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Summary 
Born on December 25, 1751, in Broad Bay, Massachusetts (what is today Waldoboro, 
Maine), Philip Martin Ulmer was a prominent citizen and founding member of the 
late 18thc. community known as Ducktrap Plantation, Massachusetts, now part of 
coastal Lincolnville, Maine (Fig. 1). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 1: Lincolnville, Maine 
 
 
Philip Ulmer was a first generation, North American-born, German, colonial citizen, 
who served as an officer in the Colonial Army during the American revolution, and 
the United States Army during the War of 1812.  Along with his brother George, Philip 
was instrumental in the economic and political development of late 18th and early 19th 
century Ducktrap.  The Lincolnville Comprehensive Plan notes: 
 

ȰAmong the enterprises started [in 18th and 19th c. Ducktrap] were: saw, 
shingle and grist mills; a lime kiln; hay press; barrel factory and shipyard.  The 

Ducktrap Harbor 
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finished products were traded locally as well as to more distant ports.   
Naturally, this type of industrial enterprise required workers.  A number of 
cabins and homes were built in the vicinity of Ducktrap.  A general store, 
school, house of worship (the Bayshore Baptist Church), and a fraternal 
organization (the Masonic Hall), were established. (Lincolnville 2006). 

 
Arriving after the Revolutionary War, in what would eventually become Ducktrap 
Plantation, Philip Ulmer proceeds to purchase land in 1798 from his friend, General 
Henry Knox ×ÈÏȟ ÈÁÖÉÎÇ ÍÁÒÒÉÅÄ ÉÎÔÏ ÔÈÅ 3ÁÍÕÅÌ 7ÁÌÄÏ ÆÁÍÉÌÙȟ ȰÉÎÈÅÒÉÔÅÄȱ ÔÈÅ ÒÉÇÈÔÓ 
to the Waldo Patent (in other words, all the land in Ducktrap and surrounding 
region). 5ÌÍÅÒȭÓ initial purchase of 163+ acres is referred to in deeds as the 
Ȱ(ÏÍÅÓÔÅÁÄ ,ÏÔȱȢ 
 
While Ulmer appears gifted at identifying the potential economic prosperity of the 
Ducktrap region, and did himself develop and take advantage of it, he is beset by 
financial troubles all along the way, some of his own making and others not.  By 1806 
he has little to show for all his hard work and effort; with virtually no money, his last 
remaining property is ÔÈÅ Ȱ(ÏÍÅÓÔÅÁÄ ,ÏÔȱȢ 
 
)Î ÅÁÒÌÙ ΣΪΡΤȟ ÐÏÓÓÉÂÌÙ ÉÎ ÁÎ ÅÆÆÏÒÔ ÔÏ ȰÈÉÄÅ ÉÔȱ ÆÒÏÍ ÃÒÅÄÉÔÏÒÓȟ Ôitle to the Ȱ(ÏÍÅÓÔÅÁÄ 
,ÏÔȱ, the property of relevance to this effort, is transferred ÔÏ ÁÎÄ ÆÒÏÍ 0ÈÉÌÉÐȭÓ son 
Charles.  However, while title was, ultimately, in 0ÈÉÌÉÐȭÓ ÎÁÍÅ ÁÆÔÅÒ !ÐÒÉÌȟ ΣΪΡΤȟ 
0ÈÉÌÉÐȭÓ title to the property remains unrecorded until October 3, 1806 (no author ɀ b; 
Vol. 10:451).  Until then, as far as the public is concerned, the property belongs to his 
son Charles. 
 
Two months after recording the deed, on December 10, 1806, Philip sells a 
ÒÅÃÔÁÎÇÕÌÁÒ ÐÉÅÃÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ Ȱ(ÏÍÅÓÔÅÁÄ ,ÏÔȱ ÁÍÏÕÎÔÉÎÇ ÔÏ 45 acres to William Moody 
for $275  (no author ɀ b; Vol. 22:133) .  Ulmer ÄÅÓÃÒÉÂÅÓ ÔÈÉÓ ÐÁÒÃÅÌ ÁÓ ȰÂÅÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ 
ÓÏÕÔÈ×ÅÓÔÅÒÌÙ ÐÁÒÔ ÏÆ ÍÙ (ÏÍÅÓÔÅÁÄ &ÁÒÍȱȢ  Slightly over one year later, on April 15, 
1808, Philip mortgages the remainder of the Ȱ(ÏÍÅÓÔÅÁÄ ,ÏÔȱȟ ÂÏÒÒÏ×ÉÎÇ $400 from 
Robert Treat of Bangor (no author ɀ b; Vol. 24:386).  Born in Boston, Massachusetts 
in 1752, Major Robert Treat was, like Ulmer, a first generation born colonial who 
served in the newly formed United States army.  Treat settled in Bangor and 
developed extensive regional business relationships, and is noted as having recorded 
dealings with Phillip Ulmer in his personal day book [ledger] dated between 1786 and 
1790 (Porter 1890).   
 
On September 10, 1808 Philip again ÍÏÒÔÇÁÇÅÓ ÔÈÅ Ȱ(ÏÍÅÓÔÅÁÄ ,ÏÔȱȟ ÔÈÉÓ ÔÉÍÅ ÆÏÒ 
$351.55.  The second mortgage holder is Ezekiel G. (Goddard?) Dodge of Thomaston, 
Maine (no author ɀ b; Vol. 26:456).  Presumed to be the same Ezekiel Dodge to whom 
Philip Ulmer is indebted through this mortgage, Ezekiel Goddard Dodge was a 
physician in Thomaston, Maine (Patterson 1895), and may have served Philip in that 
ÃÁÐÁÃÉÔÙ ɉÁÓ ÁÎ ÁÓÉÄÅȟ 0ÈÉÌÉÐȭÓ ÓÏÎ ×ÁÓ ÁÌÓÏ Á ÐÈÙÓÉÃÉÁÎ ÉÎ 4ÈÏÍÁÓÔÏÎɊȢ  



 11 

While Philip Ulmer technically looses ÔÉÔÌÅ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ Ȱ(ÏÍÅÓÔÅÁÄ ,ÏÔȱ, the result of non-
payment of the mortgage to Robert Treat by 1810, the agreed upon year by which 
repayment was to have occurred, he apparently remains on the property thereafter. 
 
On July 14, 1815 Ezekiel Dodge, the second mortgage holder, buys Robert Treatȭs 
claim ÁÇÁÉÎÓÔ ÔÈÅ Ȱ(ÏÍÅÓÔÅÁÄ ,ÏÔȱ for $590, thus becoming the sole mortgage 
holder  (no author ɀ b; Vol. 36:127).  Documentation identifies the property as ȰÂÅÉÎÇ 
ÔÈÅ ÌÏÔ ÏÆ ÌÁÎÄ ×ÈÅÒÅÏÎ ÔÈÅ ÓÁÉÄ 0ÈÉÌÉÐ 5ÌÍÅÒ ÎÏ× ÌÉÖÅÓȱ (no author ɀ b; Vol. 36:127).  
And, though still indebted, now to Ezekiel Dodge, Dodge apparently makes no effort 
to evict Ulmer and his family eitherȢ  !ÆÔÅÒ 5ÌÍÅÒȭÓ ÄÅÁÔÈ ÉÎ ΣΪΣΨȟ %ÚÅËÉÅÌ $ÏÄÇÅ 
himself dies, leaving the property in his estate, but without a will. 
 
While it is clear through documentation that Philip Ulmer built his last house on the 
Ȱ(ÏÍÅÓÔÅÁÄ ,ÏÔȱ along the Whitney Road (Figs. 2, 4, & 5), it is not precisely clear 
when.  Based on the written record of deeds and other transactions, Philip 
accumulated over $1000 between December, 1806 and September, 1808.  This 
equates to approximately $15,000 to ΏΤΡȟΡΡΡ ÉÎ ÔÏÄÁÙȭÓ ÄÏÌÌÁÒÓ, approximately 3 
years average unskilled laborerȭÓ wages in the early 19th century (Table 1) .  The 
author believes this money was accumulated to build at least one large house now 
identified by the large cellar along the Whitney Road.  If this is so, then the large 
house, represented by the extant stone lined cellar, was presumably built (or 
completed) some time after September, 1808.  However, documentation relating to 
the 1808 mortgage held by Robert Treat includes the following reference, Ȱtogether 
with buildings thereon and said lot being the lot of land whereon the said Philip 
5ÌÍÅÒ ÎÏ× ÌÉÖÅÓȱ (no author ɀ b; Vol. 24:386).  This reference suggests, 1) the 
possibility that there were pre-existing structures on the property into which the 
Ulmer family may well have moved while awaiting completion of the main house, or 
2) that Ulmer built a small, initial dwelling in which the family lived prior to 
construction of the main house ɉÓÅÅ Ȱ#ÏÎÃÌÕÓÉÏÎÓȱɊȢ 
 
By 1815, only one year before his death, Ulmer had mortgaged all his remaining 
holdings, about 100-120 acres, one mile west of Ducktrap Harbor, along what is now 
referred to as the Whitney Road.  And, unbeknownst to either of them, Philip had 
built himself his final home; Philip Ulmer died October 3, 1816. 
 
Although not present on a 1798 map of the region (Fig. 3) (Soltzmann), the Whitney 
Road was utilized well into the late 19th c. for, among other things, a horse drawn 
railroad to transport lime from the interior to a kiln at the mouth of Ducktrap River 
(Cranmer and Spiess 1996). 
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Occupational Differentials in Average Daily Earnings 

New England, 1815ɂ1870 (US dollars) 
 
Year    Farm Labora    Nonfarm Labor      Mason      Carpenter  
1815b                                         1.00                    1.75               1.50 
1825          8.50                        1.00                    1.62               1.45 
1850        12.98                        1.05                                           1.40 
1870        19.87                        1.56                    3.50               2.97 

 
 

             a-monthly, with board; b-New York 
 

        (after Lebergott 1960) 
 
 

Table 1: Average wages in New England 1815-1870 
 
 

Ȱ!Ô ÔÈÅ ÅÁÓÔÅÒÎ ÅÎÄ ÏÆ ×ÈÁÔ ÉÓ now called Coleman Pond, a small community 
developed around a dam and millpond located on Black Brook.  The 1859 map 
shows quarries, lime kilns, grist mill, saw mill, school and general store, all of 
×ÈÉÃÈ ÐÒÏÖÉÄÅÄ ÅÍÐÌÏÙÍÅÎÔ ÁÎÄ ÌÉÆÅȭÓ ÎÅÃÅÓÓÉÔÉÅÓ ÁÔ ÔÈÁt time.  One unique 
feature of this area is the remains of a horse-drawn lime railroad that in the 
ΣΪΩΡȭÓ ÒÁÎ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ #ÏÌÅÍÁÎ ÑÕÁÒÒÙ ÏÎ 3ÁÎÄ (ÉÌÌ 2ÏÁÄ ÔÏ $ÕÃËÔÒÁÐȢ  The raised 
berm that the tracks ran along is still visible in many locations.  The route 
followed the shore of Coleman Pond (in fact, many cottages are built on top 
of the berm) to Slab City Road and thence likely followed the Whitney Road to 
the Trap.  4ÈÅ #ÏÌÅÍÁÎ ÑÕÁÒÒÙ ×ÁÓ ÁÎ ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÅÌÅÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ ÌÉÍÅ 
business in those years.ȱ (Lincolnville 2006). 

 
However, the 20th ÃÅÎÔÕÒÙ ÓÁ× ÔÈÅ ȰÐÌÁÎÔÁÔÉÏÎȱ decline, and the Whitney Road fall 
into disuse and be forgotten .  However, as a result of dramatic post WW II re-
population of the Ducktrap region the Whitney RoadȭÓ eastern, coastal end now 
serves as a developed public way.  Other sections farther inland function as private 
roads serving, among other things, Camden Hills State Park.  As fortune would have 
it, one short, undeveloped section of the original Whitney Road remains slightly less 
than one mile from the outlet of Ducktrap River, and modern Rt. 1.  It is along this 
undeveloped stretch that ME 243-007 is located ɀ the final home of Philip Ulmer (c. 
1807-1816). 
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           ME 243-007 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 2: Location of ME 243-007 (red diamond) 
along the Whitney Road (traced in red) 

 
In June, 2015, utilizing volunteers, the author undertook limited archaeological 
testing of ME 243-007 with the specific intent of determining the temporal limits of 
thiÓ ÓÉÔÅȭÓ ÏÃÃÕÐÁÔÉÏÎȢ  4ÅÓÔÉÎÇ ÆÏÃÕÓÅÄ ÏÎ Ô×Ï previously identified areas (a third was 
ultimately added), a kitchen midden immediately outside of and adjacent to the 
ÃÅÌÌÁÒȭÓ ÓÏÕÔÈÅÒÎ ×ÁÌÌ ɉ!ÒÅÁ ΣɊȟ ÁÎÄ Á ÍÉÄÄÅÎ ÃÏÍÐÒÉÓÅÄ ÐÒÉÎÃÉÐÁÌÌÙ ÏÆ ÂÕÒÎÔ ÃÅÒÁÍÉÃÓ 
immedÉÁÔÅÌÙ ÏÕÔÓÉÄÅ ÏÆ ÁÎÄ ÁÄÊÁÃÅÎÔ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÃÅÌÌÁÒȭÓ ×ÅÓÔ ÓÉÄÅ ɉ!ÒÅÁ ΤɊȢ  ! ÔÈÉÒÄ ÁÒÅÁ 
(Area 3), tested several weeks later, explored what is tentatively interpreted as a 
smaller, though clearly significant cellar/foundation, present some 8m south of the 
main cellar. 
 
#ÏÎÓÉÓÔÅÎÔ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÁÕÔÈÏÒȭÓ ÅØÐÅÃÔÁÔÉÏÎÓȟ ÃÅÒÁÍÉÃÓ ÒÅÃÏÖÅÒÅÄ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ÔÅÓÔÉÎÇ ÓÐÁÎ 
a period extending from the late 18th to very early 19th c.  Recovered ceramics reflect 
a broad suite of contemporary pottery, principally creamware, pearlware, red 
earthenwares, and English saltglazed ceramics consistent with the period.  The 
creamware sample appears limited to drinking vessels, one example of flatware, 
chamber pots, and other, relatively non-descript pieces, though a possible 
creamware vessel with annularware decoration is present. 
 
The pearlware, however, displays rich diversity, including Rococo blue shell edged 
flatware, a very limited amount of green shell edged flatware, numerous sherds of 
delicate monochrome and polychrome pearlware cups or hollowware vessels with 
floral patterns, and significant numbers of sherds of %ÎÇÌÉÓÈ ȰChineseȱ ware (China 
Blue).  Glazed and unglazed red earthenware vessels are also represented in the 
sample, including at least one, and perhaps two to three trailed slip chargers.  Two 
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green glazed sherds of a possible olive jar are also present (Smith, personal 
communication). 
 
The sample also includes a limited number of clay pipe bowl and stem fragments.  
Though few in absolute number they too illustrates significant diversity.  While no 
intact pipe bowls are present, at least three pipe forms are represented by partial 
bowls. These include a heelless/spurless plain bowl, heeled plain bowl, and a bowl 
decorated with vertical row/s of possibly grain. 
 
To date, limited faunal or metal analysis has taken place.  But, suffice it to say, the 
faunal sample is significant in both size and diversity, including medium and large  
domesticated mammals, large fish (presumably saltwater species), and several 
species of shellfish (represÅÎÔÅÄ ÂÙ ×ÈÏÌÅ ÁÎÄ ÆÒÁÇÍÅÎÔÁÒÙ ÓÈÅÌÌÓɊȢ  #ÌÅÁÒÌÙ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÔÅȭÓ 
occupants enjoyed a diverse subsistence economy, relative to protein. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 3: 1789 Soltzmann Map (Ducktrap framed in red) 
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Figure 4: Whitney Road facing south 
 
 
 
 

Whitney Rd. south 
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Figure 5: Whitney Road facing north 
 
Metal includes a limited non-ferrous sample, principally represented by two buttons, 
a ÓÍÁÌÌ ÂÒÁÓÓ ȰÒÏÄȱ ÏÆ ÕÎËÎÏ×Î ÆÕÎÃÔÉÏÎȟ ÁÎÄ Á ÔÉÎ ÍÕÇȢ  &ÅÒÒÏÕÓ ÍÁÔÅÒÉÁÌÓ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÅ 
principally nails ÁÎÄ Ô×Ï ÓÈÏÅ ÂÕÃËÌÅÓ ɉÏÎÅ ÏÆ Á ÓÉÚÅ ÉÎÄÉÃÁÔÉÎÇ ÅÉÔÈÅÒ ÁÎ ÉÎÆÁÎÔȭÓ ÓÈÏÅ 
or that of a doll).  The nail sample illustrates several categories, relative to design, 
and include hand forged as well as early cut forms.  All are reasonably associated with 
the late 18th and very early 19th c. 
 
In sum it is clear that: 1) a probable single temporal component extending from the 
third quarter of the 18thc. to the very early 19th c. is indicated by the current sample of 
recovered cultural material, especially ceramics; 2) the current archaeological sample 
indicates only residential use of the site; 3) the site is developed beyond simply the 
home itself to include one possibly older building and a probable springhouse; and 4) 
at least one kitchen midden is present extending over an area of at least 1002m. 
 
While no archaeological evidence is present to confirm ME243-ΡΡΩ ÁÓ 0ÈÉÌÉÐ 5ÌÍÅÒȭÓ 
ÌÁÓÔ ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÃÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÔÅȭÓ ÔÅÍÐÏÒal bounding between late 18th to early 19th c. is 
consistent with written records relating the 5ÌÍÅÒȭÓ to this property and its 
development as his last residence.  In the absence of any indications to the contrary, 
ME243-007 is considered as maintaining a single temporal component representing 
occupation by Philip and Christiana Ulmer, circa 1807-1816. 

Whitney Rd. north 
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Introduction  
In the winter of 2014, the author, and several other members of the Board of 
Directors of the Lincolnville Historical Society, entered into a conversation involving 
how the Board might engage Lincolnville, and more specifically its populace (as 
opposed to its governing bodies) in an active relationship with the history of 
Lincolnville (and to a lesser extent, the history of the mid-coast region of Maine). 
 
4ÈÅ ÒÅÓÕÌÔÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÁÔ ÃÏÎÖÅÒÓÁÔÉÏÎȟ ÁÎÄ ÓÅÖÅÒÁÌ ÏÔÈÅÒÓȟ ÉÄÅÎÔÉÆÉÅÄ ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ ÈÉÓÔÏÒÙ as 
inclusive (i.e., not limited to the extant items or known genealogy of a few early, 
historic families or individuals)Ȣ  ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ ÈÉÓÔÏÒÙ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÅÓ ÔÈe development of its 
industries, its infrastructure (e.g., road system), its political identity, and its culture, 
to name a few specific areas.  Thus it became clear that because its history is broadly 
ÉÎÃÌÕÓÉÖÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÅÆÆÏÒÔ ÔÏ ÅÎÇÁÇÅ ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÃe in a relationship to its history 
must be also. 
 
A review of Board identified numerous interests and gifts within its own 
membership, and the Board decided to begin developing its own internal resources 
first before going to the public and to seek resources there.  As it relates to this 
effort, the author, being engaged in a lengthy career in archaeology, albeit principally 
relating to Native American culture and principally pursued in Maine, took on the 
challenge of considering how archaeology might act as a means to engage the 
populace.  After some reflection, and further conversations with and between Board 
members, the presence of the Ulmer families in Lincolnville (and Ducktrap, 
specifically) began to coalesce into an initial focus area. 
 
The Ulmer brothers, Philip and George, being pivotal in the very earliest development 
of the Ducktrap region of Lincolnville, afforded the Board with several separate but 
related opportunities to engage the public: archaeology; the written record; current 
familial ties; and development of the early socio-cultural and politico/economic 
environments of the area (and Maine more broadly).  Further investigation into the 
5ÌÍÅÒÓȭ ÌÉÖÅÓ ÂÙ 2ÁÎÄÙ (ÁÒÖÅÙȟ Á "ÏÁÒÄ ÍÅÍÂÅÒȟ led to the awareness that George 
5ÌÍÅÒȭÓ ΣΫth century home still exists as an extant and viable structure along side the 
Ducktrap River in northeastern Lincolnville.  However, 0ÈÉÌÉÐȭÓ ÈÏÕÓÅ ÄÏÅÓ ÎÏÔȟ ÈÁÖÉÎÇ 
been destroyed ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÅÁÒÌÙ ΣΫΡΡȭÓ.  However, deed research accomplished by Mr. 
Harvey indicated that Philip 5ÌÍÅÒȭÓ final home, constructed in or around 1807 and 
possibly abandoned ÁÆÔÅÒ 0ÈÉÌÉÐȭÓ ÄÅÁÔÈ 1816 ɉÓÅÅ Ȱ#ÏÎÃÌÕÓÉÏÎȱɊ, still existed as a 
cellar along the remains of a documented, late 18th and 19th century road.   
 
The presence of 5ÌÍÅÒȭÓ cellar, and the undeveloped surrounding property, 
suggested to the Board a possible opportunity in which to pursue a limited 
archaeological testing effort.  This ÆÉÔ ×ÅÌÌ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ "ÏÁÒÄȭÓ agenda of offering 
Lincolnville opportunities to engage in its own history in varied and diverse ways.  



 18 

And so it was, in the spring of 2015, that the Lincolnville Historical Society Board of 
Directors, with the author as lead, and in cooperation with the land owners, Cindy 
and Jim Dunham of Lincolnville, began developing and organizing a limited 
archaeological testing effort involving ÔÈÅ ÓÉÔÅ ÏÆ 0ÈÉÌÉÐ 5ÌÍÅÒȭs final home. 
 
Anticipating an active public presence in the testing effort to come, the author 
developed a testing strategy designed around the presumed presence of a kitchen 
midden at the Ulmer house site.  While not diminishing the value of archaeologically 
sterile test pits or larger units, the author understood the usefulness of artifact 
ÒÅÃÏÖÅÒÙ ×ÈÅÎ ÉÔ ÃÏÍÅÓ ÔÏ ÍÁÉÎÔÁÉÎÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÐÕÂÌÉÃȭÓ ÅÎÔÈÕÓÉÁÓÍ ÆÏÒ ÐÁÒÔÉÃÉÐÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ 
such an effort.  Recovering cultural materials that intrigue and excite the imagination 
is critical to growing the interest of volunteers who participate in such a public effort. 
 
So, beginning in May, 2015, the author undertook a limited but focused solo testing 
effort to locate a kitchen midden spatially associated with the Ulmer cellar.  Testing 
included a number of 50cm square, shovel test pits ɉ340ȭ3Ɋ immediately adjacent to, 
and within the presumed Ulmer cellar.  Test Pit 4, and Test Pit 6 identified the 
presence of two very different midden deposits.  Test Pit 4, located immediately 
ÁÄÊÁÃÅÎÔ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ȰÒÅÁÒȱ ɉÓÏÕÔÈɊ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÃÅÌÌÁÒȟ ÒÅÖÅÁÌÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÃÅ ÏÆ Á ×ÅÌÌ 
developed kitchen midden which included extensive faunal, ceramic, and other 
cultural remains. 
 
Test 0ÉÔ Ψȟ ÌÏÃÁÔÅÄ ÁÌÏÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÃÅÌÌÁÒȭÓ ×ÅÓÔ ÓÉÄÅȟ ÁÌÓÏ ÒÅÖÅÁÌÅÄ Á ÍÉÄÄÅÎȟ ÔÈÏÕÇÈ ÏÆ Á 
very different nature. Although some red earthenware is present, the midden 
revealed by Test Pit 6 is comprised almost entirely of burned and very fragmentary 
buff or refined earthenware sherds.  Virtually no other cultural material is present 
within the midden. 
 
With the insight of midden locations, then, the author developed a testing strategy in 
which the public could participate utilizing these deposits as the principal focus of 
testing.  That strategy included excavation of five 12 meter test units in close 
ÐÒÏØÉÍÉÔÙ ÔÏ 4ÅÓÔ 0ÉÔÓ Φ ÁÎÄ ΨȢ  4ÈÅ ÓÔÒÁÔÅÇÙȭÓ ÇÏÁÌȡ ÔÏ ÒÅÃÏÖÅÒ Á ÌÁÒÇÅ ÓÁÍÐÌÅ ÏÆ 
cultural materials including, and especially, temporally diagnostic ceramics.  The 
recovery of temporal diagnostics was critical to establishing the temporal 
occupation/s represented by the cellar, and the assertion that the site was in fact 
0ÈÉÌÉÐ 5ÌÍÅÒȭÓ ÌÁÓÔ ÈÏÍÅȢ  
 
On June 27, 2015, the author, several Board members, and a crew of about a dozen 
youth and adult volunteers congregated on ME 243-007 and began the testing effort  
(Fig. 6). 
 
 
 
 



 19 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 6: Volunteers at ME 243-007 
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Geography 
ME 243-007 lies approximately one mile due west of Ducktrap RiverȭÓ ÔÉÄÁÌ ÏÕÔÌÅÔȟ 
along what is currently known as the Whitney Road, and identified on the USGS 
ÔÏÐÏÇÒÁÐÈÉÃ ÍÁÐ ÁÓ Á ȰÊÅÅÐ ÔÒÁÉÌȱ (Fig. 2).  It maintains a northwest/southeast 
orientation on the relatively gentle slope of an un-named hill in Lincolnville, Maine.  
7ÉÔÈ ÁÎ ÅÌÅÖÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÁÐÐÒÏØÉÍÁÔÅÌÙ ΤΥΡȭ ÁÂÏÖÅ ÓÅÁ ÌÅÖÅÌȟ -% ΤΦΥ-007 would have an 
otherwise unimpeded view the full distance to Penobscot Bay, were it not for the 
forest (which was likely cleared for lumber and fire wood in the immediate region at 
that time). 
 
The Whitney Road, along which ME 243-007 is located, is likely the first, and perhaps 
only mid to late 18th c. means of accessing the coast from interior Lincolnville, north 
of Lincolnville Beach.  It begins essentially as the Howe Point Road at the shore of 
$ÕÃËÔÒÁÐ (ÁÒÂÏÒȟ ÁÄÊÁÃÅÎÔ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÒÉÖÅÒȭÓ ÏÕÔÌÅÔȟ ÁÎÄ ÔÒÁÖÅÌÓ west-northwest to 
intersect 3ÌÁÂ #ÉÔÙ 2ÏÁÄȢ  4ÈÅ ÕÎÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅÓÅ Ô×Ï ÒÏÁÄÓ ÆÏÒÍÓ Á Ȱ6ȱȟ ÏÐÅÎ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ 
southeast (coast).  Together, Slab City Rd. and Whitney Rd. afforded coastal egress 
north and south of geographic obstacles like Frohock Brook and a salt marsh at 
Lincolnville Beach, ÁÎÄ ÔÈÅ ÍÏÕÎÔÁÉÎ ÒÁÎÇÅ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ ÉÎÔÅÒÉÏÒ ÁÎÄ ÉÔÓ 
immediate coastline. 
 
The Camden Hills, as noted above, form a difficult, if not impassable obstacle to 
east/west travel within the immediate region.  Beginning southwest, in Rockport, the 
#ÁÍÄÅÎ (ÉÌÌÓ ÅØÔÅÎÄ ÉÎÔÏ .ÏÒÔÈÐÏÒÔ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÎÏÒÔÈÅÁÓÔȢ  2ÅÁÃÈÉÎÇ ÈÅÉÇÈÔÓ ÏÆ ÏÖÅÒ ΣΥΡΡȭȟ 
the Camden Hills would have been an imposing sight to travelers on ship in the bay, 
and a challenge to those on land. 
 
The interior of Lincolnville is crisscrossed with small streams and brooks, and any 
number of small to large lakes and ponds.  The only major watershed in Lincolnville is 
the Ducktrap River, which drains much of Lincolnville and ÂÏÕÎÄÓ ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ 
eastern border with Northport.  A second watershed, the Megunticook River 
watershed, while significantly ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ ÂÏÕÎÄÓ, courses through Camden 
to its outlet at Camden Harbor. 
 
Overall it can be stated that the geography of the coastal plain in mid-coast Maine 
does not lend itself to being easily tamed.  Deep gorges formed post-glacially by 
racing stream off the mountains inhibit travel overland, streams and rivers are not 
easily bridged, and the regions rugged and steep terrain is, in some cases, 
unmanageable (and certainly un-farmable).  Add to that, a wealth of wetland 
environments, including at least one salt marsh along the coast, and one can 
understand why, perhaps, LincolnviÌÌÅȭÓ ÃÏÁÓÔÌÉÎÅ ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ÒÅÃÅÉÖÅ ÍÕÃÈ ÁÔÔÅÎÔÉÏÎ ÕÎÔÉÌ 
late.  It was a difficult and somewhat unforgiving place to settle. 
 



 21 

That said, the early European settlers who ventured into the region cut the timber, 
built their homes, plowed the rocky soils, and laid the foundation for what would 
eventually become a veritable economic boom town by the mid to late 19th c. 
 
$ÕÃËÔÒÁÐȭÓ ɉ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓɊ resources, including timber, lime, granite, water power, 
and its proximity to Penobscot Bay, made it a valuable location throughout the age of 
sail.  However, the Ducktrap River can be a powerful force , and floodwaters race 
through its watershed taking out dams, mills sites, and roads (even today).  And its 
resources are not infinite.  Once harvested, the forest was many years in re-growing.  
Once utilized, its lime and granite were gone for ever.  And, by the 20th c., the socio-
economic demands for the once plentiful resources of Ducktrap Plantation and 
Lincolnville disappeared. 
 
By the 20th c., as a result of war, population loss, and economic irrelevance, the once 
populace and prospering Ducktrap Plantation was little more than a collection of 
houses through which modern Route 1 travels.  The U.S. census identifies that during 
the late 19th and early 20th centuries, Ducktrap experienced a 60% loss of population, 
falling from over 2100 residents in 1850, to only 881 by 1920 (Table 2).  By the mid 20th 
c., the forest had reclaimed the once denuded lands, the dams were long gone and 
the river once again ran freely, the mills were only a memory, and ship building and 
the age of sail were relegated to nothing more than an historic footnote. 
 
 
 
 

,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ (ÉÓÔÏÒÉÃ 0ÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ 
 
                                            Year   Population          Year   Population 
                                            1840        2048                 1920            811 
                                            1850         2174                 1930            818 
                                            1860        2075                 1940            892 
                                            1870         1900                 1950            881 
                                            1880         1705                 1960            867 
                                            1890         1361                 1970             934 
                                            1900         1223                 1980           1414 
                                            1910         1020                 1990           1809 
                                                                                        2000          2042 
 

(Source: U.S. Census Records) 

 
Table 2: Lincolnville's population, 1840-2000 
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Historic and Archaeological Background 
To date, though the municipal government of Lincolnville is well aware of its rich, and 
significant archaeological heritage (Mitchell, 1992), all but one archaeological effort 
within the town, and more specifically, the coastal Ducktrap River region, has been 
accomplished by the author (Mitchell 1990, 1991, 1992b, 1993, 1993b, 1994, 1994b, 
1995, 1995b, 1995c).  The rich prehistoric archaeology especially is quickly vanishing 
due to destruction by residential and commercial development.  Only a few efforts to 
investigate and preserve some insight into the Native American presence in 
Lincolnville have been pursued, and those as unpaid, private research by the author 
on private land.  As recently as 2014 ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ town leadership, though fully able 
to legally accommodate the request,  denied the author, an established, regional, 
professional archaeologist, an opportunity to test for a Native American presence on 
ÌÁÎÄ ÕÎÄÅÒ ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ supposed municipal jurisdiction. 

Historic and Prehistoric Archaeology 

As regards its historic archaeological record, the current effort not withstanding, no 
testing or investigative efforts are known ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ ÂÏÕÎÄÁÒÉÅÓ save one.  
In 1995 and 1996 (Cranmer; Cranmer and Spiess, respectively), as a result of Maine 
$ÅÐÁÒÔÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ 4ÒÁÎÓÐÏÒÔÁÔÉÏÎȭÓ ÐÌÁÎ ÔÏ ÒÅ-building the Rt.1 bridge over Ducktrap 
River, the Maine Historic Preservation Commission (MHPC) undertook an 
archaeological survey of the proposed reconstruction impact zone.   A limited Phase I 
and Phase II testing effort  identified three mid to late 19th c. sites, a lime kiln, a brick 
store, and a wind powered grist mill, all within or adjacent to the impact zone on the 
southern (western) side of Ducktrap RiverȭÓ ÏÕÔÌÅÔ.  
 
The results of all archaeological efforts in the region to date permit the following 
insights - the Ducktrap Harbor region, beginning at Howe Point, east of Lincolnville 
Beach, and extending to Spruce Head Point (Fig. 7), possesses a long and complex 
history of both Native American, and pre and post-colonial European and American 
occupation, respectively.  Ducktrap Harbor has seen Native American occupation of 
its coastal margin for at least 4000 years.  Excavations, surface collection, and review 
of residential construction siteÓȭ back-dirt has led to the recovery of Native American 
artifacts, for example, bifaces from the late Archaic Period Moorehead Phase and the 
Susquehanna Tradition.  Additionally, no less than six Middle and Late Ceramic Period 
shell middens site, eroded site remnants, and intact sites are also present along 
$ÕÃËÔÒÁÐȭÓ ÌÉÔÔÏÒÁÌȢ  And, a contact period Native American presence is also indicated 
through the recovery of funnel angle elbow clay pipe dating to the mid to late 17th 
century.  Other archaeological expressions of Native American cultural in sites tested 
along the Ducktrap littoral include, for example, a Middle to Late Ceramic Period, 
non-shell midden associated, semi-subterranean house. 
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Figure 7: Ducktrap Harbor 
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Ducktrap is also associated with some of the earliest European settlement in mid-
coast Maine.  Historic accounts (some much post-dated to the actual events) and 
archaeological evidence indicate full time, 17th c. European settlement only a few 
miles from Ducktrap across Penobscot Bay in Castine  (Faulkner and Faulkner 1987).  
There, Fort Pentagoet was constructed by the French in the early ΣΨΡΡȭÓ.  Contact 
with early Europeans in Penobscot Bay is confirmed by the recovery of the afore 
mentioned trade pipe ÏÎ $ÕÃËÔÒÁÐȭÓ ÓÈÏÒÅÓ. 
 
However, while Ducktrap may have seen an isolated European presence on its shores 
and even its interior as early as the 17th century, full time European occupation of 
Ducktrap itself did not come until later.  English military records indicate at least 
three mid-18th c. military excursions through the region, one in 1759 (Fig. 8) (Bock, 
personal communication 2015a), one in 1761 (Bock, personal communication 2015b), 
and one in 1764 (no author).  The first excursion, a short march, traveled directly 
through modern Ducktrap, crossing the river at approximately head-of-tide, above 
the current Rt. 1 bridge over Ducktrap River.  The second excursion, also a short 
march, reached Belfast using a much more interior route.  The third excursion, 
undertaken to cut a coastal road from Fort Georges in Thomaston, Maine, to Fort 
Pownall in Stockton Springs, Maine, followed a route lying directly along the 
immediate coast through Camden, and on to what is today Lincolnville Beach.  There, 
it turned west to the interior, then east once in the interior, and continued cross 
country to Belfast, and Fort Pownall. 
 
Other regional occupation includes Camden, first settled in 1769.  Robertson (1907) 
notes,  
 

Ȱ*ÁÍÅÓ 2ÉÃÈÁÒÄÓȟ Á ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÔ ÏÆ $ÏÖÅÒ, New Hampshire, came with his family to 
Bristol, Maine, in 1767. The next year he came down to the wilderness of this 
township to cut ship timber at Negunticook or Megunticook Harbor.  Charmed 
with the place, as so many have been since his day, he erected a rude log cabin 
while here, with the determination to make the place his home. The following 
spring he put his family and household goods aboard a vessel and started for his 
ÆÕÔÕÒÅ ÒÅÓÉÄÅÎÃÅȟ ÁÒÒÉÖÉÎÇ ÈÅÒÅ -ÁÙ ήȟ ΧέάίȢȱ 

 
 
Another account clearly identifies that Camden had an operational grist mill by 1771. 
 

Ȱ)Î ΧέέΧ -ÁÊÏÒ 7ÉÌÌÉÁÍ -ÉÎÏÔȟ ÏÆ "ÏÓÔÏÎȟ ÐÕÒÃÈÁÓÅÄ ÌÁÎÄ ÁÎÄ ×ÁÔÅÒ ÐÏ×ÅÒ ÁÔ 
Goose Harbor and soon afterward erected a grist mill [or] sawmill near the 
ÍÏÕÔÈ ÏÆ -ÅÇÕÎÔÉÃÏÏË 2ÉÖÅÒȢȱ (Little 1909) 

 
Yet another account states that Major Minot ȰÉÓ ÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒÅÄ ÔÏ ÂÅ ÔÈÅ ÓÅÃÏÎÄ ÓÅÔÔÌÅÒ ÏÆ 
Camden and in 1771 he purchased land and water power from the Twenty Associates, 
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near the mouth of the [Megunticook]river. A grist mill was built at [what is today] 
about 35 MaÉÎ 3ÔÒÅÅÔ ɍ#ÁÍÄÅÎɎȢȱ  (Dyer 2014) 
 
4ÈÅÒÅ ÉÓ ÁÌÓÏ ÁÎÅÃÄÏÔÁÌ ÅÖÉÄÅÎÃÅ ÔÈÁÔ ÁÆÔÅÒ -ÉÎÏÔȭÓ ÍÉÌÌ ×ÁÓ ÆÕÎÃÔÉÏÎÉÎÇ ÉÎ #ÁÍÄÅÎȟ 
but before any other local grist mills were present between Belfast and south of 
Camden, at least one family was present on the Ducktrap Harbor shoreline. 
 
Robertson notes that, Ȱ2ÏÂÅÒÔ -ÉÌÌÅÒ ÏÆ "ÅÌÆÁÓÔȟ ɍÃÁÍÅɎ ÔÏ #ÁÍÄÅÎ ÂÙ ÂÏÁÔ ×ÉÔÈ ÇÒÉÓÔȟ 
and on his return stopping at a cabin at "Duck Trap," which was the only house then in 
Northport, to get his dinner prepared. He found the family sick and destitute, having 
had nothing to eat but clams for several days. Returning to his boat he brought back 
and supplied them with half his bag of meal, prepared a repast, of which he partook 
with them, and went on to his home, happy in the knowledge that it is more blessed to 
ÇÉÖÅ ÔÈÁÎ ÔÏ ÒÅÃÅÉÖÅȢȱ (Robinson 1907) 
 
!Ó -ÉÎÏÔȭÓ ÍÉÌÌ ×ÁÓ ÎÏÔ ÏÐÅÒÁÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÕÎÔÉÌ ÁÔ ÌÅÁÓÔ ΣΩΩΣȟ -ÉÌÌÅÒȭÓ ÅÎÃÏÕÎÔÅÒ ÍÕÓÔ ÐÏÓÔ 
date 1771. 
  
Monroe, lying 20 to 25 miles from Ducktrap and the interior Lincolnville area, and only 
a few miles interior and north of Belfast, Maine, represents some of the earliest 
ÄÏÃÕÍÅÎÔÅÄȟ ÎÁÍÅÄ ÏÃÃÕÐÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÇÉÏÎȢ  -ÏÎÒÏÅȭÓ ÏÃÃÕÐÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÐÐÅÁÒÓ ÔÏ ÈÁÖÅ 
taken place by at least 1766 (no author-c), a number of years prior to the commonly 
held notion that ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ ÅÁÒÌÉÅÓÔ ÒÅÃÏÒÄÅÄ ÈÏÍÅȟ the residence of   XYZ Knight, 
ÁÎÄ ÏÎÌÙ Á ÆÅ× ÙÅÁÒÓ ÁÆÔÅÒ 0Ï×ÎÁÌÌȭÓ ÔÒÏÏÐÓ ÍÁÒÃÈÅÄ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈ ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅ ÁÎÄ 
Ducktrap. 
 

Ȱ7ÈÅÎ ÉÔ ×ÁÓ ÆÏÕÎÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÇÁÒÒÉÓÏÎ ÁÔ &ÏÒÔ 0Ï×ÎÁÌÌ ÁÆÆÏÒÄÅÄ ÐÒÏÔÅÃÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ 
security, the tide of immigration grew. Between 1760 and 1772, all of the towns 
along the shores of the Penobscot Bay and River saw an increase in settlement. 
From Camden to Bangor on the one side and from Brewer to Castine on the 
other side. 

It was about this time, most likely in the early 1760's, that a John 
Couillard arrived in Frankfort with his wife, Mary (Mock) and their young 
children. It is reported that John Couillard owned one of only two log houses in 
the area in 1766. John had been born in Gloucester, MA on November 5, 1728, the 
son of Lt. John Couillard. Lt. Couillard had moved his family up to Arrowsic 
Island, near Georgetown, ME, and most likely was involved in commercial fishing 
and farming.  It is therefore reasonable to assume that the son, John, was also 
involved in fishing and, perhaps, trading in Frankfort.  At this time in history, the 
fur of the beaver was a precious commodity and early settlers to Maine often 
traded with the local Indian tribes for beaver and other furs. It was also true that 
John's younger brother, James Couillard, served in the garrison at Fort Pownall 
in 1759, and may have described the beauty and opportunities available in the 
0ÅÎÏÂÓÃÏÔ ÒÅÇÉÏÎȢȱ (no author - c) 
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Figure 8: Route of General Pownall's first survey expedition c. 1759 
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So, being bounded by historic Euro-American occupation on all sides, mid to late 18th 
century historic and/or military archaeology likely exists, or did exist, in Ducktrap, 
Maine.  However, the most consistent and focused development for which we have 
extant remains today, likely did not occur until the post-revolutionary period, c. 
ΣΩΪΡȭÓ and beyond. 
 
A number of late 18th and early 19th century dam, and grist and lumber mill remnants 
still exist as degraded constructions along the Ducktrap River and its tributaries in 
interior Lincolnville.  And a possible 18th century, and numerous 19th century granite 
quarries dot the interior, often forgotten through time, and now hidden by 
LiÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ ÆÏÒÅÓÔÓȢ  Several known examples of 19th century lime kilns are present 
in interior Lincolnville, along with one example located at the tidal outlet of the river 
itself (Cranmer and Spiess 1996).  A 19th century wooden railed, horse-drawn railway 
used to transport ÒÁ× ÌÉÍÅÓÔÏÎÅ ÔÏ ÂÅ ȰÃÏÏËÅÄȱ ÁÔ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÁÓÔÁÌ ËÉÌÎȟ ÅØÔÅÎÄÅÄ Á 
ÎÕÍÂÅÒ ÏÆ ÍÉÌÅÓ ÆÒÏÍ ,ÉÎÃÏÌÎÖÉÌÌÅȭÓ ÉÎÔÅÒÉÏÒ utilizing the Whitney Road.  And 
numerous late 18th and 19th century cellars and other extant remnants of Lincolnville 
and DucktÒÁÐȭÓ ÈÉÓÔÏÒÉÃ ÁÒÃÈÁÅÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ ÒÅÃÏÒÄ ÒÅÍÁÉÎ ÔÏÄÁÙȟ ÃÏÎÃÅÁÌÅÄ behind the 
underbrush and reclaimed by new tree growth on the once open hills and fields. 
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Archaeological Effort 
The testing of ME 243-007 undertaken by the author, and accomplished principally 
through volunteer effort, had only one archaeological goal - to firmly establish the 
temporal bounding of ME 243-007 through the recovery of temporally diagnostic 
cultural materials.  In an effort to accomplish that goal, the author focused testing 
efforts on two middens spatially associated with the Ulmer house cellar, and 
hereafter referred to as Area 1 (kitchen midden) and Area 2 (burnt ceramic midden).  
AÒÅÁ Υȟ Á ÓÍÁÌÌ ȰÃÅÌÌÁÒȱ ÅÉÇÈÔ ÍÅÔÅÒÓ ÓÏÕÔÈ ÏÆ !ÒÅÁ Σȟ was discovered late on the day 
of testing Area 1 and Area 2; a single 50cm square test pit was excavated in Area 3 at 
that time.  A 1m square test unit was excavated within Area 3 at a later date.  While 
appearing as a small foundation or cellar of some type, Area 3 revealed an overlying 
deposit of ËÉÔÃÈÅÎ ÍÉÄÄÅÎ ÃÏÎÓÉÓÔÅÎÔ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÁÔ ÏÆ !ÒÅÁ ΣȢ  !ÒÅÁ ΥȭÓ ËÉÔÃÈÅÎ ÍÉÄÄÅÎ 
ɉ3ÔÒÁÔÕÍ ΣɊ ÉÓ ÃÏÎÓÉÄÅÒÅÄ Á ÄÉÒÅÃÔ ÅØÔÅÎÓÉÏÎ ÏÆ !ÒÅÁ ΣȭÓ ËÉÔÃÈÅÎ ÍÉÄÄÅÎȢ 
 

Initial Testing (May, 2015) 

Initial visits to ME 243-007 in May, 2015 focused on developing an accurate, but not 
totally inclusive map of the site, including the ÈÏÕÓÅȭÓ cellar, the immediate area 
surrounding it, and that portion of the Whitney Road lying immediately north of the 
cellar (Fig. 11)Ȣ  7ÈÉÌÅ ÔÈÅ ÃÅÌÌÁÒȭÓ ÓÉÌÌ ÍÁÙ ÂÅ ÁÂÓÅÎÔȟ ÔÈÅ ÃÅÌÌÁÒ ÉÔÓÅÌÆ is in relatively 
good condition and the areas immediately around the cellar undisturbed. 
 
On May 25 and 27, 2015, a total of six, ΧΡÃÍ Ø ΧΡÃÍ 340ȭÓ ÑÕÉÃËÌÙ ÅÓÔÁÂÌÉÓÈÅÄ ÔÈÅ 
presence of two middens, especially STP4 and STP 6 (Fig. 15).  Shovel Test Pit 4, 
located 4-4ȢΧÍ ÓÏÕÔÈ ÏÆȟ ÁÎÄ ÉÎ ÌÉÎÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÃÅÌÌÁÒȭÓ ÓÏÕÔÈ×ÅÓÔÅÒÎ ÍÏÓÔ ÉÎÔÅÒÉÏÒ 
corner revealed a 20cm thick stratum (Stratum 1) of midden.  Stratum 1 extends from 
ground surface to 20cm below surface (cmbs).  It is comprised of dark brown, sandy 
silt with fine to coarse gravel.  Dozens of small ceramic sherds, as well as significant 
ÆÁÕÎÁÌ ÒÅÍÁÉÎÓ ɉÂÏÔÈ ÃÁÌÃÉÎÅÄ ÁÎÄ ȰÇÒÅÅÎȱɊ ×ÅÒÅ ÒÅÃÏÖÅÒÅÄ ÂÅÇÉÎÎÉÎÇ ÉÍÍÅÄÉÁÔÅÌÙ 
below the ground surface.  This location was designated Area 1. 
 
Shovel Test Pit 6 (Fig. 9), located 3 ɀ ΥȢΧÍ ×ÅÓÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÃÅÌÌÁÒȭÓ ÍÏÒÅ ÎÏÒÔÈÅÒÌÙ 
southwest inside corner, revealed copious amounts of finely crushed and 
fragmented, burned ceramics (predominantly buff earthenware) extending from 
ground surface to 20cmbs (Stratum 1).  Stratum 1 is comprised of brown, fine sandy 
silt with limited fine gravel.  This location was designated Area 2. 
 
Excavation of STP 6 continued to approximately 30cmbs where a possible burnt floor 
was exposed; a ÐÏÓÓÉÂÌÅ Φȱ Ø Ψȱ ÓÉÚÅÄ ÐÏÓÔ ÍÏÌÄȟ ×ÉÔÈ Á ÎÁÉÌ ÉÎ ÓÉÔÕȟ ×ÁÓ ÒÅÖÅÁÌÅÄ (Fig. 
10). 
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Figure 9: Shovel Test Pit 6 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 10: Shovel Test Pit 6 - possible burn feature with nail 

 

nail 
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Figure 11: Initial Site Map 
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Site Clean Up and STP 7 (June, 2015) 

On June 4, 2015, the author, with volunteers, returned to ME 243-007 to clear the site 
ÏÆ ȰÂÌÏ× ÄÏ×Îȱ ÁÎÄ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÏÂÓÔÒÕÃÔÉÏÎÓ ÔÏ ÐÅÒÍÉÔ ÅÓÔÁÂÌÉÓÈÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÔÅÓÔÉÎÇ ÌÏÃÁÔÉÏÎÓȟ 
for safety of the volunteer crew that would arrive later to assist in testing (Fig. 12).  
While present, the author observed two tree throws, located 3m south and 2m west 
of TP4, respectively, which revealed midden content.  STP 7 was initiated in an effort 
to establish the extent (thickness and content) of midden at that location.  Test Pit 
ΩȭÓ .% ÃÏÒÎÅÒ ÉÓ ΣȢΧÍ ×ÅÓÔ ÏÆ 40ΦȭÓ .7 ÃÏÒÎÅÒȢ 
 
Shovel excavation of STP 7, a 50 x 50cm unit, revealed three strata.  Stratum 1 is light 
to medium brown, fine sandy silt extending from 0-10cmbs  Stratum 2, extending 
from 10-30cmbs (its base slopes north to southwest, 10-30cmbs) is medium to dark 
brown fine sandy silt with copious fine to large gravel and angular rock.  Stratum 3 is 
yellow-brown, siltier sandy soil with copious gravels and angular rock. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 12: Site Clearing 
 
 
 
 

exterior cellar 

entrance 
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Stratum 1 contained only a single brick fragment, two tiny pieces of bone, and two 
very small ceramic sherds.  However, Stratum 2 included: nails, ceramic sherds, 
window pane, large green bone sections (long bone), calcined bone fragments (long 
bone), brick fragments, a small green medicine/ointment bottle neck, and dozens of 
clam shell fragments.  Stratum 3 is sterile. 
 

Volunteer Testing (June, 2015) 

Having established two testing areas, Area 1 and Area 2 (Fig. 15), the author, with 
volunteer crew, returned on June 27, 2015 to pursue excavation of larger, 1m x 1m 
test units.  Five test units were established; Area 1 - TU1, 2, and 3 (Fig. 13); Area 2 - TU4 
and 5. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 13: Area 1 - Test Units 1, 2, & 3 
 
As the volunteer effort had only a single day in which to accomplish its work, rather 
than open all five test units at once only TU 5 (Area 2) and TU 2 (Area 1) were initially 
opened.  Once TU 5 and TU 2 were completed, TU 3 (Area 1) and TU 1 (Area 1) were 
excavated as well.  Test Unit 4 (Area 2) was not excavated based on the recovery of 
virtually nothing but burned ceramics from TP6 and TU5.  It was felt TU 4 would offer 
little more understanding of the deposit than was already present. 
 

TU 2 

TU 3 

TU 1 
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Area 1 

Test Unit 1 

Test Unit 1 ÍÁÉÎÔÁÉÎÓ Á ȰÔÈÉÎȱ ÍÉÄÄÅÎ ÌÁÙÅÒȟ ÓÕÇÇÅÓÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÍÉÄÄÅÎȭÓ eastern terminal 
ÍÁÒÇÉÎ ÉÓ ÎÅÁÒȢ  4ÅÓÔ 5ÎÉÔ Σ ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÍÏÓÔ ÅÁÓÔÅÒÌÙ ÔÅÓÔ ÕÎÉÔ ÁÌÏÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÃÅÌÌÁÒȭÓ ÓÏÕÔÈÅÒÎ 
wall. 
 
Stratum 1 is brown, fine, sandy silt with little to no gravel or rock from 0-5cmbs, and 
fine, sandy silt with moderate gravel and rock from 5-15cmbs.  Stratum 1 includes 
ceramics, clam shell, bone, nails, brick fragments, glass, and a pipe stem fragment. 
 
Stratum 2 extends from 15-25cmbs as brown, fine sandy silt with gravel and rock.  
Stratum 2 includes ceramics, brick fragments, shell, nails, and bone.   
 
Stratum 3 is yellow-brown, sandy, silty soil with rock and gravel.  No cultural materials 
are present within Stratum 3. 
 

Test Unit 2 

Test Unit 2 is similar to TU 1 with the exception that the midden deposit thickens 
notable with movement from north to south (i.e., with greater distance from the 
cellar).  Stratum 1 begins immediately at ground surface and is comprised of brown, 
fine to medium, sandy silt with little to no rock or gravel from 0-15cmbs (natural 
sorting- bioturbation) with limited midden deposit.  Its cultural content includes 
finely crushed shell, bone, ceramics, glass, nails, brick, and pipe stem. 
 
Stratum 2 is midden deposit.  It is comprised of fine to medium fine, sandy silt with 
rock and gravel, and extends from 15-ΤΧÃÍÂÓ  3ÔÒÁÔÕÍ ΤȭÓ ÃÏÎÔÅÎÔ ÉÓ ÖÁÒÉÅÄ ÁÎÄ ×ÅÌÌ 
preserved - shell, bone, nails, ceramics, and brick fragments are all present in 
considerable volume. 
 

Test Unit 3 

Test Unit 3 (Fig. 14) is immediately south of TP7, and southwest of and contiguous 
with TU 2.  Previously, TP7 indicated the midden deposit located there increased in 
thickness north to south (away from the cellar).  Test Unit 3 confirms this 
observation.  Test Unit 3 included large quantities of bone (primarily green), 
ceramics, nails, brick fragments, shell, metal, glass, a shoe buckle, and pipe stem. 
 
With no root mat or organic layer (a consistent site-wide circumstance), Stratum 1 
begins at ground surface as dark brown, fine to medium fine sandy silt with little to 
no rock or gravel (o-5cmbs; natural sorting- bioturbation).  It extends from 
approximately 0-20cmbs.  Cultural content within Stratum 1 increases in quantity 
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below 5cmbs, as does its rock and gravel content.  Cultural materials initially appear 
finely crushed, but increase in size and completeness with depth.   
 
Stratum 2A, while similar to Stratum 1, is black-brown, fine to medium fine, sandy silt 
with moderate rock and gravel content.  Stratum 2A extends from approximately 20-
25cmbs. 
 
Stratum 2B while visually similar to Stratum 2A (blackish brown, fine to medium fine, 
sandy, silty soil) contains much higher levels of rock and course gravel, and its 
ceramic content is comprised of large, refitting pieces (especially those relating to a 
trailed slip red earthenware charger).  Stratum 2B tapers, and extends from 
approximately 25-ΥΡÃÍÂÓ ÉÎ 45ΥȭÓ ÓÏÕÔÈÅÒÎ ÈÁÌÆȟ ×ÈÉÌÅ ÓÕÂÓÏÉÌ ÉÓ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔ ÉÎ 45ΥȭÓ 
northern half from 25-30cmbs. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 14: Area 1 - Test Unit 3 
 
Stratum 3 is yellow-brown, sandy, silty soil with rock and course gravel.  Some grey 
mottling and burning is present at the interface of Stratum 2 and 3 (a circumstance 
noted elsewhere in test units).  However, no cultural materials are present in Stratum 
ΥȢ  3ÔÒÁÔÕÍ ΥȭÓ ÓÕÒÆÁÃÅ ÔÁÐÅÒÓ ÎÏÒÔÈ ÔÏ ÓÏÕÔÈȟ ÂÅÇÉÎÎÉÎÇ ÁÔ ΤΧÃÍÂÓ ÎÏÒÔÈ ÔÏ ΥΡÃÍÂÓ 
south. 
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Of special note is the large, refitting ceramic sherds, and the extraordinary faunal 
preservation associated with the midden deposit within TU 3.  
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Figure 15: ME 243-007 - all testing; 5/15-7/15 
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Area 2 

Test Unit 5 

As there is little to no root mat, excavation of Test Unit 5 (Fig. 16) began immediately 
from the surface.  From surface to 15cmbs the soil is light to medium brown, fine 
sandy silt with little to know rock or gravel component (Stratum 1).  Cultural materials 
include several nails, burned ceramics, small brick fragments, limited window pane, 
and possible bottle glass. 
 
Stratum 2 extends from 15-30cmbs.  It is comprised of medium brown, sandy silty soil 
with angular rock fragments.  Numerous large brick fragments are present and 
increase in both in number and size with depth.  A nearly whole brick, along with 
completely disintegrated brick is noted at 30cmbs.  Cultural materials recovered 
include a few small fragments of unburned black glazed red earthenware.  No nails or 
other household objects are present.   
 
Stratum 3 is subsoil, with a burned and gray mottled Stratum2/3 interface (charcoal 
staining noted across floor at 30cmbs).  Stratum 3 soil is clayey sandy silt, orangey 
yellow-brown, with rock and gravel with no cultural materials recovered. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 16: Area 2; Test Unit 5 

TU 5 
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Area 3 

STP 9 

Late in the day of June 27th the author and several members of the volunteer crew 
placed a single 50cm x 50cm shovel test pit, STP 9 (Figs. 17, 18, & 19) within Area 3, a 
small foundation or cellar-like depression having perpendicular earthen berms.  Area 
3 is located approximately 8m south of the main house cellar.  Immediately beneath 
the surface ɉÁÇÁÉÎȟ ÎÏ ÒÏÏÔ ÍÁÔ ÏÒ Ȱ! (ÏÒÉÚÏÎȱ ÉÓ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔɊ STP9 revealed copious 
closely packed, large, broken, angular rock, and black-brown to black, fine sandy silty 
ȰÍÉÄÄÅÎ ÓÏÉÌȱ ×ÉÔÈ ÁÂÕÎÄÁÎÔ ÁÍÏÕÎÔÓ ÏÆ ÃÕÌÔÕÒÁÌ ÍÁÔÅÒÉÁÌÓȢ  ! ÄÅÎÓÅ ÃÏÎÃÅÎÔÒÁÔÉÏÎ 
of clam shell (numerous intact valves), and remarkable amounts of well preserved, 
large and small bone, along with dozens of fish vertebrae were recovered.  High 
levels of ceramic fragments, along with nails and other ferrous and non-ferrous 
cultural materials, glass, and large brick fragments were all present from ground 
surface to approximately 18cmbs (Stratum 1). 
 
Stratum 2 is comprised simply of closely packed, large, broken, angular rock.  No soil 
was noted between the rock.  Rather, Stratum 2 resembled a rock dump with cavities 
between rock fill.  Due to the hour, and the limits of a test pit, no effort was made to 
ÒÅÁÃÈ ÔÈÅ ȰÂÏÔÔÏÍȱȢ  &ÕÒÔÈÅÒ ÅØÃÁÖÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÆÏÒÍ ÏÆ Á ÌÁÒÇÅÒ ÔÅÓÔ ÕÎÉÔ ×ÁÓ ÃÌÅÁÒÌÙ 
required. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 17: Shovel Test Pit 9 
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TU 6 

On July 16, 2015 the author, along with Randy Harvey, a local volunteer, returned to 
!ÒÅÁ Υ ÁÎÄ ÏÐÅÎÅÄ Á ΣÍ Ø ΣÍ ÔÅÓÔ ÕÎÉÔ ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÓÍÁÌÌ ȰÃÅÌÌÁÒȱȾÆÏÕÎÄÁÔÉÏÎ ÂÅÒÍÓ 
located there (Fig. 20).  The 1m x1m was established using former Test Pit 9 as its 
northwest 50cm x50cm quad.  As a result of previously excavating TP9, it was already 
ÅÓÔÁÂÌÉÓÈÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÓÔÒÁÔÉÇÒÁÐÈÙ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÅÄ Á ÔÈÉÎ ȰÄÕÆÆȱ ÌÁÙÅÒȟ Á ÍÉÄÄÅÎ ÄÅÐÏÓÉÔ ÏÖÅÒÌÙÉÎÇ 
and interspersed within a tightly packed rock fill, and this underlain by tightly packed 
rock fill with little to no soil of any kind, except that which had intruded from above.  
 
As with TP9, excavation immediately encountered a surface comprised of large (10-
ΤΡÃÍɊ ÂÒÏËÅÎ ÁÎÄ ÁÎÇÕÌÁÒ ÒÏÃËȢ  4ÈÅ ÆÉÒÓÔ ÔÈÒÅÅ ɉΥɊ ÃÍ ÏÆ ÅØÃÁÖÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎÃÌÕÄÅÄ ȰÄÕÆÆȱȟ 
organic accumulation and moss that developed over time.  But even this included 
ceramics and other cultural materials, suggesting that little to no soil of any kind had 
accumulated since the cultural deposit had been laid down.   
 
Stratum 1 ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÉÎÉÔÉÁÌ ȰÄÕÆÆȱ ÌÁÙÅÒȡ Ρ-3cmbs.  It includes brown fine sandy silt with 
small angular rock and limited gravel.  Cultural materials present include ceramics, 
brick, and clam shell. 
 
Stratum 2 begins ÉÍÍÅÄÉÁÔÅÌÙ ÂÅÎÅÁÔÈ ÔÈÅ ȰÄÕÆÆȱ ÌÁÙÅÒȢ  )Ô ×ÁÓȟ ÁÓ ÅØÐÅÃÔÅÄȟ ÔÉÇÈÔÌÙ 
packed, large, broken and angular rock all of a size on the order of 10-20+cm in width, 
with midden.  The midden, having been initially deposited over the rock fill, is 
presumed to have subsequently migrating down into the rock fill.  It is dark brown to  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 18: Area 3 - Shovel Test Pit 9 

STP 9 
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Figure 19: Shovel Test Pit 9 - note berms of cellar/foundation 
 
nearly black, fine sandy silt with rock and some fine to medium gravel; it is slightly 
ȰÇÒÅÁÓÙȱ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÆÅÅÌȢ 
 
A working assumption is that the rock fill represents one cultural deposit, while the 
midden represents a second, subsequent deposit, overlying and intermixed with the 
rock.  At this juncture, and though likely to be proven incorrect in the long-term, it is 
assumed all cultural materials within the rock fill, even those recovered more deeply 
are intrusive from above, having migrated over two centuries down through cavities 
within the rock fill deposit. 
 
Cultural materials recovered from Stratum 2 included a significant amount of glass, 
ceramics, faunal remains (including copious amounts of shell), and a lesser amount of 
brick and nails.  Included also was a large tin cup/tankard.  No personal items (e.g., 
buttons) were present. 
 
Stratum 2 extends from approximately 3-30cmbs, after which rock fill continues with 
ÌÁÒÇÅ ÃÁÖÉÔÉÅÓ ÁÎÄ ÖÏÉÄÓ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈÏÕÔȟ ÁÎÄ ÉÎÔÏ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÍÁÔÅÒÉÁÌÓ ÆÒÏÍ ÔÈÅ ÕÎÉÔȭÓ ×ÁÌÌÓ 
ÁÎÄ ÂÁÓÅ ÏÆ 3ÔÒÁÔÕÍ Τ ÃÏÎÔÉÎÕÅÄ ÔÏ ÆÁÌÌ ÔÈÒÏÕÇÈÏÕÔ ÅØÃÁÖÁÔÉÏÎȢ  !Ó ȰÅØÃÁÖÁÔÉÏÎȱ 
continued (more like throwing rocks out of a hole), all soil recovered was considered 
ÉÎÔÒÕÓÉÖÅ ÉÎÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÒÏÃË ÆÉÌÌȢ  4ÈÅÒÅÆÏÒÅȟ ÔÈÅ ÒÏÃË ÆÉÌÌ ×ÁÓ ÌÁÂÅÌÅÄ Ȱ3ÔÒÁÔÕÍ Υȱȟ ×ÈÉÌÅ ÁÌÌ 
ÓÏÉÌ ÒÅÃÏÖÅÒÅÄ ɉÁÎÄ ÔÈÅÒÅ ×ÁÓ ÖÅÒÙ ÌÉÔÔÌÅ ÏÆ ÉÔɊ ×ÁÓ ÌÁÂÅÌÅÄ Ȱ3ÔÒÁÔÕÍ Υ - ÉÎÔÒÕÓÉÖÅȱȢ 
 

Berm 

STP 9 
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Figure 20: Test Unit 6 (facing west) 
 
Stratum 3 is rock fill.  It is comprised of large (10-30cm+), broken and angular rock 
with voids throughout.  Stratum 3 extends from approximately 30cmbs to at least 
130cmbs.  Due to the unconsolidated nature of the rock fill, the unit proved 
fundamentally unstable, a point fully illustrated in the sudden, simultaneous, and 
catastrophic collapse of all four unit walls (Fig. 23).  At 130cmbs, all four unit walls, 
comprised completely of unconsolidated rock, simultaneously slumped into the unit 
leaving portions of the surrounding Stratum 2 soil hanging above, unsupported.  The 
decision was made to close Test Unit 6 at that time.  At the time of collapse, Stratum 
3 appeared to continue to some depth below 130cm bs. 
 
Stratum 3-intrusive, recovered while excavating/removing Stratum 3, represents soil 
having migrated through time down into Stratum 3.  It is dark brown to black-brown, 
fine sandy silt with small rock and gravel.  Given the limited volume of soil excavated 
as Stratum 3-intrusive, surprisingly high amounts of ceramics, glass, brick, and other 
cultural materials were present, along with bone and other faunal material (e.g., 
large fish vertebrae). 
 
Interpreting Stratum 3 is difficult.  While soil and smaller cultural material might easily 
migrate downward over time, the result of frost and other natural disturbances, large 
brick fragments are unlikely to do so.  Yet a number of large brick fragments were 
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recovered well within Stratum 3 (Figs. 21 & 22).  At this point in time TU 6 is 
ÈÙÐÏÔÈÅÓÉÚÅÄ ÁÓ ÌÙÉÎÇ ×ÉÔÈÉÎ Á ȰÃÏÎÓÔÒÕÃÔÉÏÎȱȟ ÐÏÓÓÉÂÌÙ Á ÃÈÉÍÎÅÙ ÂÁÓÅȟ ÁÎÄ ÂÒÉÃË 
ÍÁÙ ×ÅÌÌ ÂÅ Á ȰÎÁÔÕÒÁÌȱ ÉÎÃÌÕÓÉÏÎ ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ÓÕÃÈȢ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 21: Test Unit 6 with brick 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 22: Test Unit 6 with brick 

brick 

brick 
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Figure 23: Test Unit 6 - post collapse 
(note tremendous volume of rock from 0-130cmbs) 

 
Given the extraordinary amount of midden deposit in Area 3, and its distance from 
ÔÈÅ ÍÁÉÎ ÃÅÌÌÁÒ ÓÏÍÅ Ϊ ÍÅÔÅÒÓ ÎÏÒÔÈȟ ÓÅÖÅÒÁÌ ÁÄÄÉÔÉÏÎÁÌ 340ȭÓ ×ÅÒÅ ÐÌÁÃÅÄ ÂÅÔ×ÅÅÎ 
Area 1 and Area 3 to establish if the midden was continuous or if  Area 3 was a 
localized dumping effort. 
 

340ȭÓ ΣΡȟ ΣΣȟ ΣΤȟ ÁÎÄ ΣΥ 

On July 24, 2015 the author and Randy Harvey once again returned to Area 3 to 
pursue further shovel testing.  Upon arrival three test pits were established: STP 10, 
located approximately 2m north of the northeast corner of the small cellar/ 
foundation berm; STP 11, located four meters west of Test Pit 10, and parallel the 
same berm; and STP 12, located on the opposite side of the Area 3 cellar/foundation, 
approximately 1-Τ ÍÅÔÅÒÓ ÓÏÕÔÈ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÃÅÌÌÁÒ ÂÅÒÍȭÓ ÓÏÕÔÈÅÁÓÔ ÃÏÒÎÅÒȢ 
 

Shovel Test Pit 10 

While it could have been assumed, given its proximity to the kitchen midden within 
!ÒÅÁ ΥȭÓ ÃÅÌÌÁÒȾÆÏÕÎÄÁÔÉÏÎȟ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÃÅ ÏÆ Á ÔÈÉÃË ËÉÔÃÈÅÎ ÍÉÄÄÅÎ ÉÎ 340 ΣΡ (Fig. 24) 
was none-the-less something of a surprise.  Cultural materials, including high volumes 

Midden Deposit 

Rock Fill 
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of well preserved faunal remains, lay immediately beneath the overlying moss and 
very limited ground cover. 
 
3ÔÒÁÔÕÍ Σ ÉÓ Á ÍÅÄÉÕÍ ÔÏ ÄÁÒË ÂÒÏ×Î ÓÁÎÄÙ ÓÉÌÔ ȰÌÏÁÍȱ ×ÉÔÈ ȰÄÕÆÆȱȢ  #ÅÒÁÍÉÃÓȟ ÎÁÉÌÓȟ 
faunal remains (calcined and green), brick, and glass were all present.  There is little 
to no gravel in the soil; natural sorting has made the first 3cm of soil very loamy. 
Stratum 2 is similar to Stratum 1 with the exception of high levels of fine to medium 
gravel.  The soil is medium to dark brown fine sandy silt; the deposit is 
unquestionably kitchen midden.  Cultural materials include high volumes of bone and 
shell, and ceramics (including a trailed slip red earthenware fragment), nails, glass, 
and a solitary button. 
 
Stratum 2 extends from 3cmbs to approximately 20cmbs to the south and 25cmbs to 
ÔÈÅ ÎÏÒÔÈȠ Á ÎÏÔÁÂÌÅ ÄÅÃÌÉÎÅ ÉÓ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÍÉÄÄÅÎȭÓ ÂÁÓÅȢ  4ÈÉÓ ÄÅÃÌÉÎÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÓ 
interpreted as midden overlying the sloped foundation berm extending at a 
downward angle toward TP10 from the south. 
 
The interface with berm soil is orangey yellow-brown, fine sandy silt with gravel and 
rock.  Continued excavation to 40cmbs did not encounter any cultural materials, 
ÃÏÎÆÉÒÍÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÍÉÄÄÅÎȭÓ ÌÏ×ÅÓÔ ÌÉÍÉÔÓȢ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 24: Shovel Test Pit 10 
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SW corner, main 

house cellar 

TU 2 
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Stratum 3 extends from 20cmbs (southern floor) to 40cmbs (northern floor).  The 
soil is orange yellow-brown, fine to medium, very  sandy silt with fine to coarse gravel 
and small angular and broken rock (sub-soil).  A gradational change to olive yellow-
brown is noted with depth.  No cultural materials are present within Stratum 3, and 
no underlying cultural horizon appears present.  
 

Shovel Test Pit 11 

Test 0ÉÔ ΣΣ ÌÉÅÓ ÆÏÕÒ ÍÅÔÅÒÓ ×ÅÓÔ ÏÆ 4ÅÓÔ 0ÉÔ ΣΡȟ ÐÁÒÁÌÌÅÌ !ÒÅÁ ΥȭÓ ÓÍÁÌÌ 
celÌÁÒȾÆÏÕÎÄÁÔÉÏÎȭÓ ÎÏÒÔÈ ×ÁÌÌȢ   
 
Stratum 1 extends from 0-15cmbs.  Its soil is medium brown, fine sandy silt with 
increasing amounts of gravel with depth.  The interface with subsoil is noted at only 
15cmb.  Ceramics, nails, glass, faunal, and shell are present to the Stratum 1 and 
Stratum 2 interface.  While the midden deposit is thinner, its content is consistent 
with that recovered from other areas of the midden. 
 
Stratum 2 extends from 15-23cmbs.  The soil is yellow-brown, fine sandy silt with 
gravel and broken and angular rock.  No cultural materials are present.   
 
Stratum 3 extends from 23-60cmbs.  Its soil is yellow-brown to olive yellow-brown, 
medium sandy silty with gravel and broken angular rock.  No cultural materials are 
present, and no additional interfaces were noted. 
 
 

Shovel Test Pit 12 

Test Pit 12 identifies the likely southern limits of the midden.  It is located 
approximately 15 meters south of the main house cellar; 1-2 meters south of the 
ÓÏÕÔÈÅÁÓÔ ÃÏÒÎÅÒ ÏÆ !ÒÅÁ ΥȭÓ ÓÍÁÌÌ ÃÅÌÌÁÒȾÆÏÕÎÄÁÔÉon. 
Stratum 1 extends from 0-15cmbs as medium brown to light brown, fine sandy silt 
with gravel.  Cultural materials are near non-existent; only a few tiny ceramic 
sherds/spalls and brick fragments are present.  There is no midden soil or deposit, as 
such, only loam. An interface of yellow-brown fine silty sandy soil with gravel and 
rock is present at 15cmbs (Stratum 2).  No further excavation was undertaken. 
 

Shovel Test Pit 13 

A final shovel test pit, STP 13 (Fig. 25), was excavated within the southwest corner of 
the main cellar itself.  Previously, STP 2, excavated central to the cellar, revealed 
considerable charcoal, large fragmentary rock and brick, and melted glass and 
burned nails. 
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Three strata were present within STP 2.  Stratum I extends from 0-20cmbs and is 
comprised of black to black-brown sandy silt, charcoal (some large chunks), and 
copious amounts of very large brick fragments (1/2 bricks and larger) and smaller 
fragments as well.  Large angular, broken rock was also present within Stratum I 
(many over 20cm in length or width).  Stratum I produced nails and a single piece of 
clear glass (possible stem ware). 
 
Stratum II extends (maximally) from 20-40cmbs (some sloping to the SE is noted at 
3ÔÒÁÔÕÍ ))ȭÓ ÂÁÓÅɊȢ  3ÔÒÁÔÕÍ )) ÉÓ ÓÉÍÉÌÁÒ ÔÏ 3ÔÒÁÔÕÍ ) ɀ black to black-brown sandy silt 
infused with charcoal (some large chunks), but differs in content.  Cultural material 
includes copious small brick fragments and significant numbers of nails.  Large brick 
fragments are not present.  A large piece of melted green glass was recovered as 
well. 
 
Stratum III was excavated only a few centimeters, to about 42cmbs (base of 
ÅØÃÁÖÁÔÉÏÎɊȢ  )Ô ÉÓ ÙÅÌÌÏ×ȟ ȰÃÌÁÙÅÙȱȟ ÓÁÎÄÙ ÓÉÌÔ ɉÓÕÂ-soil) with no cultural materials 
present. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 25: Shovel Test Pit 13 
 
Initially, and as a result of STP 2, the author hypothesized the house may have burned 
down at some point after Christiana Ulmer left in 1817/18.  However, STP 13 being 
completely void of any charcoal or other indicators of fire, dispels that theory.  Its 
content included only large brick fragments and a few very small ceramic fragments.  

STP 13 

SW corner 



 47 

The latter, it is hypothesized, may easily have fallen from above through cracks in the 
floorboards.  No indications of fire or even heat are present.  Thus it is concluded that 
the house did not burn down.  It may be that at some point someone collected the 
remnants of the then fallen-in building into a central pile within the cellar and set it 
ablaze, thus accumulating large amounts of charcoal and nails in the area of STP 2. 
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Results 
It is not the intent, nor within the capacity of the author at this time, to discuss Areas 
Σȟ Τ ÏÒ ΥȭÓ ÏÖÅÒÁÌÌ ÃÏÎÔÅÎÔȢ  !ÎÁÌÙÓÉÓ ÏÆ ÓÕÃÈ ÉÓ ÏÎÇÏÉÎÇ ÁÎÄ ×ÉÌÌ ÂÅ ÆÏÒÔÈÃÏÍÉÎÇ ÁÔ Á 
later date. 
 
From the start, the goal of this initial testing effort, utilizing both 50cm x 50cm shovel 
test pits and 1m x 1m test units, was recovery of temporally diagnostic cultural 
materials, and especially ceramics.  TÈÅ ÁÕÔÈÏÒȭÓ ÐÒÉÎÃÉÐÁÌ ÆÏÃÕÓ ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ÔÈÉÓ ÓÅÃÔÉÏÎ is 
analysis of recovered ceramics as to type, form (if discernable), and chronological 
placement.  While sÏÍÅ ÁÄÄÉÔÉÏÎÁÌ ÉÎÓÉÇÈÔ ÉÎÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÔÅȭÓ ÔÅÍÐÏÒÁÌ ÁÆÆÉÌÉÁÔÉÏÎ ÍÁÙ be 
gleaned from other forms of cultural materials, those materials represent a minor 
inclusion to this section.  No faunal, or ferrous or non-ferrous metal analysis will be 
included, except as noted above ɀ any ÍÉÎÏÒ ÃÏÎÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎÓ ÔÏ ÉÎÄÅÎÔÉÆÙÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÓÉÔÅȭÓ 
temporal bounds. 
 
In general the following statement can be made - in the majority, the ceramic sample 
is noteworthy in four ways ɀ 1) it is dominated by creamware and pearlware; 2) the 
creamware sample appears to include limited flatware, being mostly utilitarian 
vessels (e.g., chamber pot); 3) the pearlware sample appears principally comprised of 
a broad suite of tableware forms and decoration, including cups, flatware, and small 
bowls, but includes no transfer printed ceramics; 4) red earthenware, while present, 
is limited in both absolute number and diversity, and what is present stands out for 
its individualism (e.g., unique slip trailed vessels); and 5) other, contemporary 
ceramics on site are extremely limited (e.g., porcelain). 
 
It was assumed from the outset that at the time of ÔÈÅ 5ÌÍÅÒȭÓ initial occupation of 
the site, Philip and Christiana likely possessed personal and household items 
originating from their previous home in Ducktrap, pre-1806.  Especially germane to 
this effort, then, is the assumption that the Ulmers would have brought with them to 
the site a pre-existing ceramic sample.  Thus, while it was assumed an abrupt terminal 
limit to ME 254-007 temporal bounding should be present (i.e., 1817/18), its earliest 
temporal extent might predate the site by as much as two to three decades, or more. 
 
Philip Ulmer, born in 1751, served in tÈÅ #ÏÎÔÉÎÅÎÔÁÌ !ÒÍÙ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ΣΩΩΡȭÓȟ ÁÒÒÉÖÅÄ in 
Ducktrap in 1780, and traveled on board ship in a civilian and military capacity.  It was 
assumed ÔÈÁÔ ÃÅÒÁÍÉÃÓ ÆÒÏÍ ÆÁÒ ÁÆÉÅÌÄȟ ÁÎÄ ÐÒÅÄÁÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÈÏÕÓÅȭÓ ΣΪΡ7/08 
construction, might be present.  Yet, the current ceramic sample from ME 243-007 
appears to include only contemporary creamware, pearlware, red earthenwares, salt 
glazed ceramics, and porcelain readily available to the general population in the late 
18th and early 19th centuries. 
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White or Buff Earthenware 

Creamware 

Plain (CW) 

The creamware sample is principally plain, and generally represents utilitarian 
vessels.  It is also in very poor condition generally. The effects of being in the ground 
and exposed to the elements and frost are obvious.  Dramatic spalling and fracturing 
is present throughout the sample making not only identification of form problematic 
but vessel reconstruction near impossible. Creamware vessels are identified by the 
ÄÅÓÉÇÎÁÔÉÏÎ Ȱ#7ȱ ɉCream Ware), used simply to identify individual vessels for the 
purposes of this report.  A number of vessels are represented within the current 
sample, but worth note is the lack of feather edge flatware, or creamware serving 
vessels. 
 

Area 1 

No identifiable creamware vessels originate within Area 1; creamware recovered 
from TU 1, 2, and 3 reflects significant fragmentation and spalling.  With 3.52m 
excavated, Area 1ȭÓ creamware represents a minor component of the ceramic sample 
overall.  That said, it does appear that the incidence of creamware in Area 1 rises from 
east to west. 
 

Area 3 

CW 1 (Fig. 26) was recovered from STP 9 and is associated with the early 19th c. 
midden.  It is a plain creamware chamber pot with a flat rim/lip formed perpendicular 
to the body.  Numerous small sherds were refitted in an effort to visualize the vessels 
overall form, but only the immediate lip and 3+ cm of rim are present.  Its rim reduces 
from 5mm immediately below the lip to 3.8 at 3.5cm down the rim. 
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Figure 26: CW 1 - chamber pot 
 
CW 2(Fig. 27 & 28) was recovered from STP 10, between 0-10cmbs.  Like CW 1, CW 2 
represents a plain creamware vessel of substance.  Its rim is relatively thin, but its lip 
ÉÓ ÒÏÂÕÓÔȢ  #7 ΤȭÓ everted lip is formed by folding the vesseÌȭÓ ÒÉÍ ΣΪΡ ÄÅÇÒÅÅÓ 
ÏÕÔ×ÁÒÄ ÔÏ×ÁÒÄȟ ÂÕÔ ÎÏÔ ÅÎÏÕÇÈ ÔÏ ÔÏÕÃÈ ÔÈÅ ÖÅÓÓÅÌȭÓ ÅØÔÅÒÉÏÒ ÓÕÒÆÁÃÅȢ 4ÈÅ ÔÅÒÍÉÎÁÌ 
lip itself is finely pinch. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 27: CW 2 - bowl 
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Figure 28: CW 2 - bowl 
 
A third vessel, CW 3 (Figs. 29 & 30), was recovered from Area 3.  It is a large portion 
ÏÆ Á ÓÍÁÌÌ ÂÏ×ÌȭÓ ÂÏÄÙ ÁÎÄ ÂÁÓÅȢ )Ô ÍÁÉÎÔÁÉÎÓ ÁÎÎÕÌÁÒ×ÁÒÅ ÂÁÎÄÉÎÇ ÁÎÄ ÅÎÇÉÎÅ ÔÕÒÎÅÄ 
rouletting.  The banding is black over cream over tan, top to bottom respectively.  
The vessel appears slightly burned, making determination of type (e.g., creamware) 
difficult.  However, pooled glaze along the foot=ring suggests a green hue; 
creamware.  CW 3 was recovered in STP 9 at 0-45cmbs. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 29: CW 3 - bowl 
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Figure 30: CW 3 - bowl 
 
 
Located in TU 6, between 3-30cmbs, CW 4 is a plain, creamware drinking mug (Fig. 
31).  It was totally destroyed, being recovered in dozens of small sherds, and then, 
only in part.  The vessel walls are thin, 3m, while the base is extremely thin, 2mm or 
less.  4ÈÅ ÍÕÇȭÓ ÓÉÄÅ ×ÁÌÌÓ ÁÒÅ ÖÅÒÔÉÃÁÌȟ ÁÎÄ ÕÐ×ÁÒÄÓ ÏÆ ΦÍÍ ÉÎ ÔÈÉÃËÎÅÓÓȢ  4ÈÅ ÍÕÇ 
itself is 8cm in maximum diameter. 
 
 
A final vessel, CW 5 (Fig. 32), recovered from TU 6, represents the only example of 
creamware flatware.  Comprised of several sherds recovered in STP 9, 0-45cmbs, 
maintains a broad, flat rim with rounded lip, 3.8cm wide.  CW 5 indicates a shallowly 
sloped sidewall extending from the rim.  
 
Beyond the vessels indicated above, the bulk of the creamware sample is comprised 
of hundreds of unidentifiable, small, plain, creamware body, foot-rim, handle 
fragments, and surface spalls.  Macro analysis suggests the greatest single 
percentage of creamware originates within Area 3.  Area 1, reflecting approximately 
three times the amount of excavation as Area 3, appears to have only produced 
about 1/3 the creamware by weight and number as Area 3.  Test Unit 1 produced less 
than a dozen creamware sherds.  Test Unit 2 produced 20-30 sherds.  And Test Unit 3,  
slightly more, at 40-50 sherds.  Contrasting the volume of 32m of TU 1, 2, and 3, STP 9, 
a 50cm x50cm test pit, produced over 50 sherds; TU 6 (which includes STP 9) 
produced a total of over 100 creamware sherds. 
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Figure 31: CW 4 - drinking mug 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 32: CW 5 - plain plate 
 
 
 


