaft 47 12.5 3,279 1.4
140b Builders’ Trench 24 6.4 2,865 0.8
521 A/B Horizon 31 8.3 5,379 0.6
Group B
144 Pit 14 3.7 7,566 0.2
139 Pit 5 1.3 3,229 0.2
168 Pit 2 0.5 1,935 0.1
152 Pit 1 0.3 1,647 0.1
161 Posthole 149
165 Posthole 118
149 Grave Marker 65
164 Posthole 20
166 Posthole 13
Totals 375 27,672 1.4

2.3 Pre-Revolutionary Features

2.3.1 The Ground Surface

Some of the graves were excavated through the pile of kiln debris. Others graves may have
been excavated into the ground surface before the potteries were started in the second
quarter of the eighteenth century (Perry et al. 2006). Burials are shown on the figures if they
were visible when the figure was drawn or if their relationship to the features is important.

The natural sediments of the historic ground surface can be divided into three general
horizons. The A horizon had been mostly removed, but its presence in the pits and trenches
showed it to be a dark brown or gray-brown sandy or silty loam. The B horizon was
yellowish brown or light brown silty clay in most of the SE Area. It was usually marked by
the presence of worm holes in the subsoil. This evidence was generally recorded in the field
notes. On the west edge of this project area, the subsoil is much sandier and the sands are
variegated in color. The sand apparently comes up to the interface with the A horizon
intermittently in the rest of the SE Area as well. The C horizon sediments were also
variegated in color and texture and primarily sand. Deposits of reddish sand of different
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degrees of fineness were mixed in irregular deposits with yellowish brown clays. In plan the
deposits look like a jigsaw puzzle with yellow clay next to red sand next to brown sand next
to clay, all with irregular borders. The burials and other features penetrated all three soil
horizons. The intensive activity in this area resulted in much mixing of the various
sediments redeposited in feature fill.

2.3.2 Grave Markers: Feature 149, Feature 143

These artifacts were identified in the field as grave markers and are so considered here. F149
is located on the boundary of EUs 34 and 40 in EU40 (Figures 2 and 3). Burials 355 and 357
are to its north and east respectively. F149 is made up of three narrow rectangular stones
oriented north-south with a smaller, rounded stone placed at the southwestern edge of the
westernmost stone. The pit around the stones was 0.43 feet deep. F143 was made up of one
large rectangular-shaped rock. It overlaps the southern border of F144 and measures 1.2 feet
long and 0.5 feet wide. The relationship between these two grave markers is unknown. It is
unclear with which burial F143 is associated. The closest burials to it are Burial 333 to the
west and Burial 402 to the south.

2.3.3 Feature 144

F144 found in EUs 33, 33E, 34, and 34E is an irregularly shaped pit feature (Figure 2). It was
the largest dumping episode of ceramics recovered at the site and is associated with the
nearby potteries. This feature became evident after F139 was removed from EUs 34 and 34E.
F144 is a pit approximately a foot deep filled with dark brown sandy silt (Figures 4 and 5).
The feature was dense with kiln furniture, ceramic wasters, and smaller portions of glazed
brick, slag, and charcoal. The few non-industrial artifacts in F144 may be the result of
activities on the ground surface or from events associated with the feature. F144 covered the
entire area of EU34E not disturbed by F140a and was excavated in two sections, a large L-
shaped area in EU34E and two smaller areas to the south going into EUs 33 and 33E.

F144 appears to have been used by local potteries as a dumping area for wasters, brick, and a
high amount of kiln furniture and stoneware. It seems likely that the pit area of F144 was a
discrete event. F144’s irregular western edge may be the result of the later intrusion of F139.
Further interpretations of F144 will be discussed below with F139. The profile of the west
wall of EU34E (Figures 4 and 5) shows that F144 cut into Burial 355.

2.3.4 Feature 139

F139 is a dumping episode associated with the potteries that overlies the western side of
F144 and its associated scatter, located within EUs 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, and 40 in Lot 202
(Figure 2). The majority of F139 was in EUs 31, 32, and 33. The feature was surrounded by
and cut into subsoil comprised of patches of yellowish clay and dark reddish brown sand.
Rather than individually excavate EUs 31, 32, and 33, the contours of F139 were followed
over the entire area of these units, excavating areas outside of F139 separately. F139 was very
shallow, but was slightly deeper in EUs 32 and 33. The bulk of F139 was half a foot of dark
brown soil mixed with ash and full of kiln furniture and ceramic wasters. Adjacent to this
area in the southwestern corner of EU32 was a concentrated lens of ash (Figure 6). Ash was
found throughout the feature; however, there was only a very small percent, 0.2 percent, of
non-industrial artifacts.
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Features 139, 144, 143, 149, 164, and 165

215E 220E 225€ 230E [~ Fealure 149 . disturbed by
| grave marker Feature 140a —
[ A e /
EU 36 /
—758
Feature — o
164 B S Fealure 144
263 L8 AMSL
Feature
165

Dark brown sand with clay and building debris

2 Medium brown sand with tan clay
3  Tanslilty sand mixed with some cobblestone, brick grave marker
4 Reddish brown sand; subsoil 2 ANSL
5 Feature 139; dark reddish brown sand soave rra
6 Fegllulre 139; dark brown silty sand with clay and heavy EU 31 @ T
building debris and cobbles, ceramics, and kiln funiture
7 Reddish brown sand mottled with tan silt =hog
8  Reddish sand with black burned sandy mottiing and brick 3
9 Mottled yellowish and brown sandy clays ' Feature
10 Fealure 144; dark brown sandy silt = -
11 Fealure 144; light brown clay with pockets of dark brown sandy silt —
12 Feature 144; dark brown sandy silt
13 Reddish brown sand mottled with light brown clay; subsoil .
14 Feature 164, Feature 165; light brown clay with arfifacts, kiln funiture —90S
15  Dark reddish brown sand with pockets of clay and dark brown sandy silt 0 3t
24ansix Elevation in feet above mean sea level c‘—‘% =

Figure 2. Relationship of Features 139, 143, 144, 149, 164, and 165, plan view, SE Area.
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Figure 4. Feature 144, west wall profile, Excavation Units 34E and 40E, SE Area.
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Several burials were found in the same units. Burial 333 was in EUs 32, 33, and 34. Burial 366
was on top of 387 in EU35 and extending to the corner where EUs 35, 36, and 31 meet.
Several burials were found in EU36, one of which, Burial 432, extended under F139. Burials
389 and 396 were in EU31 and EU32. Burial 333 was cut into F139 and Burial 396 into F144 as
indicated by the significant amounts of kiln furniture and wasters in the grave shaft (Perry et
al. 2006).

In EU35, F139 was excavated as one stratum. Strata in the area where Burial 366 extends
through both EUs 35 and 36 were excavated under the designation EU35/36. The bulk of
material excavated under the designation EU35/36 was grave fill associated with Burial 366.
This was composed of reddish brown sand with clay patches and contained kiln furniture
and ceramic wasters.

F139 covers the southern half of EU35, and it may have extended into the southeastern
corner of EU36. In the southern half of EU36, strata containing dark silty soil mixed with
reddish sand and kiln furniture, brick, stoneware, and shell indicate activity in this area.
Although there is no evidence that this is an extension of F139, it may be surface scatter
related to F163, or it could be the grave-shaft fill. If F139 extended north into EU36, it was at
a higher elevation and removed by the site clearing. The subsoil below F139 and F164 was
made of the reddish sand of the C horizon and contained little cultural material, e.g., kiln
furniture and ceramics that may have come from surface activity or bioturbation.

F139 and F144 represent large and probably repeated dumping episodes of wasters, used
kiln furniture, and brick from kiln repairs associated with one of the nearby potteries. F139
was likely a series of dumping episodes in the same general area as F144. At F139’s deepest
levels in EUs 31, 32, and 33, a pit about 0.5 feet deep was filled with kiln-waste materials. It
should be noted that these features are similar to F163, which lies approximately 10 feet to
the north on the other side of two postholes (F164 and F165). Most of these units were
approximately 0.5 to 1.0 feet deep. The co-occurrence of the burials and the features reaffirm
the multi-functional use of this area in the eighteenth century. Although there is no proof of
interaction between the pottery employees and African-Americans on this site, logic dictates
that these two groups would have been aware of each other.

2.3.5 Feature 163

F163 is a long trench that lies diagonally across EUs 41, 42, 43, and 44 (Figures 7, 8, and 9). It
stretches over 15 feet across the excavation units. Field notes suggest it extended eastward,
being cut by the builders” trench for F140. It probably extends into EU46 (not shown in
Figure 7), but the western end is unclear. The eastern end seems to have been truncated by
F167. As discussed in the section on chronology, these two features may belong to the more-
recent set of SE Area features based on their relatively high percentage of household
artifacts.

The feature is shallow at both ends (0.5 feet or less), but depth increases in the middle. In
EUs 41 and 42, the feature is approximately 1.0 feet deep. F163 was excavated in one stratum
in most units and the feature fill consisted of the same kiln furniture, ceramic, glass, brick,
and faunal bone found over the entire SE Area of the site in a matrix of dark brown sandy
clay. The trench also contains natural rocks mixed with the artifacts (Figure 10), which was
one of the factors that made it stand out from the surrounding subsoil (Figure 9). The
presence of rocks is unusual.
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Features 163, 167 and 149
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Figure 7. Relationship of Features 167, 163, and 149, plan view, SE Area.

27



Appendix A
Stratigraphic Analysis and Feature Descriptions

o
[ /

Fiure 8. Feature 163, looking east from Excavation
Unit 43 to Excavation Unit 42, SE Area.

STH.IC;TI.IIIE G

EU 4
FEATURE 163
SECTION PROFILE

Figure 9. Feature 163, section profile, Excavation Unit 41, looking west, SE Area.
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throughout veins of manganese; subsoil

Figure 10. Feature 163, north wall profile, Excavation Units 40 and 41, SE Area.
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Most of the clay and sand sediments surrounding F163 are hard packed. For most of its
length, the trench was cut into sediments that had a yellow-brown clay component often
mixed with reddish brown sand and some manganese veins. Brown sand edged the
northwest side. These are mostly sterile with few artifacts probably being worked into the
soil through activity around F163 or in the feature. It seems likely that the trench was dug
into the hard-packed yellow clay and sandy clay that surrounds it, but there is a possibility
that it was a natural depression. Field notes do not discuss the interface between the feature
and the hard-packed clay, but it is noted that the bottom of the feature is sandy.

The artifacts in the trench fill include kiln furniture, stoneware fragments, shell, wine/liquor
bottle fragments, non-industrial ceramics, and smoking-pipe pieces. It also contains a
concentration of red brick, some of which is burnt and/or glazed. Considering the proximity
of the Remmey pottery to this lot, it is likely that these bricks were used in or were part of a
kiln. The original purpose for this trench remains unknown, and its contents do not suggest
a specific purpose. It is possible that this trench was the result of clay or sand mining for the
potteries or other businesses nearby. If this was the case, the materials found in the trench
probably accumulated over time as work went on at the potteries in the area. The dark
silty/loamy soil of the now missing A horizon filled the trench, distinguishing it from the
hard-packed clay and sand through which it cuts. It should be noted that strata in EU44
were badly burned or baked. This suggests some activity related to the potteries; however, it
may also mean that the debris thrown into the pit was being burned or caught fire.

2.3.6 Feature 167

F167 is a pit containing a portion of a partially articulated bovine skeleton (Figure 11) in a
shallow pit located north of F163 in the northwestern corner of EU43 and the northeastern
corner of EU44. The feature extended further into the area north of the excavation units
(Figure 7). F167 has an irregular shape, and its upper strata were excavated in north and
south halves. Most of the bovine vertebrae, ribs, and a mandible were recovered from the
dark brown sandy silt (Figure 12); other bones were found in the lower layers of the pit. The
profile through the feature suggests that a pit for the carcass was dug into an area that
already had been disturbed by other pits. There were also areas of dark brown sandy silt
mottled with yellow clay outside of F167 that contained artifacts such as kiln furniture,
pipes, window glass, brick, bottle glass, and ceramics. Once the skeleton was revealed, the
north and south halves of the feature were excavated together. However, the feature was
flooded and the feature walls collapsed during the excavation of this stratum. The bones
found and removed included six articulated vertebrae, a mandible with teeth attached, ribs,
and leg and foot bones. Most of the bone was located in the central or southern area of the
feature. From the position of the bones, it appears that half a carcass was discarded intact.
The pit into which the carcass was tossed is cut out of the same hard yellow clay that makes
up the walls of F163. The amount of brick and kiln furniture increased at the bottom of this
pit, which suggests it may have been used for other activities before the bovine skeleton was
deposited.

The relationship between F163 and F167 remains uncertain because these features do not
seem to overlap. A “non-feature” stratum of hard-packed clay was identified between the
two features (see 5 in EUs 44 and 43, Figure 7). Both features are filled with a similar soil
matrix, brick, and artifact fragments, suggesting they were opened at approximately the
same time. They are also similar in that they both contain high frequencies of domestic
artifacts: F163 has over nine percent and F167 has 37 percent. Although the TPQs and MCDs
(Table 2) cannot confirm it given the small number of sherds, it is likely these are two of the
latest features in this area.
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Figure 11. Feature 167, section profile, Excavation Units 43 and 44, looking north, SE
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Figure 12. Feature 167, north cross-section profile, Excavation Units 43 and 44, SE Area.
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The most likely explanation for the appearance and shape of F163 and F167 is that they were
related to the daily operation of the nearby potteries. Perhaps the brown yellow clay was
being mined and the features follow the natural contours of the clay deposits. The nature of
the debris thrown in the pits suggests that artifact deposition was opportunistic, excluding
the concentration of bricks and the bovine skeleton, and gravitated to where holes or
depressions in the ground already existed. It would appear that the potters knew about
graves in this area and avoided them by orienting the fifteen-foot channel (F163) parallel to
and between the graves.

2.3.7 Feature 148

F148 was a large (approximately 1.5 x 0.3 feet) piece of wood with a nail attached that was
embedded in the soil. At its deepest point it was -0.44 feet amsl (Figure 13). It was identified
in the field as a displaced piece of coffin wood in the ground-surface sediments. Underneath
it by .2 inches is posthole F161, first definable at the interface with the subsoil. The two
features are not related. Of some interest, however, was the large fragment of a stoneware
vessel with clock-spring decoration that was found adjacent to the wood fragment. If this
was part of a displaced coffin, perhaps the sherd was part of the burial as well. It is unclear if
the wood was displaced recently as part of the disturbance associated with the eastern
foundation trench (Figure 13) or if it was an early displacement dating to the period of the
potteries.

2.3.8 Feature 168

F168 was a small pit for a dumping episode in the eighteenth- or nineteenth-century ground
surface. It contained a dense concentration of kiln furniture as well as brick, slag, mortar,
glass, and bone. F168’s soil description was a dark gray clayey sand mottled with brown
silty sand and reddish sand with some petroleum staining (Figures 13, 14, and 15). F168
appears to have been cut into an earlier larger pit. This earlier unnamed pit (4 on Figure 14)
stratigraphically dates between F151 and F168 and contains kiln-related artifacts. It is unclear
why F168 was dug into this pre-existing pit. F168 contained almost 70 percent kiln furniture
while the adjacent ground surface, AU 521, contains 56 percent. This unusual concentration
may reflect segregated dumping zones. However, the petroleum stain found in the feature
was a nineteenth- or twentieth-century intrusion. It seems most likely that this petroleum
leaked through one of the two builders’ trenches that lie on the east and west sides of the
unit. On the east is the foundation trench along Elk Street, F140b, and on the west is the
modern concrete footer for the proposed pavilion, F140a. The strata directly adjacent to F168,
between it and the footing trench, also contained petroleum. The petroleum may have also
leaked in from activity related to the modern excavation and construction at 290 Broadway.

2.3.9 Feature 151

Pit F151 in the northwestern corner of EU37 was rectangular (Figure 16) and had a possible
rodent disturbance as seen in EU37’s north wall profile (Figure 14). F168 is located to the
northeast and is probably unrelated to this earlier pit feature. F151 contained historical
materials including wasters, kiln furniture, brick, faunal bone, glass, and charcoal. The soil
was dark gray sandy clay mottled with red sand and yellow-tan sandy silt with charcoal
flecks. This feature was not identified in the field and may have been truncated by F140.
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2.3.10 Feature 152

F152, identified in EU53 (Figure 17), may continue into EU37 (Figure 18), but the field crew
did not identify it in the field plan. Brick, rock, kiln wasters, and kiln furniture from the
historic activity were found in F152; this feature and the adjacent ground surface also had
over 95 percent kiln furniture. This feature contained a variety of soil colors derived from the
adjacent varied subsoil types. Its bottom is about a half foot higher than F151 and slightly
larger than F151. Burial 406 was clearly excavated into a ground surface covered with
pottery debris. Whether F152 or the burial was excavated into the other was not clear from
the unit field notes. The field project was terminated before B406 could be excavated, so this
issue was not investigated further.

2.3.11 Postholes: Features 164, 165, 161, 147, 166, 142, and 150

Six postholes were located in the SE area (Figure 1). The total depth of all postholes is
incomplete as all were truncated when the surface was removed by the backhoe. The
bottoms of the holes become increasing lower as one moves toward the northeast, the
probable direction of the slope of the land (from 2.15 amsl in F142 to -1.7 in F161. The drop
averages approximately 1.7 feet over 10 feet. Whether this reflects the actual slope of the land
is problematical as the postholes may not actually have been excavated at the same time and
had different functions, and therefore different requirements for depth. None of the
postholes has temporally diagnostic artifacts, only kiln wasters and kiln furniture.

Two postholes, F166 (near EU49) and F164 (in EU35), have the same bottom depth and are
located between the high and low basal depth, about 20 feet apart. F165 (in EU36) is about
4.5 feet southwest of F164. The three are similar in size and shape, although the bottom of
F165 seems to be about 0.75 feet higher than that of the other two.

F161 (in EU37) is the northernmost posthole in the SE area, about 33 feet from F164. F161 is
slightly smaller than F164 and F165. These three postholes are on a line that approximately
parallels that of the trench F163 and the boundary line of the property, which is about 50 feet
to the north.

About 13 feet south of F161 is the largest posthole (F147), but it was not excavated. F166 lies
about 8 feet southwest of F147. F142 (in EU38) is located about 15 feet southwest of F166.

F164 was located beneath F139 in EU35 and was filled with the yellowish brown clay
containing kiln furniture, burnt wood, and charcoal. The kiln furniture found here may have
been redeposited from the ground surface when the hole was filled. F165 was filled with
light brown clay and kiln furniture; F161, filled with dark gray sandy clay and identified in
the field as coming from the eighteenth-century ground surface, had a post mold in the
posthole.

F164 and F165 (EUs 35 and 36) are above burials and, therefore, are later in date. It is
impossible to determine if F161 was concurrent with or later than burial episodes in the area.
The postholes, based on the ceramic wasters and kiln furniture they contain, were excavated
into the ground surface after the area was used as a ceramic dump. Since postholes would
not have been visible in the dense ceramic dump in F139, it is not clear if they date before or
after that pit. However, given that density, it seems likely they predated F139.

F166 and F147 were not located within an excavation unit. F166 is roughly 1-by-1 foot. It, too,
had a post mold stain and a small amount of kiln furniture. F147 was located to the
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Figure 17. Feature 152, plan view, Excavation Unit 53, SE Area.
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Figure 18. Feature 152, south wall profile, Excavation Unit 53, SE Area.
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southeast of F140 and is also approximately 1-by-1 foot, but more rectangular than F166. The
southern edge was not well defined and it was filled with medium gray sandy silt mottled
with medium brown sandy silt with iron-oxide staining. No artifacts were recovered, and
the actual function of the feature is uncertain.

2.4 Phase 4 through 6 Features

2.4.1 Feature 140a

F140a is a large, modern 10-by-10-foot-square concrete block that extends into Lot 20%2 from
Lot 22 bordering EUs 43, 40E, and 34E (Figure 1). Feature 140a is the excavation for the
concrete block. This was laid during the construction of the planned pavilion for 290
Broadway. The grave shaft(s) for Burials 360, 355, 377, 378, 381, all of which were found
immediately adjacent to or on top of each other, are located partially under the modern
concrete footing (F140) and either in or near EU40. F140 severely damaged and crushed the
burials in this area. Another burial (406) in EU53 on the east side of the footing was also
damaged. Above the burials and surrounding F140 are layers of reddish sand and reddish
sand with clay mottling. All strata within F140’s neighboring EU40E contain kiln furniture,
oyster shells, architectural debris, and potsherds similar to those scattered all over the SE
Area of the site.

2.4.2 Feature 140b

F140Db is a builders’ trench; its contents may be associated with a late-nineteenth-century
paper factory constructed on this side of the block, on Lot 22 along Elm. This is the same
event documented in F138 discussed below. The builders” trench cut through the kiln-waster
dump found in EUs 37 and 53. The composition of the fill was similar to that found in F151,
F152, and F168 in EUs 37 and 53 (Table 3). Except for the one piece of whiteware, there did
not seem to be any late-nineteenth-century artifacts. No graves seem to have been cut by this
trench.

2.4.3 Feature 138

This feature is a barrel located in EU30 in the southeastern corner of Lot 22 (Figure 19). Its
contents may be associated with a late-nineteenth-century paper factory constructed on this
side of the block. The barrel was adjacent to a disturbance identified as late nineteenth
century. Some of the material from this disturbance is on top of the barrel fill. In addition to
barrel F138, a deposit of construction materials was located within the eastern half of EU30.
Removal of a layer of mottled brown and red sand and clay revealed the barrel ring and the
disturbed area of debris (Figure 20). The portion of the barrel found was excavated, and a
thin builders’ trench was identified around at least portions of the barrel. The contents of the
barrel were excavated in two halves, followed by the excavation of the EU and builders’
trench around the barrel, and the barrel staves and wood. The barrel itself was not retained,
but a sample of the wood was saved.

The bottom of the barrel was about 1.27 feet below the exposed surface, extending from 1.73
to 0.5 feet amsl. The barrel was placed in the red or reddish brown coarse sand, which is an
earlier horizon of natural soil (6 on Figure 21). The original ground surface is unknown.
Since there is not a noticeable B horizon, the surface may have been higher. However, there
are some artifacts below this possible ground surface, indicating percolation of artifacts.
Bricks recovered in the dark soil of the barrel were similar to the brick in the construction
debris disturbance next to the barrel (Figure 19). This suggests that the barrel was open
while the disturbance was happening or, at least, able to receive artifacts. The builders’
trench in the area around the barrel was made up of a mixture of the two soil types, red-
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Figure 19. Feature 138, plan view, Excavation Unit 30, SE Area.
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P R
Feature 138, plan view and west wall section,
Excavation Unit 30, looking northwest, SE Area.
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brown silty sand and yellow brown clay, with some presence of the organic material that
may have leaked from the barrel.The area of construction debris, including bricks, wood,
and other rubble, was located adjacent to the barrel feature in the eastern part of EU30. It
originated near the surface of the overburden and continued down into the unit to the
bottom level of excavation. This was the last part of the EU to be excavated.

Profiles revealed the soil to be a mixture of the reddish brown silty sand and lighter clays
that make up the natural stratigraphy found on the block (Figure 21). The interface of the
two horizons and their mixture in the construction debris indicates that the pit containing
construction debris (not given a feature number but most likely this is a continuation of
F140b, the builders’ trench for the late-nineteenth-century building on Elk Street) was a
more-recent event than F138 and was dug into the earlier horizon. The remaining area of
EU30 to the west of the barrel was mostly undisturbed red or reddish brown sand
containing some kiln furniture and a few pottery wasters. Burials in the area appear at a
number of different elevations in both soil horizons. Human bone was recovered from the
disturbed construction area of the excavation unit. These were from disturbed contexts, and
no grave pit was seen.

The original function of the barrel is uncertain. It could have been a barrel privy or related to
some industrial activity, such as the late-nineteenth-century paper factory on lots 20 and
20%. Cultural materials from the barrel include bricks and mortar from the construction
episode and two pipe stems: a clay piece from the upper level of the barrel and a bone pipe
stem from the bottom of the barrel. Both of these pipes date to the nineteenth century, and
the bone pipe stem establishes a TPQ of 1840. However, the construction debris (mostly
brick) inside the barrel indicates more-recent use of the barrel—around the turn of the
twentieth century. The barrel may have been used as a privy and then reused in the
construction episode for trash or chemical disposal. It is also possible that the barrel was
used as a privy during the construction episode and then filled with trash and debris, like
the pit next to it, when construction was completed.
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3.0 THE NORTHEAST AREA

3.1 Introduction

An area in the northeast was cleared, and a grid of 10-foot squares was laid out in Lots 20,
20%, and 21. The grid extended 50 feet east from the west wall of Lot 20. The only feature
found which definitely dates to the period in which the lots were formed is the building wall
between Lot 20 and Lot 18 to the west. Most of the remaining features date to the pre-
Revolution period. There was no historical evidence of occupation in this area during Phase
2, although neighbors may have thrown some trash from their lots onto this area.

The northern units were designated EUs 7, 10, 3, 6, and 4, and the southern units were EUs 1,
5,9, 8, and 2 (Figure 22). This section of the site was stripped nearly to the historic ground
surface by backhoe; however, unlike the SE Area, the stripping stopped above the historic
ground surface in the Phase 3 fill. The units were shallow and generally dug to about 0.5 feet
or less, penetrating in most units into the A/B horizons. The strata under the later fills in the
NE Area include a number of complex fills or occupation deposits over a gray-brown
historic surface, similar in color to soils from the rear units of Lot 12. This suggests that the
same events led to the soil formations in both areas. A number of features were cut into this
surface (Figure 22). However, it is difficult to discern the relationship of the features to one
another because of the limited time allowed for excavation in this area.

Prior to the most recent demolition (Phase 6) in the NE Area, the latest archeological event of
interest was the construction of the west wall and builders’ trench (F169) between Lots 18
and 20. We do not know if construction occurred in Phase 5, the late nineteenth century, or
in Phase 4, the early nineteenth century.

The wall cut through the Phase 3 fill of the lot. Varied strata (typically sandy, sometimes
with pebbles and rubble) characterize the Phase 3 fill overlying the early features (Phase 1).
Bricks were also recovered from Phase 3, which could be remnants of building destruction
during the raising of the level of the block. No definite evidence of Phase 2 was found. The
recovery of large amounts of kiln furniture, wasters, and other material from these deposits
supports the Phase 1 date of the undisturbed material. There is a clear ground surface of
dark gray-brown sediments in all the units. The western and eastern features were not
stratigraphically superimposed; however, features within both these areas could be related
to one another. The largest feature in the western area was a possible puddling box (F2B,
F3B); on the eastern side, two bone pits (F154 and F155) and a feature complex containing
burnt material, brick and mortar, and sandstone (F1B, F4/7B, and F9B) were found. Basic
information on each feature is presented in Table 5. The evidence considered in developing
these functional interpretations is examined in the following discussion.

Both sets of features may relate to the ceramic industry, possibly to the Remmey pottery,
which was in operation from the 1740s into at least the 1760s (see map data in Chapter 3.0).
The first is a possible puddling box (F2B and F3B), which is a container where clay is mixed
with water to make it more useable for the potter. The second feature complex is F1B, F7B,
and F9B. This may be the remnant of a kiln, although not enough of the feature was
excavated to support this interpretation unequivocally.

43



Appendix A

Stratigraphic Analysis and Feature Descriptions

1 1
i 1 E195 E205 E215 E225 E235
' " | I | i | i 1 i [
825— ! 1, |
(Lot 20) i (Lot 207%2) ' (Lot21)
| !
| i
).ren  EUT7 EU10 /F;’J EU3 EUG Ep4
\ 3 1
Faq  cemmic rock
= éwggd-\ins_g.faﬁ_!_ N ene 5 - !
oFem [ i~
rock 1\ rm:k;]. S
F28 F8 | il
| Fi5d
- “F8B  ,FeB ook L
- ! 1 1
; 1 1
T 5 El ! " EU9 ) 4 brick
5 ':gf/ba\ i Hsi‘:’; Us ':\ brick U EUg ‘h \r?? ;gndstone
| @ ” F2B F2B | _— { | 1) f/l;ik’/FSB
Tyfe= 10 grate \ Ry | Q‘& \l._\\_.
.F32 E_ | . =N .| —F4B/7B
X ol s . o, brick rocic C__JSii = 'dc'-l:/ depression
Ny FEZ @ \ris2 s. s e
| woodHlined F3B8 wood-lined ~ | [ F1i55 18 e
5 R X e M t\{}; .
- Fi69 | (FoB ) » \Fwﬁ ="
Y /J e ‘FSB / i depression
/(L —-rock { g
| I
I
i |
§50 — : :
1 1 1 I
1 1
1 1
' 1 ‘l I:l Excavation unit &l Brick
‘ F153(_) Fealure ) Rock
o o *r8B  Pit/Posthole feature L) Sandstone
é 2 === Wood feature |:| Builder's trench
m
Figure 22. Plan view map, NE Area.

44




Appendix A
Stratigraphic Analysis and Feature Descriptions

Table 5. Feature Descriptions, Northeast Area.

Center Maximum Size| Elevation Excavated
Feature* Function Coordinates (EED) Range (amsl) Depth (feet)
1B Burnt Area 53.55/237.0E 8.1x6.2 0.93-(0.21)? 1.14 1762 [1747.8
2B Puddling Box 46.55/200.0E 16.5x11.0 look at EU ~0.50 1795 [1765.2
3B Puddling Box 54.0S/200.0E 14.0x2.6 look at EU ~0.80 1820 [1785.5
4/7B Bricks 52.5S/239.1E 1.4x20 1.48-1.12 0.36 1762 [1753.4
5B Posthole 57.0S/204.4E 0.8x0.8 1.29-0.89 0.40
6B Trench/Pit 55.9S/203.3E 3.0x1.0 1.19-1.04 0.15
8B Postholes varies, see 04x04 1.30-1.05 0.25
Figure 22
9B Red Sandstone 56.55/239.1E 14x1.8 148-1.12 0.36
32 Posthole 52.0S/193.0E 1.8x1.0 1.31-0.78 0.53 1780 [1783.0
33 Trench (?) 37.9S/212.1E 2.1x0.9 0.93 -(-0.22) 1.15 1720 [1745.5
34 Wood-lined Pit | 39.1S/191.6E 34x1.2 1.30-0.95 0.35 1780 [1794.1
154 Linear Pit 44.3S/236E 10.0x2.8 0.33-(-0.47) 0.80 1762 [1736.4
(Bone)
155 Linear Pit 52.5S/234.7E 10.0x 3.3 1.70-1.05 0.65
(Bone)

* Uppercase letters differentiate these features from others with the same numbers in different parts of the site.

3.2 Dating

The overall MCD for analytical units assigned to the pre-Revolutionary period is 1762.6. The
MCD for deposits assigned to Phase 3 fill is actually older, 1756.7. Both kinds of deposits
have about 8 or 9 percent of post-1780 ceramics. However, almost 60 percent of these are in
EUs 1 and 7 adjacent to the nineteenth-century stone wall. Apparently there was more
disturbance than was seen in the field. Another 14 percent are in EU3, which was disturbed
by a backhoe. However, 25 percent came from F3, which extended across the southern
portion of EUs 1 and 5. Although the stratigraphy does not look like it, F3 could be later than

F2 and not

related to it.

Although stratigraphically the majority of the features are assignable to Phase 1 (Table 5),
artifact analysis suggested that either the eastern units had been seriously contaminated by
Phase 2 material or the ground surface had been used during Phase 2. Because of this
possibility, we took into consideration the fact that the area was divided into lots in Phase 2.
Although the lot divisions did not exist in Phase 1, in Phase 2 the lot divisions might have
affected what happened in the units. The artifacts were placed in two groups: those from Lot
20 and those from Lots 20%2 and 21. The two easternmost units included only a small portion
of Lot 21 (Figure 22).

MCDs were calculated by lot for all NE Area stratigraphic proveniences: disturbed surface
material (F509), Phase 3 fill (F515), feature fill, and the historic ground surface (F520 and
F521). In each case, Lot 20 was 20 to 30 years later than the eastern lots (Table 6). The
exception was the disturbed surface assemblages (F509), which were essentially
contemporaneous. Additionally, the highest percentages of post-1780 ceramics are in Lot 20
(Table 7). It should be noted that except in Lot 20, none of the features had any post-1780

ceramics.

The ceramic dating of the features and the historic ground surfaces (Tables 6 and 7) in the
eastern units suggest the eastern lots were used from the 1740s to the 1760s. The dates from
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the four western units in Lot 20 suggest either a disturbance or use in Phase 2. The sharp
division by lot lines suggests a use in Phase 1 and a disturbance in Phase 2.

Table 6. MCD for NE Area Proveniences by Lot

AU/F Lot 20 Lots 20%2 and 21 All Lots in NE

All NE 1780.0 1754.1 1763.4
AU509! 1779.0 1772.2 1776.9
AU515° 1788.3 1755.6 1756.7
Features 1776.2 1747.2 1762.2
AU520/521 1787.6 1754.2 1762.8
N 374.0 666.0 1040.0

1Overburden

2Phase 3

Table 7. Percent of Post-1780 Ceramics by Lot and Provenience for the NE Area

\ Provenience Lot 20 Lots 20% and 21
All 21.7 3.9
AU509" 24.3 6.8
AU515° 43.8 6.6
Features 9.2 0.0
AU520/521 23.7 3.8

1Overburden
2Phase 3

The dateable pipes support the interpretation of the ceramic dates of the deposits in the NE
Area, especially in the eastern units. However, some of the dateable pipes are earlier than the
mean dates based on ceramics. The F154 assemblage, the bone pit in EU4, has three pipes
dated on their form to 1680 to 1720 and 1740. This implies an early use of at least the eastern
portion of the NE Area for disposal of bone waste.

The ground surface in EUs 2, 3, and 9 have similar pipes and pipe dates. Besides two other
Bristol bowls (1680 to 1720 and 1760), there is a Tippett (1678-1722) and two Jenkins (1709-
1739). Two Dutch pipes may also date this early: a Souvee (1740-1782) and a pipe stamped
“GOUDA” with rouletting. Overall, the pipes date from 1680 to 1760. The presence of
creamware in most of the same proveniences suggests the later part of this time range,
except for F154.

The only later pipes in either the eastern or the western units were in Phase 3 deposits. In
EU4 there is a Viner (1765-1806) and a Dutch pipe (Maerling, 1733-1788). In the western
units there is a Morgan (1788-1845) and a leaf design on a stem (1760-1900).

The late dates for western units throw doubt on the identification of F2B and F3B as
puddling boxes, which presumably would have been used early in the history of the site,
perhaps by the Remmey pottery to the north of the project area. However, they could have
been in use before 1760 and then been disturbed in Phase 2.

Layers of colored clays were found in F2B in the field, giving rise to the puddling-box
hypothesis. Features 2B and 3B are wood lined on their north and south sides, but not on the
east side; this physical feature could match that of a sun-pan. However, a sandy mixture
with gravel and some post-1780 ceramics were found in F2B. There is also an iron grate at

46



Appendix A
Stratigraphic Analysis and Feature Descriptions

the top of this sand fill. One could argue that the sandy fill and the drain were in place to aid
the drainage of water from the clay.

The formal boundary of the African Burial Ground in 1783 seems to be on the south edge of
the NE Area and is probably the same as that established by Teller when he built his fence.
Thus, it is possible that the potters expanded into the area previously used as the African
Burial Ground. There are two alternative interpretations of the presence of the later ceramics
in this feature complex. The first is that it is a feature from Phase 1 that has been disturbed
by post-Revolution-period activity. Second, the feature complex is a drainage feature
associated with one of the post-1800 buildings on the lot, which incorporated portions of the
Phase 3 fill into the feature fill.

Because of the different nature of the western four units in Lot 20, they will be considered as
a Phase 2 occupation. The deposits in Lots 20% and 21 are considered Phase 1 occupations
with some slight Phase 2 disturbances. The distribution of the different ware groups in Table
8 reflects this classification.

Table 8. Percent of Ceramic Ware Groups by Phase for NE Area

Phase 3

515 0.6 15| 11 0.7 1.2 1.7 59.1 33.6 0.5 4137
Phase 2

34 28.6 | 42.9 28.6 7
169 106 | 22.3 | 5.3 29.8 2.1 8.5 20.2 1.1 94
2B 103 | 20.7 | 5.2 1.7 1.7 1.7 20.7 36.2 1.7 58
3B 08| 87 |262]| 24 4.8 1.6 1.6 12.7 41.3 126
32 1.3 8.0 1.3 1.3 1.3 21.3 65.3 75
005B 100.0 1
Phase 1

520/521 0.6 211 1.3 0.8 1.1 0.7 32,5 60.6 0.3 5027
4B 11] 16 0.5 0.7 2.4 55.2 38.3 0.2 825
154 03] 38 5.6 1.7 0.7 6.3 81.1 0.3 286
1B 03] 0.6 0.5 0.7 2.8 53.2 37.5 45 2117
33 2.7 10.8 62.2 24.3 37
155 11.6 88.4 43

Key: AU-analytical unit; WW-whiteware; PW-pearlware; CW-creamware; OEP-oriental export porcelain; TG-tin glazed; WSG-
white salt-glazed stoneware; R/Y SW-red- and yellow-bodied slipware; RW-redware; SW-stoneware; N-total number.

3.3 Lot 20

The Phase 1 and 2 features in Lot 12 were disturbed during the backhoe clearing. The
backhoe cut deeply into the northwest corner of EU5 and took a smaller piece out of EU1’s
northeast corner.

Lot 20 is dominated by Features 2B and 3B (the puddling boxes) and defined on the west by
the wall and builders’ trench that separated Lot 20 from Lot 18 (Figure 22). There were two
postholes seemingly associated with the puddling boxes (F32 and F153) and four smaller
postholes of unknown affiliation (F8B). A posthole (F5B) south of the complex may or may
not be affiliated with it. One possible feature is earlier than the puddling boxes. This is F6B, a
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possible grave outline. The last feature, also of unknown function, is a pit (F34), which is
similar in date to the puddling boxes.

3.3.1 Features 2B, 3B

AU2B and 3B, the puddling box, were shallow features that were defined on their north and
south sides by wooden planks that functioned as walls (Figure 23 and 24). The east side had
no definable wood wall, and the west side had been truncated by the stone wall F169 (Figure
22). How far west the features extended is unknown since no excavation was done on the
west side of F169.

These features, located in EUs 5, 10, 7, and 1, had been disturbed by nineteenth-century
construction and the backhoe clearing operation. A backhoe scar disturbed F2B’s
northwestern section in EU5 and the northeast section of EU1. F169, the boundary stone
wall, truncated F2B and F3B. Its builders’ trench, containing sterile red-brown, coarse sand
fill, was found in EU1 but not in EU7. This is unusual and suggests that we are looking at
two building episodes. In fact, the north wooden wall of F2B in EU7 seems to be truncated
by the stone wall rather than by a builders’ trench. This could indicate two separate wall-
building episodes, although no note was made in the field about the wall being composed of
two different materials or construction methods.

F3B was probably earlier and larger than F2B and was cut into the historic ground surface.
The profile of the east wall of EU1 shows that the southern boundary of F3B was cut slanted
to the north and that the preserved wall of F3B was not excavated as deeply as the wall of
F2B. The profile also indicates the wood plank was placed against the side of the pit
excavated into the historic ground surface.

The east wall profile of EU1 shows the fill is similar on either side of the divider between F2B
and F3B. F2B was filled with compacted yellow-red clayey sand with pebbles. The brightly
colored clays in 2B suggest the function of the box-like feature was to slake clay for the
adjacent Remmey pottery. Inserted into these clays on the north side of the south wall of F2B
(in EU1) is a metal grate set in gray sands (Figure 25).

The sediments north of the south F2B wall in EU1 are roughly the same color and texture as
south of the wall, at least in the eastern portion of the unit. This implies that the southern
wall of 2B was actually put into the original and larger F3B, making the feature smaller. On
the other hand, 2B could have been the earlier and expanded to the south; however, one
would have expected the wooden edge of 2B to have been removed.

The location and form of clay pooling that may have been represented by these two features
were not specifically addressed in the field. The two main strata in F2B are an upper layer of
mottled clay with lenses of reddish brown sand (puddled clay), and a lower layer of reddish
brown sandy clay similar to that in F3B. A coarse overburden of reddish sand filled the deep
backhoe cut in the northeast corner. Three strata were identified in EU1 during excavation: a
very thin reddish brown layer, a thicker layer of reddish brown soil, and a sandier layer with
pebbles, brick fragments and artifacts, including a button. F3B is about 0.85 feet thick in EU1.
The east wall profile shows that the depth of the wooden wall is only around 0.1 inch.
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Both the southern wooden walls of F2B and F3B ran east-west through EUs 1 and 5. This
wood lining was thickest on the western half of the unit (about 0.4 feet thick). Wood was
definitely found on the north side of F3B between F3B and F2B. Wood stains were also found
on the southern edge of F3B, but they did not go as deep as on the north side.

The extent of the northern wooden wall is less clear. Given the lack of excavation in EU10,
we do not know if the wooden wall on the north side of F2B was preserved in that unit. Part
of the eastern portion of the wooden wall in EU7 was missing. F2B can be projected into
EU10, but the appropriate deposits were not excavated (Figure 24). EU10 was only excavated
about 0.3 feet deep as measured from the SE corner. The top stratum was classed as
overburden and discarded. The area exposed under this was a coarse sand and gravel layer
(F2B) that covers the southern two-thirds of the unit; this layer was not excavated. Evidence
of the northeast corner of the feature complex was limited, since excavation in EU10 did not
progress very far. However, cleaning of the surface revealed a soil distinction between the
north and south that continued the northern line of F2B and F3B. There was also a rock at the
projected northeast corner of the feature in EU10 (Figure 24). This suggests the feature
continued and formed a corner in EU10. There are no other structural elements directly
associated with F3B.

On the southwest corner of EU1, south of F2B and F3B, a mass of decomposed brick was
recovered surrounded by gray clay that was nearly sterile. This brick seemed to continue
down to the bottom of the excavated area. The profile of the eastern portion of the south wall
may show part of the debris from the builders’ trench. Alternatively, it could be a separate
disturbance. The profile suggests that the brick debris is later than the stone wall. If the wall
is late, then the bricks must also be late.

3.3.2 Features 32, 153

There are a number of features that are in the vicinity of F2B and F3B that do not seem to be
directly related, but cannot be placed stratigraphically earlier or later. Two postholes, one on
the east (F153) and one on the west (F32) (Figure 22), are associated with F2B. However, they
could have been associated with the earlier F3B, or even earlier. F153 (a round post and
posthole) is located on the south side of F2B’s south wall, and F32 (a rectangular post in a
circular posthole) on its north side. F32 was recorded along the western side of EUloutside
the builders’ trench. It was placed in a pit about 1 foot wide that extended 0.53 inches below
the level in which it was found and is adjacent to portions of the decomposing brick mass.
There was a circle of wood to its west underneath F2B’s wall. Below the wood, there is
apparently a circle of bricks as well, which may be associated with F3B. Posthole F32 may be
associated with F2B since it is against its wall, but it may also be associated with F3B. The
field notes are not clear, but it seems as if the material from the feature was not separated
from the matrix around it; thus, it is not clear what the posthole contained.

In the northeast corner of F3B in EU5 was a circular stratum below which was a posthole
(F153). It contained only a brick fragment. This allows the inference that there was a post in
the corner or on the southern side of the wood where it ended.

3.3.3 Features 5B, 6B

In the southwest corner of the EU5, south of F3B, a number of events were defined. F6B was
an irregular edge of a pit or trench that was not excavated. It was made up of orange soil and
located on the extreme west edge of the unit (Figure 26). To the east of this F5B, a posthole
and, possibly, a square post mold were found at the interface of the A and B horizons. These
seem to have been cut into a sterile layer on the east, but there are artifactsin a slightly
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Figure 26. Ration of Features 5B and 6B Ioin West,
Excavation Unit 5; showing exposed gravelly
subsoil, NE Area.
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darker stratum at the same level to the east. The excavations reached the A/B transition and
artifacts were rare in these levels. There were also a number of possible features in EU5 and
EU1 that could have been the beginnings of a grave shaft, but since excavation was not
continued here this was not confirmed.

3.3.4 Feature 34

The west side of EU7 was against the nineteenth-century stone wall. F34 is a roughly
rectangular area filled with dark reddish brown sand in the northeastern corner of EU7
(Figure 27); this feature may have been a pit or a trench. The stratum surrounding F34 was
mottled with sand, which suggests the area was exposed when the overburden fill was
deposited. F34 was apparently truncated by the western stone wall. The south edge abutted
the northern wooden wall of F2B. We do not know whether F2B truncated F34 or if the two
features were contemporaneous, since the wood lining from F2B defines F34’s southern
border. The nature of the northern end of Feature 34 is unknown because it extends beyond
the edge of the unit. Both F34 and F2B are cut into a layer of dark yellow-brown silty sand,
which is relatively thin and contains charcoal. This could be the original ground surface or
the bottom of the surface truncated by later construction.

3.3.5 Feature 8B

Five postholes make up F8B, an earlier feature in EU7 (Figure 22). The postholes were
rectangular, almost square. Three of the postholes were within F2B; two were north of the
north wall of the puddling box. Only the northwestern posthole was excavated. The average
dimensions were 0.4 x 0.4 feet and they were all about 0.25 feet deep. They were found at the
bottom of the F2B deposits and should have been visible in the reddish sediments if they had
intruded into the feature. The postholes were not oriented the same way, and their relation
to one another is unknown. The postholes most likely preceded the puddling box, since they
are found both inside and outside of the feature.

3.3.6 Summary

The ceramic analysis of the non-kiln-related materials from Lot 20 confirmed the
stratigraphic analysis. Post-1820 material occurred in a few instances, presumably from the
disturbance of the upper materials through excavation by the backhoe or from later
intrusions. For example, whiteware appeared in EU5 (cat. no. 471) and a piece of ironstone,
in EU7 (cat. no. 488). All of these are located in the upper disturbed layer or are in contact
with it. However there was also a piece of an amber glass finish in EU7 (cat. no. 609), along
with some pearlware, that probably dates to the mid- to late nineteenth century.

The deposits in the features have materials suggesting a source for the artifacts in the late
eighteenth century, after 1780 when pearlware was introduced but when creamware was
still the dominate fine ware. The primary ceramic identified from the post-1780 period is
pearlware, which occurs in most of the disturbance layers, some of the upper layer of F2B,
F3B, and F32, and in the historic ground surface. EU7 has the most disturbances with
pearlware in many contexts. This includes strata identified as the historic ground surface
and two strata identified as the A/B interface area. The dominant refined ceramics for this
area including both the ground surface and the features could also date to the third quarter
of the eighteenth century. Creamware, white salt-glazed stoneware, tin-glazed wares, and
Chinese porcelain were also found. Additionally, redware was predominately decorated
with swirled slips that may be a temporal marker for this period.
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Figure 27. Relation of Features 2B and 34, looking south, Ex
gravely subsoil, NE Area.
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In summary, it seems likely that the features were constructed in Phase 1 and filled in Phase
2 or 3, or they were disturbed, which added a variety of late markers. The relatively
consistent occurrence of various building materials such as window glass, nails, and bricks
(from 16 to 23 percent) with about four to five percent each of nails and window glass in the
units suggests the features were partially filled with material from the Phase 3 raising of the
block. Lower percentages of these materials were found in the units in Lots 20%2 and 21,
which did not have the evidence of Phase 2 occupation.

3.4 Lots 20%2 and 21

3.4.1 Introduction

This area is made up of EUs 3, 6, and 4 along the north side and 9, 8§, and 2 along the south
(Figure 22). EUs 3, 6, 8, and 9 are completely in Lot 20%. EUs 2 and 4 are half in that lot and
half in Lot 21. Few correlations can be drawn between the east and west sides of the NE Area
because the center EUs were not fully excavated. F33 was the only feature identified in the
central four units in Lot 20%, since little of the area could be excavated in the time available.
Although field notes suggested a possible burial in EU3, excavation showed the
discoloration to be a lens of soil.

EU2 is located directly south of EU4. Although the north—south border of Lots 20% and 21
runs through the center of both these units, the features do not line up with the boundary
and are earlier than the lot boundary. The predominant feature complex in these units, F1B,
4B/7B, and 9B, are in EU2 (Figure 22). Brick, kiln furniture, mortar, rubble, red sandstone,
shells, faunal remains, ceramics, and burnt debris were all recovered from this unit.
Although it was not excavated completely, this complex, with stacked sandstone piers with
brick paving between them and around a depression, may be a ceramic kiln or a bone kiln.
The former is more likely.

Underneath this destruction debris were two linear pits (F154 and F155) that contained a
high density of bone. Some bone was also found in EU6 on line with F154; it was not clear if
they were related. The pits and the possible kiln were dug into the ground surface, but the
stratigraphic relation of the pits to the brick and sandstone feature could not be determined.
Both EUs 2 and 4 have very few late ceramics and seem less disturbed than the other
portions of the NE Area. The dateable artifacts in the area are predominately pre-revolution
and suggest a TPQ of the 1760s with a probable earlier use of the area.

Like the two units in Lot 20, the first stratum cleared from these units contained some
nineteenth- and twentieth-century artifacts. In EU2, the upper stratum contains two sherds
of clear glass, twentieth-century jar fragments. EU3 has a vial (V. 327) dating probably to the
mid-nineteenth century. Late pearlware (c. 1815-1840) was recovered from a layer below the
disturbed area in EU3 (cat. no. 551); whiteware appeared in EU3 (cat. no. 432)

3.4.2 Feature 33

This feature was located during the initial cleaning of the unit along with evidence of a
central backhoe disturbance. F33, an irregular pit/trench (Figure 28), was identified in the
northeast corner of EU3 (Figure 22). It seemed to extend outside of the unit to the north. The
feature contains kiln furniture and brick and mortar, implying it was cut into the waster
surface (historic ground surface). The rest of the unit was covered with sandy silt with
pebbles, the Phase 3 fill layer. Below these strata, the sediments roughly divided the unit into
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Figure 28. Feature 33, in northeast corner of Exc

looking north, NE Area.
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east and west. However, the field interpretation for both parts was the same, i.e., this area
was originally marshy ground that became a midden during its historic use, which included
dumping of kiln furniture. The western portion was a dark gray-brown, while the east was a
lighter gray-brown. There was no mention of bones associated with industrial use, as was
found in the eastern portion of the surface in EUs 2 and 4. Some of what is called the historic
surface may have filled a natural depression sloping towards F33. Below these layers was the
transition to the B horizon, mottled by visible wormholes in the subsoil.

3.4.3 Feature 154

The northern portion of EU4 was a mixture of silty sand and silty coarse sand. Excavation in
the southern portion revealed F154. This pit, running east-west, was excavated into the
historic ground surface that contained charcoal and much bone. The feature itself contained
a large number of cow metapodials in a matrix of coarse sandy silt with a small amount of
gravel and cobbles (Figure 29). A large rock was located slightly southeast of the
approximate center of the unit. In the southwest corner, a long sandstone rock straddled the
edge of the south wall, extending with F154 into the south wall balk. Although this was
interpreted in the field as a grave marker, it may be associated with the sandstone debris
from F9B in EU2.

3.4.4 Feature 155

F155 is also a bone pit and contains cow metapodials. The stratigraphic relationship between
the bone pit feature (F155) and the feature complex is uncertain. F155 is definitely under F1B,
the burned material and the rubble and sandstone, verifying the pit was in existence before
the destruction of the feature. However, there is not solid stratigraphic or artifactual
evidence to affirm whether F155 was excavated and filled before the feature was built or
after it was built and then covered by the destruction debris associated with the feature. F155
contents are similar to F154, but its orientation is different. The relationship between these
two bone pits remains unclear although it seems likely that they were used during the same
time. If F155 and 154 were earlier than the feature complex, they would testify to some bone
discard or processing activity in the area before the feature was built. If they and the feature
complex were used during the same time, the bone may have been used as fuel if this is a
kiln site, or the structure feature may have been related to bone processing.

If the bone pits were the earliest features, followed by the architectural features and the
probably associated burnt material in F1B, the sequence indicates multiple uses of the area
over time. First, people associated with the disposal of commercial bone, possibly tanners,
used it. Second the presence of a sun-vat or puddling box and a possible kiln suggest the
area was used by one of the potteries, probably Remmey.

3.4.5 Features 1B, 4B/7B, 9B

This feature complex is primarily restricted to EU2, but the edges of the deposit extend north
into EU4 and northwest into EU6. The complex is comprised of F1B, a thick layer of burned
material containing a high density of kiln wasters that covered the structural components
F4B/7B, both laid and scattered brick, and F9B sandstone piers (Figure 22 and 30). The
structural elements surrounded a depression or pit in the southeast corner. Sandstone, as
well as brick and mortar, was also scattered around the southern portion of EU4.
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A sandy mix of brick, mortar, and burnt material covered about three-quarters of EU2. In the
northeast, there was a clay layer sloping to the northeast over a portion of the feature,
suggesting both a later fill unit and a pit or depression in this area. The layers with the burnt
material were called F1B. Under this was the feature complex (F4B/7B and F9B). This was
composed of sandstone slabs (F9B) stacked on top of each other and broken brick (F4B/7B)
articulated with each other and with one of the sandstone stacks. Between these areas were
depressions filled with sand. To the south and west of this concentration was brick rubble,
apparently in the same pit as the rest of the feature (Figure 29). A pit dug into the southeast
corner of the unit is probably also associated with this feature complex (Figure 22). The pit
seems to have material similar to the rest of the feature, but it is difficult to tell from the field
notes. It could have been cut into the feature at a slightly later time as suggested by the
strata, or it could have been part of the feature and the fill was added later. The pit extended
out to EU2 to the south and east, so its size is unknown.

This configuration of the major elements of the feature could be interpreted as a pit into
which rubble was dumped; however, the articulated brick and stacked sandstone slabs belies
this interpretation. One could also interpret the articulated areas as an actual construction
feature with a north and east wall composed of articulated brick stretching between stacked
slabs of sandstone.

The complex of features may be a pottery or a bone kiln. It is more likely a pottery kiln than
a bone kiln because of its location near the Remmey pottery. Although there were many
wasters in the overburden, this should not be given too much weight since the whole area
was used as a waster dump. Arguments for a bone kiln are the presence of abundant animal
bone in both EUs 2 and 4 and also some in EU3.

It is worthwhile to draw attention to its possible pottery kiln function, given the rarity of
information on early pottery production facilities in America. If it is a kiln, the exposed
elements are most similar to an early German downdraft kiln illustrated by Rhodes (1968:48,
Figure 50). Such kilns were either rectangular or round. The fire boxes are arranged around
the sides, and the flames are deflected upward by short walls (bag walls) and then drawn
down through the holes of the kiln floor into a collecting flue that leads to the chimney
(Rhodes 1968:47). The downdraft kiln is more efficient than an updraft kiln, distributing the
heat more evenly. The pit filled with bricks in the center of the unit could be part of the
sunken flue. The sandstone piers could be either support for the kiln floor or the sides of the
tire boxes paved in brick. While this is interesting speculation, more excavation would have
to be done to address the function of this feature. Since this is in the African Burial Ground,
such excavation is not possible.
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4.0 THE MID BLOCK AREA

4.1 Introduction

The MID Area includes Lots 14, 15, 16, and 17. These are in the center of the area excavated
and yielded (along with Lot 12, which is reported separately) the evidence for the
transformation of the block from a burial ground into a residential neighborhood in Phase 2.
There are few deposits from Phase 1 that document the ground surface during the African
Burial Ground period or reflect other activities.

This area contains evidence of a fence separating what the 1784 Bancker survey defined as
the Van Borsum parcel from the Barclay (Calk Hook) parcel to the north. The Barclay parcel
is the portion that was initially divided into lots and developed. These four lots contain the
most domestic features, including privies and pits, as well as postholes. The dates of the
materials in the majority of the features, as well as their stratigraphic position, demonstrated
that most of these features were excavated into the surface of the burial ground before the
yards were raised (from 1799 to 1809) in response to the regulation of the street level in 1799.
As discussed in Section 4.3.3, transfer-printed sherds recovered from all Phase 2 deposits
lack stippling and date before 1810.

In Lots 15 and 16, it is clear that these features were made and closed before the lot surfaces
were raised. The evidence for such features in the end two lots is sparse. There were also a
few natural and cultural features that dated to the African Burial Ground period, Phase 1,
and a few from Phase 4 or 5 nineteenth-century events. The time span in which most were
made and abandoned is short (1788 to 1803 or 1809), so it is difficult to order these features
within that period, especially since few are stratigraphically related. Each lot will be
discussed in turn, going from west to east. Within each lot the features will be discussed in
chronological order. Postholes from all lots are discussed in a separate section.

The lot plans in this section show lines representing the lot boundaries; however, where
there are no actual wall remains, the exact location of the lot boundaries may not be accurate.
The boundaries were located using the dimensions found on the early deeds and measuring
east and west from existing walls. In spite of this, and because there is no evidence of fences
between the lots, the exact boundary could be a little to the left or right of what is depicted.
For example, in Lot 15, F77 extends into Lot 16, and a cluster of related postholes in Lot 16
may extend into Lot 17. However, the calculated boundary locations are good
approximations of the original boundaries.

4.2 MID Area Dating

Where chronologically diagnostic artifacts were lacking, we used evidence of features
cutting into or being cut by grave shafts to separate Phase 1 and Phase 2 events. It was
particularly difficult in the field to decide whether postholes cut into or were cut by grave
shafts. Thus, in the sections on the dating of features in each lot below, we exclude
discussions of the stratigraphic relationships of the postholes to grave shafts, although in
most cases they seem to cut grave shafts.

The Phase 1 features include two features cut by burials F106 (Lot 14) and F141 (Lot 17).

These are the only two features in the MID Area that are definitely cut by grave shafts. The
fire pit F131 in Lot 16 is assigned to Phase 1, although there are no diagnostic artifacts. A

61



Appendix A
Stratigraphic Analysis and Feature Descriptions

natural water channel (F111/120) in Lot 16 was open and filled during at least part of the
time the African Burial Ground was in operation. The three latest features are two drains
belonging to Phase 5 (F112 [Lot 14] and F100 [Lot 15]) and a support pier for a late building
(F58d [Lot 16]). The remaining 14 of the 21 non-posthole features belong to Phase 2. Not
much attention was paid to the later features, and their artifacts were not analyzed. The 69
postholes (not part of another feature) are assigned to Phase 2, although few artifact or
stratigraphic data support this assignment.

Some artifacts in the features appear to be intrusive: they are rare and have TPQs that are
much later than other artifacts. The TPQs in the Tables below exclude such artifacts, but they
are mentioned in the text.

The Phase 1 features have few dateable artifacts. F141 is the only one that has enough sherds
(25) to produce a reasonable ceramic date. The MCD is 1745.4 and the TPQ is 1720. All but
one Phase 2 TPQs are between 1780 and 1795. F58d includes material from Features 58a—c, as
well as mid- to late-nineteenth-century material from the pit for a structural pier (F58d) that
was installed through the earlier features. Two late sherds were recovered: one is a blue
transfer-printed whiteware sherd; the other is one sherd of a Rockingham teapot.

The MCDs for Phase 2 features (based on sherds) mostly fall between 1784 and 1806 (see
Table 9 and Tables for each lot below), the period suggested by the historic documents. The
only earlier MCD is F107 in Lot 14, which has only three dateable sherds. The grouping of
the MCDs for Lots 15 and 16 suggests that the features in Lot 15 are generally more recent
than those in Lot 16. Two features in Lot 15 (F74 and F91) have the latest MCDs, and two in
Lot 16 have the earliest dates; the rest overlap. The 1804 date in Lot 16 came from only two
sherds. Although it may be hazardous to attempt to temporally order features on MCDs that
are so close together in time, the temporal order suggested by the MCDs (Table 9) matches
the interpretation of the historic documents with Lot 15 staying open until 1809-1810 and
Lot 16 being filled shortly after 1802. The MCDs for Lot 17 also suggest an earlier occupation
and an earlier fill date, as suggested by the interpretation of the historic documents, by 1802
or even earlier. When compared to dates in Lot 12, the date array in Table 9 suggests that Lot
12 was filled relatively early also.

Table 9. Mean Ceramic Dates by Half-Decade for MID Area Features in Lots 15-17

Half Decade Lot 15 Lot 16 Lot 17

1806
1805
1804*
1801
1800
1797 1797
1796
1795 1795*
1794 1794
1793
1792
1790 1791
1785
1784
1780

*Fewer than seven sherds
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4.3 Postholes

Postholes can provide information on lot boundaries and structures or boundaries within
yards. They can also provide information on the kind of debris that was in the surface layer
that was used to backfill the hole around the post. Postholes may also contain dateable
artifacts from the time they were excavated or when the post was removed. Of the 69
features that appear on the maps in the MID Area as postholes, 16 were not documented in
field notes and four were not numbered on the base map. Of the remainder, only 17 (25
percent) had artifacts; 12 of these had artifacts other than rocks or wood or brick fragments.
All of the artifacts were undateable nail fragments, glass, salt-glazed stoneware, and bone or
shell; none helps identify when the postholes were created. The one copper button in F162
was not temporally diagnostic. The lack of artifacts suggests that they were excavated into
ground surfaces with few artifacts, either before the residential development or early in the
domestic occupation of the lots.

As is often the case with postholes, it is difficult to identify patterns. It is clear that there
were no boundary fences with deep postholes between the lots. The only possible boundary
feature was a line of postholes that seemed to run from the southwest corner of Lot 12 to the
projected boundary between Lots 16 and 17. The rest of the postholes do not appear to
outline any building or interior division for a lot. One exception in Lot 16 is discussed below.

The postholes in Lots 14, 15, and 16 appear to form a fence line. However, there is
considerable variation in the postholes’” form and location, which suggests they are either the
product of a variety of different activities or the fence was repaired and replaced a number
of times. For example, the postholes have different shapes; some have rocks and others
don’t; there are gaps in the projected fence line; the holes are not oriented the same way; the
bottoms vary from rounded to pointed and some are stepped; and some are not on the same
line. However, the simplest explanation is that these postholes define a fence; it is difficult to
suggest another explanation for the linear orientation of the postholes in this restricted area.

If this is a fence line, does the fence line reflect land boundaries? As discussed in Volume I,
the line appears to approximate the boundary between the African Burial Ground (the Van
Borsum parcel) and the Calk Hook or Barclay parcel on the north. This line could be the one
mapped by Maerschalck in 1755 and 1763. The Teller fence built in the 1760s also probably
followed this line. If a later fence was placed on the same line as Teller’s fence, this could
explain why the postholes that make up the line are so different from one another. Teller’s
fence may also be represented on the Ratzer map, surveyed in 1766 and 1767.

The second question is, when were the postholes excavated? The few artifacts, which include
some salt-glazed stoneware (presumably wasters from the kiln dumping), suggest that the
surface had few artifacts on it at the time the postholes were excavated. Therefore, they are
unlikely to have been excavated after the houses and yards were occupied, after 1794.
Overlaps between the postholes and burials are few, also. Furthermore, field crews either
were not able to distinguish between grave and posthole fills or did not comment about such
relationships, so we cannot tell if the postholes came before or after the graves.

There are arguments in favor of this being the fence line erected by Teller in the 1760s and
burned by the British in the 1790s. The burials to its north have been identified as the latest
group in the analysis of the grave chronology. Additionally, the grave fill for these burials
has more artifacts and more weedy plants, suggesting a different surface in this area
compared to that to the south of the fence line (Perry et al. 2006:107).
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Arguments in favor of the fence line being associated with the rear of the Duane Street lots,
rather than earlier, derive primarily from the position of the other rear-yard features and the
fact that the line does not extend into Lot 17, nor does it turn north or south at that point. All
of the shaft features are north of that line; early owners could have fenced off the lots, and
the lot residents excavated the shaft features at the back of the lots. If the fence were strictly a
post-residential development fence, this would explain why the fence line stops at the Lot
16-17 boundary. Lot 17 was owned by a household that bought the lot complete with its
gore of land, unlike the lots to the east.

It seems most likely that the fence line was intended to mark the border between the Barclay
lots and the gore that belonged to the heirs to the Van Borsum parcel and that it was the
location of the Teller fence. However, there are still various unexplained facts, such as the
failure of the fence to extend to the east and gaps in the fence line, which make it difficult to
be certain about the date of the fence.

44 1lot14

4.4.1 Introduction

Lot 14 contained two irregular pits (F106 and F107), a drain feature (F112) (Table 10), a
rodent burrow (F59), nine labeled postholes (Features 59, 62, 67, 68, 97, 98, 105, 200, and 201),
and one that is unlabeled (NF) (Figure 31). All the postholes, except the two northern ones
(F97 and F98), are part of the fence line that runs southwest to northeast. F106 dates to Phase
1 and F107 to Phase 2 (1788-1810) (Table 10). These are located in the southwestern section of
the lot. The drain feature (F112) lies on the southern border of the lot and dates to the late
nineteenth or early twentieth century. The one irregular pit feature and the postholes are the
only evidence of post-African Burial Ground use in the lot until the late-nineteenth- or
twentieth-century drain (F112). The date of the brick wall forming the west side of the lot is
unknown. F106 was reported cut by Burial 197 (B197), but contained no artifacts.

Table 10. Feature Descriptions, Lot 14

Center Maximum Elevation Excavated
Feature | Function  Coordinates Size (ft.) Range (amsl) Depth (ft.) PQ
106 Irregular Pit 77.5S/54.0E 23x23 442 -4.14 0.28
107 Irregular Pit 64.0S/50.0E 40x20 3.75-343 0.32 1780 1761*
112 Drain 84.0S/63.0E 22x22 3.72-267 1.05

*Fewer than 10 sherds.

4.4.2 Feature 106

Feature 106 is a shallow, irregular pit (Figure 32) that is somewhat circular, located in the
southeast of Lot 14. It is about ten feet south of Feature 107 (an irregular pit) and about four
feet southwest of the fence line that runs along the eighteenth-century property line. The
excavation of Burial 197 disturbed the northeastern section of F106 according to the field
notes (Figure 31). Only the western half of the feature was excavated. F106 postdates and
overlies the easternmost portion of Burial 277 to its west. It is unlikely that the pit feature is
related to any of the burials. F106 is composed of brown-orange sand with many medium-
sized cobbles throughout the feature. The only cultural remains were two small fragments of
brick. This feature was probably a disturbed area that does not provide much insight into
past activities. How this related to activity on the African Burial Ground is unknown.
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4.4.3 Feature 107

Feature 107 was an irregular, shallow pit located in Lot 14, north of F106. The feature soil
was described as dark sand with artifact inclusions. Below this was a layer of yellowish gray
silty clay with no artifacts, underlain by red sandy subsoil with pebbles. Along the
southwestern border of F107, a cranium fragment was recovered resting upon two pieces of
glass. In addition, wood stains measuring 0.4 by 0.3 feet were identified in the approximate
center of the feature. The cranium fragment and wood stains may be part of Burial 125. The
relationship between the later feature (F107) and the burial remains unclear. The feature was
not drawn, but a plan view photo was taken (Figure 33). F107 contained artifacts such as
bricks, ceramics, glass, shell, glazed brick, coal, and a round-headed straight pin.

4.4.4 Feature 112

Feature 112 is a late-nineteenth/twentieth-century (Phase 5) drain located in Lot 14. The
drain is brick lined with a builders’” trench surrounding the brick lining. Within the brick
drain, the soil was dark brown sandy silt and the builders” trench was described as mottled
gray-brown sandy silt. The builders’ trench south of the feature was excavated to reveal the
exterior brick lining (Figure 34). The southern half of the feature was then excavated to
provide a cross section of the drain. Excavation continued until the bottom of the brick lining
was reached. Within the drain, mid-nineteenth-century debris was recovered including
pieces of glass, a clay marble, ceramics, iron and brick fragments, and rusted metal. This
feature was later than other features in the lot. It is similar in size and shape to the drain
feature (F100) in Lot 15.

45 Lot 15

4.5.1 Introduction

Lot 15 contains a large wood-lined privy feature (F56), two smaller wood-lined privy
features (F74 and F77a), and two pit features (F77b and F91), all dating to Phase 2 (1787-
1803) (Figure 35). F77a is earlier than F77b, but both features date to the same phase, before
the lot was filled. The three wood-lined privies within this lot indicate a large amount of
refuse activities, possibly due to the multiple households living on the lot. In addition, a set
of postholes (F61, F63, F64, F72, F76, F78, F80, F82, F83, F84, F85, FO0, F94, F202, and two
unnumbered postholes) are along the proposed eighteenth-century property line. Postholes
F86, F93, F95, and F96 are north of this property line. They, like a similar cluster in Lot 16, are
about 30 feet from the rear property line. They are also about the same size and shape as the
postholes in Lot 16. Most were not excavated, so it is unclear if the clusters in each lot were
related. F86 may be associated with another feature, and F71 is a late pit or posthole dug into
the surface of F77. The most recent feature was a drain (F100) located in the southwestern
area of the lot and is similar to the drain (F112) in Lot 14, both of which were assigned to
Phase 5. A shallow pit south of the fence posts (F103) was identified in the field as a late-
twentieth-centur