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Excavations in the Front Lawn

Nathaniel Russell Ikruse
2003 -2006

Introduction and Backsround

Fieldwork in the front ofthe Nathaniel Russell House (c.lg0g) was conducted by The
Charleston Museum for Historic Charleston Foundation in three field seasons from 20Oi to 2OOO.
Historic charleston Foundation proposed to install a "faacy garden" consistent with period
practices in the front area. This proposal followed a decade of¡esearch, restoration, a¡d
reinterpretation of the house and property under a multi-phased Historic structures Analysis.
Archaeological testing was part ofthat Analysis, a¡d had revealed evidence of gardening
episodes in the side yard. Only a single unit was excavated in the front yard during thesé studies,
and the remains encor¡ntered there were poorly understood.

Historic Charleston Foundation engaged the services of Wertimer and Associates rt.r
design a garden consistent with tlìe space, the period of interpretation, and the logistics of
operating an historic house museum. Archaeological excavation in advance of garden
installation was multi-purpose. Iftþe excavations revealed evidence of garden features in that
location, then the design suggested by the archaeology could serve as a guide for garden design.
lfno garden evidence was encountered, then the excavations would serve to retriwe any data
present prior to potential disturbance from garden installation. The archaeological work was
funded by the Ceres Foundation.

study of the yard and garden at the Nathaniel Russell llouse was part of the overall
Historic Structures Analysis, but detailed research and restoration were not funded or scheduled
unde¡ the terms of that project. It is clea¡ from descrþtions, anecdotes, and comespondence that
Nathaniel Russell's urban seat included formal gardens. Early 19ft century visitors' accounts
describe strolls through the garden and descriptions ofparticular plants. A 1929 reminiscence
notes that "the garden occupied h¡lf a block, and was filled with every imaginable plant and
flower". other twentieth century reminiscences describe formal and informal areai, and
divisions between them. As late as the early 20h cenhrry, the garden was described as ..divided
into three sections with a formal, partene garden in the front, a grassy section for children to play
in the middle, and a work yard with a cow, pon¡ and chickens to the rea¡.,,

But the few plans of the property offer no details ofthe garden. The most revealing
image are two photographs take about 1898. These show larger, curving paths in the front
portion ofthe garden, and a variety of shrubs, flowers, and trellises within a largê circular bed.
At the time ofthe Historic structures study (mid-1990s), the bold, curving pattern ofthe gärden,
which extends into the front lawn area, rÀ/as interpreted as a mid- I 9h century design. (Bar-bara
Sarudy, personal communication; Zieñen 1996:166).



Subsequent to completion of the Historic Structures study, The Cha¡leston Museum
conducted extensive excavations of the formal garden at 14 Legare Street, a property
contemporary with the Nathaniel Russell House. Built in 1800 and altered by the second owner
in 1818, the lots and brick single hoúses are comparable in scale. Excavation of the lawn area

beside the house revealed an 1818 garden in a bold curving design. Careful analysis of the
materials retrieved from shell paths, garden beds, and overlying deposits suggests the design
dates to the fust quarter ofthe 19- century. These data, bolstered by new research on early
Charleston garden design by C. Allan Brown, led to a reconsideration of the garden shown in the
1898 photos (Flrown2}}l; Zierden 2001). Scholars familiar with the two properties were ready
to consider the possibility that the garden shown in the photo was a first-period installation.

The experience at 14 Legare Street arld other Charleston properties prompted a change in
archaeological methodology for the present project. Broad areas would be excavated in a series

of contiguous units, to maximize visibility. Further, the ephemeral stains that charucteize
garden archaeology can be interpreted more readily under these conditions. The archaeological

team was now better equþed to recognize archaeological evidence of garderling activities.

This document reports on the methods and results ofthe garden project, and provides

detailed plans of the garden features encountered, as well as rationale for dating and sequencing

the garden events. Details on archaeological methods and interpretations, as well as historical
documentation on the house and gardens have been previously reported, and a¡e available at

Historic Charleston Fou¡dation and The Charleston Museum. The reader is referred to the two
monographs (Zierden 1995 and Zierden 1996) for further reference.



disruption of museum activities.
Nonetheless, considerable effort \ /as

required to continue access to the house
around the excavations and tfrough the
front door. Efforts were made to
minimize impact to the lawn and the
garden plantìngs, and to avoid tracking
dirt into the house. Filter fabric, plastic,
and plywood provided protection to the
walk and the sod, while frequent
sweeping of the walks decreased dirt
intrusion. Backfilling was plarured in
coordination with the landscape crew to
restore the plantings and garden to the
front as quickly as possible.

Ficld Methods

Plaruring for the 2003 front garden fieldwork required careful coordination among
Ilistoric Charleston Formdation sta.ff, the archaeological team, and the garden maintenance staff.
All phases ofthe project were scheduled for January, a period of 1ow visitation, to minimize

2003: Expanding the N200 block, facing north

These efforts took on added urgency during the 2004 season, as a number of restoration
projects were concurrent witl the fieldwork. Planning for the second phase of fieldwork
requLed coordination among Historic Charleston Foundation staff, the garden maintenance staff,
the landscape architectural frm, tlle restoration contractors and specialists, and the
archaeological crew. The house was closed to visitation on January 5, but access through the
front door was required by the contractors. Also, a carpentry crew would be decking the second-
story balconies concur¡ent with tle excavations below. The garden and front lawn needed

restoration prior to frrll visitor access.
Unit location was planned in
consultation with Jonathan Poston
and Sheila Wertimer, and a map
prepared. Sod and bushes in these
areas we¡e removed and stored by
Bob Cox and his crew at Landscapes
Limited. The irrigation system was
de-activated for this area for tne
duration of the dig. Topsoil, both
screened and unscreened, was stofed
in a separate location to be backfilled
last. All roots cut dudng excavation
(a considerable volume) were
discarded elsewhere. Landscaping
fabric was placed beneath all screens.

2004: Excavation ofNl95 block and
screening beneath the magnolia tree



Screening was conducted beneath the magnolia tree for the southern block, and trafflrc acr;s the
lawn was minimized. Upon completion of the excavations, the block was backfilled by the
archaeological crew, using tle sc¡eened soils from zones 2 and3,to a level 3" below present
glound surface. . The excavated features were filled with sterile orange builders sand prior to
backfrlling. Re-sodding and bush planling was handled by the landscape staff.

The 2006 season involved excavation beneath the current bluestone walk. In order to
minimize impact to visitation at tle Russell House, and damage to the bluestone walk, locations
for excavations were chosen by individual stone. Consulting landscape architect Spencer
Tunnell and HCF property manager Fielding Freed developed a plan in which six stones were
carefifly removed a¡d stored beside the drive by a professional crew; these were dispersed from
the steps to the sidewalk, and provided
continuous profile from north to south.
The stones were carefirlly placed on
tarps north of the walk. Pllrvood was
placed on the bluestone, and soils were
screened on lop of this protect¡ve
surface. Shell and other debris were
separated from the loose (screened) soil.
During backfilling, the coarse material
was placed in the bottom ofthe units,
with the finer sands reserved for the
upper layers. Stones were removed
Wednesday moming, and again
Thursday moming, and replaced on
Friday by Aadreas Kuester., the
Stonemeister. 2006: Excavation in the central walk

Winter weatler was a factor in tlle process of the fieldwork. The weather was cold and
wet during each season, and heavy rains hampered the 2004 project. The numerous overcast
days, however, aided in visibility of the subtle soil stains eniountered during the project; bright
sunny days would have seriously reduced visibility in the unit floors. The units were covered
careflrlly with black (4mil) plastic each da¡ and the soils were often damp. Likewise, the units
were riddled with roots of all sizes, from the modem garden, which harnpered visibility in some

Horizontal control throughout the project was established in relation to known landmarks,
and to the site grid established n 1994-1995. A single 5'unit was excavated i4 this vicinity in
I 994. This was located adj acent to the southeast comer of the house, abutting the front
foundation. The southwest comer of the unit was 2.0' south of the front house comer. In 1994
this unit was designated N200 .48297, atid was located according the foundation position, rather
than even grid increments. For the 2003 project, this unit was used to place the block
excavations in the front. For convenience sake, the ".4" designation was dropped, and the old
unit was assiened N200E297.

4
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To begin grid layout, this 1994 unit was relocated. A large block was then triangulated
from the southwest comer of the rmit and the front of the Russell house. Initially, a six-unit
block was laid out, measuring l0' sguth to north and 15' west to east. Each unit was desigrrated

according to the grid. This grid methôd continued throughout the project. During the 2003

project, eleven units were eventually excavated, nine in the original block and two north of the

walkway.

Field methods for the 2003 dig were replicated for the 2004 project. In anticipation ofa
retum to the field, grid nails along the N200 line were left in place in 2003. These were re-

discovered in 2004, and the new, adjoining units to the south were triangulated ftom these points.

A line of 5' units was excavated along the southem boundary of the 2003 block. These extended

from the front of the house to the front brick wall. Yew bushes were removed from tlle front
wall, but the brick walkway was left in place. Seven 5'units were established along the N195'
line; three ofthese were partial units, due to truncation by the brick walkway and the front wall.

For the 2006 season, unit locations and size were pre-determined by dimensions of the

removed pavers. Grid coordinates for these units were determined by reestablishing the overall

site grid used during previous excavations. This grid system was established in 1994' and

reestablished and modified in 2003 . Grid point N200 8297 , located 2' south of the southeast

(front) comer of the house, served as the starting point for the front lawn excavations. As in the

previous two field seasons, this point was reestablished using tapes. From here, additional points

along the N297 and the E200 line were replaced by triangulation. Unit locations were then
measured and designated from these points.

Vertical control also continued the 1994 system. Rèference Point I was re-established

for the duration of the project. This was a mark placed on the sidewalk adjacent to the southeast

comer ofthe northem gatepost leading to the front door. In 1994 this point was tied into the

U.S.G.S. marker located in the doorway of the U.S. Post Office at the comer of Meeting and

Broad streets. The absolute elevation ofRPl is 8.37'. All elevations during the cutrent project

were taken relative to this point.

Excavations during all three seasons were conducted by hand using shovels and trowels.

Excavations followed natu¡al zones, and deep zones rüere subdivided into arbitrary levels. All
materials were dry-screened through l/4 inch mesh. Soil samples were recovered ftom most

natural proveniences.

Record keeping entailed narrative notes and completion of a variety of fonns on a daily
basis. Planview and profile maps were made for each unit, or block, as appropriate. Material
from each designated provenience were bagged and tagged separateþ; a field specimen number

@S#) was assigned to each in ordinal fashion; numerical designation continued from the list
established in 1994-1995; thus the first field specimen number assigned for this project was #

361. Likewise, feature designation resumed with the next available number from the 1995

season, and # 79 was the first assigned in 2003. This ordinal dcsignation continued through the

2004 and2006 seasons, as well.



Photographs were taken in black and white (T-max 100) and color slide (Kodachrome
200 professional film), and processed for archival stability. In addition, a series of digital
photographs were taken, for instant analySis. The digital photographs are shown in this
document, while the slides remain on file at The Charleston Muser¡¡.

Results of Fieldwork 2003

The units in the 6-unit block were excavated simultaneousl¡ including the backfill from
N200F,297 (reffered to as the N200 blocþ. Sod was removed ard placed in the shade of the rear
garden. Zone 1 was excavated and discarded; this soil was taken by wheelbarrow to a separate
pile in the rear parking area of the house. Zone I was a dark topsoil, established for the cur¡ent
garden (l0yr3/1). The zone contained relatively few artifacts and was densely laden with roots
from the large magnolia. This soil was sampled and discarded.

Beneath the greatest concentration oftree roots, the soil was slightly browner, a¡rd the
artifact concentration increased somewhat. This was designated zone 2 (l0yr3l2). Zone 2 was
excavated in two levels, with a greater concentration of cultural material in the lower level. The
zone 2 soils were screened and all artifacts retained. Garden features were first noted at the base
of zone 2. A series of small rormd pits of dark gray-brown soil (l0yr3/2) with a light gray center
(10yr4/1) were noted along the south wall ofthe block, in units N200F302 and N200E307.
These were aligned with the south edge of the building facade, run4ing easlwest. They were
designated features 80 through 83. The featu¡es
were .6' in diameter and were .8' apart, center-to-
center. A fifth possible feature, on the westem
edge ofN200E302, was an area of soil disturbance
caused by a large root. Though no feature could be
defined here, the location ofthe root and the size of
the disturbed area were consistent with the pattem
presented by the four plant stains. Likewise, two
simila¡ featwes were noted in N200E207 in 1994.
Features 7 and I were of similar stratigraphic
position, size, and location, and contained similar
fill. At this same level, two larger round stains
were located in the N205 units. These were
amorphous at this time, but received the
designation feature 84 and featme 85. Feature 84
contained soil deposits identical to the smaller plant
stains: dark soil (lW3/2) frlled with gray sand
(10yr4/1). Featwe 85 was slightly lighter
brovvn/gray sand (Ljyra/\. A different soil deposit
was visible at the base of zone 2. This was

A. Agha exposing features 80-83



designated zone 3. Zone 3 was a lighter broun (1094/3) and more heavily flecked with shell
fragments. As the goal was definition of the earliest garden, and a flat floor, the inlrusive
features were excavated frst, but only to a depth even with the base of the first level of zone 4
(about 3/10'). The small plant featrires were excavated first. They were initially interpreted as
possible posts and postholes, but upon excavation proved to be shallow pits in which the gray
sand and dark soil were mixed together. As these features were only.3' deep, they were
excavated completely at the base of zone 2. A comparable fnst level of features 84 and 85 was
excavated to .3'below the top of the featu¡e. A series of small dark features were also noted
adjacent to the house, in N205E297. These were very small, and were excavated sepamtely.
Features 86 through 89 averaged .6' in diameter and .4' in depth. These may represent small,
individual plantings.

Excavation of zone 3 throughout the block then commenced. This revealed a
continuation of some of the zone 2 features, and a new series offeatures at the base ofzone 3

level 1 . These were uniformly brown soil (l0yr4/2 or l0p4l3) with an increased concentration
of shell fragments. At this point, the block was expanded to the east and the north, a¡d
excavation continued in the same ma¡ner. A single 5'unit, N2008312, was excavated to the east.
Two units to the north intersected the central bluestone walk, N210E302 and N2108307 . AgaiA
sod was removed and stored and zone I was excavated and discarded. Zone 2 was excavated in
two levels, and the soils screened through 1/4" mesh. Unit N2008312 revealed a continuation
ofthe row of small plant stains; to tle east of feature 80 were three additional features, 100, 101,
and 702. These were encountered at the base of zone 2 and excavated comoletelv.

The northerþ units adjacent to the walk we¡e a bit more complex. The sod was removed
and zone 1 was excavated and discarded. Excavation of zone 2 was interrupted when an area of
crushed shell was encountered at the base ofzone 2 level 1, one half foot below surface. This
was in N210E302, adjacent to the cuwe in the present bluestone walk. This was designated
featu¡e 99, and was interpreted as a foundation for a previous paving event. This feature was
recorded and excavated, and excavation ofzone 2 level 2 continued. This revealed a large oval
pit ofdark soil mottled with red clay. This was designated feature 103. This was defined at the
base of zone 3. The oval feature nearly encompassed the entire unit floor in N210E307. This
proved to be relatively shallow, and was completely excavated at the base of zone 3 level 1 .

The first level ofzone 3 was then excavated for each of the 8 units in the block; ttus
averaged .2ID .3 îeet. This revealed a second series of features, beneath and distinct from those
defined in the zone 2 matrix. Composite maps of new features, and the remaining portions of
later features, were prepmed, as were overall photographs, including several from the second
story balcony. A variety ofnew features were defined at this level. Featwe 94 was the
designation given to the amorphous area of da¡k soil along the south wall of the block. Tbis
linear area was difficult to map, as it appeared as a gradual dmkening of soil as one moved south.
The original edge ofthis darker area was defined 3' north ofthe southem edge ofthe block,
while the more distinct area initiated about .6 to 1.1'north ofthe block wall. Excavation ofa
cross-section of this feature revealed that the more southerlv line was the true limit of a deep
planting feature.
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The most intriguing deposit was fèature 95, a series of small oval plant stains of medium
brown sand (10¡14/3) containing shell flecks. This line of small (.3-.4'in diameter) oval stains
appears to transect the block on the diagonal, from the southeastem corner of the block in
N2008312 to the northwest corner ofN205E302. None of these small olant stains were
excavated at this time. but they appear to represent a linear series of smàll plants.

View from balcony ofN200 block (expanded), showing features fiom thee planting episodes

Likely associated with feature 95, based on soil color and stratigraphic position, were a
number of larger planting stains. Feature 97, in N205E302, appeared to be rectangular (3'by 4'),
and aligned with the axis of feature 95. This feature was truncated by two round pits, each about
3' in diameter, feature 98 and feature 85, respectively. Feature I 1 I was a rounded stain located
in N205E307, also truncated by two overlying features, feature 96 and feature 84. Unit
N200E312 also contained some early feahues, underlying intrusive pits. Feature I 15 was a
rounded pit about 1 . f in diameter, underþing a rounded pit of similar dimensions, feature 104.
These were located just north of feature 94, the aforementioned linear area of dark soil. Unit
N2058297, adjacent to the house, also contained some smallor pits Jilled with the characteristic
brown shell-flecked soil. Feature 109 was of moderate size,2.4'in diameter, while features 110
and 112 we¡e smaller stains. Features associated by soil type and artif'act content are shown at
the end of this document.



After consultation with HCF staff, some of these were selected for sampling' while the

majorityias tet intact. of particular significance were three clusters of superimposed pits.

These include features 104, 94'

and 115 in N2008312, features

84. 96" and 11 I in N205E307'
and features 85, 98, and 97 in
N2058302. ln each case, the

clusters were bisected
norttr/south, and the westem half
excavated, with each feature

segtegated. The Profiles ofeach
ofthese three groups were then

drawn and PhotograPhed.

Features filled with brown sand characteristic of the early 19m ceniury were also

encorrnteredintheN2l0units.ofparticularinterestwasawell-definedlinearareaofbrown
,-ã, z¡;a ái"-"t*, designateã ieature 105' A series of small round stains was located

i-*äãi"t"rv "".*, 
or-tnir; trr"*" *"re designated features 106 through 108. These were fi¡st

i"i".p*"¿ L firther garden evidence; a liirear bed and associated individual plantings.

Ë*"o:''outio' of u .ampie of feature i05, ho*"u"., t"roealed that this was a trench for two iron

;;;õ6;;;;i.;";iderable a!e. Tie small fearures were not sampled and they may still

re{ìect gardening activitY.

In order to preserve as much ofthe early 19ù century sarden as possible' excavations

were halted at this point. This-lelä ilì"i"*"í"tion surfacrc-throughÑ *:9::! ul j?-o"to*
g¡oond ,u.fu"". Tliis was not at sterile subsoil, however' A second level of zone 3 

' 
or an

--*-'ç:.--*..r 

underlying zone 4 (as defined in
1994) was present at the ground

surface; this presented as a mottled

brown and orange sand, obviouslY

containing cultural materials,

particularlY brick ftagmeirts and

èeramics. These maY be associated

with construction of the Russell

House, or the buildings that predate

the mansion. Likewise, the backfill
ofN200E297 was excavated onlY to

this point. The zone 4 dePosits

excávated in 1994 corfinued to a

depth of2.1' below surface.

Series of suPerimPosed features

selected for excavation
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Results of Fieldwork. 2004

Two blocks were excavated in 2004. A group of four 5' units was excavated on the

northem side of the front walk. Thesp were established by measuring along the front wall of the

main house, beginning with the northeait comer of the formdation and measuring south. A ten-

foot block was ihen triangulated to the east, based on this line. This alignment with the comer of
the house served to give the units grid coordinates of N22358297 /3 02 and N228.58297/302

(refened to hereafter as the N223 blocþ. Seven 5' units were established along the Nl95' line,

south ofthe 2003 excavations. Three ofthese were partial units, due to truncation by the brick

walkway and the front wall. Units excavated here were N195E297 through N 195E327 (referred

to hereafter as the N195 blocþ.

As was the case in 2003, the units in the two blocks were excavated simultaneously, zone

by zone. Three zones were identified, a¡d the blocks were troweled and photographed at the

base ofeach zone. zone 7 was a dark topsoil (10it3n), established durhg the 20- century for

landscaping purposes. The zone contained relatively few artifacts and was densely laden with

roots frãm the large magnolia. This soil was sampled (50%) and discarded. Artifact content was

minimal. Two days were required to excavate all units to the base of zone 1'

Beneath the topsoil, the soil was somewhat brownet (10y3/2), and the a¡tifact

concentration increased somewhat. This was designated zone 2. Zone 2 was initially excavated

in two levels, as was the case in 2003. In some units, however, remnant da¡k brown soil

remained; this was excavated as a third level of zone 2. Features were first noted at the base of
zone 2; these were photographed and maFped. The 2004 blocks contairied fewer late l9ft/early

20ú century features than did the 2003 blocþ and so definitiop and excavation of feature filI at

this point was minimal.

The distinct soil change noted at the base of zone 2 was again encountered in the two

blocks. This was again designated zone 3, and was lighter and browner (10yraß) and more

heavily flecked with shell fragments. Soil visibility also improved at this level. As the

continuing goal ofthe project was to define the earliest garden, the upper levels of intrusive

features were excavateã first, and then a first level ofzone 3 was excavated by unit across tþe

block (about 3/10 foot). carefirl troweling ofthe blocks at this level revealed a number of
feaíues, which were photographed and mapped. In some locations, the soil remained somewhat

disturbed by the extensive root network and the irrigation system, and a second shallow level of
zone 3 was excavated and the features re-mapped. Excavation of some of the features revealed

that zone 4 was present about .2' below the zone 3level2 surface. As sampled in 7994 anð'

encor¡ntered in 21003, the zone 4 soils were characterized by light brown sand (10yr5 /4), filed'
with sporadic brick rubble and a fewl Sù century artifacts. Zone 4 was noted in the base of
excavãted features, but the lower levels of zone 3 and zone 4 was not excavated during the

present project. Excavations for both bl"ocks were terminated in the middle of zone 3, 1.0'below

the present gtound surface.

In the N223 block, several featwes were noted in the zone 2 context. First encountered

were a line of brick headers, running norttr/south along the front of the house (1.5'ftom the ftont
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ofthe house). These were large red bricks, and they enclosed a border bed along the frorrt ofth"
house. The bricks were breached in two places. A gap occurred at a terrninal sprinkler 1ine, and
the bricks were removed by the planting ofthe yew bushes along the.driveway. A second line of
brick edging was visible on the driveway surface, 1.0'north of the edge ofthe block. These were
mapped in relation to the block. They likely represent a border bed along the southem side of
the drive, and appear to be associated with the front border bed. The soils inside the bed were
not excavated at this point. Two large circula¡ features were also encountered nN223.58302.
Feature 129 was completely circular, and measured 2.2'. Soil was dark brown (l0yr3/2) mottled
with red clay (non-local clay). The south half of this feature was sampled and yielded a wire
nail, dating it to the second half of the 19th cenhrry. A larger feature (feature 130),3.7'in
diameter, was fi1led with dark soil mottled with yellow sand. This was not sampled.

The most pertinent feature in the block was a linear path, running north./south in the E297
units, from the slate wallcway to the driveway. The northem end of this feature was tnurcated by
the backfilled holes of the yew hedge. The brick border bed formed the western edge of the
feature. Feature 119 as initially defined exhibited a curved eastem edge, 3.7j on the southem
side and 2.1' wide at the northem edge. Within the zone 2 levels, feature 19 exhibited a surface
of coal ash. These upper deposits were excavated as level 1 . A concentration of black marble
fragments, matching the mantle in the back parlor (installed during the Allston period, 1 857-
1870), was recovered in this ash.

Beneath this was a packed surface of whole and c¡ushed oyster shell, designated feature
1 19 level 2. This appeared to be a shell path surface. A builders trench for the small red bricks
edging the slate wa.lkway intruded into the shell. This was designated feature 134.
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No new featwes were defined at the base of zone 3 level I . A I . 5' wide sample oi
feature 1 I 9 level 2 was excavated. The upper level, about . 1 5' thick, was well-prepared shell, a
mixture of whole and crushed oyster. Beneath this, the feature was characterized by large brick
fragments mixed with pockets of
crushed shell. Excavations were " ..

terminated at what appeared to be the
top of zone 4.

In order to investigate the
possibility that the shell from feature
I 19 continued below the present slate
walkwa¡ three bricks were removed
from the edging as a 1.0' wide sample.
Here, the narrow construction trench,
feature 134, was excavated, revealing
a profile of the slate walk. Beneath
the slate was a lens of dark soil about
.3' deep. Beneath this, the shell
paving clearly continued beneath the
slate. Excavations were halted at this point.

N223 .58297 , showing continuation of feature I I 9
Beneath brick edging ofbluestone walk

As the excavations were five feet closer to the large magnolia tree that dominates the
front garden, the Nl95 block was characterized by healy root mass. Several large roots,
including the major root that runs along the ftont of the house (encountered in dre 1994 unit and
in the 2003 block), were left in place. A host of smaller roots were trífiìmed and removed. The
roots hampered visibility to the base of zone 2, and entailed excavation of two levels of zone 3 in
some units.

Features were first mapped in this block at tlle base of zone 2. InNl95E3l2-E317, a
diagonal swath of brown soil with a concentration of oyster shell was interpreted as ephemeral
evidence ofa shell garden path. This was designated feature 120. Feature 120 never exhibited
well-defined edges, and the shell concentration decreased as excavations continued into zone 3.
The interface with other features in this area (also poorþ defined) remained diffrcult to
determine. Four small dark circular-to-oval stains (.5' in diameter) along the southem edge of
feature 120 were interpreted as small plant stains and were collectively designated feature 127.
An amorphous concentration of artifacts and slightly orange mottled soil was present along the
southem profile, and was designated feature 126. Finally, the units revealed the southern portion
ofa linear feature of darker soil (l0yr3/2) encountered in the 2003 block, designated feature 94.
The stratigraphic sequencing of feature 94 and featüe 120 was diffrcult to determine.

The westemmost units in the block were heavily impacted by large roots. But the top of
zone 3 was hisher in these units. and so feature visibilitv was actuallv better. A varietv of small
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garden features were revealed in N195E297, N195E302, and N1958307. Two clusters ofsmall
plant stains were recorded. Most distinct were the fourteen small oval stains of brown soil
QÙyra/\ in N1958297. These trended southwest/norlheast, and in places appeared to be three
abreast. Soil on either side of this plant cluster appeared to be slightly darker than the zone 3 soil
beneath feature 125; this may be the rèsult ofroot disturbance, or it may be additional evidence
ofthe overall footprint ofthe garden. A second cluste¡ of small oval/circula¡ stains was located
in the center ofNl95B302. Eleven stains were initially defined, and were collectively
designated feature 124. This feature was roughly circular, but there was a suggested linear trend,
again northeaslsouthwest. Between these two features were small patches of finely crushed
shell, again highly disturbed by roots. The two shell pockets mapped were designated feature
L ZJ.

A large feature of slightly dmker soil did not match the plant stains, and may not be
associated with garden activities. Feature 122 was an oval area of dmk brown soil (10y3/a)
filled with large fragments of wall plaster. This feature was initially encountered at the base of
zone 2 and afirsf level was excavated before zone 3 level I was removed. Excavation ofa small
sample revealed a heavy concentration of wall plaster in a rounded pit.

A single late planting feature, characterized by dark soil (101t3/l), was present in the
southem profile ofN195E307. The dark soil contained a¡eas ofmottled gold and tan sand in the
center ofthe feature. This feature intruded into an amorphous area ofbrown sand and crushed
shell, designated featu¡e 128. Neither ofthese feattues was excavated.

N1958297'8307, at base ofzone 3 level 2, showing small plant stains
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Many of these featu¡es were re-defrned and re-mapped at the base of zone 3 level i. The
overall configuration of all of the features remained. Fewer individual stains remained for featwe
124, while an additional cluster was noted for feature 127. The possible path area, feature 120,
diminished in size, but was replaced by new small deposits of feature 127. Interestingly, the
individual features of feature 127 tended wilh feature 120. The shell concentration designated
feature 128 inNl95E307 increased in size, but these features were difficult to isolate due to
disturbance from the irrigation pipes in the northem portion ofthis unit.

A few ofthe encountered features were selected for sample excavation. The goal was to
excavate enough features to date the various garden events, but to minimize disturbance ofthe
pattem below the zone 3 level. A single stain of each ofthe clusters was excavated, as was one
area of the crushed shell. The enigmatic feaire 122 was sampled to determine the nature of the
architectural debris and any possible association with the garden features. The single stain from
featwe 127 exhibited sloping sides and a rounded bottom, and was .5' deep. The sample stain
from feature 125 was similar, but was only .25'deep. The small patch of crushed shell, feature
123, exhibited regular sides and was .4' deep. The shell contained a moderate amount of
artifacts, as well as some brick fragments. All of these features intn¡ded inlo zone 4, and so any
brick rubble may have been re-deposited from zone 4. Feature 122 was morc substantial, a¡rd the
portion contained in N195E307 was sampled to the rmit boundary. This revealed a featu¡e of
dark soil and mode¡ate amounts of wall plaster, intially 2.5'in diameter, about .8' deep, followed

by a narrower pit fuIl of solid
plaster, 1,0' ìn diameter. Also
sampled was a 1.5' wide section of
feature 94, against the north profile
of N95E312. This is in rougbly
the same location as the feature
taken from N2008312 the previous
year. Feature 94 remained
difftcult to define on the sides, but
had a clearly defined flat bottom
on top of zone 4, about .3' deep.
At this point there was a darker
circrfar area, which received a
separate designation (feature 1 35)
and was excavated separately. It
was only an additional .25' in
depth.

N195 block at zone 3 level 1, view from front balcony

Two partial units were excavate?l on the east side of the brick walkway. N195E327 was
badly disturbedty the yew hedge, while N1958322 was less so. Excavation of zones I and 2

revealed the 19¡n century brick wall foundation below the present front wall (designated feature
22 tn 1994), and a pier for that wall. As noted in the excavation of Nl308328, these excavations
confirm that the location of sectional piers in the present wall does not match those in the
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previous wall. The present excavation provides additional data fo¡ future study. Amorphous,
roughly circular areas of slightly darker dirt were noted in the northem profile ofNl95E322 ar;.d

in the southeast comer ofN1958327. The former was designated feature 133. The latter.was
badly truncated by the yew hedge; 4nd so was not designated a feature. A layer of coal ash was
present on the top ofthis area, but no other feature boundaries were revealed. Neither deposit
was excavated.

Two units were excavated north ofthe central sidewalk, but these received less attention.
Units N225E312 and N2258317 were placed in the center of the north lawn area. Sod and zone
1 were removed as before. Excavation of zone 1 in N22583 17 revealed an entry pipe to an old
fuel oil ta¡k. The iron cap was removed, revealing the pipe to the tank and indicating that the
tank still contained fuel. The cap was replaced and excavation of this rmit abandoned.
Excavation of N22583 I 2 continued to the base of zone 3 . Zone 2 was excavated in two levels
and soreened.

A number of features, most poorly defined, were encountered at the base ofzone 2, and
again at the base of zone 3level 2. A well-defined linear a¡ea along the southem wall ofthe unit
was likeþ the line from the fuel tank to the house. A large oval area occupying the eastem2/3
of the unit contained brown soil (10yr4l3) mottled with orange clay (10yr7l8). This may be
related to featüe 103 encountered in N210E307. The westem portion of the unit contained a
series of small to medium pits of brown sand (10yr4/3 to 5/4). None of these received feature
designations at this time. The units were photographed and backfilled, to await further
excavation.

Results of F ieldwork. 2006

Removal of the pavers revealed an underþing foundation bed ofcoarse white sand

beneath each ofthe stones. Areas of dark (10yr3/2; very dark grayish brown) sand were present

in the builders sand, particularly around the edges ofthe stone where topsoil permeated the
edges. Because this dark soil was designated as Zone 2 in the surrounding lawn, this designation

was given to the mixed dark soil
and coarse construction sand in
each unit. Zone 2 was present in
all of the units, but varied in
thickness from west to east. Very
few cultural materials of any tlpe
were recovere$ from this deposit.

Excavation of zone 2 in
Nzl 68299 immediately revealed
an expanse of shell paving,
matching ¿ 5imilar deposit exposed
in 2004 to the north and desigrated
feature 119. Because exploratory

Feature I l9 in N2168299



oxoavations in 2004 suggested that the she1l continued beneath the current walk, the featu¡L 119
clesignation was used for this material, as well. In order to provide adequate support for the front
stair, the unit was bisected at this point, and the northem half of feature 1 19 was excavated. The
shell deposit was .2' thick, compose{ of large and small ftagments of oyster, and was well
compacted. Excavation of feature 119 in this unit revealed a bed of brick. This was designated
feature 137. Feature 137 was characterized by whole and half brick laid on side, with significant
space between. No particular pattem was apparent in the small sample space. Several bricks
exhibited traces of old mortar on the surfaces. The brick was photographed, and then a small
sample was removed in the northeast comer. Removal of I bricks revealed that the crushed shell
sifted between the individual bricks, and úrat they were dry-laid on end on top ofyellow sand,
apparently sterile subsoil. Based on position and lack of finist¡ the brick is interpreted as a
foundation for a shell surface (feature 119).

Similar stratigraphy, with some horìzontal vanation, was noted in each of the excavated
units. Excavation ofN2l6E317 in the center ofthe walk revealed a slightly deeper bedofzone2
sand (.3') and a significant bed of shell, .3' deep. Two intact bricks were present at the base of
the shell, and a minor amount of brick rubble was recovered from the feature 119 fill, but
otherwise the brick base of feature 737 was absent from this rmit. The soils below were
cha¡acterized as highly mottled sand, ranging from pale brown (10yn6/3) to brownish yellow
(l0yr6/8) to yellowish brown (l0yr5/8). Cultural materials included brick and mortar fragrnents,
as well as a range of domestic materials. Previously excavated samples of zone 4 suggest that it
dates to the end ofthe 18* and demolition of structu¡es ins the Russell House.
Zone 4 was not excavated
during the previous two phases

of front lawn excavation, and
was not sampled during the
present project. Absent from
this unit, and from all ofthe
units in the center of the walk,
was the dark grayish brown
sand designated as zone 3 and
associated with the first half of
the 19ú century (the Russell
family occupation).

Top of zone 4 in N2l6E317

Excavation oftwo units along the edges of the bluestone walk reveale{ slightly different
stratigaphy. Unit N214 E3 I 8.3 adjoined N21 6E3 I 7 and abutted the southem edge of the
walkway and the brick path leading through the side garden. This unit contained a substantial
deposit of zone 2 followed by a much rnore ephemeral layer of crushed shell (feature 1 19).
Feature 1 I 9 exhibited the greatest concenhation in the northwest comer of the unit (.1 5' thick),
and was only a thin lense elsewhere in the unit (.1'). The mottled soils of zone 4 were present
beneath the shell, but the soil was darker in the southem half of the unit. Artifacts were also
more numerous in this portion of the unit. unit N220E316.75 abutted the northem edge of the
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walk and exhibited similar stratigraphy. Here, a substantial layer of zone 2 1.25'.¡ wai followed
by a concentration of shell (feature I 19) in the southem
2/3 ofthe unit. Shell here was .15'thick. The northem
third of the unit contained very,little shell and i¡stead
contained a deposit ofzone 3 soil ( 10yr4/3). This soil
was a.lso characterized by a greater concentration of
cultural materials. The mottled soils of zone 4 were
noted across the base ofthe unit.

Above: profile ofN2168317, showing feature I i9 directly beneath builders sand (zone 2) and above zone 4

Below: view ofN220E316.75. showine interface ofzone 3 and featue I l9

Unit N2168327 was located in the
center ofthe walk, adjacent to the
front gate. Here, the builders sand

and dark soil of zone 2 was
relatively thick. but the underlying
shell layer was thir and ephemeral,
despite the location in the center of
the walk. As with previous units,
the deposits were excavated as

zone 2 and feature 119,
respectively. The light mottled
soil ofzone 4 was present directly
beneath feature I 19, with no
evidence ofbrick foundation. The
top of zone 4 was .2' higher in this
unit than in the units further west.
The adjacent unit to the north, N220E330, revealed a different assemblage. Here, the dark soil
and builder's sand of zone 2 was followed by a concentration ofbrick similar to feature 137 at

' the base of the steps. The bricks appeared to be the same vintage, and some of those exhibited
old mortar on the surfaces. There was no evidence of shell paving between tJne zone 2 soils and

the brich and the brick appeared to be in a matrix of dark (zone 2) soil. Since the immediate
goal ofthe project was to locate and measure the shell surface, no fi¡rthe,r excavation of the brick
was conducted and it remains unknown if the dark soil matrix continued through the level of
brick. Though visibility was limited in the small unit, it appears that the brick were somewhat

disturbed and rmeven, and did not þresent a flat surface as in N2168299. A possible explanation
is that the bricks reflect construction ofthe gate post in the eatly.2}'o century and are lemnants

from that actvity. Altemately, they may be part of the early 19t century paving, disturbed and

redeposited in the early 20ú century.
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D¿tine the Denosits

All encountered archaeological deposits were dated on the basis of stratigraphic point of
initiation and Terminus Post Quem. Terminus Post Quem, or TPQ, is the principal which states

that no provenience can be deposited earlier than the invention date of the latest dating item in
the provenience. A provenience can be deposited any time after that date; therefore, date of
deposition is rarely the same as the TPQ date. The front lawn units at Russell contained a sparse

artifact assemblage, but fortunately one large enough, and diverse enough, to aid in dating and
sequencing the encountered deposits.

Stratigraphic point of initiation is based on the Law of Superimposition, the geological
principal that soils gradually accumulate on sites of human occupation. Therefore, the deepest
deposit is the earlies! with deposits occurring later as one approaches the top of the ground.
Relative dates a¡e therefore assigned according to the profile map and the level ofthe top (or
point of initiation) of each deposit. Thus the date of deposition assigned to each archaeological
provenience is based on both techniques and is determined by considering each provenience.
relative to those a¡ound it. The th¡ee clusters of features sampled in 2003 were therefore central
to dating the deposits encountered in the excavations, and determining the overall evolution of
the front lawn area.

On sites such as Russell, where dispersed test units are excavated, additional emphasis is
placed on recognizing stratigraph¡ in terms of dating, depth, artifact content, and physicaL

characteristics, ac¡oss broad areas ofthe site. The evidence r,ecovered in the excavation of
N2008297 in 1994 was unclear at tlat time; with a larger area exposed, however, the features
encountered tlere could be placed in proper temporal and frmctional context. The excavations
contain evidence of activity dating to the first half of the l9ü century, to the mid to late 19¡n

cenhrry, and to the late 20- century, respectively.
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Table 1

Provenience Guide (by Levels), 2003-2006

FS# Unit Level

zone 21ev 7

zone2lev 7

zone 2lev I
zone2lev 1

zone2lev 7

zone2lev 1

zo¡e2lev 1

zone 2 \ev 1

zone 3 lev 7lfea 96

zone 2level 1

zone 2level I
zone 2level I
zone 2level I
zone 2level I
zo¡e 2level 7

zone 2 level I
zone 2 level 1

zone 2level I
zone 2 level I

zonø 2
zone 2
zo¡e2
zone2

zone 2lev 2
zone 21ev 2
trowel bi¡se 2.2
zone 2lev 3

zore 2lev 2
zone2lev 2
zone 2lev 2
zone 2lev 2
pipe

zore 2lev 2

TPO

brown glass
pressed glass
jet button
cheese whiz jar
brown glass
brown glass/prosser button
flower pot
undec. whiteware
late flower pot

white porcelain
manganese glass

black marble
chrome/white porcelain
manganese glass
manganese glass
mang. glass, jet button
non-wire nail

manganese glass

cut nail/slate pencil
colonoware
window glass/creamware
brick

blue milk glass

rockingham/green tr.pr. ww
blue r4ilk glass
minie ball
brown glass/prosser button
blue milk glass
tr.pr. vr'hiteware
molded glass
white porcelain

wire nail

(Zone 2level l)

363 N200E302
364 N205E307
366 N205E302
367 N2008307
368 N2058297
383 N2258312
399 N210E307
400 N210E302
385 N205E302,

(Zone2levelT) 444 N195E297
445 N1958307
446 'N223.5F.297
447 N223.58302
448 N228.58302
449 N1958302
450 N195E307
452 N1958307
453 Nl95E317
493 Nl958322

513 N2168299
5t7 N214E318.3
524 N2168327
527 N220E330
528 N220E330

369 N200E307
370 N205E297
372 N200block
373 N20s8297
383 N2258312
3ss N200È312
396 N210E307
397 N210E302
414 N210E302

454 N195E297

zone 21ev 2/feafne 137 wood screw

(Zone2Ievel2)
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(Zone2level3)

(Zone 3 level l)

455 N223.58302
456 N228.58297
457 N228.5E302
458 N195E302
459 Nl95E307
460 N223.58297
46t N1958312
462 Nl95E317
501 Nl95E3r7
496 Nl958322

472 N195E307
473 Nl958302
481 N223.58302
484 N228.5E302
498 Nl9sE322

379 .N205E307

380 N200E307
381 N205E307
382 N2008307
384 N205E302
389 N205E203

390 N200E302
391 N2258312
392 N2258312
4t0 N200E312
412 N205F,297
415 N210E307
416 N2108302

474 Nl95E302
475 NI95E307
476 N195E312
477 N19sE297
480 Nr95E317
486 N223.58302
487 N228.sE302
4gg Nl95"E322

52t N2208316.75
523 N2208316.75

490 N195E317

zone 3 lev I
zone 3 lev I
zone 3 lev I
zone 3 lev 1

e.V., zone 3
trowel b. zçne 3
zone 3 lev I
zone 3 lev I
zone 3 lev 2
zone 3 lev I
zone 3 lev I
zone 3 lev 1

zone 3 lev 1

zone 3 lev 1

zone 3 lev 1

zone 3 lev I
zone 3 lev 1

zone 3 lev 1

zone 3 lev 1

zone 3 lev 1

zone 3 lev I

zone 3
troweling zone 4

zone 3 lev 2

;
glass marble, 1976 con
manganese glass
2-hole shell button
brown glass
manganese glass
manganese glass
manganese glass
glass marble
gilt white porcelain
rose-tinted glass

white porcelain
white porcelain
scredwhite porcelain
milk glass
manganese glass

transfer print whiteware
purple tr. pr. whiteware
transfer print pearlware
chinese porcelain
mdec. whiteware
undec pemlware
gaudy dutch/tr. pr. whiteware
milk glass
Canton porcelain/whiteware
wire naiVtr. pr. pearlware
tr. pr. ww/prosser button
flow blue whiteware
cut naiVwhite porcelain

undec, whiteware
blue h.pr. whiteware
transfer print pearlware
whiteware - 1840s
Canto¡ porcelain
hand painted pearlware
creamware (later)
w.w./ wire nail

nrought nail
white porc.

creamware/whiteware?

zone 2lev 2
zone 2lev 2
zone 2lev 2
zone 2tev 2
zone2lev 2
zone 2lev 2
zone 2lev 2
zone 2lev 2
zone 2lev 2
zone 2lev 2

zone2lev 3

zone 2lev 3
zone 2lev 3

zone 2lev 3

zone 2lev 3

(Zone3leveIZ)
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(Zone 3 features)

zone 3 lev 2
zone3lw 2
zone 3 1ev 2

feature 94 lev 1

feature 94 lev 2

feature 79
feature 80
feature 8l
feature 82
feature 83
feature 100
feature l0l
feature 102
feature 86
feature 87
feature 88
feature 89
featu¡e 90
feature 99 lev I
fean¡re 99 lev 2
feature 84
feature 85
feature 103

feature 98
featxe 94
feature 94 lev I

feature 119 lev I
feature 119 lev I
feature 134

feafire 97
feature 1 1 1

feature 96
feature 1 15

feature 104
feature 105

featwe 179/137

:.

vvhite porcelain
creamware/whitewa¡e?
whiteware

dispensary bottle
sprig ware
creamware
cfeamware
brick
transfer print pearlware
green glass
brick rubble
window glass
tr. pr. whiteware
wire nail
pressed glass

clear bottle glass

creamwa.fe
yellow ware/whiteware
Canton porcelain/whiteware
whiteware/container glass
whiteware
tr. pr. whiteware
gaudy dutch
white porcelain

white porcelain
wire nail
wire nail

tr. pr. pearlware (1810)
shell edge pearlware
cfeamwafe
tr. pr. pearlware
crealnware
cteamware

shell

transfer print pearlware
blue hand paint pw

491
492
494

Nl95E312
N1958307
N195E302

N205E302
N2058307
N2058307
N200E312
N200E312
N210E307

N2l6Ð299

N195E317
Nl95E317

(Zone 2 features)
371 N205E297
377 N2008307
378 N200E307
387 N200E302
388 N200E302
401 N2008312
402 N200E312
403 N200E312
404 N205E297
406 N205E297
407 N20sF,297
408 N2058297
409 N2058297
411 . N310E302
418 N2108302
421 N2058307

422,398,384 N205E302
417 N210E307
426 N205E302
423 N2008312
40s N2008312

478 N223.58297
479 N228.58297
508 N223.58302

431
428
424
429
Áa<

430

489
497

a/l



(feature 1 19)

11994 excavations)

510 N1958317
495 Nl958302
s07 N1958302
504 N1958317
505 N1958297
506 N195E302
s09 N228.58297
511 N223.5E302
512 N1958312

502 N228.58297
sr4 N2168317
515 N2lóE299, N1/2
518 N2148318.3
520 N220E316.75
s2s N2168327

feature 94 sample
feature 122 level 1

feai¡re 122 level2
feaíne 127
feature 125

feature l23b
feature 131

featwe 129
feature 135

feature I 19 lev 2
feature I 19

feature I 19

feature 1 19

feature I 19

feature I 19

annular pearlware
whiteware
white porcelain
slipware
cut nail fragment
cfeamwafe
red transfer print w.w.
later creamware
Oriental porcelain

amber glass
late creamwa¡e
iron tack
transfer print pearlware
h. Print pearlware/ww
shell edge pearlware

36
35
39
40
4t
42
47
48
49
54
58

N2008297
N200E297
N2008297
N2008297
N2008297
N2008297
N2008297
N2008297
N200E297
N2008297
N200E297

zone 2lev 2
feature 6
feature 7
feature 8
resid. zone 2
zone 3

feature 9
feature 10

zone 4
zone 4lev 2
feature 13

brown bottle glass 1870
nail 1870
brown bottle glass 1870
table glass
milk glass
yellow ware
undec pw
tr pr whiteware
pearlware
green bottle glass

iron 1810

1870
18s0
1820
1830
1800
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Sequencing the Proveniences

The stratigraphic position ofthe features and zones encountered, plus the artifacts they
contain, are sufficient to suggest three distinct planting episodes. The earliest is represented by the
brown shell-flecked features encountered at the base of zo¡e 3 level 1, and r¡nderlying the intrusive
plant stains. This garden is represented by features95,96,97,104,115, 111, and features 109-
I 1 2. Those excavated contained transfer printed pearlware dated to c. I 8 I 0 as the latest artifact, as
well as other refined earthenwa¡es from the 1780s-1820s. Added to this in 2004 are feafwes 122,
123,125,127,129,131, and 135. This is the earliest garden event, conceivably installed shortly
after the house was complete. The overþing zone 3, likely a planting surface for these features
and containing their true tops, contains a¡tifacts invented through the first half of the 19* century.
White porcelain, dating to 1851, and wire nails ofthe same era, suggest this zone received debris
and cultural material throughout this half century. The shell walk, feature 1 19, is also associated
with zone 3.

The second planting episode is represented by some ofthe darker features, including the
linear bed represented by feature 94, the small features near the house (features 86-90), the larger
round plant stains, feature 98 and possibly feature 85. The mottled deposit of dark soil and red
clay, features 103 and136, may also date to this era, as suggested by the red clay features
encountered in front ofthe kitchen in 1995. These deposits may represent garden plantings by the
Allstons, 1857-1870. The lower levels of zone 2, though somewhat disturbed by installation ofthe
ìrrigation system, contain some materials ftom the second half of the 19* century, but the majority
reflects wares popular during the middle ofthe 19û cennry.

Though the artifact content is not significantþ latçr, stratigraphic position and similarity of
soil matrix suggest that the row of small plantings (features 80-83, 100-102, and 6-7) plus the large
round plant stain, feature 84, are a third event, one dating to the late 19ü cenhry and possibly
some time in the fust half of the 20' cenh¡ry.

The data retrieved i¡2004 generally support the ìnterpretations proposed a year earlier.
Generally, the earliest group of garden features conforms to the pattem visible in the c. 1890s
photo. The features encountered, panicularly those from the present season are ephemeral, and
marked by subtle shadings in the soil. Shell concentrations, presumed to reflect pathways, are
present, but again they are reflected by a subtle increase in shell density rather than a feature with
definite edges.

The definitive feature of this early garden episode is the clusters of small circula¡-to-oval
st¿ins ofbrown shell-flecked soil. A 5-footlong sectior¡ two to three deep, was encountered in the
2003 block (feature 95). Three more clusters of these were encountered in the N195 block
(features 124,125,127). Associated.with these features, and aligned with drem, were subtle soil
differences, reflected on the maps as dashed lines. The combined maps, though, show an
alignment of these feahtes.

The archaeological footprint of this earliest garden event confonns to the pattem visible in
the 1890s photo. While this is strongly supported by the feature position, an early 19m cenhrry
date for this garden is less certain. T\e 2004 section presented the opportunþ to sample

26



additional features. All contained artifacts from llle late 18ú century, redeposited from zone 4

below. Two features contained artifacts dating to 1810-1815. These artifacts suggest that the oval
pattern could date to the 1810s to 1820s, and remain in use through the 19th century. Based on the

principals of Terminus Post Quem.and Stratigraphic Point of Initiation, however, it is still possible

that the garden was installed some decades later. There has been no evidence to date, however, of
any earlier garden event in this portion ofthe yard. The underþing zone 4, encountered across the

front lawn proper, contains artifacts that predate the Russell house and seem to be associated with
the demolition of earlier structures and construction of the Russell house.

Most enigmatic is the roughly linear (easlwest) area of darker soil designated feature 94.

This feature was marked by poorþdelineated concentration of darker soil and an increase in
artifacts. A sample ofthe north half excavated in 2003, recovered a sherd of gaudy dutch

whiteware (c. 1830); the 2004 sample contained only peadwares (c. 1795)' This suggests that

featwe 94 may be associated with the early I 9* century garden, rather than the mid- I 9th century

as suggested last year. Regardless, the configuration of feature 94, as mapped, does not conform
to the oval pattem formed by the othe¡ features. The shape of the feature is poorly-defined,

though, and may reflect a concentration of midden or planting soils within a large bed. Maps of
the early 19û century pattem have been prepared v¡ith and witlout feature 94.

Excavations were lesÉ extensive, but patteming for the earliest garden is more difficult to
discem north of the central walk. The most concrete feature is the well-defined shell path ftom the

central walk north to the driveway. Most likely, the interface of this walk and the ddve was

marked by a fence and/or gate, but the lmge yew bushes impacted this area. Removal of the brick
edging to the slate walkway (in the south profile of the N223.5 block) revealed that the compacted

shell continued beneath the pfesent slate walk, reflecting an earlier paving event. A cluster of
small plant stains filled with the earliest soil type were present in the westem half of N225Ê312;
the area exposed was too limited to discem aly pattem.

Red clay seems to be the visual marker of gardening events by the Allstons during their
tenure at the Russell House (1858-1870). A solid layer of red clay was encountered next to the

kitchen in 1994, and was dated to the mid-19th century (Zierden 1995:37-38 1996:64-65). Red

clay was also noted in a plant feature ftomN772E270, a unit located in the garden ptoper in 1995

(Zieñen 7996:78). This clay-frlled feature was stratigraphically above large beds dating to the

early 19ú century. Three large plant stains exhibiting this signature were discovered in the fiont
lawn. Feature 103 and featüe 136 appear to bracket the central \üalkway, midway between the

street and the front door. A third feature was noted in N223.58302, in the curve between the main

walk and the auxiliary walk.

The edging formed by the brick headers, noted in the N223'5 block, is also a mid-l9th
century event. The brick edge forrqp border beds along the front of the house and the south side of
the driveway. These match a brick-edged border bed along the northern side ofthe driveway,
explored in 1995 (Zieñen 1996:54-57). Here the well-preserved' complex stratigraphy strongly

supported an 1850s date of inst¿llation, The border beds encountered this year were not excavated.
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The third garden event is marked by the sporadic placement of larger planting stains, likely

representing bushes. One additional feature (feature 121) was encountered this year; this was
located south of the line of small bushes noted last year. A second feature was present in
N228.58302. Most ofthe 204 qentury planting events are marked by a lack of artifacts, as is the
associated zone 2 level l.

Close inspection ofthe 1898 photo suggests that the central walk is, at this time, bluestonc,
and that the portion leading north from the central walk to the drive is also stone. The main
garden paths to the south appear to be a lighter material, possibly shell. There is an irregular
border between the two. Investigations of the area between the central walk and the drive in 2004
revealed an a¡ea of shell paving, and no evidence of bluestone paver (these were likely removed in
the 20' century). The upper layer of shell contained fragrnents of black marble that matches the
mantle in the back parlor installed by the Allstons. The layer above the shell consisted of coal ash

cha¡acteristic ofthe second half oflhe 19ü cenhrry. These dala suggested that the drive and front
door were originally connected by a path, first crushed shell and then bluestone. Exploration of
the edge ofthe central walk in 2004 suggested the crushed shell surface was present beneath the
cur¡ent central walk.

The 2006 excavations confirmed this sequence. The cunent paving layer was laid on a bed
of builders sand that was devoid of tlatable artifacts. A small amormt of dark soil beneath the
pavers associated the event wilh zone 2, dafingto the late 19ù to early 20û century. The crushed

shell was present directþ beneath zone 2, and was present, in varying degtees of presewation,

throughout the fooþrint of the walk. Though the edges were not \¡r'ell defined, there was some

physical evidence to suggest the shell path was narrower than the current bluestone walk'

The present walk consists of large central stones 4' wide, with narrower stones (2' wide) on

either side. Excavations beneath the central stones revealed a solid layer of shell paving .3' deep.

The shell present beneath the side stones (N214E318.3 andN220B3l6.75) was thinner and more
ephemeral, except for % foot closest to tle center. This suggests that the shell path could have
been 5' wide, and that the thinner layer reflects scatter of the edges, either during use or at the time
of abandonment. The outer edges ofthe units also contained ephemeral layers of zone 3 (the soil
present in the early 19ú century garden layers). The presence ofthese soils further indicates an
edge to the shell walk. There was no evidence encomtered for edging of the shell walk, in the
form of brick, tile. etc.

Artifacts in the shell patl were rare, while those in the associated zone 3 deposits were

slightly more numerous. This is consistent with previous data, from both the Russell garden and

other sites in Charleston. The prepared paths contain virtually no refuse,,while the associated
garden beds a¡e more likely to receive refuse, particularly bone and ceramics. Though the artifacts
retrieved in and around the shell are few, all ofthose recovered could support an early 19"' century

date of construction for the shell páth.

The data from th e 2004 arÅ 2006 excavation support the interpretations proposed after tho
2003 work, and expand the footprint available for interpretation. Three garden episodes are

represented by the zone deposits and associated intrusive features. Features associated with each
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ofthe three episodes are shown in the figures at the end ofthis document, while the artifacts

critical for dating these proveniences a¡e listed in Table l.

Table 2
Elevations for Key X'eatures

f,'ront Walk*

Too Slate Top Crushed Shell

At Front Step (N216E299)

Middle of Walk (N216E317)

AtSidewalk G\2168327)

Top Slate @ middle walk

Top Shell @ middle walk

N200 E302
N195 8307

N2258312
N228.5 E302

8.63', 8.39'

8.44', 8.16'

8.38' 8.23',

South Edse Middle

8.40' 8.44',

7.99', 8.09',

X'ront Lawn

Top Ground Top Zone2

Top Zone 4

8.26'(brick)

7.88',

8.03',

8.64',
8.34',

8.93'
9.0'

8.39'
8.19'

8.7|',
8.70',

North Edge

8.49',

8.09'

Top Zore 3

7.71'
7.77',

8.08'
8.27',

* elevations are absolute: feet above mean sea level

Material Culture

The artifact assemblage from the front yard was relatively spæse, suggesting that refuse

disposal in this portion of the yard was uncommon. Material items wele common enough to date

the stratigraphic sequence, but the assemblage is not the best souroe of data on daily affairs at the

house. Still, some items of interest were rehieved, and differences are discemable among the three

temporal assemblages. The entire assemblage is tabulated below, with temporal subdivision.
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Table 3
. Material Assemblages

Earþ 19th Cenfury* Late 19th century** 20th century***

Porcelain, blue on white
Porcelain, overglazed
Porcelain, Canton
Porcelain, White
Brown saltglazed stoneware
Gray saltglazed stoneware
White saltglaz ed stoneware
Nottingham
Elers ware
Misc. 19* century stoneware
Ginger beer bottle
Whieldon wa¡e
Creamware
Pearlware, undecorated

Shell edged
Hand painted
Transfer printed
A¡mula¡

Whiteware, r¡ndecorated
Shell edged
Flow Blue
Transfer printed
A¡mular
Hand painted

Yellow ware
Rockingham
Jackfield
Astbury ware
Agate ware
North Devon ware
Delft
Slipware, combed and trailed
Slipware, American
Leadglazed eafhenware, misc
Lead glazed earthenwa¡e, black
Slip coated ware/mottled ware
Spanist/Olive jar
Colonoware, Yaughan

Lesesne lustered

A<

2
6

14
2
4

1l
2
I

18

I
2

137
38
15

38
t7
J

54
7

lÕ
4
4
9

:J
2

2
34
3l

3

o
8
1

I
5

I

26
2

25
1
/l

16
2

I

:
65
l7

9
18

10
48

1

l1
2
3

7

,|

i
3

11

t7

9
2
I

5

3

63
8

^
36
4
3

IJ

I

5

rso
3l

7
12
Á.)

IJ

80

I
24

6
4
6
1

I
1

2
I

22
3l

10
6
1

4
2
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River burnished

Olive green glass
Clear container glass
Aqua container glass

Amber/brown glass
Milk glass
Blue glass
Manganese glass
Table glass

Cutlery

Unidentified nail
Wrought nail
Cut nail
Nail fragm.ent
Aqua flat glass
Clear flat glass
Wire nail

Flint fragrnent
Lead shot
Flint grip

Bone button
Prosser button
Brass button
Bead
Buckle
Grommet

Fumiture tack
Wood screw

Toothbrush
Slate pencil
Pocket knife
Coin
Jeweþ

107
182'99

7
2
3

I
28

2

58
119
54
48

J+J
184

9

I

134
239
113
24
L't

7
JI

48
I

236
119
84

203
817
557
21

6
18

78
220

94
25
11

3

38
t:

t24
7t
35

129
620
289

4

'l 11

2
I

6
7
J

1

1

I

l
I
5

I
n

2
2
2
1

:

2

I

l

:J
2

1

.1 I

I

7

7

4

.,1

t2

26
J

-8
27

62
I

Pipe bowl
Pipe stem

Strap/misc metal
Misc lead/copper
Marble

80
¿

I
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Toy
Fish weight
Flower pot
Military

9

* ea¡ly l9'n century proveniences include zone 3 (a11 levels) plus the features initiating in zone 3

and/or filled with soil from zone 3

** mid-19ú century proveniences include zone 2 level 2 plus the features filled with darker soil
andlor initiating in zone 2

x x x 29th ""tt¡- proveniences include zone 2 level 1

As the above table suggests, the materials were divided into fuctional categories for
consideration relative to other Charleston assemblages. The relative proportions ofthese
flrnctional groups are shown in Table 4 below, and are consistent with analysis ofall Charleston
sites.

A¡tifacts recovered from datable proveniences numbe¡ed over 7,600, and most were highly
fragmented. Somewhat larger items were recovered from tlle top of zone 4, indicating that the late
18ü century deposits predating the Russell House contain an assemblage more likely fiom refuse
disposal than that of the early 19û cent¡:ry front lawn. Maps and plats of the property suggest a
series of smaller buildings fronted directly on Meeting Street in this location, and they were likely
razed for construction ofRussell's tov'r'nhouse (Zierden 1996: 16-17).

l

Afifacts from the 19'centrry are relatively sparse, and relatively small, a¡d tlle kitchen-
related items that usually dominate torvnhouse assemblages are less common than elsewhere on
site. Instead, architectural debris is more cofllmon, and these increase in frequency through the
19'century. Architectural item s avenge 25-30%o of domestic sites (South 1977). Architectural
items are 400á ofthe early 19* century assemblage and nearly 60% ofthe late 19* century
materials. Fragments of window pane glass dominate this assemblage, and become more
numerous through time. This increase in architectual debris may reflect the renovations of the
Allston family in the 1850s, but more likely reflects damage to the house during tle Civil War and
the repairs made by Mrs. Allston after recovery of the property. Too, the increased frequency in
architectural materials may simply reflect the relatively small amount of kitchen materials.

Kitchen items include a range of ceramics and glass containers, witi glass increasing in
relative frequency through the l9t century as_mass-produced bottles become more mrmerous. The
ceramic assemblage includes a numAèr of l8t century wares, as well as the refined earthenwares
and porcelains that dominate 19' century assemblages. Wares associated with the early to mid
18* century were present in minor amounts, including North Devon Gravel-tempered ware,
Combed and Trailed Slipware, and Delft. Minor amounts of the 18- cennrry utilit¿rian stonewares

- Westerwald and Brown saltglazed stoneware - and.utilitarian lead-glazed earthenwares were
present. Eighteenth century tablewares and tea wares included white saltglazed stoneware,

1

l8

1

1

10
1



Nottingham stoneware. and Elers ware. Earthenwares lrom rhe mid-I8ú century incluàed
Manga¡ese mottled warc and Slip-coated ware, as well as the more refined Jackfield ware,
Astbury ware, and Agate ware. All ofthese were present in minor amounts, and decrease through
time. While it is possible that mpny of these are from the previous occupation at the site, their
consistent recovery elsewhere on the property, during the 1990s testing, suggests that at least some
of these wares were oart of the Russell household.

l8' Century ceramics. Top row: delft, North Devon Cravel-
tempe¡ed ware, Whieldon ware, White saltglazed stoneware.
Bottom row: examDles of colono ware.

This is likely the case for the Chinese porcelains from the late 18th century. A c. 1780s
pattem was recovered beneath the kitchen of the Russell house beside fragrnents of 19h century
Canton porcelain, in layers ofrefuse dating from the 1820s to 1 850s
front lawn assemblage included undetglazed
blue-on-white fragments and a smaller
number of enameled wares. Unlike the other
18th century ceramics, the porcelains increase
in ftequency through the 19'n century.

The Canton oorcelain that is a
hallmark of the l gthìentuy was lesÄ common
in the front lawn assemblages. The consistent
recovery of this ware across the site suggests
that the Russell family owned and uscd a set

during their tenure. Like the other porcelain,

lgtr' ccntury Canton; lSrl'century enameled porcelain
though, the Canton ware increases in
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ftequency through the 19th century. Slightly more common, and increasing through time, is the

inexpensive plain white porcelain manufactured in America aÍïer 1851 .

Refined earthenwares dominate the assemblage, and c¡eamware (c.1770-1850) is

particularly common. Creamware was an inexpensive ceramic by the early 19t century, and is

most common in the late 19ú century assemblage. The pearlwares, manufactured ftom 1780 to
1 820, are present in a range of decorative styles and decline slightly in the later 19n century.

Whitewares, developed by 1830, increase in frequency through time. This is particularly true for
the undecorated whitewares, which are common in the third quarter of the 19* century. Utilitarian
wares of the 19th century - stoneware crocks and jugs, yellow ware bowls - are present only in
smaller amounts.

Colono ware, the unglazed low-fired ea¡thenware oflocal manufacture ubiquitous ìn the

Carolina lowcountry, was present only in small amounts. These wares are found on plantation

sites as well as urban torurhouses, and are mostþ attributed to Afücan American potters. Colono

wares often comprise half of the ceramics recove¡ed on 18* century plantation sites and they

average 5Vo of CÀarleston ceramics. Further, colono wares are associated principally with the l8'n

century, and decline after the first quarter ofthe 19m century. Colono wares comprise 2.3%n of the

front lawn ceramic assemblage. The ceramic assemblage from the 1990s excavations produced a

comparable proportion ofcolono wares for the second half of the 19ü century, but slightly more

for the Russell period. Colono wares were 50% of the Russell ceramics in the work yard and

I 9ú century refined
earthenwares. Top row:
transfer print pearlware,
creamare. Bottom row:
shell edged pearlware,
sprigged ware, gaudy

dutch \ryhiteware

garden, but only 1.6% ofthose ftom the front
lawn. This suggests that these wales were not
used, and therefore not discarded, here.

Artifacts other th'an those from
architectural debris and kitchen refuse were
relatively sparse across the fíont lawn. Arms
materials included a few lead shot and a small
number of flint fragments. Fumiture items
included a screw and four upholstery tacks'
Clothing items included buttons of brass and

bone, and a larger number of the white prosser

buttons that characterize the mid-19* centu¡y.
19"' century buttons, of iet, prosser, shell, and bone
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Jewelry items included pearls, clearly from a broken necklace, and a few glass beads'

The personal group included artifacts that characterize 19- century assemblages, such as a pocket

knife, a bone tooth brush, and several slate pencils. All of the pencils were recovered from late

19th century layers and are likely.associated with the girls' school operated by Mrs. Allston and

later the Sisters of Charity. A number of slate pencils were recovered elsewhere on the site. The

most unusual item was a small stamped tin 'bugle', less than 2" in diameter. This is a stamped hat

insignia for a Union soldier. The pattem matches a¡ 1851 tnfantry enlisted man's style (Miller
2001:30-31). Several coins were recovered from the upper zones, most of them pennies from the

20th century. Children's activities were reflected in porcelain doll parts and marbles. Finally,
gardening was reflected in the recovery of several terra cotta flowerpot fragments, particularly
from the late 19ü and early 20'o century deposits.

Top row: bone toothbrush
Middle row: figurine arm,
Union army insignia, bone
fork handle
Bottom row: Spanish coin,
peads

Zone 3 Zone3 feas
# o/o # o/o

Table 4
Artifact Profiles

z,one 2lev I
#vo

Zone2lev 2 Zone2 feas.
# o/" # o/o

Kitchen

Ceramics

Glass

Architecture

Arms

Clothing

Furniture

Personal

Pipes

Activities

850 52.0

446

404

676 41.3

9.5
5.3
0-
2.1
25 1.5

66 4.0

175 52.0

111

64

139 4r.3

¿.o
3.9
t.J

0-
t0 2.0

6 t.7

3'7.s lll5
497

618

58.2 t'143

197

109

88

,l

1

I

0

5

40

823

319

504

1277

I

o

t8

2

t('

49

37.5

,2

o

7.4

.04

.3

,8

.l
,7

2.2

t8

9

I

l9

)tt

58.6

,4

,6

.3

.03

.63

1.8

s4.4

,2

.2
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Summary

Archaeological excavations were successfi.f in isolatilg and revealing evidence of
gardening activities in the fronl lawn ofthe Russell house. The relatively shallow deposits

(averaging one foot) included three zone deposits and a number of associated features that suggest

tl¡ee sardin events. A¡tifacts associated with each event suggest they were deposited in the first
quarteì ofthe 19ú century, the second half offlre 19ü century, and the early 20n century'

rèspectively. The earliest is characterized by brown shell-flecked soil; and contain artifacts that

support an early 19ú cenhrry date of deposition. It is likely the first such event at the Russell house

and is comparable to the garden shown in the c.1898 photograph. The numerous features

associated with this garden provide a footpfint that can be replicated. The overþing zone 3 is

likely a planting surface for these features, and the artifacts recovered suggest this zone ¡eceived

debris and cultural material through the fust half of the 19û century. The central walk, and one

connecting the walk to the drive, appears to be a roughly crushed shell surface. Though the

evidence ¡¡¿as much more ephemeral, the garden area likely featured shell paths, as well.

The second planting episode is represented by darker soil, and features containing this

darker soil. The mottled deposits of dark soil and red clay mirror the red clay deposits discovered

elsewhere on the site, and likely represent garden plantings by the Allstons, 1857-1870. These

features are associated with the lower levels of zone 2, which includes a range of artifacts from the

second hatf ofthe 19ú century. A third set of plant stains contain no cultural materials a¡d are

associated with the upper level of zone 2, and these appear to span the 20- century. unlike the

zone 3 garden, featurèÀ from the latter two gardens are too few in number to propose a formal

pauern; however, several photographs are available for this period. These may be used in concert

wilh the plant stains to reconstruct the appearance of the,front lawn after abandonment of the more

formd påîem reflected in zone 3. At some point, the central walk was covered in bluestone, laid

directþ on the previous shell path. Brick-edged beds in front of the house and along the drive may

have been added at this time, iikely by the Allstons. Sometime later, the connection from the front

walk to the drive was abandoned.

Associated with these changes was a rise in grade, as reflected in the face of the marble

steps. The addition of the bluestone walk added about 3/10' to the ground surface. Thetop ofthe

earìy 19ú century features is 6/10'below surface. While it is difficult to pinpoint historic grade in

archaeological siatigraphy, it is likely that the ground surface during era of the Russell family is

somewhere between these two points.

The data suggests tha! during the Russell's tenure, the ftont lawn featured elements of a

formal garden, one tlat continued to the large side yard. This block excav4tion, considered with

the testúg conducted in 1994 anð1995, suggests that archaeological evidence of these gardening

episodes is intact beneath the present garden. Extensive excavations will be necessary to define

these gardens.

The present proj ect successfirlly demonstrated the role of archaeology in reconstruction ofl

Charleston'i historiõ gardens. The project also suggests that tlere is still much to learn about tho

location, style, and evolution of these gardens. Interpretations proposed a decade ago have beon

changed considerably as new dat4 both archival and archaeological, were collected. Continuing

JO



study of the Nathaniel Russell House and grounds will likely ñrther refine our understànding of
Charleston's early 19' century landscape.

References

Brown, C. Allan
2001 Research Report on the History ofthe Grounds ofNo. 14 Legare' Ms. on file,

Glenn Keyes Architects, Charleston.

Graham, Willie, Glenn Keyes, and Orlando Ridout V
1995 Architectural Conservation Grant Report: Investigations and Anaþsis. Prepared for

Historic Charleston Foundation and The Getty Grant Program, Report on file,
Historic Charleston Foundation, Charleston.

Miller, David, ed.
2001 The lllustrated Directory of Uniforms, Weapons, and Equipment of the Civil War'

Salamander Books. Ltd., London.

South, Stanley
1977 Method and Theory in Historical Archaeology. Academic Press' New York.

Zierden, Martha
1995 The Nathaniel Russell House: Initial Archaeological Testing' Archaeological

Contributions 24, The Charleston Museum.

1996 Big HouselBack Lot: An Archaeological Study ofthe Nathaniel Russell House.

Archaeological Contributions 25, The Charleston Museum.

Zierden, Martha et a].
2001 Excavations at 74 Legarc Street, Cha¡leston, South Carolina' Archaeologioal

Contribution 28. The Charleston Museum.

)t



39



ttt
tÐt
Ërt
ürt
Ërt
$r
Ëtttt
Ë|
mr*l
Ðt
ñr
*rt
m,rpt
*a
#r
ñr
Nr
Èr
ñrt
sf
EItttt

40



N2158297

H

B
tft

H
"tr

tTl
ßI

H

¡J

frolt walk

NâJhaniel Russoll Houso

Garden Featuies, mid.late l9tù Century

N223.5
È297

N225
8312



g'39'r,Ðü,9ÐrI¡I¡I¡t



ilt
ilttt
cttttt
*tt
il
*
ilttt
d;ttil
t)
üttt
üt
,
.ttt
J)
c;
J
a
å
å
)t

Ç. 1898viowof'tholìontof tho Nothmiol lLussoll l'louro, hclng north,

V¡siblo in tho frl'ogtound is tho f'olrnnl gntdon wlth btottd, ottrvlrtg pûthn' Planxs ûppcar to

hnvo lrcorr prurrotl looontly, 'l'ho lìont w{tlk lppaûril to lro ntotto, whllo tlto garden paths are

llkolv sholl, Colloethnrt] 0l'Tho illuIlo$tur MuÉot n.



)
)
p
-
*
*

-
-
-t
t
a
Ç
p
Ç
*
t
)
)
,.
Ç
Ò
O
Ð
t
a
#
Ð
O
#
Ç
ñ
ó
clr
#
4lr
ñ
å
êa
a,
Ð

-t

'l op: Aerial view ofN200 block with superirnposed leatures, 2003

llottom: South profile ofN 195 block
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N 214 8318.3, N2168317, N220 8316.75; west prolile

A - bluestone paver
B - zone 2: builders sand
C -b¡ick
D - feature 119; shell in brown sand matrix
E - zone 4i mottled gold and brown sand

F - zone 3; medium gray-brown sand

G - dark brown soil
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tg

Nf95 E29?, N195Ð3[)2, south Profile

A. - zone I
B-zn¡ie2
C-zone3
D - concentration of crushed shell
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