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Chapter 1 Introduction

Eastern North Carolina has been settled for thousands of years, first by various Native
peoples then by European settlers. The first attempt at a permanent colony by the English settlers
was at Roanoke Island, North Carolina in 15B% Natives attempteid keep their wayfdife
while the Europeans exploited the resourcabisfnew land. Though the region was populated
throughout prehistory, the Native inhabitants are not welkessprted in the historic record,

especially in Bath, North Carolina,theat eds ol dest town.

Prior to the founding of Bath in 1705, Governor Archdale recorded the area as being the
home of the Pamlico tribe in 1681. Soon after notes a great mortality whichtléie area open
for European settlement (Paschal 193&¢haeologisWilliam Haag(1955) proposes was the
previous site of a Native town called Secotan. This was an Algonquian village documented by

John White, artist and mapmaker, in 1585. The village depicted to be on the Pamlico River,

CAIdzZNBE Md W2KYy 2 KA
drawing of Secotan.




agrarian, and without defensive stockades (Figur®thler than these small mentions, little is

known specifically about the prehistory of Bath.

This is one of the main i ssues3lBid,dér essed ¢k
examined to fill this void in the understandi
of Bathoés, history. Artifacts privateroollgctior ando us a
asurvey done for this study are usedriterpret and examine the site. The artifacts were
analyzed to provide material evidence of past aawiat this location. Theurvey was
undertaken to reassess the material distribution at the site. The evidence was also examined to
assess whetherdlsite was the former location of the village of Secotae. previous
archaeological work done at the site was all undertaken with Secotan in mind, however they all
seem to be in disagreement with their conclusions. This study aims to clear up thesednsayr
and offer a unified conclusioithe information gathered is then put into a larger assessment with

the regimal and state history

Thesignificance of this study wilbe in filling a void in our history as well as
investigating a site that has beecorded but never fully documented. This archaeological
investigation will contribute to our understanding of what this land was like to those who lived
here just before, during, and just after the time of European contact. It will also contribute to our
knowledge of the English settlement pattern in the New World. Moaifaf the study is as

follows.

Chapter 2 presents the background history of both Coastal North Carolina and the town

of Bath. Environmental as well as cultural, prehistory and corgeegxamined. The



background istory for the sitas also addressed. This gives context and sets the scene for the

rest of the study.

Chapter 3 provides the information for the previous archaeological investigations done
on the site. This information ctains when and why the investigations were done and any results
or theories from the archaeologists. This gives a base point from which any interpretations and

conclusions are drawn.

Chapter 4 presents all artifacts contained in the assemblages andetiadswere
used to analyze these artifacts. Brief information is given on each collection as well. This is the

foundation from which all interpretations are drawn.

Chapter 5 contains the interpretations of the site from the artifacts as well as their
distribution shown through archaeological investigations. It addresses the question as to whether

or not this site is the former location of the village of Secotan.

Chapter 6 will conclude the study, answer the statement of problem, and assesses the

significance of the site to the history of Bath and North Carolina.

Appendices AD are provided to supplement the information provided in this study.



Chapter 2 Background History

This background informatiowill set the stage both environmentally and culturally for
the present study. | will first provide the information for the larger area of coastal North Carolina
and then more specifically for the town of Bath, North Carolina (Figure 2) and the site in
guesion. This background information will provide the frame of mind from which to view and

interpret the artifacts and information at hand.

North Carolina

ach

= :
‘F{ale L oh

Charlotte Bath
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:Man:nn\

Figure 2. Map showing location o
Bath, North Carolina.

Coastal North Carolina

Environmental

The CoastaPlain in North Carolings a diverse land. It sits anywhere betwee&00 feet
above sea level. The land has sedimentary rock layers underlying deep ultisol soils and marine

deposits. The shore is composed of easityded sands, silts, and clays. Thisadras



experienced great change throughout its history with times of rising followed by receding ocean
levels. The last ocean level fall of about 350 feet was most likely the cause of the creation of the
Outer Banks that border the coast of North Caroliine land that comprises the Coastal Plain is
bounded in the east by the Atlantic Ocean and in the west by the Piedmont. The area varies in
width from 100 to 140 miles and gently rises in elevation to the west. Wetlands are a dominant
feature of this ared_(iczkovich 2013). The area was covered with boreal-pprace forest until
around 8000 B.C. Then a white pihemlocknorthern hardwood covered the area until around
6000 B.C. Finally an oakickory climax type in the uplands and a gagpress in wet larsl

characterized the Coastal Plains (Phelps 1983).

The Coastal Plain is subdivided into two major areas, the Outer Coastal Plain, or
Tidewater, and the Inner Coastal Plain (Figure 3). The Outer Coastal Plain is extremely flat and
contains large swamps alakes. Streams in this area are brackish and subject to tidal
fluctuations. The Inner Coastal Plain is higher and contains distinctive upland bogs called
Pocosins and Carolina Bays. Rivers in this area flow southeast and contain broad, low valleys in
the oft, easily eroded sediments of the area. The Inner Coastal Plain has rich, sandy soil which

has made for great farmlands (Haag 1956; Phelps 1983).
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Cultural

Prehistory

CoastalNorth Carolina has been inhabited since the Early Ralgian period, beginning
around 950@C. This time was chacterized by Clovispear points, which are large fluted
lanceolate points. The people employed a generalized foraging strategy whichexbfointhe
rest of the Paleindian PeriodThe population began to spread out and gain variation during the
Middle Paleelndian period (900@8500BC). There also began to be regionatiability in
projectile pointshowever they all stayed lanceolate form. During the Late Paleladian
Period (85068000 BC) the populations continued to increase and spread into new areas. The
large side scraper was added to the tool kit, as well. The-Ral@m Period was a time of rapid
climate and landscape chang#l trees were replaced with new, different trees, mega fauna
became extinct, and much of the coastline was submerged gkatiers were melting (Ward &

Davis 1999; Wetmore 1975).

Throughouthe Archaic period (800BC-AD 1000 the population began tievelop into
small bands within weltlefined territories and they were more sedentary than previous
populationsThe campsites were widely scattered with base camps located near water and other
small, temporary sites nearby. Also the variability of speartp continued to increase. The
Early Archaic (8006000 BC) is characterized by the Palmer Corner Notched and Kirk Corner
Notched types. The Middle Archaic (66@000 BC) is characterized Stanly Stemmed, Morrow
Mountain Stemmed, and Guilford Lanceolatens. There was a slight peak in the number of
sites during this time. The Late Archaic (460000 BC) is characterized by the Savannah River

Phase. There was a shift in location of settlements from upland stream to the mouths of major



rivers. As the climte stabilized populations were able to grow and they were able to more

efficiently exploit their resources (Ward & Davis 1999; Wetmore 1975).

During the Woodland period (10@XC-AD 1650) the populations developed distinet
ceramics along with stone and bone tools. Also in this period, pottery was introduced and the
first evidence of agriculture was found. The Early Woodi@@d)0 BCAD 200)was
characterized by Deep Creek series ceraniies.people of this time introducedttery, small
villages developed, and practiced limited horticultditee Middle WoodlandAD 200-800)was
characterized by Mount Pleasant ceramics and some Mockley cerdihegsopulation grew
denser and with it came more gardening and greater ecosoptficstication. By the end of this
time each region had its own culturally distinct afidee Late Woodlan@AD 800-1650)was
characterized by Colington Phase ceraroidhe Outer Coastal Pla{Algonkians) and Cashie
Phase ceramias the Inner Coastall&n (Tuscarora). The people were able to live in more
permanent villages and handle larger populations with the advent of agricGlunebecame a
staple and ~A.D. 1200 beans began to be cultivated. With larger population growth came
conflict, as the fdile lands became the most prized locald® atlatl was replaced by the bow
and arrow but most other tools and ornaments were the same as found throughout the Archaic

periad (Ward & Davis 1999Wetmore 1975).

Contact

In 1585 the English chose the shooédlorth Carolina for their first attempt at a
permanent settlement. Following this attempt, many grants were given for the land in the North
Carolina colony, even with the knowledge that there were already Natives living on those lands.

In 1663 land grats were given to eight men called Lords Proprietors of Carolina. These land



grants encompassed lands of both South and North Carolina, which were not separated until
1712.However, many Virginians showed interested and moved south by buying land from the
Natives. These Virginias helped to populate and begin to claim the land for European use with

scatted settlements before attempting to form more urban centers (Watson 2005).

Many of the Natives in the area fell to disease, found their death fighting tetd@ns
Europeans, or were otherwise displaced. Thevativere so decimatéldat the Europeans did
not have much in the way of violent opposition when settling the area, except in the case of the
Tuscarora Waof 17121715. During the time of settlementtliroquoiarspeaking Tuscarora
were the most numerous and powerful Natives in eastern North Carolina. John Lawson (1709)
claimed the Tuscarora had around 1200 fighting men and were a formidable force. Lawson left
out several towns which means the popufati@s probably underestimated. The Tuscarora
acted like a barrier to European expansion and this created extreme tension between the two
groups. At dawn on September 22, 1711 the southern group of Tuscarora under Chief Hancock
led an attack on the settlefithe northern Tuscarora under Chief Tom Blount did not join.
Hancock and his followers killed hundreds of settlers, killed or drove off livestock, burned
houses, and destroyed crops. South Carolina came to the aid of their neighbors to the north and
inFlbbruary 1713 they attacked the Tuscarorabs
three week siege the Tuscaroras were defeated. Roving bands kept the fighting alive until early
1715 when they surrendered and moved to New York to join other Duasanr to a reservation
near Lake Mattamuskeet. After this, settlement of the area by Europeans proceeded rapidly and

relatively unhindered (Watson 2005; Paschal 1955).



Bath

Environmental

The site in question is located in Bath, North Carolindlann dy 6 s Poi nt at
intersection of Back Creek and Bath Creek. The town is located in the Inner Coastal Plain which
meangich, sandy soil which has been used for cultivation throughout the history of the area.
However, the area is also subject to higlels of erosion. Before European settlement the area

was heavily forested (Phelps 1983; Haag 1956).

Cultural

Prehistory

Other than the general prehistory for coastal North Carolina little to no specifics are
currently know about the land where thregent town of Bath sits. We do know that the Pamlico
and Secotan tribes did not get along and the land for the future town of Bath lay in the border
region. This could mean that no tribe permanently settled there as a result of constant warfare.
This coutl also mean that either the Secotan or Pamlico tribes lived permanently or transitionally

on the land that wdd be the future site of BafPaschal 1955).

Contact

In 1681 the area of Bath town was documented by Governor Archdale as a Native village
called Pampticough containing people from the Pamlico tribe. Soon after there was a great
mortality, possibly smallpox, that decimated the Pamlico people and leftehi®pen for
European settlement (Paschal 1955). In 1684 Seth Sothel, proprietor and governor of Albemarle

county, issued himself a land grant of 12,000 acres on the north banks of the Pamlico, which

9
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included the future site of Bath. A short time later, Sio¢hel grant was ignored as Sothel was
banished from the province as a result of unlawful imprisonments and illegal confiscation of
land. David Perkins obtained the title for a portion of the land next, including the site of the
future town of Bath. In 104/5 Perkins sold 60 acres of this land to John Lawson, Simon

Alderson, and Joel Matrtin for the creation of the town of Bath (Watson 2005).
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Figure 4. 1769 Sauthier map of the
Plan of the Town of Bath.

Bath was incorporated as a town on March 8, 1T@8.land of the town was sold to
individuals by predetermined |l ots (Figure 4).
and in 1715 it was made the colonyds port of
Sessions served Craven, Hyded &8eaufort Precinct. Possibly as early as 1706, the court for

Bath County met in private homes in Bath before the actual courthouse was constructed.

10



Construction of the courthouse began around 1720 or 1722. Bath escaped the destruction of the
Tuscarora Wiaand became a refuge for those directly affected. It was also a stop along to the
great northsouth post road which went from Portland, Maine to Savannah, Georgia. Bath was
briefly home to the notorious pirate Blackbeard and his crew until his death8n L Was the

center of government for the first few decades after incorporation however during the middle of
theeighteentrcentury this all changed. The post road moved further inland and the port of entry
moved further out to sea. The courthouse mdwdte neaby city of Washington in 1785 and

the governors moved to New Bern (Reeves 1978). Although the city of Baihedkicl

importance, it continue® be occupied until the present day.

History of site 31Bf23

The site is adjacent the historidown of Bath It is in a field on tk east side of King
Street on goint of landat the intersection of Back and Bath CredKksefield is currently
owned by Patsy Hassét is being rented to a farmer who plants various crops throughout the

year.Thoughdeeply plowed in the past, the farmer currently employstilmanting strategy.

In 1968 whenarchaeologisfohn Mattson was testirtge sitémore information in next
chapter) he spoke to local residergbout the history of the site. Many mentioned a structure
called Teacts Tar Kettle(Figure 5). This waa round brick structure that became a fefef
the area. The tale allegtsat Blackbeard used the structure to boil tar to calk his vessels so the
srudc ur e soon bec a skettlé& Mhistegendanmde The placensd popular to
visitors that the surrounding crops became threatendtie farmer destroyed the structure and

plowed it over.
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John Respas localBath residentiold Mattson that Handy Marsh onetime slave of
the Marsh familyonce had a cabin on the southern mostdadrite site. He also statélat the
land has been cultivated forlaastthe previous 25 years, and thia¢re were once manyare
trees on the land. Respalsotold Mattson storiesolh ow he hel pedsTan destroy
Kettle and how Captain Cicero Brooks used to bring in oyster shéditsedhe soil Several
otherpeopl e t ol d MastTarKaitle and how aystensive een lused time the
soil. HN Roper statethat there were once houses on the west end of th&siteaeologist
Bennie Keel recordedn his site form that the site has been plowed for the past two and a half
centuriegmore information in followig chapter)The local residentthat | have spoken to
about the history of the field have also mentioned Teaches Tar Kettle and have stated that as far

as they know the site has been used as a field for various crops.
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Chapter 3 Archaeological Background

Thesite of 31Bf23 has been investigated on three separate occasions by archaeologists.
Theintentof these investigationsas to discover if this site was the location wfearlyhistoric
Native Ameri@n village, in particular the village of Secot&ach time the site was investigated
artifacts were recovered and analyzed. Although interpretations were made, only once was
anything formally writen (Haag 1956). These three investigaticens together ge us a starting
point from which to assess the complete nature of this site. The full site forms for each

investigation can be found in Appendix B.
William Haag

In 1954 the Coastal Studies Institute of Louisiana State Univevagycontracted to
make acomprehensive survey of the Cape Hatteras area of North Carolina. This survey would
include not only archaeology but also geography, botany, geology, and coastal morphology. The
resulting information was published by Louisiana State University Studiesderiber 1956
(Haag 1956)Archaeologist William Haag was chosen to lead this survey. In 1955 Haag
surveyed a site in Bath as a part of this survey and referred to it as P 35, which was later
designated 31Bf23. The majority of this work was surface caligckiaag describes P 35 as
AHIi gh fl at ground, the area is easily 1000 by
shell, and bone occur over it. Projectile points and even a gun flint were found. The potsherds are
generally small..Nonetheless, thiarea is by far the most evident Indian village in the whole
vicinity. As indicated later, in (is) judged to be that called eaon . 6 ( Haag 1956) . H
that the archaeological evidence suggests a Secotan confederacy that extended from Bath Creek

to Pungo River. The sherds of simple stamped, grit tempered pottery that were found at P 35



were the most influencing factor to Haag to suggest this site as former Secotan (Haag 1956). On
the other hand, the site survey report obtained from UNC RLA steteBlaag believed that
from the information gathered during his arch

Pamticougho (Haag 1955).

Haag seems to believe there is a defiNiddéive aspect to the site and believes it to be the
infamous Secain. He bases this on the amount of Native artifacts found, especially-simple
stamped grit tempered ceramics. However, he does not explain why these specific items lead to

the conclusion of the site as the location of Secotan.

Bennie C. Keel

In 1964 BennieC. Keel undertook a survey of 31Bf23. He surface collected artifacts and
assessed the sites integrity. Then in 1966 he was called upon by the Historic Bath Commission
for a meeting to discuss the placement of an Indian village on the site. Keel belevasi dh
result of the two and a half centuries of plowing and rains the archaeological potential of the site
was in question. However, he also believed that if Bath were to build an Indian village they
should build it on the land of 31Bf23 because itesthr eal hi st oric site. Ke
identification was essentially correct with the addition that the site size and density appeared to
be smaller than Haag had descri bed. Figure 6

observed in 1964 (K& 1964; Historic Bath Conference on Indian Village 1966)
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The information on Keel 6s previous

why he was researching the site in the first place. He seems to bktezevias a previous

nvest.

Native presence on this location, but seems to think the long history of plowing mostly likely

destroyed the integrity of this site. However, he believes it was the site of a former Native village

although he provides little evidencesuapport of this conclusion.
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Joffre Coe and John Mattson

On February 15, 1968 a meeting was held in Raleigh, North Carolina to deal with the
possibility of an archaeological project in Bath, North Carolina. This projeestigated the
presence of an Indian dwelling or village near the present town of Bath which was called
6Secotand or O6Cotand. Joffre Coe dirdedayed t he

of the fieldwork. Excavations were from Marct2®, 1968. First a grid was established with 23

1006x1006 squares. Each square was surface co
material. A 106x106 square designated O0AO6 sit
on Back Creekwaseacv at ed to a depth of one foot. Six 1

were excavated at irregular intervals. Three features were found and excavated. The first was a
possible fire hearth, while the second was a fire pit or filled post hole. Thedhitdd was a

possible fire pit. The excavators found Native pottery sherds, European ceramic sherds, pipe
stems, charcoal, brick, and oyster shells, among other artifacts. Figure 7 contains the site map for
this investigation. After the excavation Mattssmmd Coe concluded, based on their analysis of

the information discovered, that there was very little left of any previous Native occupation, and
nothing reconstructable. The second conclusion was that the Native material found was not
historic and dated niater than the 1century. The third conclusion was that all this

i nformation together made the identification
believed these artifacts were the result of temporary transient activity as they foemiderxce

of a historic Native village or any sort of prolonged occupation. (Mattson 1968; Coe 1968)

Coe and Mattsonbés conclusions that it is i
site has very little integrity left, seem to be supportethbyarchaeological evidence they
recovered. However, they do not define what they consider as Secotan. All three of the previous

16



archaeological investigations seem to be looking for a large Native settlement as Secotan, and
nothing else. Secotan could hadeen a large central location with a great deal of smaller
settlementsll referring to themselves as Secotan. More consideration for what this site could
have been and not just what the site is not is lacking from all three of these previous

investigatins, especially Coe and Mattsonds.
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Chapter 4 Methods and Analysis

This chapter will describe each collection and the methods used in their analysis. A
brief background for each collection will also be given to provide a context and detail how the
artifacts came to be a part of the study. The chapter is organized into prehistoric and historic time
periods, then further broken down by artifact group and firflgrtifact type. A full catalog of

the artifacts can be found in Appendix A.

Davis Collection

This is a collection of artifacts from Handy
who have a house near the site. The couple has been collectingsaftden the site for many
years and were kind enough to lend their collection to be a part of this study. The collection
includes Native ceramics, pipes, glass, various rocks, European ceramics, and a bag of
miscellaneous items. This section will furtlietail what specifically was found within this

collection and the methods used to analyze the artifacts.
RLA Collection

This collection includes the artifacts from the Haag survey (1955), the Keel survey (1964),
the Mattson and Coe excavation (1968), trade found by Marilyn and David Delling (1964).
The Haag survey, Keel survey, and Mattson and Coe excavation have been previously discussed
(see Chapter 3). The Marilyn and David Delling collection is a small group of artifacts donated
to the Universityof North Carolina Research Laboratories of Archaeology in 1964 along with
artifacts from several other sites in the area. The Dellings filled out a site survey form which can

be found in Appendix B. They descgencbdEmanyhe si t



historic itemsé, it was apparently a contact
the University of Louisiana study serieso (De
Be-10, perhaps indicating their #8ite locatedbr visited in Beaufort County. All artifacts in the

Delling collection were surface collected. These four collections are combined in this chapter
because when they were analyzed together by the author, they seemed to present a more

complete picture thanhen taken separately due to the vasisizes and focus of each

collection. This section will further discuss the contents of the collections and the methods used

to analyze the artifacts. Specific details of what is contained in each separate colécten c

found in Appendix A.
Fieldwork 2013 Collection

Fieldwork was conducted on March 1, 2013 for this project under the direction of Dr.
Charles Ewen and the author with help from several East Carolina University students and two
Beaufort County residents. Fortyie shovel test pits were dug in order talfihe extent of the
site in general, along with the location of both the historic and prehistoric components of the site.
This information will be discussed in the following chapter but the items found and the methods
used to analyze these items will beadissed in the following sections. The test pits were dug
every 50 feet, all information was recorded on shovel test forms, and the artifacts were each
bagged and tagged with a unique field specimen nuniiherinformation gathered from this
survey will ke further discussed in the following chapter. This survey helped a great deal in

determining the integrity, size, and specific components of the site.
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Prehistoric

The prehistoric component of this site includes Native ceramic and lithic artifaetse T
items can provide an insight into what was taking place at the site before European contact and

even untilthe Bath town area was settled by these Europeans.

Native Ceramics

For this study edtsherd was cleaned, separdtgdemper, and then furthetentified
by surface treatment. Next, each group of sherds was iderifigghe counted, and weighed in
grams. Identifying the sherds by temper and surface treatment leads to classification by type of
ware. These types can provide a great deal ofrimdiion, including date, locatiaf creation
and cultural affiliation. Archaeologists have created typologies for ceramics all over the country
based on previous investigations. The date will indicate when the site was occupied, the location
refers to e spatial distribution of the type, and cultural affiliation can tell who once used the
pottery. The number of sherds can also help indicate how many people used or lived on the site
or how long the area was used by those people. Weighing the sherdsonedpsfor the
skewing affect of differential sherd size. (For example, one type of pot could break into 2 pieces
while another be smashed into 50 thus throwing off the proportions of types on the site if going
strictly by sherd count). These analytietmods will help a great deal in the interpretation of the
artifacts from the site. Tables3lcontain the identified Native ceramics of each collection and

Figures 813 show the variouypes found on the site.
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Figure 8. Cashie sherd.

Figure 10. Deep Creek sher|

Figure 9Unknown fine sand temper
sherd.
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Figure 11. Hanover sherd

Figure 12. Colington sherd

Figure 13. Mt. Pleasant sherd.
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Table 1.Native Ceramicé the Davis Collection

Type Surface Impressioll vesseltype count | weight(g)
Deep Creek incised body 3| 10.99
Deep Creek plain 8 rim, 165 body | 173 | 818.1g
Deep Creek cord marked body 15| 150.1g
Deep Creek unknown body 28| 141.7¢g
Deep Creek net 3 rim, 23 body 26| 197.69
Deep Creek fabric 8 rim, 97 body 105| 674.2¢9
Mount Pleasant net 2 rim, 17 body 19| 150.0g
Mount Pleasant plain 3 rim, 30 body 33| 169.4¢g
Mount Pleasant cord marked 2 rim, 17 body 19| 162.5¢g
Mount Pleasant incised body 1| 249
Mount Pleasant unknown body 18 | 106.1g
Mount Pleasant fabric 7 rim,49 body 56 | 567.3g
Hanover checker stamped | 1 rim, 3 body 4| 36.49
Hanover cord marked 1 rim, 21 body 22| 199.1g
Hanover unknown 2 rim, 65 body 67 | 325.3g
Hanover plain 6 rim, 122 body | 128 | 592.69g
Hanover fabric 8rim, 112 body | 120 1033.6g
Cashie unknown body 10| 82.9¢g
Cashie incised 1 rim, 9 body 10 | 134.99
Cashie plain 4 rim, 42 body 46 | 308.4g
Cashie simple stamped 2 rim, 85 body 87 | 547.3g
Cashie net body 13| 124.99
Cashie cord marked 7 rim, 53 body 60 | 490.6¢g
Cashie fabric 8rim, 123 body | 131 | 1393.2¢g
Colington simple stamped body 2|18.1g
Colington plain body 11| 52.49g
Colington unknown body 8 |117.8g
Colington fabric 3 rim, 24 body 27 | 356.69
Unknown fine sand temper| cord marked 1rim, 17 body 18| 138.6g
Unknown fine sand temper| incised 5 rim, 4 body 9 | 48.4g
Unknown fine sand temper| fabric/net 4 rim, 56 body 60 | 237.2g
Unknown fine sand temper| unknown 3 rim, 41 body 44 | 164.2¢g
Unknown fine sand temper| net body 30| 236.69
15 rim, 174
Unknown fine sand temper| fabric body 189 | 1005.49g
11 rim, 254
Unknown fine sandemper | plain body 265 | 1065.2¢g
sherds under 1/2" 442 | 756.0g




Table 2 Native Ceramic#n Fieldwork 2013
Surface Vessel
Type Impression Type Count | Weight(g)
Deep Creek plain body 1| 2.4g
Mount Pleasant plain body 1|4.3g
Mount Pleasant fabric impressed | body 1|4.2g
Hanover fabric impressed | body 3| 13.4g
Hanover plain body 4| 18.5¢9
Hanover net impressed body 1|4.8g
Cashie plain body 1|4.19
unknown fine sand tempel net impressed body 1| 25¢g
unknown fine sand tempel plain body 1| 6.69
unknown fine sand tempel cord marked body 1|2.2g
Table 3.Native Ceramicén the RLA Collection
Type Surface Impression| Vessel Type Count| Weight(g)
Deep Creek incised
Deep Creek plain body 118 472g
Deep Creek cord marked body 19| 109g
DeepCreek unknown body 14 | 58g
Deep Creek net impressed
Deep Creek fabric impressed 1 rim, 52 body 53| 238g
Mount Pleasant net 1 rim, 15 body 16 | 1299
Mount Pleasant plain 2 rim, 106 body| 108 | 4469
Mount Pleasant cord marked 1 rim, 35 body 36| 2409
Mount Pleasant incised
Mount Pleasant unknown body 50| 221g
Mount Pleasant fabric impressed 3 rim, 53 body 56 | 323¢g
Hanover checker stamped
Hanover cord marked 1 rim, 89 body 90| 4279
Hanover unknown 3rim, 118 body| 121 | 5419
12rim, 314
Hanover plain body 326 1,359g
14 rim, 165
Hanover fabric impressed body 179| 978¢g
Hanover net impressed body 11| 769
Hanover fabric/incisied rim 1]|4g
Cashie unknown 2 rim, 22 body 24 | 849
Cashie incised
Cashie plain 1 rim, 64 body 65 | 2969
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Cashie simple stamped body 6 | 259
Cashie net impressed

Cashie cord marked 1rim, 168 body| 169 | 924g
Cashie fabric impressed 1 rim, 10 body 11| 82g
Colington simple stamped

Colington plain body 59| 2549
Colington unknown body 1|79
Colington fabric impressed body 3| 11g
Colington cord marked body 6| 189
Unknown fine sand

temper cord marked body 67 | 3579
Unknown fine sand

temper incised rim 1| 3g
Unknown fine sand fabric/net

temper impressed

Unknown fine sand

temper unknown 7rim, 257 body| 264 | 982¢g
Unknown fine sand

temper net impressed body 87 | 285¢g
Unknown fine sand 17 rim, 545

temper fabric impressed body 562 | 3,117¢g
Unknown fine sand 12 rim, 430

temper plain body 442 1,759¢g
sherds under 1/2" 793 | 1,0209g

Lithics

Lithic analysis has provided detailed typologies that can help tell us about who was on
the site and what they were doing long ago. Knapping is the manufacture of stone tools and this
produces not only the desired stone tool but also waste productssdiaitea. Each stone tool
has a specific use and even the waste products have their own use. For the purposes of this study,
the lithics were broken up into categories according to their type (Chazan 2011). Information on

each specific type, their creaticand significance are contained in the following sections.
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Table 4 Lithics f

rom Collections

Projectile Points

Collection Count Type Date Range
Keel 2 | Roanoke Triangular A.D. 2001650
Haag 12 | Roanoke Triangular A.D. 2061650
3 | Large Triangle A.D.200-1650
Coe &
Mattson 1 | possible eared Yadkin A.D. 8001400
4000 B.GA.D.
1 | possible small Thelma 200
4 | Roanoke Triangular A.D. 2001650
2 | Clarksville Triangular A.D. 2001650
3 | Large Triangle A.D. 2001650
Davis 2 | Roanoke Triangular A.D.200-1650
Bifaces
Haag 1
Davis 1
Flakes
Fieldwork
2013 6
Keel 5
Delling 5
Haag 54
Coe &
Mattson 69
Davis 155
Hammerstones
Haag 1
Coe &
Mattson 13
Davis 15
Cobbles, Cobble fragments
Keel 2 Cobbldragments
Haag 3 Cobbles, 9 Cobble Fragmer
Coe &
Mattson 7 Cobble fragments
7 Cobbles, 56 Cobble
Davis Fragments
Other Lithics
Fieldwork
2013 3 various small rocks
Haag 1 rock, 1 unknown, tool?
Coe & 1 flat stone, possible
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Mattson gorget

Davis 51 various rocks

Projectile Points

Projectile points are knapped from hard stone into a triangkéashape and often

Figure 15. Roanoke points.

Figure 14. Clarksville point.

Figure 16. Large Triangle point.

attached to a spear, arrow, or dart. Various typologies have been created based on the size, shape,
and origin of these points to aid in analysis and interpretation. dfidisé projectile points found

in the collections for this study are triangular points from the mid to late Woodland Period (Table

4). The smallest of these triangular points are Clarksville points (Figure 14). The overall length

of these is generally 220mm with no stem. The blades are mostly equilateral triangles, with a

few isosceles. They are watlade and usually symmetrical. The medium triangular points are

Roanoke points (Figure 15). The overall length of these is generall® 2im with no stem. Ten
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blades are mostly isosceles triangles, with a few equilateral. They are thimaaslpoints. The
largest triangular points are just known as Large Triangle points (Figure 16). The overall length
of these is generally 460mm with no stem. The bladesaenerally large, straigstded and an
isosceles triangle with straight to deeply concave bases. They ammads and thicker than the

Roanoke points (South 2005).

There is ongossibleThelma point which haa general overall length of 2/lmm
(Figure 17). The blade is trianguloid with straight to slightly excurvate sides and a-$&mm®

wide and 58mm in length. These points may represent a transition type from stemmed Archaic

—

Figure 17. Thelma point. Figure 18. EareNadkin point.

pointsto the triangular Roanoke points (South 2005).

There are also three possible eared Yadkin points which have characteristic shallow side
notches toward the base (Figure 18). These points are symmetricahaudeland date to A.D.
800-1400. The blades ataangular and broad with most being almost equilateral, and few

narrow in shape (Coe 1964).
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Bifaces

Bifaces in North America are a stone tool that has been worked on both surfaces and does
not fit any other category. It has been interpreted as a toalfanred for many diverse tasks.
However, the specific use of these tools is still unknown, although various theories have been

presented (Odell 1998). Table 4 shdtws bifaces found within the collections.

Flakes

Flakes are pieces of stone that hbgen struck off the core stone during tool
manufacture. A good tool maker would know exactly where to hit the core stone in order to
create any flake size and shape they wanted. The flakes were sometimes never used again, other
times they were retoucheddnsed as a tool themselves. The presence of these can indicate

knapping omther tool manufacture (see Table 4

Hammerstones

A hammerstone is a large stone used to strike flakes off another stone in order to create a
tool or as a tablike stone to aidn tool manufacture. It develops tell tale tool marks on the ends
or center in connection with a small depression. The presence of these as well can indicate that

some type of tool manufacture once tgd#ce at that location (see Table 4

Cobbles, Cobfd fragments
Cobbles are unused stone brought to the area for future use as a stone tool. The fragments
are larger than flakes and were purposely broken or just broken through time. They indicate that

tool manufacturing tooklace in that location (see Tabd).
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Other Lithics

This section contains various rocks that do not seem to be connected with tool

manufacture and naturally occur in the ase(able4). It also contains an unknown possible

Figure 19. Possible broken gorge

tool and a brokegorget (Figure 19). A gorget is a large flat stone with holes for suspension.
They are believed to have been an ornament worn around the throat. The one in the Coe and

Mattson Collection is broken and only contains one hole (South 2005).

Historic

Thehistoric component of the site includes European ceramics, pipes, glass, and various
metal objects. These artifacts can provide an insight on what was happening just outside historic
Bath town from the time of European settlement of the area. They carhshothese

Europeans lived and indicate trade, either with fellow Europeans or Native inhabitants.

European Ceramics

The European Ceramics were divided into four categories; coarse earthenware, refined
earthenware, stoneware, and porcelain. These wares are all made from clay but fired at much
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higher temperatures than the previously discussed Native ceramics. Thesescerami
classified by the aforementioned four categories, than separated by decoration, and more
specifically identified as to type using various digital collections, (e.g. Florida Museum of
Natural History and the Maryland Archaeological Conservation aabyell as the Phelps Lab
Collection at East Carolina University. After each ceramic was identified the sherds were
counted and the vessel portion noted. Table$2L6how the identified European ceramics of

each collection.

Table 5.European Ceramids the Davis Collection
Type Date Range| Count
Coarse Earthenware
Red body Coarse EarthenweRed Glaze 14901900 5
Red body Coarse EarthenwaBeown Glaze | 14901900 11
Red body Coarse EarthenwaBéack Glaze | 17001770 14
Red body Coarse Earthenware 14901900 25
North Devon Gravel Tempered Ware 16801750 3
Manganese Mottled Earthenware 16801780 1
Tan body Coarse Earthenware 14901900 7
Lead Glazed Coarse Earthenware 14901900 2
Refined Earthenware
PearlwareBlue-Sponge Print 17701830 6
PearlwareBlueTransfer Print 17841840 12
PearlwareRedTransfer Print 18291840 8
PearlwareBlue-Shell Edged 17851840 34
PearlwareGreenShell Edged 17851840 3
PearlwareBlue-Banded 17901820 14
PearlwareHandpainted Polychrome 17951820 11
PearlwarePlain 17801840 301
PearlwareHandpainted Blue on White 17751840 11
Creamware 17621820 3
SlipwareStaffordshire 16751770 3
Yellowware 18401900 11
Annular Wares 17821895 2
Annular WareBanded 17851840 5
WhitewareHandpainted 1830-1900+ 7
WhitewareRedTransfer Print 18291840 17
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WhitewareGreenTransfer Print 18291840 2
WhitewareRedSponge Print 18101830 2
WhitewareHandpainted Polychrome 1830-1900+ 2
WhitewareBanded 18301900 1
WhitewareBlackTransfer Print 18301840 3
WhitewarePlain 18301900+ 213
WhitewareBlue Transfer Print 17841840 1
Ironstone Ware 18401930 84
Discolored Refined Earthenware 5
Unknown Refined Earthenware 3
20th
Various Refined Earthenware century 30
Alkaline Glazed Refined Earthenware 1830+ 6
Stoneware
North American Stoneware 17751900 18
Fulham Brown Stoneware 16751775 5
English Brown Safflazed Stoneware 16901775 10
Albany Slip Stoneware 18001950 21
Nottingham Stoneware 17001800 8
Ginger Beer BottkBristol Glaze 18351900 7
Westerwald Monochrome 16751750 10
Westerwald 15751775 69
Unknown Brown SalElazed Stoneware 3
Various SalGlazed Stoneware 13
Unknown Stoneware 17
Porcelain
PorcelairEnglish SofPaste 17451800 15
PorcelairMilk Glass 15002000 13
PorcelainBone China 18301900 15
PorcelairChing Blue on White 16441912 1
20th
PorcelainGreyish Body century 3
Other
SemiPorcelain 13
Terracotta Tile 17201820 4
Table 6. European Ceramids Fieldwork 2013
Type ‘ Date Rangd Count
Coarse Earthenware
Red Body Coarse Earthenware unknown glaze‘ 14901900 ‘ 2

Refined Earthenware
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1830
Whiteware Plain 1900+
Pearlware Plain 17801840
Pearlware Blue Shedidged 17851840

Table 7.European Ceramids the RLA Collection

Date

Type Range Count
Coarse Earthenware
North Devon gravelempered 16801750 2
Red body Coarse Earthenware Brown Gl| 14901900 3
Red body Coarse Earthenware Red Glaz| 14901900 4
Red body Coarse Earthenware Black Glg 17001770 3
Refined Earthenware

Ironstone ware 18401930 9
Yellowware 18401900 1

1830
Whiteware-Plain 1900+ 13

1830
WhitewareHandpainted 1900+ 2
WhitewareRedTransfer Print 18301840 2
PearlwarePlain 17801840 15
PearlwareBlackTransfer Print 18291840 3
PearlwareBlue Transfer Print 17841840 1
PearlwareHandpainted Polychrome 17951820 1
PearlwareFlow Blue 18281929 1
Pearlware20th century 2
PearlwareBlueBanded 17901820 1
PearlwareBlue-Sheltedged 17851840 2
Creamware 17621820 2
SlipwareStaffordshire 16751770 1
Unknown Refined Earthenware 1

Stoneware
Westerwald 15751775 4
Albany Slip Stoneware 18001950 10
English Brown Satflazed Stoneware 16901775 2
Fulham Brown Stoneware 16751775 1
North American Stoneware 17751900 2
Porcelain

PorcelainBone Chindolls feet 18301900 2
PorcelairEnglish Soft Paste 17451800 2
PorcelainMilk Glass 15002000 1
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Other

SemiPorcelain

Next, the mean ceramic date for the European ceramics was calculated. The mean ceramic

date formula was developed by Stanley South in 1971. Mean ceramic dating is a quantitative

method used to calculate the mean date of occupation or use of a demuktrbts ceramic

types found within the assemblage. In order to calculate the mean ceramic date for a deposit first,
the median manufacture dates are multiplied by the number of sherds for each types. These
products are then totaled and divided by thal toamber of sherds. Ideally the number of vessels
would be used but the counts of sherds are most often used. This mean ceramic date is an
average date for the assemigg@arber 1994). This date can help serve as a base point for the

analysis and interptations of both the artifact assemblage and the site. TablEs 13

demonstrate the mean ceramic date calculation for each collection.

Tsble 8 Mean Ceramic Date Calculation the Davis Collection

mean
Type date range | date count | product
PearlwareBlue-Sponge Print 17701830 1800 6 10,800
PearlwareBlueTransfer Print 17841840 1812 12 23,556
PearlwareRedTransfer Print 18291840 | 1834.5 8 14,676
PearlwareBlue-Shell Edged 17851840 | 1812.5 34 61,625
PearlwareGreenShell Edged 17851840 | 1812.5 3 5,437.50
PearlwareBlueBanded 17901820 1805 14 25,270
PearlwareHandpainted Polychrome| 17951820 | 1807.5 11| 19,882.50
PearlwarePlain 17801840 1810 301 544,810
PearlwareHandpainted Blue on
White 17751840 | 1807.5 11| 19,882.50
Creamware 17621820 1791 3 5,373
SlipwareStaffordshire 16751770 | 1722.5 3 5,167.50
Yellowware 18401900 1870 11 20,570
Annular Wares 17821895 | 1838.5 2 3,677
Annular WareBanded 17851840 | 1812.5 5 9,062
WhitewareHandpainted 18301900+ | 1865 7 13,055
WhitewareRedTransfer Print 18291840 | 1834.5 17| 31,186.50
WhitewareGreenTransfer Print 18291840 | 1834.5 2 3,669
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WhitewareRedSponge Print 18101830 1820 2 3,640
WhitewareHandpainted Polychrome 18301900+ | 1865 2 3,730
WhitewareBanded 18301900 1865 1 1,865
WhitewareBlackTransfer Print 18301840 1835 3 5,505
WhitewarePlain 18301900+ 1860 213 396,180
WhitewareBlue Transfer Print 17841840 1812 1 1,812
Ironstone Ware 18401930 1885 84 158,340
PorcelainrEnglishSoft Paste 17451800 | 1772.5 15| 26,587.50
PorcelainMilk Glass 15002000 1750 13 22,750
PorcelainBone China 18301900 1865 15 27,975
PorcelairChing Blue on White 16441912 1778 1 1,778
North American Stoneware 17751900 | 1837.5 18 33,075
FulhamBrown Stoneware 16751775 1725 5 8,625
English Brown Safflazed Stoneware| 16901775 | 1732.5 10 17,325
Albany Slip Stoneware 1800-1950 1875 21 39,375
Nottingham Stoneware 17001800 1750 8 14,000
Ginger Beer BottiBristol Glaze 18351900 | 1867.5 71 13,072.50
Westerwald Monochrome 16751750 | 1712.5 10 17,125
Westerwald 15751775 1675 69 115,575
Red body Coarse EarthenweRed
Glaze 14901900 1695 5 8,475
Red body Coarse EarthenwaBeown
Glaze 14901900 1695 11 18,645
Red body CoardearthenwareBlack
Glaze 17001770 1735 14 24,290
Red body Coarse Earthenware 14901900 1695 25 42 375
North Devon Gravel Tempered War| 16801750 1715 3 5,145
Manganese Mottled Earthenware 16801780 1730 1 1,730
Tan body Coarse Earthenware 14901900 1695 6 10,170
Lead Glazed Coarse Earthenware | 14901900 1695 2 3,390
Total 1015| 1,840,255
Mean Date=1813.4
Table 9.Mean Ceramic Date Calculatian the RLA Collection
Date Mean
Type Range Date Count| Product
North Devon gravelempered 16801750 1715 2 3430
Red body Coarse Earthenware Brown Glg 14901900 1695 3 5085
Red body Coarse Earthenware Red Glazg 14901900 1695 4 6780
Red body Coarse Earthenware Black Glaz 17001770 1735 3 5205
Ironstone ware 18401930 1885 9| 16965
Yellowware 18401900 1870 1 1870
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Tahle 9 Continned

1830
WhitewarePlain 1900+ 1860 13| 24180
1830
WhitewareHandpainted 1900+ 1865 2 3730
WhitewareRedTransfer Print 18291840 1834.5 2 3669
PearlwarePlain 17801840 1810 15| 27150
PearlwareBlackTransfer Print 18291840 1834.5 3| 5503.5
PearlwareBlue Transfer Print 17841840 1812 1 1812
PearlwareHandpainted Polychrome 17951820 1807.5 1| 1807.5
PearlwareFlow Blue 18281929 1878.5 1| 1878.5
PearlwareBlueBanded 17901820 1805 1 1805
PearlwareBlue-Shelledged 17851840 1812.5 2 3625
Creamware 17621820 1791 2 3582
SlipwareStaffordshire 16751770 1722.5 1| 17225
Westerwald 15751775 1675 4 6700
Albany Slip Stoneware 18001950 1875 10| 18750
English Brown SafflazedStoneware 16901775 1732.5 2 3465
Fulham Brown Stoneware 16751775 1725 1 1725
North American Stoneware 17751900 1837.5 2 3675
PorcelainBone Chindolls feet 18301900 1865 2 3730
PorcelairEnglish Soft Paste 17451800 1772.5 2 3545
PorcelainMilk Glass 15002000 1750 1 1750
Total 90| 163140
Mean Date=1812.7

Table 10Mean Ceramic Date Calculation Fieldwork 2013

Date Mean
Type Range Date Count| Product
Red Body Coarse
Earthenware 14901900 1695 2 3390
1830
Whiteware Plain 1900+ 1860 1 1860
Pearlware Plain 17801840 1810 2 3620
PearlwareBlue-Shell edged | 17851840 18125 1| 18125
Total 6| 10682.5
Mean Date= 1780.4
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The combination of these mean date calculations gives a mean date of 1812.9 with
total of 1,111 sherds. The ceramic types span the time fromdr486ént. These types show a
continuous occupation, however most of the types date to beforeTt#Mean ceramic date
gives a median date of occupation from which to continue the amaByace this is such a long
and continuous occupation, one date cannot be solely relied upon, but must be taken into account

with a variety of other analysis techniques.
Pipes

Pipes can bdatedby calculating a formula like the European ceramespecially when it
comes to those manufactured in Europe. Europe
observing those used by Native Amars by the first explorers. These were usually an earthen
bowl with a cane or reed stem. By 1590 the production of pipes was firmly established in Europe

77
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Figure 20. Kaolin pipe stems 5/64
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concurrent bore diameters.

and mostly used a white kaolin clay. The basic shape of the white clay pipe stayed the same
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throughouthe 17" and 18’ centuries with slight variations in bore diameter, size, and shape
(Figure 20). The pipes made in North America were produced from locally dug clay ranging in
color from orange to brown. There were no manufacturing rules so pipes mAoerica had a
variety of styles. Probably the most well known pipe style from North America is the two part
pipe in which a reed stem was inserted into a clay bowl. This style does not become prevalent
until the end of the 8century (McMillan 2010). fiose dating techniques used for European

made pipes cannot be used for North American pipes.

All collections in this study have pipe stems that can be used to help date this site. The kaolin
pipe stems were first analyzed using the J.C. Harrington mefthadmethod was developed in
1954. Harrington observed that the bore diameters in English kaolin tobacco pipe stem fragments
from sites in Virginia change over time in a predictable manner. He observed the trend of
decreasing bore diameter from thd"tentury into the late 18century. This theory was tested
using the 330 stem fragments froni"&ntury Jamestown sites and"k&ntury Colonial
Williamsburg sites. Harrington used drill bits in 1f6#ch increments, from 4/64 to 9/64. Based
on the resits of this study, Harrington defined five time periods over which relative percentages
of bore diameter decreased (Figure 21) (McMillan 20I6& following tables 16 and 17

represent the pipe stems of the collections.

Table 11 Kaolin Pipe Stemm the Davis
Collection

Bore Diameter Count

4/64 23
5/64 263
6/64 116
7164 67
8/64 13
Fragments 46
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Table 12Kaolin Pipe Stems) the RLA
Collection

Collection Bore Diameter | Count
Keel 5/64 2
4/64 1

Delling 4/64 1
Haag 5/64 4
7164 1

Coe &Mattson | 4/64 2
5/64 7

6/64 2

fragments 4

The European kaolin pipes wed9%2limdarso anal yz

regression formula. The formula is Y=19318%.26x; where 1931.85 is the theoretical expected

date at which the bore diameter would be zero, 38.26 is the interval between the means of J.C.
Harringtonds ti me per i fordhe samaplengtbupxWherscaldulated me a n
this formula produces the mean date of manufacture for the group, which is Y. This mean date
can serve as a base point for the further analysis and interpretation of the artifact assemblage and

the site in genergMcMillan 2010)

Both collections have a mean bore diameter of 5 so Y=19RB&%(5). This produces a

mean date of 1740.55.

The kaolin pipes were also analyzed according to Robert Heighton and Kathleen
Deagands 1971 curvil i neandDeagagbelewdthadtme bdreo r mu | a .
di ameters did not follow Binfordds single Iin
address this issue. This two part formula is first a logarithmic formulaogY(+ 1.04435)/
0.05324andthena point oforigin formula date= 1600+ 22X. The Y is the mean bore diameter

and then you use the x found from the first formula to solve the second part. For this collection
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X=(-log5 + 1.04435)/0.05324. X is found to be 6.48723 so, date=1600 + 22(6.48723). This

prodiwces a mean date of 1742 (RcMillan 2010)

The discrepancy between these two dates and the mean ceramic date are discussed in the

following chapter.
Other

These other nekaolin pipe bowl or stem portions are most likely of Native origin (Table
18). Thetwo part pipe, in which a reed stem was inserted into a clay bowl became prevalent at
the end of the I8century and almost completely replaced the one piece molded clay pipe by the
19" century (Figure 22). There are three well known areas of produwftitis type of pipe:

Pamplin, Virginia; Point Pleasant, Ohio; and Bethabara, North Carolina (McMillian 2010).

Figure 22. No#kaolin pipe stem fragment. Figure 23. Terracotta pipe fragment.

The one terracotta pipe bowl fragment with punctuate decoration from the Davis
Collection is most often found in the Chesapeake region (Figure 23). They are red clay pipes and
also known as Virginia pipes, Colomipes, Indian pipes, or Chesapeake pipesel groups
have been assigned to their production from Native groups to enslaved African Americans

(McMillian 2010).
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Although the formula dating methods cannot be ascribed to these locally made pipes,

they can still imply a time period and help our ersdanding of the history of the site.

Table 13 Other Pipes fronthe Collections
Collection| Type Count
Davis clay pipe bowl, insert reed 2

clay pipe bowl, insert reed

terracotta bowl fragment with punctate 1

red pipe stem fragment 1

fragment bowl into stem with flaheellike 1

Keel clay pipe bowl, insert reed 1
Haag clay stem fragment 1
6

3

clay stem fragment

Glass

Glass can tell us much about a site from how it was used in the past to what type of structures
wereonce located in what area. However, it is difficult to date precisely, especially before
machine manufacture. For the purposes of this study, the glass was identified as machine made
or hand blown. This was done to set a specific date between one gdoapader in order for
the glass to be usefully diagnostic in this analysis. The pieces were then further identified if

possible. Tables 121 show the manufacture breakdown of the glass found in the collections.

Glass was brought to the New World by Fpgans. It was used in everything from
beads, to windows, to bottles and became even more prevalent after machine manufacturing
began. Hand blowing involved a glass blower gathering a gob of molten glass on the end of a
blow pipe and then blew it into shapéh or without molds. After it was fully blown, the object
was disconnected from the blow pipe and then the neck was shaped. This last part became

known as the finish (Miller 1991).

41



In machine made production the finish was done first. This new produmtigan in
1903 with the development of the first fully automated machine. This new technology began to
cut down the number of hand blown glass containers after 1905. By 1917 hand blown containers
made up only between five and ten percent of all bottldgas in the U.S.. The characteristics
of machine made production are 1) a large number of mold seams, 2) finishhegeostal
mold seam encircling the neck finish junction, 3) bodyseamsn d er i ng verti cal

seams, and 4) basep or posbottom mold seams (Miller 1991).

Table 14 Glassn the RLA Collection
Collection Manufacture Count| Comment
Delling Machine Made 1

Hand Blown 1

Unknown 2 | too warped
Coe & Mattson | Machine Made 8

Hand Blown 5

Unknown 19 | too warped

Table 15Glassn Fieldwork 2013
Manufacture | Count| Comment
Machine
Made 15
Hand Blown 3
Unknown 13 | 8 possible Machine Made

Table 16 Glassn the Davis Collection
Manufacture | Count| Comment

Machine
Made 78

Hand Blown 44

26 possible machine
Unknown 29 | made
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Seven pieces of the machine made pieces from the Davis Collection are from a Noxema jar

made after 1914. Twenty six of the hand blown pieces from the Davis Collection are black glass

Figure 24. Black Glass piece

(Figure 24). Tese black glass pieces are so called as they appear dark, almost black at first but
when help up to light are olive green in color. These are pieces from a wine or liquor bottle

brought from Europe and seem to have been hand blown in the U.S. untiHLB28 1969).

Metal

Metal can tell a great deal about a site. The type of metal and type of object can help to

provide detailed information about the use of the site. Europeans used a great deal more metal in

Hand-wrought nail, before circa 1800

Type A cut nail, circa 1790-1830

Type B cut nail, circa 1820-1900

Wire nail, circa 1890 to present

Figure 25. Iron nail dating by manufacture
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daily life than the pre&ontact Natives. In general, once the type of metal and the type of object
are identified than the metal artifact can give valuable information of the previous use of the site
and any previous structures. For example, nails camateel thased on their manufacture and the
resulting dimensions of the nail (Figure 25). A variety of metals tests were used to identify the
type of metals in these collections. A number of the metal artifacts also went through a
conservation process to séamy further diagnostic information could be gathered. The details

for this process can be found in Appendix C.

One of the major issues when dealing with metal is corrosion. The metals physically
break down over time and materials build up around thecghyhich together obscure the
identity of the object. These metal objects were identified to the most specific level possible with
the amount of corrosion. The following artifacts are broken down into metal type and then

tabulated to provide more detallenformation (Tables 226).

Iron

Iron is the most prevalent type of metal found on {oositact sites and this site is no

different.

CA3dz2NB Hc o LU CA3Idz2NB HT D
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Table 17Iron in the Davis Collection

Type Count| Comment
unknown fragment 3 | very corroded
large washe(Fig. 26) 1

fastener'(Fig. 27) 1

iron corrosion fragments 19 | very corroded

Table 18Ironin the RLA Collection

Collection Type Count| Comment
Coe & cut nail
Mattson fragments 9
too corroded to be
nail fragment 1 | diagnostic

hinge fragments

N

unknown objects

very corroded

Table 19Iron in Fieldwork 2013

Type

Count| Comment

Nail Fragment

20

Iron Fragment

1| very corroded

Large Iron Implement

(Fig. 28(

1] 3.5"x1"

Smallball concretion 1| shot?

Figure 28. Large Iron Implement.
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Copper

Figure 29. Small bell.

Table 20Copperin the RLA Collection
Collection Type Count| Comment
small bell
Coe & Mattson| (Fig. 29) 1
copper
Haag lump 1 | Discarded? Excess
Table 21 Other Metal fromthe Collections
Collection Metal Type Count| Comment
cupro-
nickel(Fig. possible hat or shoe
Davis 30) decoration 1 | decoration
lead shot
Fieldwork modern metal
2013 clasp 1
small button? 1
Haag unknown | fragment 1 | Discarded? Excess?
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Figure 30. Cupraickel decoration.

Other Artifacts

Various other artifacts were also found and documented (Table 27). These contribute to the

understanding of the site and will help create a full picture diistery.

Figure 31. Gunflint

Table 22 Other Artifacts fromthe Collections
Collection Type Count
Fieldwork
2013 brick 38

mortar 1
bone 2
shelloyster 7
charcoal 3
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Tahle 22 Caontintied

terracotta tile 1
Keel mortar 1
bone 1
Delling shelloyster 1
Haag animal tooth 1
Coe &
Mattson brick 81
coral fragments 3
fossil limestone 18
mortar 23
shelloyster 69
hematite 8
bone 18
3
charcoal bags
petrified clam 1
cinder 1
gunflintenglish(Fig. 33) 1
Davis plastic 8
white marble 1
sharks teeth 9
modern plaster 2
brick 17
electric insulatof
porcelain 2
bone 6
coral fragment 1
white modern button 1
shellvarious types 10
gunflintenglish 3
mortar 4
petrified wood 1
charcoal 7
hematite o
geode 13
unknown clay chunk 1
weathered plaster
modern 1
stone tube 1
fossils 3




Chapter 5 Interpretation and Discussion

The artifact collections discussed in the previous chapter wibhsidered as a single
group from this point forward as they seem to indicate and come from a single site with several
occupation periods. This chapter will interpret and discuss the information gathered from the
analysis in the previous chapter. This gectvill also be divided into prehistoric and historic
components to better distinguish the time periods of occupation. The artifact distribution pattern

gained from the brief survey and the question of Secotan will be addressed.
Prehistoric

Native Ceamics

The Native Ceramics found ihe colkctions all come fromthe Woodland period. The Deep
Creekseries is the only type found within this collection which is dated to the Early Woodland
(1000 B.C- A.D. 200).The small amount of this type showpassibly small transitory
settlement, either seasonal or a small grouping of pebpéeMount Pleasant series date from
the Middle Woodland (A.D. 26800) period and both the Hanover and Cashie series date to the
Middle-Late Woodland periodX.D. 200-1650. There is darge amount of these types of
ceramics in the collections from this site which would indicate a-teny, fairly large
settlement. This also implies a healthy trade network, as the Cashie ceramics were created by the
Tuscarora people, bute area was known to be settled by the Algonkian peoples. However, it
must be mentioned that the specific location of Bath lies almost in between the Inner and Outer
Coastal Plains, wbh could indicate settlement ljther Tuscarora or Algonkian peopl&g84rd

& Davis 1999 Phelps 1988



This settlement appears to continot® the Late Woodland period with the continued
presence of the Hanover and Cashie series and the presence of the Colington series in addition.
As the Late Woodland period was charaett by more permanent villages, this could indicate
that this site was part of a larger tribal village during this time period. This area could have been
part of more than one Algonkian village. The regions were culturally distinct, but within each of
these cultures were various smaller tribes or village names with which the people identified. This
could explain the various ceramic types found all dating to this time period or it could also point
to an extensive and constant trade network between theisatetive populations in this area
(Ward & David 1999). Figure 32 shows the culturally distinct regions that John White noticed

during the 1585 expedition.

oV
o
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Figure 32. John White map, published in 1790 of t
locations of the Native Tribes.

There werenly three features found during the limited excavations by Mattson and Coe in

1968. If this was truly a lonterm and fairly large settlement more features would be expected.
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On the other hand, only part of the site was excavated so perhaps more feamlodse found
if more of the site could have been excavated. This part of the evidence is inconclusive as the site
has been constantly farmed which quite possibly could have destroyed most of the previous

features.

For more to be known about the sitelps¢orically, more information is needed about the
fine sand tempered ware that was found. Dr. David Sutton Phelps prapasegh personal
communication with Joseph Herbert in 1989,ate Woodland series for the Outer Coastal Plain
with a fine sand termgr which he called Indian Town (Herbert 1999). If more information could
be determined about thigpe of ware chronologicallgulturally, and geographicallthen
perhaps more can be known about the prehistoric presence at this site specifically, and the
Coastal Plain in general. This unknown fine sand tempered ware might be the same
indeterminate sant e mper ed group found in Joseph Robert:
fiPrehistoric Ceramics from the Barber Creek Site (31PT259), Greenville, North Garolind f
more is known about this particular series than it can be a useful chronological and cultural

indicator for both past and future studies.

In summary, the Native ceramics provide evidence for a constant presence of Native peoples
on t he Ha n dyriagsthe Woadland pegod with a fairly large sized presence just

before or until the time of European contact.

Lithics

The lithic evidence seems to support the same interpretation as the Native ceramic evidence.
The projectile points are lithic evidence that can be readily dated. The projectile points all date to

the Middle to Late Woodland (see Table 4). The number ¢gégite points within the
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collections also point to a fairly sizeable settlement. Although the amount is much smaller than

the ceramics, they still indicate a sizeable settlement during the Middle to Late Woodland period.

Even though none of the othehiit evidence can be diagnostically dated, they also indicate
a great dal of activity at this site prior tBuropean contact. In summary, this lithic evidence
shows that Native peoples were at this location, making various tools to aid their dailyhiges. T
in combination with the Native ceramic evidence shows that there was a definite Native presence

at this site before John Lawson and other Englishmen came and founded their town of Bath.

Historic

European Ceramics

The European ceramic evidence tates adng period of occupatiopegimingaround the
time of Bathdés founding and continuing to the
status, based on the types of wares. For example, coarse earthenware vs. porcelain tableswares.
However,most seem to be of a modest level, as there is a fair distribution in the types of wares

from coarse earthenware to refined earthenware to stoneware to porcelain.

The mean ceramic dates from the Davis and the RLA collections give almost the same date at
1813.4 and 1812.7 respectively. The ECU fieldwork mean ceramic date is slightly different at
1780.4; this can be attributed to the extremely small sample size of only six sherds. The
combination mean ceramic date gave a date of 1812.9 which falls rigtinadn the Davis and
RLA collection dates. However, one of the drawbacks to the mean ceramic dating formula is the
long formation effect. This issue means that no single date can be an adequate summary of the
assembl ageds age si nodeftimeiThesingle datesalcslater romahel o n g

mean ceramic dating formula gives a point of reference from which to compare other methods of
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analysis, not a definitive median date of occupafidre European ceramics in this collection
coverthetimelfeor e Bat hdés founding until the present
to before the 1®century, these ceramics indicate a ktegn use and/or settlement of the site

area. Since the site is located right outside of the historic Bath distsiegh¢hcation seems to be
reasonableThis long term use of the area seems to be continuous, at least until the end of the

19" century, based on the dates for the types of wares found. There do not seem to be any
settlement clusters, indicated by a largeuging of ceramics from certain time periods and

lacking during other time periods.
Pipes

The pipes of the collections seem to tell a slightly different story. The kaolin pipe stems seem
to cover the time for the early  2entury to the beginning of tHe&" century. The mean date
from the Binford formula is 1740.55 and from the Deafgamula 1742.71, which are much
earlier dates than that indicated by the mean ceramic dating formula. This can be contributed to
Harringtonds pioneering method ending at 1800

beginning of the 19 century.

This Binford mean date of 1740.55 viewed in conjunction with mean ceramic date of 1812.9
also indicates a long term use and/or settlement of the site area, like the European ceramic

assemblage.

The nonkaolin clay pipe stems and bowl fragments may indicate use of the area by Natives.
Since this time period is after the founding of Bath and settlement of the area by the English, this
might imply a Native presence or trade network between Nativé&aglish after the founding

of Bath and throughout the following centuries. However, these pipes could also have been made
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by settlers with local clay using methods they or others had learned from the Natives previously

in the area.

In general, the pipgeam and bowl fragments provide evidence that the site area was heavily
occupied by Europeans from the end of th® déhtury to the end of the T&entury, in
particular during the early part of the™&entury. It also provides evidence for continueatie

presence and/or trade following the time period after the settlement of the area by the English.
Glass

The glass from the collections provides further evidence for the historic occupation of the site
area. The hantilown glass pieces indicate a titnefore World War I. In particular, the black
glass (olive green) implies a time before 1820, when its manufacture ended in the United States.
The machinemade glass pieces designate a time after 1903, when the first fully automated

machine was developed.

In general, the glass tells us little definitively other than the site area was used by Europeans

and then Americans from around the time of Ba
Metal

The metal found within the collections all implies a time period after Earopentact.
Many of the pieces are far too corroded to be identifiable. Nevertheless, the large washer, the
ofastenerd6, and just the presence of this amo
Europeans, and later Americans in the site arka.cut nail fragments imply a time period of
1790:1850. The hinge and nail fragments are evidence of some type of structure on or near the

location.
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The cuprenickel item could have come from a hat or shoe decoration any time from'the 18
to the earIyZOth century (refer to Figure 30). It could have fallen off a person as they walked
through the area or walked to their neighborod

which made it appear more expensive than it truly was.

The lead shot would g indicate use of the area p&stropean contact. It is smaller than a

musket shot and is most likely a bird shot. It is 5cm in width and weighs .080z.

A small copper bell is a peculiar and distinctive item (refer to Figure 29). It seems to be
almost comfetely undamaged by the plowing and use of the site for farming. It does have some
corrosion effects from time and environment, however is still in good condition. The top section
seems to have much more corrosion than the rest of the bell, as it hdsatbnogvn color. It has
thin walls, is missing its clapper, and has small holes on either side on the bottom section of the
walls. It is approximately 3cm in width and 4cm in height. It also indicatesEasipean
contact and could have been used for laingt from farm animals, to personal household use, to

various other activities.

In general, the metal found on the site indicates that the area was used for various day to day

settlement activities after European contact.
Other

The other artifacts foundhithe collections fill in the gap of the past left by the rest of the
assemblage. The brick, mortar, and terracotta tile indicate some type of structure. The brick and
mortar could possibly have been from Teaches Tar Kettle, however in the pictureo(Fatgrre
5) the structure does seem to be not of brick but of ballast or other stone instead of brick. The
oyster shells were used to lime the soil, which helped to lower the acidity of the soil in order to
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allow crops to grow. The bone fragments couldrben natural causes or evidence of humans.

However, these would need to be analyzed by a zooarchaeologist to reveal more information.

The coral, fossil limestone, hematite, clam, and fossils are natural occurrences in the site
area. The plaster, marbldagtic, and porcelain electric insulator all indicate more modern use of
the site area. The gunflints are evidence of settlement of the area by the English. The associated
guns could have been used for anything from food procurement to protection dgaiasl
Natives. The amount of charcoal, and the fact that it was found within a designated features,

most likely indicates some type of fire pit, as noted by Mattson and Coe.

In general, these artifacts also provide evidence of historic presence oé&ufofjlowed by
American peoples in the site area, which is in agreement with the known history and documents

of Bath.
Conclusion

To summarize the historic evidence, it indicates a heavy European, and occasionally
specifically English, presence in the afeom just before the founding of the town of Bath,
through the 18 century and into the present day. The people seemed to be of modest means and
there does not seem to be evidence of a great deal of structures on the land, other than possibly a

small oubuilding associated with a larger structure nearby.
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Artifact Distribution

The artifact distrilaition was analyzed duringsairvey done in March of 2013 for purposes of
this study.Shovel test pits were dugn@ judgmental systematic basis, based on knowledge
gained by personal communication with Bath residents and previous research done by the author.
This previous informatio gave the impression that the European artifacts would be found in the
areas closer to the roads, and closer to historic Bath, and the Native artifacts would be found

closer to the waterways.

31Bf23 1964 & 1968 Excavations

Natural ad Excavated Features

@ Featured
DeDwe g

@ Feature2 S0 vt ORb

CameCematery
As TestUnkA

Figure 33. Map created in ArcGIS combining the 1964

and 1968 site maps
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For the surveywo rows of test pitsvere dugtothewesft Handy 6s Poi nt Lane

beginning at the south east of the 1968 grid and continuing straight no(tigast 33) These

test pits found Native but no European artifaétgreat deal of shell was fod around the large
shell concentration marked on the 1964p The next two rows were begun next to the
intersection of the creek separating the two sections of the field and King Street and continuing
northeast as welllhe westerralf of eaxh row found some European artifastsiile the eastern

half found asmall amount of Native potteryhe red lines on figure 33 indicate the placement of

the rows of shovel test pits.

This survey indicated that tiste contained two distinct areas of artifact distribution. The
Native artifacts weréocated closer to the wateays and the European artifacts wiexeated
closer to the rogdand closer to the historic Bath district. This settlement patterning seems
logical when looking at the previous knowledge of the area. The European goods amddsend
to the layout of the historic town of Bath. The Native goods are found close to the intersection of

the waterways of Bath Creek and Back Creek.

The survey, in combination with the previous archaeological investigations, indicate that
there is littleto no site integrity left. The long history of plowing and other natural factors, such
as erosion, have not left muitiact. There does not seem to be any reason for another

archaeological investigation of this site.

Is this Secotan?

The questionremains i s this site part of the village
famous picture (Figure 33 & 34)? First we need to determine what evidence we would need to

find that would indicate this site as part of Secotan. Such a site needs to be in theopetioer, |
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date to the Late Woodland into the Historic time period, be of a rather large size, affiliated with
the Algonkian culture, and have enough site integrity to answer these questions. Secotan was
depicted to be on the Pamlico River by John Whiteh Bahot on the Pamlico, but is on a small
tributary of the Pamlico River. Also the Outer Coastal Plain, which contains Bath, is documented
to have been within the region inhabited by the Algonkian people (Ward & Davis 1999).The

Native ceramic and lithievidence from the site indicate a moderate sized settlement for an

Secotan

Figure 34. 1585 John White map of the North
Carolina Coast

extended period of time located on the site during the Middle to Late Woodland, which seems to
be the correct timperiod for Secotan. The Native ceramics seem to be primarily of Algonkian

origin, and the Secotan people were reputedly Algonkian speakers. The ceramics of Tuscarora
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origin are not enough to indicate Tuscarora settlement, but seem to be enough to suggest a

healthy trade between the Algonkian and the Tuscarora peoples.

Haag, when discussing the problem of Secot an
also to a sketch map of Sir Richard Grenville
Haagstates that the 1585 map places Secotan on the north bank of the Pamlico River, not far
from Bath. Whiteds drawings | ater place Secot
Although White visited Secotan several times, he does not mention whetHgedbisn is a
village or a peopl e. Haag seems to put his <co
Haag believes Handydés Point is a favorable | o

evidence he found during his survey.

Haag st aitekas all ihd desderata for Secotan, namely, sistptaped pottery,
gunf I ints, | arge size, and suggestions of ti me
indicate why these specific artifacts would lead to the designation of the site as Sewetan. T
simplestamped pottery was noted to be the last of the surface impression and would then imply
a time period of Late Woodland into Historic (Ward & Davis 1999). Theftpits would
indicate European contact. It is unknown how Haag judged the larger sfee suggestions of
time depth, as he did not leave a site map and seems to only have surface collected throughout

his survey.

This study as well as Mattson and Coeds 19638
This small site would not have bethe size necessary to be identified with the large village
suggested by Jo Amssihbould lave beer pardolthenlagge village or people

of Secotan, but seems to not have been a large enough occupation to have been the main or
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centralvillage of Secotan. This site could have been the location of a smaller family or group
transitory settlement that O0bel olmgderdothaveo t he
no doubt in the conclusion the whole site would have to be excabatielased on the

information thus far this does not seem advisable.

In summary, this site is not the former central location of Secotan, but could and most
probably was the |l ocation of a transitory or

Secotan. The location and artifact evidence support this conclusion.
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Chapter 6 Conclusion

Al t hough t he KB3aBi28) yaysot Bedhe lodatios af theeSecotan that
John White made famous in his 1585 drawings, but it coallpdot of Secotan in the larger
chiefdom sense. That is, defining Secotan as a series of villages and hamlets in the region
identified by White. As such, it can contribute a great deal to our understanding of the history of
Bath and the surrounding are@rtifacts recovered from previous archaeological investigations,
a private collection, and the survey done for this study, provide the necessary evidence for these
conclusionsThe previous archaeological investigations were all in disagreement as to the
conclusions about the site. This could simply be because they did not have the artifact typologies
known today. These typologies helped greatly to the understanding of the past activities of this

site as shown through the material record.

The prehistdc artifacts show that there was a definite Native presence at this site before
John Lawson and other Englishmen came and founded the town of Bath. The historic evidence
demonstrates a heavy European, specifically English, presence in the area frofojeshbe
founding of the town of Bath, through the™@&ntury and up to the present day. The types of
ceramics recovered indicated that these settlers were of modest means. There does not seem to be
evidence of structures on the site, other than posaibigall outbuilding associated with a larger

structure outside the survey area.

The 2013 survey reassessed the integrity and material distribution at the site. It indicated
that the Native occupation was located closer to Back Creek and the Europgzationcuas
located closer to the road and the historic town of Bath. This settlement patterning seems logical

when looking at the previous knowledge of the area. The European occupation was associated



with the historic town of Bath, while the Native occtipas were more focused on the

waterways of Bath Creek and Back Creek.

The data were also examined to assess whether the latest Native occupation was the
former location of the village of Secotan. The type smdllquantity of late prehistoric/early
historic Native ceramics suggests that this site is not the former central location of Secotan, but
could and most probably was the |l ocation of a
the larger Secotan. The location being close to Pamlico Bivemhich the Secotan village from
John Whitebés drawing is reported to be situat
ceramics and various projectile points from the Late Woodland to Historic time period, support

this conclusion.

The knowledge gairefrom this study contribute to our greater understanding of the
pastin eastern North Carolina's coastal plain. The significance of this study is in filling a void in
our history as well as investigating a site that has been recorded but never fullydtair®ne
of the important contributions, from an archaeological standpoint, is recording the different types
of ceramics and other artifacts used in regions. These artifacts can then be compared and
contrasted to gain an insight into past lifeways. Binchaeological investigation contributes to
our understanding of what this land was like just before, during, and just after the time of
European contact. Although not a great deal has been historically documented about the Natives
on the land where Bathas founded, they were living in the area for a long time before
European contact. Then they almost disappear shortly after the time that the area was settled by
Europeans. No doubt this was a consequence of the Tuscarora War which concluded in 1715

with the defeat and expulsion of the Tuscarora and their allies.
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This information also helps contribute to our knowledge of the English settigaitern
in the New World. The Natives quickly vacate the lashae to disease, enslavement, death from
fighting, orother reasonsn which the English plan to settle. Mgther this vacating was
happening prior to or as a result of the Tuscarora War is unknown from this particular study.
Also the historic Colonial material remains greatly outnumber the material reafidives
Natives, although they seem to have occupied the land for a great deal less time. This suggests
that the English brought a great deal with them when they decided to settle the land, even with
the knowledge that the Natives were currently livinghos kand. This could be the result of
collector bias which is when the person surface collecting or even excavating the area chooses

only the objects they are interested in or just know enough to collect.

This study showthat more research is necessasgpecially outside the town limits of
Bath. For example, more information is needed about the clgioal, cultural, and

geographic place of the fine sand tempered Waatwas found on the site.dhymore

{2543

{ Washington

Historic Bath

Figure 35Current map of the area arouritie
town of Bath, North Carolina

64



knowledge is gainedbout this particular series than it can be a useful chronological and cultural

indicator for both past and future studies.

Further investigation on the western half of the field can indicai¢hiér the prehistoric
or historic components of the site continue in this direction or if other sites are located in the
vicinity. Concerning the placement of the former main village of Secotan, further investigation
might be helpful near Bath but clogerthe Pamlico River (see Figure 35). Other areas have
been considered to be Secotan, such as Beasley Point located on Bath Creek (Figure 35A) whose
main proponent is Tom Thompson, executive director of Beaufort County Economic
Development Commission. Hower, no one place has found to be of the correct size, have the
site integrity, have the artifacts which date to the correct time period and from the correct culture
to be considered the former central linge at i on
On the other hand, these sites could still be part of the Secotaye\alldribe just smaller and a

subvillage
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Appendix A

Artifact Catalogs



Davis Collection

Accession Number: 1995

FS
# | Ct Group Class Material Type Variety Element Decoration Wt (g) | Dimensions
2 | Rock CSPP Roanoke Triangular
1 | Rock Biface
155 | Rock Flakes
15 | Rock Hammerstone
7 | Rock Cobble
56 | Rock Cobble fragments
51 | Rock Various rocks
1 | Metal cupranickel decoration object
1 | Metal lead shot
3 | Metal iron unknown fragment
1 | Metal iron large washer
1 | Metal iron fastener'
19 | Metal iron corrosion fragments
Pipe
23 | Fragment Kaolin 4/64
Pipe
263 | Fragment Kaolin 5/64
Pipe
116 | Fragment Kaolin 6/64
Pipe
67 | Fragment Kaolin 7164
Pipe
13 | Fragment Kaolin 8/64
Pipe
46 | Fragment Kaolin unknown fragments
Pipe
2 | Fragment Clay clay pipe bowl, insert reed
Pipe
1 | Fragment Clay terracotta bowl fragment with punctate
Pipe
1 | Fragment Clay red pipe stem fragment
Pipe
1 | Fragment Clay fragment bowl into stem with flat heel
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European

1113 | Ceramics Sherds

European coarse

5 | Cerames Sherds Red body Coarse Earthenwded Glaze | earthenware
European Red body Coarse Earthenwdeown coarse

11 | Ceramics Sherds Glaze earthenware
European Red body Coarse EarthenwaBtack coarse

14 | Ceranics Sherds Glaze earthenware
European coarse

25 | Ceramics Sherds Red body Coarse Earthenware earthenware
European coarse

3 | Cerames Sherds North Devon Gravel Tempered Ware earthenware
European coarse

1 | Ceramcs Sherds Manganese Mottled Earthenware earthenware
European coarse

7 | Ceramics Sherds Tan body Coarse Earthenware earthenware
European coarse

2 | Ceramecs Sherds Lead Glazed Coarse Earthenware earthenware
European refined

6 | Ceramics Sherds PearlwareBlue-Sponge Print earthenware
European refined

12 | Ceranics Sherds PearlwareBlue-Transfer Print earthenware
European refined

8 | Ceramics Sherds PearlwareRed Transfer Print earthenware
European refined

34 | Ceranics Sherds PearlwareBlue-Shell Edged earthenware
European refined

3 | Ceramics Sherds PearlwareGreenShell Edged earthenware
European refined

14 | Ceranics Sherds PearlwareBlue-Banded earthenware
European refined

11 | Ceranics Sherds PearlwareHandpainted Polychrome earthenware
European refined

301 | Ceramics Sherds PearlwarePlain earthenware
European refined

11 | Ceramics Sherds PearlwareHandpainted Blue on White | earthenware
European refined

3 | Cerames Sherds Creamware earthenware
European refined

3 | Ceramics Sherds Slipware Staffordshire earthenware
European refined

11 | Ceranics Sherds Yellowware earthenware
European refined

2 | Ceramics Sherds Annular Wares earthenware
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European refined
5 | Ceramcs Sherds Annular WareBanded earthenware
European refined
7 | Ceramics Sherds WhitewareHandpainted earthenware
European refined
17 | Ceranics Sherds WhitewareRed Transfer Print earthenware
European refined
2 | Ceramics Sherds WhitewareGreenTransfer Print earthenware
European refined
2 | Cerames Sherds WhitewareRed Sponge Print earthenware
European refined
2 | Ceramics Sherds WhitewareHandpainted Polychrome earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramcs Sherds WhitewareBanded earthenware
European refined
3 | Cerames Sherds WhitewareBlack-Transfer Print earthenware
European refined
213 | Ceramics Sherds WhitewarePlain earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramcs Sherds WhitewareBlue-Transfer Print earthenware
European refined
84 | Ceramics Sherds Ironstone Ware earthenware
European refined
5 | Ceramcs Sherds Discolored Refined Earthenware earthenware
European refined
3 | Ceramics Sherds Unknown Refined Earthenware earthenware
European refined
30 | Ceranics Sherds Various Refined Earthenware earthenware
European refined
6 | Ceramics Sherds Alkaline Glazed Refined Earthenware | earthenware
European
18 | Ceranics Sherds North American Stoneware stoneware
European
5 | Ceramics Sherds Fulham Brown Stoneware stoneware
European
10 | Ceranics Sherds English Brown Salglazed Stoneware stoneware
European
21 | Ceramics Sherds Albany Slip Stoneware stoneware
European
8 | Ceramts Sherds Nottingham Stoneware stoneware
European
7 | Ceramics Sherds Ginger Beer BottleBristol Glaze stoneware
European
10 | Ceranics Sherds Westerwald Monochrome stoneware
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European

69 | Ceramics Sherds Westerwald stoneware
European
3 | Ceramcs Sherds Unknown Brown SalGlazed Stoneware | stoneware
European
13 | Ceramics Sherds Various SakGlazed Stoneware stoneware
European
17 | Ceranics Sherds Unknown Stoneware stoneware
European
15 | Ceramics Sherds PorcelairEnglish Soft Paste porcelain
European
13 | Ceranics Sherds PorcelainMilk Glass porcelain
European
15 | Ceramics Sherds PorcelainBone China porcelain
European
1 | Ceramcs Sherds PorcelairChing Blue on White porcelain
European
3 | Cerames Sherds PorcelainGreyish Body porcelain
European
13 | Ceramics Sherds SemiPorcelain
European
4 | Ceramts Sherds Terracotta Tile
2299 | Ceramics Native Sherds
3 | Cerames Native Sherds| clay w/coarse sand | Deep Creek body incised 10.99
8 rim, 165
173 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/coarse sand | Deep Creek body plain 818.1g
15 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/coarse sand | Deep Creek body cord marked | 150.1g
28 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/coarse sand | Deep Creek body unknown 141.7g
26 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/coarse sand | Deep Creek 3rim, 23 body| net 197.69g
105 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/coarse sand | Deep Creek 8 rim, 97 body | fabric 674.29
clay w/sand &
19 | Ceranics Native Sherds| pebbles Mt Pleasant 2rim, 17 body| net 150.0g
clay w/sand &
33 | Ceramics Native Sherds| pebbles Mt Pleasant 3 rim, 30 body| plain 169.4g
clay w/sand &
19 | Ceranics Native Sherds| pebbles Mt Pleasant 2rim, 17 body| cord marked | 162.5g
clay w/sand &
1 | Ceramics Native Sherds| pebbles Mt Pleasant body incised 24g
clay w/sand &
18 | Ceranics Native Sherds| pebbles Mt Pleasant body unknown 106.1g
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clay w/sand &

56 | Ceramics Native Sherds| pebbles Mt Pleasant 7 rim, 49 body | fabric 567.3g
checker
4 | Cerames Native Sherds| clay w/grog Hanover 1rim, 3 body | stamped 36.49
22 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/grog Hanover 1rim, 21 body| cord marked | 199.1g
67 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/grog Hanover 2 rim, 65 body| unknown 325.3¢g
6 rim, 122
128 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/grog Hanover body plain 592.69
8 rim, 112
120 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/grog Hanover body fabric 1033.6g
10 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/pebble Cashie body unknown 82.99
10 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/pebble Cashie 1rim, 9 body | incised 134.99
46 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/pebble Cashie 4 rim, 42 body | plain 308.4g
simple
87 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/pebble Cashie 2 rim, 85 body| stamped 547.3g
13 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/pebble Cashie body net 124.99
60 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/pebble Cashie 7 rim, 53 body | cord marked | 490.6g
8 rim, 123
131 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/pebble Cashie body fabric 1393.2g
simple
2 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/shell Colington body stamped 18.1g
11 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/shell Colington body plain 52.49g
8 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/shell Colington body unknown 117.8g
27 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/shell Colington 3 rim, 24 body | fabric 356.69
18 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/ sand Unknown fine sand temper 1rim, 17 body| cord marked | 138.6g
9 | Cerames Native Sherds| clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper 5rim, 4 body | incised 48.49g
60 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper 4 rim, 56 body | fabric/net 237.29
44 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper 3 rim, 41 body | unknown 164.2g
30 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body net 236.69
15rim, 174
189 | Ceranics Native Sherds| clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric 1005.4g
11 rim, 254
265 | Ceramics Native Sherds| clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 1065.2g
442 | Ceranics Native Sherds under 1/2" 756.0g
78 | Glass Machine Made
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44 | Glass Hand Blown
29 | Glass Unknown
8 plastic
white marble
sharks teeth
modern plaster
17 brick
2 electric insulatoporcelain
Organic bone
1 coral fragment
1 white modern button
10 sheltvarious types
3 gunflint-english
4 mortar
1 | Organic petrified wood
7 charcoal
5 hematite
13 | Rock geode
1 unknown clay chunk
1 weathered plastenodern
1 stone tube
3 fossils
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RLA CollectionWilliam Haag 1955 Collection

Accession Number: 2452 a434448

Variet Dimension
FS# | Ct | Group | Class Material Type y Element Decoration Wt(g) | s
a434 | 10| Rk CSPP Roanoke Point
2 | Rock CSPP Large Triangle Point
a435 1 | Rok Biface
a436 2 | Rok CSPP Roanoke Point
1 | Rock CSPP Large Triangle Point
5 | Rock flakes
a437 1 | Rock hammerstone
a438 1| Rok Cobble fragment
Pipe
a439 1| Pipe Fragment clay local clay pipe stem
Pipe
a440 4 | Pipe Fragment kaolin 5/64
Pipe
Pipe Fragment kaolin 7/64
a441 Metal copper copper lump
ad4?2 Metal unknown fragment
Ceiami | Native
p443 9|c sherds clay w/coarse sand | Deep Creek body net-impressed | 63g
Cerami | Native
2|c sherds clay w/coarse sand | Deep Creek body unknown 169
Cerami | Native clay w/sand &
2|c sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body net-impressed | 11g
Cerami | Native clay w/sand &
7|c sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 48g
Cerami | Native clay w/sand & fabric-
2|c sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body impressed 10g
Cerami | Native clay w/sand &
l|c sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 9g
Cerami | Native clay w/sand &
2|c sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body cord-marked 79
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Cerami | Native fabric-
8|c sherds clay w/grog Hanover 3rim, 5 body | impressed 42¢g
Cerami | Native
4|c sherds clay w/grog Hanover body net-impressed | 28g
Cerami | Native
14| c sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 1179
Ceram | Native
65| c sherds clay w/grog Hanover body cord-marked 2869
Cerami | Native fabric-
5|c sherds clay w/pebble Cashie 1rim, 4 body | impressed 409
Cerami | Native
lic sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 69
Ceram | Native Unknown fine sand
27| c sherds clay w/ sand temper body cord-marked 1569
20 | Cerami | Native Unknown fine sand 1 rim, 207 fabric- 1,413
8|c sherds clay w/ sand temper body impressed g
Ceram | Native Unknown fine sand 2rim, 24
26| c sherds clay w/ sand temper body plain 2239
Cerami | Native Unknown fine sand
3|c sherds clay w/ sand temper 1rim, 2 body | unknown 2690
Cerami | Native Unknown fine sand
lic sherds clay w/ sand temper rim incised 39
Cerami
p444 c Native sherd | clay w/grog Hanover body net-impressed | 4g
b445 Organic bone animal tooth fragment
m44
6 41 | Rock flakes
6 | Rock Cobble fragments
m44
7 1 | Rock flake
m44
8 7 | Rok flakes
3 | Rock cobbles
2 | Rock cobble fragments
1 | Rock unknown tool
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RLA CollectionBennie Keel 1964 Collection

Accession Number: 1995 418

FS Wit Dimension
# | Ct | Group Class Material Type Variety Element Decoration (9) S
al 2 | Rock CSPP Roanoke Triangular
a2 1 | Rock Worked flake
Pipe
a3 1 | Pipe Fragment Clay clay w/reed stem
Pipe
ad 3 | Pipe Fragments Kaolin 5/64
Kaolin 4/64
Ceranic | European refined
p5 5|s sherds Creamware earthenware
refined
Ironstone earthenware
refined
Whiteware earthenware
Westerwald stoneware
Porcelain porcelain
14 | Ceramic
p6 1|s Native sherds| Clay
1 clay w/shell Colington body plain 39
clay w/shell Colington body cordmarked | 6g
120
16 clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked | g
fabric
3 clay w/pebble Cashie body impressed 13g
4 clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 219
clay w/sand & 1rim, 1 fabric
2 pebble Mt. Pleasant body impressed 169
clay w/sand &
1 pebble Mt. Pleasant body cordmarked | 79
clay w/sand &
6 pebble Mt. Pleasant body plain 34g
5 clay w/coarse san( Deep Creek body plain 239
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fabric

3 clay w/coarse san( Deep Creek body impressed 12g
Unknown fine sand
7 clay w/sand temper body net impressed 31g
Unknown fine sand 2rim, 16 fabric
18 clay w/sand temper body impressed 859
Unknown fine sand 3rim, 22 149
25 clay w/sand temper body plain g
Unknown fine sand
4 clay w/sand temper body cordmarked | 399
4 rim, 17 109
21 clay w/grog Hanover body plain g
6 clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 469
fabric
17 clay w/grog Hanover body impressed 889
m
7 7 | Rock Chips 2 Cobble Fragments
5 Flakes
b8 1 | Fauna Bone Deer Bone
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RLA CollectionMarilyn & David Delling 1964 Collection

Accession Number: 2421 af13

FS Wt | Dimension
# Ct | Group Class Material Type Variety Element Decoration (@ |s
Pipe
ab 1 | Pipe Fragment Kaolin 4/64
a7 1 | Glass Glass Black Glass
1 | Ceranic
p8 6|s Native Sherds| Clay
Unknown fine sand 1rim, 1 fabric
2 clay w/sand temper body impressed 99
Unknown fine sand
1 clay w/sand temper rim plain 69
clay w/sand &
3 pebble Mt. Pleasant body cordmarked | 27g
fabric
clay wi/grog Hanover body impressed 169
clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked | 81g
Ceramic | European refined
p9 3]s Sherds Whiteware earthenware
Albany Slip stoneware | stoneware
North Devon gravel coarse
Clay w/gravel temper earthenware
ml
0 5 | Rock Flakes 3 flakes
2 Ricoche
ml
1 3 | Glas Glass 2 UnknownMelted
1 Machinemade
ml
2 1 | Ceramic | Toy Porcelain Doll's Bootsbroken
ml
3 1 | Shell Shell not oyster
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RLA CollectionMattson and Coe 1968 Collection

Accession Number: 2116 ati176

Wt
FS# | Ct | Group | Class Material Type Variety Element Decoration (9) Dimensions
al 3 | Glass too disfigured to identify
Native
p2 1 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body netimpressed 5g
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 149
Native
2 | Ceramc | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabricimpressed 129
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover rim unknown 99
Native
2 | Cerame | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 5g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 10g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 49
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramtc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 79
Native clay w/sand &
1 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 49
Native
3 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 18g
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cord-marked 99
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay under 1/2" 0g
European coarse
1 | Ceramic| sherd red body coarse earthenwassl glaze | earthenware
a3 1 | Metal iron cut nall
a4 1 | Rock possible gorget
a5 1 Brick fragments
Pipe
a6 1| Pipe Fragment kaolin 4/64
a7 1 | Metal iron cut nail
European red body coarse earthenwdmown coarse
p8 1 | Ceramic| sherd glaze earthenware
1 | Ceramtc | European whitewareplain refined
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sherd earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramic| sherd creamware earthenware
European refined
2 | Ceram¢ | sherd pearlwareplain earthenware
Native
P9 4 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 35¢g
Native
2 | Cerame | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body unknown 69
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabricimpressed 11g
Native
3 | Cerame | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 69
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 4q
Native clay w/sand &
1 | Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 5g
Native
1 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 5g
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body cordmarked 89
Native
Ceramc | sherds clay under 1/2" 49
brick fragment
al0 22 brick fragments
mll 1 coral fragment
ml2 1 | Rock flake
Pipe
al3 1| Pipe Fragment kaolin 5/64
European
pl4 1 | Ceranic | sherd Westerwald stoneware
European coarse
1 | Ceramic| sherd red body coarse earthenwassl glaze | earthenware
European coarse
1| Ceramc | sherd North Devon gravel temper earthenware
Native
pl5 1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 39
Native
4 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 149
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 129
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Native

2 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 89
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 11g
Native
2 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 69
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabricimpressed 18g
Native
6 | Ceramec | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 30g
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 18¢g
Native
10 | Ceranic | sherds clay under 1/2" 149
alé 3 brick fragments
ml7 2 fossil limestone
m18 1 | Rock flake
al9 1 | Rock CSPP Roanoke point
European coarse
p20 1 | Ceramic | sherd red body coarse earthenwassl glaze | earthenware
European
1 | Ceramic| sherd Fulham Brown Stoneware stoneware
Native
p21 3 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 89
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 13¢g
Native
3 | Ceramc | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 79
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 99
Native
5 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 259
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 29
Native
1| Ceramc | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body simplestamped 39
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body fabric-impressed 5g
Native clay w/sand &
3 | Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 15¢g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 129
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Native

Ceramt | sherds clay under 1/2" 39
brick fragment
Pipe
a22 Pipe Fragment kaolin pipe bowl
European refined
p23 Ceramic | sherd whitewarehandpainted earthenware
European refined
Cerame | sherd pearlwareblue-shell edged earthenware
European
Ceramic| sherd English Brown salglazed stoneware
Native
p24 Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 11g
Native
Ceramic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 5g
Native fabric-impressed &
Ceramet | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover rim incised 4q
Native
Ceramc | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body simplestamped 5g
Native
Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body unknown 49
Native clay w/sand &
Ceramt | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 13g
Native
Ceramic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 18¢g
Native 1rim, 4
Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 23¢9
Native
Ceramic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 99
Native
Ceramc | sherds clay under 1/2" 39
a25 brick fragments
a26 brick fragments
Native
p27 Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 18g
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 17¢g
Native
Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body netimpressed 59
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 79
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Native

2 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 39
a28 Rock hammerstone
European red body coarse earthenwdmeown coarse
p29 1 | Ceramic| sherd glaze earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramc | sherd whitewareplain earthenware
European
1 | Ceramic| sherd English soft paste porcelain
European
1| Ceramc | sherd semi porcelain
European
2 | Ceramic| sherd Albany Slip stoneware stoneware
European
1 | Ceramic| sherd Fulham Brown Stoneware stoneware
Native
p30 1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 39
Native
1 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body simplestamped 2g
Native
1 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/shell Colington body unknown 79
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 79
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramt | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 69
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 49
Native
3 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 179
Native
6 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 279
Native
2 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 49
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 39
Native
6 | Ceramc | sherds clay under 1/2" 89
a3l 1 | Metal iron unknownitoo corroded to identify
a32 4 brick fragments
a33 2 | Glass too disfigured to identify
m34 3 | Rock flake
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Rock hammerstone
b35 Organic bone cat skull
a36 1 | Rock hammerstone
Native
p37 3 | Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 89
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabricimpressed 10g
Native
1 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 5g
Native clay w/sand &
1 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 39
Native clay w/sand &
1| Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 5g
Native clay w/sand &
3 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 69
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 89
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body unknown 29
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 19
a38 1 | Rock CSPP possible Thelma point
a39 1 | Glass Hand Blown
a40 1 | Rock hammerstone
a4l 2 brick fragments
Native
p42 1 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 11g
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 21g
Native
3 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 11g
Native 1lrim, 6
7 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 35¢g
Native 2rim, 7
9 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 45¢g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 10g
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 15¢g
Ceramic | Native clay w/sand & Mt Pleasant body cord-marked 89
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sherds pebble
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Cerame | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 149
Native clay w/sand &
3 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 89
Native
10 | Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 33g
Native
6 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 259
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay under 1/2" 11g
brick fragment
a43 brick fragment
Native 1rim, 2
p44 3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 10g
Native
3 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 129
Native 1rim, 7
8 | Cerame¢ | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 369
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 179
Native clay w/sand & lrim. 2
3 | Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 149
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 229
Native 1rim, 2
3 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabric-impressed 229
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body cordmarked 15¢g
Native
3 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 18g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 149
Native
4 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 279
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 69
Native
1| Ceramc | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body cordmarked 29
Native 2rim, 7
Ceramic | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 379
Ceramt | Native clay w/grog Hanover 1rim,5 fabric-impressed 41g
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sherds body
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 79
b45 1 | Organic bone animal bone
m46 1 | Rock flake
ma7 1 coral fragment
a48 1 | Rock hammerstone
a49 2 brick fragments
Native
p50 2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 11g
Native
2 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 10g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabric-impressed 12g
Native
3 | Ceramt | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabricimpressed 779
Native
7 | Cerame | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 21g
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 299
Native clay w/sand &
5 | Cerame¢ | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 539
Native clay w/sand &
3 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 18g
Native
9 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cord-marked 469
Native
9 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 34g
Native
16 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 739
Native 1rim, 1
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 129
Native
12 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 85¢g
Native
10 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 149
m51 1 hematite
Pipe
ab2 Pipe Fragment clay clay pipe bowl, insert reed
p53 1 | Ceranic | European whitewareplain refined
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sherd

earthenware

ab4 3 brick fragments
Native 2rim, 7
p55 9 | Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 539
Native
6 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 31g
Native 1rim, 7
8 | Ceramt | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 309
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 15¢g
Native
2 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabric-impressed 12g
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 89
Native
1| Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body cordmarked 5g
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 10g
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceram¢ | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 89
Native clay w/sand &
1| Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 39
Native
9 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 35¢g
Native
5 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 15¢g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 129
Native
7 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 32¢g
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 18g
Native
4 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 28g
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 79
2 brick fragments
m56 2 hematite
m57 2 | Rock flakes
1 | Rock cobble fragment
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a58 1 gunflint-english type
Pipe
a59 1| Pipe Fragment kaolin bowl fragment
Pipe
2 | Pipe Fragment clay local clay pipe stem
Pipe
1 | Pipe Fragment clay clay pipe bowl, insert reed
European refined
p60 1 | Ceranic | sherd ironstoneplain earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramic| sherd whitewareplain earthenware
European refined
2 | Ceramc | sherd pearlwareplain earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramic| sherd pearlwarebanded earthenware
European
1| Ceramc | sherd Unknown brown salglazed stoneware| stoneware
a6l Glass machine madéottle top
a62 Rock hammerstone
a63 11 brick fragments
m64 1 fossil limestone
Native
p65 8 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 449
Native
9 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabricimpressed 379
Native
4 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 99
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 99
Native
3 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 20g
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 279
Native
3 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 239
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body cordmarked 179
Native
3 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 10g
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 129
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Native

26 | Ceranic | sherds clay under 1/2" 249
3 terracotta tile
2 brick fragments
Pipe
a66 1 | Pipe Fragment clay clay pipe bowl, insert reed
a67 3 | Glas machine made
2 | Glass too disfigured to identify
a68 1| Metd iron unknownitoo corroded to identify
Native
p69 1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 89
Native
3 | Cerame¢ | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 229
Native
8 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 269
Native
9 | Cerame | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 349
Native
3 | Cerame¢ | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 30g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 69
Native
5 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 24g
Native clay w/sand &
4 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 199
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramt | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 11g
Native
7 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 399
Native
3 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 179
Native 1rim, 11
12 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 379
Native
2 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 129
Native
19 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 269
European refined
p70 2 | Ceranic | sherd pearlwareplain earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramic| sherd pearlwareblacktransfer print earthenware
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European

Ceramt | sherd Unknown brown salglazed stoneware| stoneware
a7l Rock hammerstone
a72 brick fragment
Native
p73 Ceramic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 129
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 79
Native
Ceramic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 11g
Native 2rim, 5
Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 39g
Native
Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 20g
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 15¢g
Native
Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 99
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 69
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 39
Native
Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 24g
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 269
Native 1rim, 4
Ceramic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body unknown 479
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay under 1/2" 149
Pipe
ar4 Pipe Fragment kaolin 5/64
Pipe
Pipe Fragment clay local clay pipe stem
European
p75 Ceramic| sherd Fulham Brown Stoneware stoneware
Native
ar76 Rock sherds hammerstone
Native
p77 Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 49
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body simplestamped 15¢g
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Native

2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 199
Native
8 | Cerame | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 479
Native
6 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 269
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 18g
Native
24 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 81g
Native
15 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 699
Native
12 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 659
Native clay w/sand &
3 | Cerame | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 169
Native clay w/sand &
5 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 19¢g
Native clay w/sand &
3 | Ceramt | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body cordmarked 149
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body cord-marked 19¢g
Native
6 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 21g
Native
4 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabricimpressed 149
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body cord-marked 39
Native
5 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 149
Native
9 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabricimpressed 579
Native
11 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 51g
Native
30 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 399
3 brick fragments
tan body coarse earthenwarellow coarse
1 glaze earthenware
m78 1 fossil limestone
m79 3 | Rock flakes
b80 1 | Organic bone animal bone
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a8l 1 | Rock hammerstone
Native
p82 1 | Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body cord-marked 79
Native 1rim, 7
8 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body unknown 359
Native
17 | Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 689
Native 2rim, 5
7 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 289
Native
14 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 679
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 39
Native
1 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body fabric-impressed 169
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 99
Native
4 | Cerame | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabric-impressed 11g
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 11g
Native clay w/sand &
1 | Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 5g
Native clay w/sand &
3 | Ceramt | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 10g
Native clay w/sand &
4 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 169
Native
13 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 469
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 79
Native
6 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 259
Native 2rim, 13
15 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 54g
Native
28 | Ceranic | sherds clay under 1/2" 369
1 brick
Native
p83 5 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 25¢g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 13g
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Native

4 | Ceramt | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body cordmarked 209
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 149
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 29
Native clay w/sand &
1 | Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body cordmarked 5g
Native clay w/sand &
1 | Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 5g
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 10g
Native
3 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabricimpressed 179
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 2g
Native
3 | Cerame | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 99
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 15¢g
Native
8 | Ceramt | sherds clay under 1/2" 8g
m84 2 hematite
a85 1 | Rock hammerstone
a86 4 brick fragments
Native
p87 2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 99
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body cordmarked 39
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 13g
Native
2 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 10g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 11g
Native clay w/sand &
1 | Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 39
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 5g
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cord-marked 239
Ceramic| Native clay w/pebble Cashie body unknown 10g
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sherds

Native
3 | Cerame | sherds clay under 1/2" 4g
m88 1 coral fragment
m89 2 | Rock cobble fragment
a90 1 | Rock hammerstone
a9l 2 | Metd iron hinge fragment
a92 2 brick fragments
Native
p93 1 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 29
Native
7 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 269
Native
5 | Cerame | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 20g
Native 1rim, 9
10 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabricimpressed 419
Native
13 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 479
Native
7 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cord-marked 45¢g
Native
3 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 169
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 79
Native clay w/sand & 1rim, 3
4 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 15¢g
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 5g
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabric-impressed 149
Native
1| Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body cordmarked 79
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 39
Native 1rim, 11
12 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 529
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 129
Native
4 | Ceram¢ | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 18g
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Native

10 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 15¢g
m94 1 hematite
m95 fossil limestone
m96 cinder
European
p97 2 | Ceramic| sherd Albany Slip stoneware stoneware
a98 brick fragment
a99 1 | Glass too disfigured to identify
Native
p100 4 | Ceramic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body unknown 149
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 179
Native
2 | Ceramc | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 5g
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 13g
Native
3 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabricimpressed 269
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cord-marked 49
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 29
Native
6 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 21g
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body cord-marked 13g
Native clay w/sand &
1 | Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 5g
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 69
Native
1| Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 29
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 29
Native
2 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 179
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 69
hematite
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terracotta tile

European
pl01l 1 | Ceamic | sherd pearlwareblue-shell edged
European
1 | Ceramic| sherd whitewareplain
m102 petrified clam
Native
p103 1 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body cordmarked 29
Native 1rim, 6
7 | Cerame | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 20g
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 229
Native
2 | Ceram¢ | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 169
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 99
Native
1 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 39
Native clay w/sand &
5 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 15¢g
Native
2 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 11g
Native
10 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 399
Native
2 | Cerame¢ | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 18¢g
Native
11 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 419
Native 1rim, 9
10 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 409
Native
7 | Cerame | sherds clay under 1/2" 10g
Native
pl04 1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 99
Native
1| Ceramc | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 49
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 11g
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body cordmarked 39
alo5 Metal copper small bell
al06 2 | Glass machine made
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European refined
p107 6 | Ceramic| sherd ironstoneplain earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramc | sherd yellowware earthenware
European
2 | Ceramic| sherd semiporcelain
European refined
1| Ceramc | sherd whitewareplain earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramic| sherd whitewarehandpainted earthenware
European refined
1| Ceramc | sherd whitewarered-transfer print earthenware
European refined
7 | Ceramic| sherd pearlwareplain earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramc | sherd pearlwareblacktransfer print earthenware
European coarse
1 | Ceramic| sherd manganese mottled earthenware earthenware
European refined
1| Ceramc | sherd pearlwarehandpainted polychrome earthenware
European refined
2 | Ceramic| sherd pearlware20th century earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramc | sherd unknown refined earthenware earthenware
Native
p108 1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 10g
Native
2 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 149
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 69
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 49
Native
4 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 149
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 19
m109 | 12 | Rock flakes
alio 1 | Rock CSPP Roanoke point
1 | Rock CSPP possible eared yadkin point
alll 3 | Metal iron cut nails
all2 3 | Glass too disfigured to identify
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European refined
pl13 2 | Ceramic| sherd whitewareplain earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramc | sherd pearlwareplain earthenware
European red body coarse earthenwdoiack coarse
1 | Ceramic| sherd glaze earthenware
Native
pli4 2 | Ceramic | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 59
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 4g
Native
Ceramt | sherds clay under 1/2" 29
ml115 Rock flakes
all6é 10 | Glass too disfigured to identify
European
pl17 1 | Ceramic| sherd Albany Slip stoneware stoneware
European refined
3 | Ceramc | sherd whitewareplain earthenware
Native
pl18 6 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 25¢g
Native
2 | Cerame¢ | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 89
Native 2 rim, 22
24 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 108g
Native
38 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 979
Native 2rim, 22
24 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 659
Native clay w/sand & 1rim, 4
5 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 169
Native clay w/sand &
4 | Ceramc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body cordmarked 21g
Native clay w/sand &
4 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 18g
Native clay w/sand &
5 | Cerame | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 17¢g
Native
12 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 539
Native
5 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 179
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabric-impressed 19¢g
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Native

12 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 419
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 69
Native
5 | Ceramt | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body netimpressed 389
Native 1rim, 23
24 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 879
Native 1rim, 11
12 | Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 599
Native
10 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 289
Native
59 | Ceranic | sherds clay under 1/2" 839
2 brick fragments
b119 5 | Organic bone animal bone
m120 2 fossil limestone
mi121 5 | Rok flakes
m122 5 shellsoyster
Native
p123 2 | Ceramic | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 5g
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 5g
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 29
Native
2 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 10g
Native
Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 49
b124 Organic bone animal bone
ml125 | 16 shellsoyster
Native
pl26 6 | Ceramic | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 179
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 29
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 39
Native
Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body unknown 59
Ceramc | Native clay w/sand & Mt Pleasant body cord-marked 49
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sherds pebble
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 13g
Native
2 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 129
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 279
Native
3 | Cerame | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 89
Native
9 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 31g
Native
6 | Ceramc | sherds clay under 1/2" 89
local rock
mi27 | 10 shellsoyster
m128 3 fossil limestone
European refined
pl29 1 | Cemmic | sherd whitewarered-transfer print earthenware
European
1 | Ceramic| sherd westerwald stoneware
Native
p130 5 | Ceramic | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 229
Native
8 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 279
Native
2 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 9g
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabric-impressed 99
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 8g
Native clay w/sand &
3 | Ceramtc | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body cordmarked 21g
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 79
Native clay w/sand &
3 | Ceramt | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 10g
Native 1rim, 15
16 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 52¢g
Native
12 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 579
Native 1rim, 10
11 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 559
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Native

4 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 149
Native
18 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 239
m131 4 | Rok flakes
Pipe
al32 1 | Pipe Fragment kaolin 5/64
al33 1 | Metal iron cut nail
al34 2 | Rock cobble fragment
al35 1 hammerstone
Native
pl36 20 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 98g
Native
7 | Ceram¢ | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 339
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 69
Native
11 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 39g
Native
12 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 439
Native
12 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 679
Native 1rim, 3
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 239
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 49
Native
2 | Cerame¢ | sherds clay w/shell Colington body fabric-impressed 69
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body cord-marked 8g
Native clay w/sand &
4 | Ceramt | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 10g
Native clay w/sand &
3 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 79
Native clay w/sand &
4 | Ceramt | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 18g
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabric-impressed 20g
Native
2 | Cerame¢ | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body cordmarked 4g
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body cordmarked 129
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Native 2rim, 8
10 | Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabricimpressed 499
Native
6 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body unknown 20g
Native 1rim, 10
11 | Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 309
Native
31 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 389
m137 2 shellsoyster
m138 1 fossil limestone
m139 1 hematite
al40 1 | Rock CSPP Clarksville point
2 | Rock CSPP Roanoke point
1 | Rock CSPP Large Triangle point
Pipe
al4l 3 | Pipe Fragment clay clay pipe bowl, insert reed
al42 1 | Rock hammerstone
al43 11 | Rock flakes
Native
pl44 12 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 38g
Native
3 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/shell Colington body cord-marked 5g
Native
2 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body fabricimpressed 129
Native
31 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cord-marked 121g
Native 1rim, 15
16 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body unknown 499
Native
15 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 569
Native clay w/sand &
7 | Ceramt | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabric-impressed 239
Native clay w/sand &
4 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body cordmarked 149
Native clay w/sand &
12 | Ceranic | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 399
Native clay w/sand &
24 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 85¢g
Native
3 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body cord-marked 169
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Native

23 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 709
Native
8 | Cerame | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabric-impressed 179
Native
18 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body fabricimpressed 729
Native
4 | Ceramt | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body cordmarked 129
Native
22 | Ceramic| sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body unknown 689
Native
35 | Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 1199
Native
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 18g
Native
9 | Cerame | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 29g
Native
78 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 263g
Native 3rim, 81
84 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 2379
Native
50 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 132g
Native
398 | Ceranic | sherds clay under 1/2" 505¢g
3 brick fragments
m145 | 12 shellsoyster
m146 fossil limestone
b147 Organic bone animal bone
Native
p148 1 | Cemamic | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 11g
Native
1 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 69
Native
1 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 39
Native 1rim, 4
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 289
Native
3 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 99
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body cordmarked 169
b149 Organic bone animal bone
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m150 5 shellsoyster
mi51 | 23 mortar fragments
eb152 cup size bag charcoal
al53 Metal iron cut nail
Native
pl54 16 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 83g
Native
13 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 459
Native I rim, 28
29 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 1189
Native
1 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 99
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 229
Native
1 | Ceramc | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body cordmarked 179
Native clay w/sand &
2 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 99
Native
4 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 299
Native
4 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 18¢g
Native
8 | Ceramt | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body plain 279
Native
24 | Ceranic | sherds clay under 1/2" 31g
m155 1 hematite
m156 7 shellsoyster
b157 1 | Organic bone animal bone
eb158 1 cup size bag charcoal
Native
p159 6 | Ceramic| sherds too discolored to identify
m160 5 shellsoyster
Native
pl61 3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 769
b162 4 | Organic bone animal bone
eb163 1 quart size bag charcoal
ale4 1| Rok CSPP Clarksville point
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2 | Rock CSPP Large Triangle point
Pipe
al6s 1| Pipe Fragment kaolin 4/64
Pipe
4 | Pipe Fragment kaolin 5/64
Pipe
2 | Pipe Fragment kaolin 6/64
Pipe
2 | Pipe Fragment kaolin bowl fragment
European
al66 1 | Cemmic | sherd bone chinedolls feet porcelain
ale7 1 | Rock flake
al68 2 | Glass machine made
1 | Glass Hand Blownblack glass
1 | Glass too disfigured to identify
al69 3 | Metal iron cut nails
European refined
pl70 2 | Ceramic | sherd whitewareplain earthenware
European
1| Ceramc | sherd westerwald stoneware
European
1 | Ceramic| sherd Albany Slip stoneware stoneware
European
1| Ceramc | sherd North American Stoneware stoneware
European
1 | Ceramic| sherd English soft paste porcelain
European refined
2 | Ceramc | sherd pearlwareplain earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramic| sherd pearlwareblue-shell edged earthenware
European refined
1| Ceramc | sherd pearlwareblacktransfer print earthenware
European red body coarse earthenwdrack coarse
2 | Ceramic| sherd glaze earthenware
European coarse
1| Ceramc | sherd red body coarse earthenwassl glaze | earthenware
European red body coarse earthenwdreown coarse
2 | Ceramic| sherd glaze earthenware
European refined
1 | Ceramc | sherd Slipware Staffordshire earthenware
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Native

pl71 9 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 409
Native 1rim, 14
15 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body cordmarked 749
Native 1rim, 4
5 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/pebble Cashie body unknown 25¢9
Native
16 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/shell Colington body plain 839
Native
2 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/shell Colington body cordmarked 79
Native
17 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body plain 659
Native
8 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body unknown 31g
Native
14 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body fabric-impressed 769
Native
3 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/coarse sand Deep Creek body cordmarked 15¢g
Native clay w/sand & 1rim, 12
13 | Ceranic | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body fabricimpressed 91g
Native clay w/sand & 1rim, 4
5 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body netimpressed 559
Native clay w/sand & 1rim, 6
7 | Ceramt | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body cord-marked 759
Native clay w/sand & 1rim, 14
15 | Ceranic | sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body plain 69g
Native clay w/sand &
10 | Ceramic| sherds pebble Mt Pleasant body unknown 569
Native
21 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body netimpressed 1179
Native
11 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body cordmarked 479
Native
81 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body plain 3649
Native 1rim, 26
27 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body unknown 110g
Native 4 rim, 41
45 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper body fabric-impressed 2279
Native
9 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body unknown 54g
Native 3rim, 23
26 | Ceranic | sherds clay w/grog Hanover body fabric-impressed 1509
Native 1rim, 8
9 | Ceramic| sherds clay w/grog Hanover body cordmarked 639
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Native 1rim, 55
56 | Ceranic | sherds clay wi/grog Hanover body plain 2419
Native
52 | Ceramic| sherds clay under 1/2" 689
4 brick fragments
1 local rock
1 charcoal
1 unknown refined earthenware
ml72 7 shellsoyster
b173 1 | Organic bone animal bone
ml74 | 19| Rock flakes
ml75 | 17 brick fragments
ml76 3 fossil limestone
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Fieldwork 2013 Collection

Accession Number: 1996

N/A= nothing found in shovel test pit

ZS Ct | Group | Class Material Type Variety Element| Decoration Yg\]/)t Dimensions
1 1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
2 | N/A
3 1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
4 | N/A
5 3 | Ceramc | Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
1| Glass Hand Blown Black Glass
5| Ceramc | Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
2 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay w/grog Hanover body plain 12.1g
1 shell
6 6 shelloyster
1 | Rock flake
1 brick fragments
1 mortar
1 | Organic bone
5| Ceramc | Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay w/grog Hanover body plain 3.3g
clay w/sand &
1 | Ceramec | Native sherd | pebble Mt. Pleasant body plain 4.3g
1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper, body cord-marked 2.29
7 1 | Ceramc | Native sherd | clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper, body netimpressed | 2.5¢
8 4 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
9 4 | Ceramc | Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
1 | Organic bone
3 charcoal fragments
10 | N/A
11 1 | Rock flake
1 | Rock rock-local
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12 1 brick fragment
2 | Rock flakes
2 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
1 | Metal iron possible iron shot
13 1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay w/grog Hanover body plain 3.1g
14 | N/A
15| 12| Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
1 | Ceramc | Native sherd | clay w/coarse sand | Deep Creek body plain 2.49
16 8 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
1 | Ceramc | Native sherd | clay w/pebble Cashie body plain 4.19g
1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper, body plain 6.69
1 small unknown object
17 1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
1 | Ceramc | Native sherd | clay w/grog Hanover body netimpressed | 4.89
1 brick fragments
18 | N/A
19 1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
fabric-
1 | Ceramc | Native sherd | clay w/grog Hanover body impressed 7.09
clay w/sand & fabric-
1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | pebble Mt. Pleasant body impressed 4.29
1| Glass machine made
20 | N/A
21 2 | Ceranic | Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
22 1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
European refined
23 1 | Ceranic | sherd Whitewareplain earthenware
European refined
1 | Cerame | sherd pearlwareplain earthenware
2 | Ceramc | Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
1 brick fragments
1 charcoal fragment
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4 | Glass machine made
4 | Glass unknown manufacture
1 | Glass too disfigured to identify
2 | Metal Iron nails
1 | Metal claspmodern
1 terracotta tile
24 1 brick fragments
25 1 | Metal Iron nail
8 brick fragments
1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
4 | Glass machine made
26 2 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
2 | Glass under 1/2"
1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay w/sand Unknown fine sand temper| body plain 4.69
27 2 | Rock rock-small
1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
5 brick fragments
European
1 | Ceramic| sherd pearlwareplain
European red body coarse
1 | Cerame | sherd earthenware
28 | N/A
29 1 | Glass machine made
30 1 | Glass Hand Blown black glass
31 1| Glass unknown manufacture
32 1 | Ceranic | Native sherd under 1/2"
fabric-
1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay w/grog Hanover body impressed 3.3g
2 brick fragments
1 | Rock flake
1 | Metal Iron nail
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fabric-

33 1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay w/grog Hanover body impressed 3.1g
2 | Metal Iron nails
34 1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
35 6 | Glass machine made
3 brick fragments
European red body coarse
1 | Ceramc | sherd earthenware
3 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
9 | Metal iron nails
36 1 | Metal iron large corroded implement
13 brick fragments
3 | Glass machine made
5 | Metal Iron nails
1 | Ceramic| Native sherd | clay under 1/2"
1 charcoal fragment
European
1 | Cerame | sherd pearlwareblue-shell edged
37 | N/A
38 brick fragments
Glass machine made
Glass hand blown
39 | N/A
40 1 | Rock flake
41 | N/A
42 | N/A
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0t M. 2010 ONR - NPS CAPE HATTERAS PROJECT
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County BMW Island

Gaogr. Coovd. 3 5° 28/ (27N. Lat 76° 48  #0” Wlong.
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NORTH CAROLINA ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Site No.31B£23(P35)
Site Name Famticoug
Photo Nos

Location &t Handy's Point between Bath Creek and Bask Creek
7

Recorded on _.ISGS__Bath

Aol " >

Owner .__,Jamis,.AI:énhe_ll _________________ Address

Local history

Plowing history . Vegetation
Type of soil.._. Erosion
Latitude ..33.28112% Longitude ....76. 48140 ...

Remarks: The most extensive villege area in the whole Bath Area. Pottery is
everywhere, although small. At least a dozen projectile points were
found. It seems reasonable to guess this is Pamticough

Sketch Map

Show relationship to nearby sites, access roads, streams, and major landmarks.

Haag & West Date.7/29/55 -

Observer

ARL~4
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RECORD OF MATERIALS

Collected by survey . [ 0

Subsequent Collections

Collector ............. e Date. ... Acc. NO..oooiieeieene
Collector . o Date....ooooooeeeeeee Ace. NOw oo
(0771117 7o) OO UR OOV Date ..o Ace. Nowoooies
Private Collections

O WIIET oottt Address oo

e G Y T e e e e e e e e O e
....................................................................................................................................... Photo No. ...
Ezcavation Record

SUpervisor ................ Date...oooeeeeeeeeee Ace. NOuooooooeeen . -
SUDPETVISOT oot Date .. Ace. Noo ...

Published Record
Archaeology of Coastal N.C. 1958 LSU-CS no.2
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NORTH CAROLINA ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY
Site NO.L"___ E_f,_vzé.- o
Site Name. Handys Fo Int

Photo Noe.. ... . .-

Location . Handys. Boint between Rack Creek and Bath Creek in Bath, N.C.

Recorded on . Bath Guad., H.I.

Owner o N V(Address

Hagg identifiles as Secotan,

Local history AL

Plowing history_..Two._and & half centurfes .. ... ... Vegetation Peanuta. . .

Type of soil..Send

Remarks: This is Hagg's P-35 which he 1dentifies. Nothing can be added
to Hagg's description except that site concentration appears to be

emaller than Hagg describes. (300X75 yards).

Sketch Map

{d

D Jerape ‘b"‘.')l DUU

| Evant ST
o
A Cowcantrates
i el

{7

. FErosion . Probably sheet. _ .

M

[

Swie

'““-“—‘____ CLu :
| L /m_ﬂ

Bmiice River

Jhow relationship to mearby siﬁiqkss roads, streams, and major landmarks.

Obser .nnde O, Keel and B.J, Egloff . Date  1a30d
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NORTH CAROLINA ARCHAEQLOGICAL’SURVEY

v
Site No Bf 23

Site Name_.______
Photo Nos.._._ ”
e 'I;Mitioﬁ'i'- . North side of Pamlico River at southeast end of present town of Bath.
Recorded on Bath 7.5' Quad
Owner 2 Address. ¥4
- Local hisfbry T .
v *Plowing history....... o s Vegetation .7

Erosion little

Type of soil__._Sandy losn .
) ) B ’Del_ii’ng"s Be=10
" Remarks: Hagg's P-35
Site is a shell midden and, by the presencé of many historic items
(chipped glass arbtifacts), it was apparenily a contact site, perhaps the villag
of Secotan as deseribed in the University of Louisiana study series.
Sketch Map
A
Show relationship to nearby sites, access roads, streams, and major landmarks.
Observer Merilyn and David Delling Date_ Feb, 11, 1964
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-~ Collected by survey ..

RECORD OF MATERIALS . . \

&gﬁﬁ@) A tdorked . (Z//f‘lgﬂ, | Aboriainal. ﬁ& % ﬁ“i ........... N

kaola. fipe.. frzz% I Samppean ey, L4 misce: wam’w 7 .
(}b"ums} ] d&’.&f* 5151% i Ace. No 2\.\\.
L U - : 1985
Subsequent Collections
Collector ... Date T [ N ——
Collector Date Ace, Nowooooooe
" Collector ..... . e EE— Dafé:" : Ace, Nowwowooooe

Co Prwate Collectwns

Owner .. Marilyn and David Delling oo Address ... Box 122, Aurora,. N T
Type of Material pottery, glass, gtone, shell, iron, some questionable copper. ...
Photo No, o

Ezcavation Record

— Supervisor Date.. e VT o [ T /-

Supervisor : Date TV [ N—

Published Record

CULTURAL AFFINITY

Preliminary Classification ...,
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of the site. One other ten<foot unit was excavated one hundred
feet East of this axis line in an area especially rich in surface
material.

Typical clues to occupation include material objects such as
pottery fragmentes and rough chipped stone objects. Features, such
as post holes, storage pits, or burials in the undisturbed subsoil
would also have helped im verifying our hypothesis of Indian
Occupation. The surfece evidence of quantities of oyster shells
and broken pottery proved to be quite misleading however.

1. Oyster shells were brought into the area quite early as

a by-product of food consumption, as a source of lime,
and a8 a fertilizer for the soil. Mrs. Louise Tankard,
Mr, Willish Moove, Mr. John Resmas, Mrs. Claud Venters,
and Mrs. H. N. Roper verified this point. Mrs. Claude
Venters, whose grandfather had once owned the land,
stated that he had been responsible for putting oyster
shells on the site. Mr. John Resmas stated that a
Captain Cicero Brooks brought oyster shells into the
area in & two masted schoomer from Ocracoke Island to
be gold for the above mentioned purposes.

Conclusion: The oyster shells were most likely brought
into the site by early white traders snd not Indisns as
originally suspected.

2. Virtually all of the srtifacts, both historic and pre-
historic, were recovered from the plowed soil.

ugion: It is possible that some of the artifacts
originally ceme to the area with the oyster shells and
were not indigencus to the avea. At best they are in a
disturbed context.

3. MNost of the features recorded om the surface of the
und{sturbed subsoil appeared as rvelstively small circular
blackened areas. Those whose diameters wers less than
two tenths of a foot were usually very shallow depressions.
Those whose diameters were from three tenths to seven
tenths of a foot in diameter fell into three categories.
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A, The majority were shallow soil discoloratious.
B. Several were long slender conical depressions
of great {two feet) or undetermined depth.

C. Some were perfectly round in cross section of

fairly uniform depthe (seven to nine tenths

of & foot) snd having relatively blunt bottoms.

usion: The relatively small (one tenth to twe

tenthe feet) circular blackened areas are thought to
be ceused by plow disturbasnce or imtrusion by a con-
centrated mass of small roots and rootlets such as
are put down by soy beang or peanuts, both of which
were raised on the site in previous years. The long
slender conical depreasions of great or undetermined
depth are felt to be the tap root intrusions of pime
trees. Those holes having a perfectly round ¢ross
section and of fairly uniform depth were of 8 recent
date. Marks made in the edges of the post hole closely
resemble those made by a post hole digging tool. The
bottoms of the holes indicate the posts were cut and
not shaped in the usual Indian fashion which produced
a rounded conical tip. None of the excavated units had
post holes or other features that would suggest an
Indisn dwelling.

Evidence in support of an Indian villsge or cccupstion is very
limited and consisted of two features (five pits or storage pits).
One pit contained burned and partially decomposed oyster shell, quite
different in texture from those of the plow zone, charcosl, and a few
pottery fragments. The second contained two relatively larvge pottery
fragments, quantities of charcoal, bone fragments, and one shell f£rag-
ment,
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Sunmary

No evidence exists to indicate that site BEV23 was a Historic
Indian Village site or am area of prolonged cccupation. The twe
fire pits may have been the vesult of temporary of transient
residency. No avidence of structures was discovered. Further
axcavations of this site seem unwarranted in the light of explors
atory tests made to date.

Special thanks go to Mrs. John Tankard, Supervisor of the
Historic Bath Site, and Mr. Billy Moore, Maintenance Supervisor
for their helpful cooperation and warm hospitality. Thanks go
also to Mr. William Moore and Kemmeth Moore for aiding in the exca~
vations.

John L. Mattson
Archaeologist

Research Laboratories of Anthropology

University of North Carolins at
Chapel Hill
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